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ABSTRACT - /' 

'3( c 9 
6 

This study mqulres mto the extent, nature, and official reaction to da te  ,- 
,- . 

* . _, 
rape (or date sexual assault) committed by males against females. I t  also exam-= .. 

6 

f b 

ines the e x k n t .  to which rape myth acceptance (R.M.A.)" influences ' the  offender's 
Y 

. . 
commission and the viktirn.:~ reporting of the offence. Factors :thought to i n f l u e m  - 

. .. . /--- 
R.M.A. ,  such - a s  sex role stereotyping, adversarial sexual be&efvaiidxthe accept- 

/ 

ante of interpersonal violence. are scrutinized in , malung this eiamination.' 
* .  

Recommendations . ., for understanding, responding to, and apreventing date sexual 
. o  A 

assault are then suggested. . - 

Three methods of investigation are utilized. The first, an  extensive re,!&? 
- 

of the literature, looks a t  the,  state of the date rapeidate sexual assault re-. - , 

J 

search. As well, the legal. and historical literature on date rape is reviewed. The 
t 

second method involves distributing sex-sgacific self-report que&onnaires to 524 
- - 

'college and university students to determine ( 1 ) their attitudes towards women,, 
Q 

men, dating, and sexual assault, and (2) their involvement in date sexual as- 
B 

s a d t  as' victims or offenders. The third method involves' interviewing 46 female 
* 

.+ 
date sexual assault victims about their victimization experiences. 

* 

Date sexual assault is found to be (1) widespread among female collegee and 
. d 

university students. (2) not confined .to the less serious h n d s  of sexual assault, 

' ( 3 )  frequently committed by so-called "normal" men, (4) much more likely to re- 

sult in mental than physical injury, a n d  ( 5 )  exiremely unlikely to be reported to 

, the police. No sta-tistlcally significant relationship between R.M.A.  and either the 

commission of date sexual assault or the victim's reporting of the offence (,to 

friends. family. or members of the helping professions) is found. Statistically sig- 

nificant posifir.e relationships are found. however, between R.M.A. in  males and 



both adversarial sexual beliefs and the accepta-nee of interpersonal violence. 

Among the 17 recommendations, it is suggested tha t  a national resource/referral 

centre on sexual assault and an  international news bulletin be estabIished, 

workshops be developed for use in the schools, sexual assault peer counsellhg 

programs be* i d s t i t o + e d - - - i h e ~ r a l  public and criminal justice personnel be edu- ' 
F1, 

1 

cated about thq issue of date sexual assault, greater u s e  be made of expert 
1 - .  

witnesses in court, and~'civi1 justice remedies be  considered along with the crimi- . 
rial justice ones. 

,-L . , 



s. . - 
To Mary-Jane - 



\ Of all the  agonies i n  life-;. t h a t  which is most poignant a n d  harrbwing, t h a t  - which for the time an@%ha@s reason and  leaves our whole organization one lac- 
e r a W  mangled heart; is the conviction t h a t  we have been deceived where we 
placed a% -the t rhs t  of love. 

, , 
,, Edward 'rf3ulwer-Lytton, 19th C. poet, A Mangled Heart 
, 

No pattern of domination - is  necessarily pa r t  of human  nature,  whether i t  be in- 
s~ dividual acts. of rape or t.atal war and annihilation. 

#% 

,/' -, Petra K. Kelly, New Forms o f  Power 
# 

/ 

Rape is s impl i  a t  the end of the continuum of male-aggress~ie,  female-passive 
" patterns,  and  a n  arb~trorry line has  been drawn to mark i t  off from the rest of 

such relatiohships. 
I 

Andrea Qdef and  Kathleen Thompson, Against d a p e  

The obscure we- see eventually, the completely obvious takes longer 

/ '  

/' 1 

Marcie Servedio, Social 

Is there, in human form, 
A wretch! a villain! lost - 
T h a t  can,  with studied, 
Betray sweet Jenny's '  

Psychologist 

p b e r t  Burns ( 1759-1 796). The Cotter's Saturday Night 
/ .  



i 

T h s  thesis! would not have been realized and complei%d without the assis- 
Ti 

tance of a number of individuals. In pa.rticular, I would like to thank my 
h 

Senior Supervisor, Dr. Simon ~eidun- ones for his guidance, unfailing support, 

constructive criticism, ,and patjence. For one having so little free time, he gave 
- - 

of his time gensrously, for which I am greatly* appreciative. The legal sections of 

the thesis especially bear witne3s to his investment of time. _ I .  

a For sending unsolicited books and other written materials my way, for as- - 
*? 

sisting in the shaping of' the historical material especially,<- for meticulously re- 
?. 

viewing the thesis, a n d -  for suggesting addi t i~nal~~ar t ic les  of interest, I am deeply 
4 

indebted to Dr. Brian Burtch. , 

E 

Many thanks are 'due  to ,&-n as  well for not only reading 
8 A 

the thesis twice from cover to cover and carefully reviewing both its substantive 

and stylistic components, but for supporting and encouragmg its completion from 
. 

day one. Her significant contribution, most notably in helping to develop the 

theoretical material, will not be forgotten. 

UC 

And last but not least on my Thesis Committee, E am deeply grateful to 

Dr. Robert Menzies 'for his helpful suggestions, support, and willingness *to dis- 

cuss issues related to the thesis on a moment's notice. The methodological 

aspects of the thesis especially benefitted from his careful attention. 

I am indebted to Dr. Nanette' Davis of Oregon State University for intro- 

ducing me td the topic of date rapeldate .sexual assault, and for suggesting that  

I write my thesis on the tdpic. Had she not introduced me to the topic, it ig 
- - 5. 

quite likely that this thesis would never have 'been written. 

P 

vii 



A special thanks must also go to ' Dr. Ted h l y s  and Dr. Douglas 

~ous' ineau. Both -had a n  enormous impact .on the writing of this thesis, perhaps 

more than they will e;er know. Though they were not formal members of my 
' 

1 ,  

Thesis Committee, they might ' just  as  well have been. ~ r :  Palys impressed on 

me the  qmportance of not sacrificing ethical research, principles'on' the altar of - 
'\\ 

science, and Qr. Cousmeau gave me a much betkl*i*appreciation of sociology of 
* 

knowledge issues. --  - e 

I would be remiss- if ]...did not acknowledge as '  well the first-class efforts of 
2 . #  

.. .. . 'i 
my two research assistants- Karen Lyons and 'Sharlene Cherniwckm. Both 

proved to be dependable, trustworthy, conscientious, ankdedicated to their tasks 

whether it was interviewing sexual assault victims, helping to survey classes of 

students, or coding data  into the computer. 

Dr. William Glackman, Director of the Criminology ~ e s e a r c h  Centre a t  

Simon Fraser University, is yet another to whom the author is deeply indebted. 
. ( 

Not only did he permit,me to use the Centre's name and phone number in the 

newspaper ads, but he also allowed me (to "pic,k his brain" from time to time 

when i t  came to statistical and computing matters. ' 

For granting me w itten permission to reproduce scale items dealing with 'L 
Sex Role Stereotyping, Adversarial Sexual Beliefs, Interpersonal violence, and 

Rape Myth Acceptance, I would like to express my - .  indebtedness and -heartfelt 

thanks to Dr. Martha Burt  of Washington's Urban Institute. As well, I would 

l k e  to thank Dr. LeRoy Schultz of West Virgmia University for similarly allow- 

ing me to reproduce 

ual  intercourse, and 

assault. 

material dealing with the communication of consent to sex- 

the rape victim's immediate and later reactions to sexual 

. . .  
V l l l  



For me tb s&ey ,their classes, I wou'did'ilike 'to thank John 
, 

Anderson, Joanne Beamish, - Dr., Margaret Benston, Dr. m o t  ~ o ~ ~ n o & s k ~ ,  Dr. 
d 

. Brian Burtch, Dr. Dorothy, Ch'unn, Dr. H. .Diclue-Clark, Lynne Hissey, Dr. Ted 
d 

/ 

Palys, Dr. Robert Ratner, and the late Ron Rea. And tq/ those individuals who - 

/ 
d were s y e y e d  by questionnaire andlor interviewed, I am forever grateful. 

I ..Y . 
.- * 

In addition, I would like to thank various faculty members, colleagues, sup- 

r port staff, and friends for their &nous an< sur?&j i n p u t  into 'the writing qf * 
-\. 

this thesis. Specifically, and in alphabetical order, I would .like to thank Reo 
. @ 

Audette of S F U  Computing Services for helping with SPSSX-related mattersi - 

Colic Campbell for sending articles my way, Robert 'Ho1,stein for applying his 

Computer Graphics sh l l s  to Figure 1 of this thesis, Judith Osborne for 

suggesting how the classified request should read, Bessie Pang for telling me 

what shi:rkally thought about ideas I would discuss%,with her, Rob Pretto for 
@ 

helping with the4 translation of Suzanne Voilquin's autobiography, Aileen Sams 
, 

for going out of her way to help with just about anything, Margaret Sharon of , 
> .  

SFU Computing Services for her expert word-processing assistance, Drew Stainton 

for applymg his knowledge af "Microsoft word" t.6' the Literature 'Review Table, 

Mary Sutherland for her cpntinued support and positive attitude, Rob Turner for c ' . 
i * 

his computing assistance, the University Ethics ~ e v i e w  Committee for approving 

my thesis research, and Dr. Phyllis Wren of the SFU French Department for as- 

sistance in translating, a part  of Voilquin's a u t o b i o ~ a p h y  into English. As weI1, 

it is important ti acknowledge the 'crucial contribution students in my 

Criminology 120 (Research Methods) tutorials made to the writing of this thesis. 

Often, I would ask for their input a b u t  the .way I had worded instructions or 

- .  questions on the questionnaires. If the instructions or questions were not clear, 

they told me, and together we rectified the situation. 



I 
I __--- 1---/ 

, F *. I 

i -'< 

 in&, I would like to thank my kany6e  ~ a r ~ - ~ a ; i e *  for, among other 
\ .. C 

things, videotaping &levision prog%ammes dealing with my thesis .topic and pre- 
* .  

senting them to me. ~ o s t  of all, however, I wouy just like to thank hEr ,for . i' 
i I 

being patient, under tanding, . ~ n d  enduring. / .- 
, .' 

Thanks to -all of you, including those I may have ikdvertent iy  missed.. I 
I 

could not have cbmpleted this thesis without you. .Of course, while I am most --\ 
- -I 

grateful for your assistance, any errors in the thesis are mine alone. ' = a 

Ken D. Garley 
% .  

2 



TABLE 

Approval .................................................... 

CONTENTS 

... ............................................................... Abstract ................ : ................................... 111 

Dedication .................................................................................................................... v 

List 

List 

I. 

11. 

111. 

i 

'\\ ......................................................... of Tables .......... ;. ............... .>... .......z.. 1 ..... xiv 
.- ', . 

\ ... 
'\ 

.-' 
of Figures ...................................... ............................................................. x v m  . 

................................ ......................................................... INTRODUCTION .:. 1 - 
DEFINITION OF SEXUAL ASSAULT AND RAPE IN DATING/ 
COURTSHIP RELATIONS ............................................................................... 7 

DATE RAPE AND THE LAW IN HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE ............ 
I 

..................................................................................................... Introduction 
ri 

/ 

Pre- 1800 ..................... :... .................................................................................. 
6 - 

...................................................................................................... 1800- 1982 

FROM KANIN ONWARDS: A REVIEW OF THE DATE RAPE 
.................................................................................................... RESEARCH 

- 
.................................................................. The Early Research: ,1957- 197 1 

..................................................... .................. Later  Research: 1972- 198 1 .=. 

................................................................. The Latest Research': 1982- 1988 

........... ............... Conclhsion ..................................................................... .:. .:. 

THE PRESENT STUDY ...................................................................&......... 

........................................ Introduction ,. ..................... r . .  ................................ 
r 

S.,4.R.P.'s Purpose ....................................................................................... 

The Data Collection 

The Data Collection 
0 

. b 

......................................... Instruments 

........................................... Procedures 



* 
P 

How the Data  were Processed and  Analyzed .......................... ...... :........ 118 

Shortcomings and  - Limitations of the Data . ... . .. .. . . >. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . . 121 
9 

VI. RESULTS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 133 

Introduction .... .. .. . . . .... . . . ... . ... .. ... .. ;. . . .... .. . .. .. . .. . ... . . . ..... . .. . . . . ..... .....,. ... ... ,........ .. 133 
-- - 

The In-Class and Out-of-Class Conditions ............... : ............... .............. 134 
P 

The Sample ..... : ........,.,...... ......... ...... ... ... ........... ............... ........,.... , ............. 136 
3 - 

The Prevalence and  Nature of Date Sexual Assault ............................. 144 

r ' The Offenders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . ... . . . . . .*. . . . . . . . . . . . . 153 

The Victims .. . . . . . . . . . .. . ... .. . .. . ... . . . . . ... . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 158 

- .  The Criminal Justice System Response ........................ : .......................... 181 

- T k  Relationship of Sex Role Stereotyping, Adversarial Sexual 
Beliefs. and  Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence to Rape 
Myth Acceptance ................................ ! .... . . .  ................................. 185' , 

The Relat ionsh~p of Rape Myth Acceptance to the Comm~ssion and 
Reportmg of Date Sexual .Assault . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .,, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . , . . . 20 1 

IX. CONCLUSION ............................................................................................. 225 
* 

APPENDIX A: TABLE A.1-  REVIEW OF THE DATE RAPE,'DATE 
SEXUAL ASSAULT LITERATURE . ......................................................... 232a B 

0 

APPENDIX B: FEMALE QUESTIONNAIRE ON SEXUAL AGGRESSION ...... 263 

APPENDIX C: MALE QUESTIONNAIRE 'ON SEXUAL AGGRESSION .......... 290 , 

APPENDIX E: FEMALE INTERVIEW SCHEDULE (TYPE 2) ......................... 319 

/ 

APPENDIX Fi SUB-JECT ,CONSENT FORM . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 1 
1 

APPENDIX G: GUARD1.W CONSENT FORM (TYPE 1) ................................ 342 

APPENDIX H: GUXRDI.4N COKSENT FORM (TYPE '2) ................................ 343 

APPENDIX I:  INFOR31-4TIO?i SHEET FOR SUB.JECTS .................................. 344 



APPEXDIX .J: ....... MISCELLANEOUS TABLES 

................................................................................................. Legal Cases Cited . = 

........................................................................................................... Name 1nde.x -. 

Subject Index ......................................................................................................... 



LIST OF TABLES 
8 

Table Page 

6.1 Crosstabulation of Condition Questionnaires Completed Under by Sex 135  

6.2 Crosstabulation of Age of Respondents by Sex ...................................... 138  

6.3 Crasstabulation of J Iar i ta l  S t a t u s  of Respondents by Sex .................... 139 

6.4 a Crosstabulation of Race of Respondents by Sex ..................................... 140 

6.5 Crosstabulation of Educational Level of Respondents by Sex ............... 141 

6.6 Crosstabulation of Sexual  Orientat ion of Respondents by Sex ............. 143 

6 7 Crosstabulation of Prevalence of Date  Sexual  Assault Among Female 
. Respondents b t  Condition Completed Under (CCU) ..................... 146 

6.8 Crosstabulation of the  Prevalent of SPECIFIC FORMS of Date 
Sexual  Assault Among Fe &a le Victims By CCU- (Broken 
Down into Attempted a n d  Successfully Completed Acts) ............. 147 

f3,9%d Crosstabulation of Location of Date  Sexual  Assault by CCU .............. 150 

6.10 Crosstabulatlon of D a  of the  \Veek Date  Sexual  Assaults Occurred 
by CCU ............................................................................................. 152 

6.1 1 Crosstabulation of Time of the  Dav or  Evening ' Datg Sexual  
.Assaults Began by CCU .................................................................. 152 

6.12 Crosstabulation of D u r a t ~ o n  of Date Sexual  Assaults bv CCU ............ 152 

6.13 Crosstabulatlon of Assariant's .Age (as Reported b j  the Victims) by 
CCU ............. ......... .. . . ... .,... . . .... .................. ....................................... 154 

6.14 Crosstabulation of Assailant 's 1Iar i ta l  S t a t u s  ( a s  Reported by the 
Victims) by CCC ...... . ... ..... . ..... ... ............ ... ............................... . 154 

h: 

6.1.5 Crosstabulation of AssaiIant's Occupation ( a s  Reported by - the 
i ' i c t i m s ~  b~ CCU .............., ;: ............................................................. 155 

6.16- Crosstabulation of .Assailant-s Level of Education ( a s  Reported by 
the 1-ictimsj by CCU ....................................................................... 156 

6.1; Crosstabulation of -4ssalfant's Pace ( a s  Reported by the Victims) by 
, ,ECr: .................................................................................................... 157 

6 . 1  ero..;stabulation of Length of Time Victim a n d  Assailant Had 
K-notvn Each Chher Prior to the  Date Sexual Assault by 
T C U  . . . . .  :. . .  . . . . .  ............................. . . . . . .  .................................................. 158 



6.19 Crosstabulation of Length of Time Victim and Assailant Had Dated 
............ . Each Other Pnor  to the Date Sexual Assault by CCU 158 

6.20 Crosstabulation of Frequency of Date Sexual Assault from 
................................. DIFFERENT &friends and Dates by CCU 159 

6.21 Crosstabulation of Frequency of D a k  Sexual Assault from the  
................................................. SAME Bo-vfriend or Date by CCU 160 

B 

...... 6.22 Crosstabulation of Race of Date Sexual Assault Victims .by CCU 162 

6.23 Crosstabulation of Marital S ta tus  of c ate^ ~ e x u a i  Assault Victims 
................... a t  the Time of Their Sexual Victimization by CCU 163 - 

6.24 Crosstabulation of Age of Date Sexual Assault Victims a t  the  Time 
of Their 'Sexual Victimization, by CCU ......................................... 163 

6.25 Cross tabu~a t~on  of Sexual Orlentation of Date Sexual '4ssault 
, . Victims a t  the Tlme of the Survey by CCU ............................... 163 

6.26 Cra~stabulat ion of Who Asked Who Out on the Sexually Assault~ve 
Date by CCU .................................................................................. 165 

6.27 Crosstabulation of LYho Paid on the Sexually Assaultive Date by 
. - ................................................... ............................................... CCU 16'5 

6.28 Crosstabulation of Kinds of Pressure or Force Used on Date Sexual 
................................................................. Assault Victims by CCU 165 

6.29 Crosstabulation of Victim Response to Date Sexual Assault by CCU 167 

6.30 Crosstabulation of-Action l'ictims Took After the Date Sexual 
..... .......................................................................... Assault by CCU ~: 168 

6 . 3  1 Crosstabulation of Date Sexual Assault Vlctims Who Sought 
....... 'bledlcal Attention a s  a Result of Being Attacked by CCU 168 - 

6.32 Crosstabulation of Physical Injuries and Consequences Attributable 
............................................ to the Date Sexual .4ssauit by CCU 169 

6.33 Crosstabulat~on of Emotional Consequences Attributable ~AI the  Date 
Sexual Assault b_v CCU .................................................................. 

. . 
l$69 

6.34 Crosstabulat~on of Length of ~ i m e  Ernot~onal Consequences 
...... t t n b u t a b l e  to the Date Sexual Assault Pers~sted by S C a  170 

6.3.5 Crosstabulation of Measures Female Date Sexual Assault Victims 
Takmg to Prevent Sexual Assault by CCU ................................ 175 

6.36 Crosstabulation of l leasures Other Kinds of. Female Sexual Assault 
................... Victims Talung to Prevent Sexual .\ssault by CCU 175 



Crosstabulation of Measures Females who-~ave ~ e v k r  Bekn 
Sexually Assaulted a re  T a h n g  to Prevent Sexual  Assault by 
CCU .................................................................:................................. 175 

Crosstabulation of Believability of Sexual Assault Victims with 
....................................................... Specific Characteristics by Sex 183 

-11 

Crosstabulation of Burt's Rape..Myth ~ c c e ~ t a n c e  Scale Items by Sex 187 

Crosstabulation of Burt's Sex Role Stereotyping Scale Items by Sex .. 190 

Crosstabulation of Burt's Adversarial Sexual Belief Scale I t ems .  by 
Sex ................................................................................................. 190 

Crosstabulation of Burt's A6ceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale 
' -\ -- -- ..................... Items by Sex .......................................................... 190 

Crosstabulation of Rape Myth Acceptance by Sex Role Stereotyping .. 196 

Crosstabulation of Rape M-vth Acceptance by Adversarial Sexual 
Beliefs ................................................................................................ 196 

a 

Crosstabulation of Rape Myth Acce-ptance by Acceptance of 
.................................... ............................. Interpersonal Violence .*. 199 

Chsstabula t ion of Rape Myth Acceptance by the Combined Scores 
of Sex Role Stereotyping, Adversarial Sexual Beliefs, and  
Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence .......................... ...,<. . . . . . . . .  20 1 

# 

Crosstabulation of the Self-Reported Commission of Sexual Assault 
.......................... .................................... by Rape Mdgh Acceptance , 203 

Crosstabulation of the Reporting of Date Sexual Assault ( to 
Friends, Family, and Members of the Helping Professions) by 

........................... ............................... .... Rape M-yth Acceptance .'.. ;.:. 204 - 
Review of the Date RapeDate  Sexual Assault -Literature .................... 232 

Crosstabulation of Believability of Sexual Assault Victims with 
Specific Characteristics by Sex (Out-of-Class Sample) ................. 345 

Crosstabulation of Believability of Sexual Assault Victims wi th  
Specific Characteristics by Sex (In-Class & Out-of-Class 
Samples Combined) ........................................................... .......... 346 

Crosstabulation of Burt's Rape blj-th Acceptance Scale Items by Sex 
(Out-of-Class Sample) ....................................................................... 347 

Crosstabulation of Burt's Rape M-yth Acceptance Scale Items by Sex 
(In-Class 8- Out-of-Class Samples Combined) ................................ 349 ,I 

Crosstabulation of Burt's Sex Role Stereotyping Scale Items by Sex , - 
....................................................................... (Out-of-Class barnpie) 35 1 



. . 

Crosstabulation of Burt's Sex Role Stereotyping Scale Items by Sex 
(In-Class & Out-of-Class Samples Combined) ................................ 353 

&-osstabulation of Burt's Adversarial Sexual Belief Scale Items by 
Sex (Out-of-Class Sample) .................................... : .......................... 355 

Crosstabulation of Burt's' Adversarial Sexual Be1ief)'Scale Items by 
Sex (In-Class & out-of-class Samples b m b i n e d )  ........................ 357 

Crosstabulation of Burt's Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale 
Items by Sex (Out-of-Class Sample) .............................................. 359 

Crosstabulation of ~ u r e s  Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale 
Items By Sex (In-Class & Out-of-Class Samples Combined) ....... 360 . 



LIST OF FIGURES 

9 
Figure Page 

1 The Four Main Types of Rape and Their Relationship to the 
Larger Picture of Violence . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 



in -+ 
r 

CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

"When I was about 16, I went out on a date with a guy I 
knew from school. We went to the movies and afterwards he wanted 
to go for a ride. There was still time before I was supposed to be 
home, so I agreed. l 

'-1 

He drove into the country singing with the radio. He \ pulle 
beer out from under the car seat and started drinkmg it. He offered 
it. to me. I said, 'No thanks'. I was sort of surprised, but  didn't- want 
to make a big deal of it. Suddenly he turned down a small dirt road 
and stupped. He turned to me and pulled me over to him. I didn't 
know what to say and he acted like i t  didri't matter anyway. I tried 
to pull away from him but he wouldn't let me. Then I got scared and 
s a ~ d ,  'What are  you doing?' 

He said, 'What do you think I'm doing. You wouldn't have come 
here with me if you didn't want it.' 

I started for the car door but he grabbed my arm so tightly i t  - 

really hurt. I was afraid he would hurt  me even more if :I. didn't do 
1 .  

what he said. He raped me and then drove me home. 

I didn't tell anybody becbuse I was 'too ashamed. My parents had 
told me not to talk to strangers -and to never. let a guy take advan- 

9' 
tage of me. .  Nobody had told me it was rape if you knew the 
guy. "' 

Unfortunately, scenarios similar to this one are all g o  common. Labelled as  

d f +-a ' 

"date rape" by both the academic community and the news media, such seriual 

assaults are slowly starting to be recognized as  no less frequent or serious than 

sexual assaults committed by strangers or family members. Undoubtedly, the 
'I* - 

growing research into family and courtship violence, significant chpnges in 

Ca.nadian, American, English, ,and Australian sexual assault laws in the last 
\ 

decade, and the increasing willingness of the media to deal with the issue (i.e., 

such television programmes as Donahue, Oprah Winfiey, Sally Jessy Raphael, 

Town Meeting, Cagney and tacey) have contributed to this trend. 

'Caren Adams and Jennifer Fay, Nobody ,Told Me it was Rape: A Parent's 
Guide for Talking with Teenagers about Acquaintance Rape and Sexual 
Exploitation (Santa Cruz: Network Publications, 1984), p.1. 



.. 
With date rape "emer$ng from the closetJ', so to speak, one is naturally 

curious as  to whether i t  is a relatively recent phen6meno,n on the upswing or a 
< 

longstanding but hidden social problem. The av'ailable evidence, what little there ' 
'\ 

- is, suggests tha t  date rape has been with us as long a s  the customs of dating 

and c ~ u r t s h i p . ~  For reasons which will become apparent in readmg this thesis, 

. ZP 

the behaviour remained hidden until quite &ently. 
. . 
. .. 

As to why some men sexually assault women they have just begun to date 

i or have been dating for years, there is a great deal of scholarly debatk. A< one *- 

end of the spectrum are theorists suchcas Nicholas Groth who base their expla- 

- .. nations of the behaviour on the Psychopathological Model. This model posits? that  

date rapists are "sick individuals" from the "lunatic fringe" of ~ o c i e t y . ~  At the 
* 

other end of the spectrum are theorists such as Diana Russell, Susan 

Brownmiller, Lorenne Clark, Debra Lewis, and 'Mary Koss who base their expla- 

nations of da te  rape on the Social ControllSocial Conflict Model which pbstulates 

the existence of a "sick society". Specifically, they believe tha t  sexual assault in 
1 

general, and date rape in particular, are  symptomatic of a n  ill society rather 

than the product of a few sick. Furthermore, they contend tha t  date 

2According to Moon, "The distinction +tween courtship and dating may be 
made- analytically by viewing the former as a n  activity directed toward a mem- " 
ber of the opposite sex with a serious intent of marriage and the latter a play- 
ful or .  less-committed activity. However, given the essential ambiguity of inten- 
tions and actions it is more useful to view dating and courtship on a continu- 
um with various identifiable stages such as  casual dating, casual going-steady, 
serious going-steady or 'going with', and engagement...". For the source of this 
quotatibn, see Sueng G_yu Moon, "The . Courtship Process: Dating and .Mate 
Selection," in Courtship, Marriage, and the Family in Canada, ed. G. N. Ramu 
(Toronto: Macmdlan Co., 1979), p.3 1. 

3Diana Scully and Joseph Marolla, "&ding the Bull a t  Gilley's: Convicted 
Rapists Describe the Rewards of Rape," Social Problems 32 (February 1985): 251. 

85 - 
4See Diana Russell, Rape zn Marr~age (New* York: Macmillan Publishing Co., 
1982): Susan B r o w ~ x l l e r ,  Agahs t  Our Wzll: Men, Women, and Rape (New York: 
Bantam Books, 1975): Lorenne Clark and -Debra Lewis, Rape: The Price of 
Coercwe Sexual~ty (Toronto: The Women's ."Press, 197.11); and Mary Koss e t  al.,  
"Nonstranger Sexual Aggression: A Dlscrim&&nt Analysis of the Psychological 



ti rape is only to be expected, given the sexual soc'iakation process in North 
I 

1 i 
I 

American society, and tha t  the behaviour is actually a n  over-extension of , 
li 

society's coercive sexuality. And unlike theorists such as  Kanin,= whose published 
/ 

writings on the topic predate their own by a decade or more, they believe t h a t /  
1 

date rape is first and foremost a n  assaultive act a s  opposed to a sexual  one. 

Falling somewhere between these two perspectives, or so i t  would 

are four othe explanations of date rape- Kanin7s Theory of f 
Frustration, Merton's Theory of Anomie, the Generational 

1 

and Shotland's Theory of Date Rape as  a Normal Social P r o ~ e s s . ~  These expla- 
1 

0 

nations, along with others which are perhaps less well-known, will be' discussed 

in greater detail in Chapter 4 of this thesis. 

i --- 
I 

Almost as  fascinating as  the study of date rape is the study! of the aca- 

demic community's neglect of the topic. Prior to 1957, no studies had  been con- 
/' 

ducted on the phenommon in all of North A m e r i ~ a . ~  Prior tjcf 1971, only a 

I 
1 

4(cont'd) Characteristics of Undetected Offenders," Sex Ro@s 12- (May 1985): 
98 1-992. 1 

I 

1 
SInfta note 7. 

6For a closer look i t  Kanin's Theory of Relative Sexual trustration, see Eugene 
J. Kanin, "An Examination of Sexual Aggression as  /'a Response to Sexual 
Frustration," Journal o f  .Marriage and the Family 29 fAugust 1967): 428-433; 
"Date Rapists: Differential Sex 1 Socialization an$ Relative Deprivation," 

7 T 
1 Archiue~ of  Sexual* Behauiour 14 (Jun  1985): 219-23 1; and "Rape as  a Function 

, of Relative Sexual 'Frustration," sychological Repdrts 52 (February 1983): 
133- 134. Mertan's Theory of Anomie And hhe -Generational Theory of Violence are 
two of three theories hscussed and tested by Ken 6th Wilson, Rebecca Faison, 

1 and G. M. Britton in "Cultural Aspects of MaTe Sex ~ ~ g r & s i o n . "  Deviant ' 

Behauiour 4 (1983): 241-255. Shotlahd's Theory bf Date. Rape as  a Normal 
Social Process is contained in Lance R: Shotland, , " A  Preliminary Model of Some 
Causes of Date Rape." Academic Psychology Bulletin 7 (Summer 1985): 187-200. 

I 

7 C ~ o r d  Kirkpatrick and Eugene Kank have $he distinction of being the first 
researchers in North America to investigate thk phenomenon of date rape. See 
Clifford Kirkpatnck and Eugene Kanin. "Male Sex Aggression on a University 
Campus. " American Socio Logical Recieu~ 22 (Fegruary 1957): 52-58. 
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handful of researchers were even studying date rape.B Indeed, i t  has only been 

in the la$ six years tha t  date rape has begun to be studied by more than a 
\ 

modest number' of  researcher^.^ Even so, the increased interest can hardly be de- 

scribed as a n  "opening of the floodgates". 

a 
As far as  the present research is concerned, i t  is hoped tha t  a modest con- 

tribution will be made to the social scientific community's current state .of 

knowledge on date  rape. It is also hoped tha t  the present -research will enconr- 
9 

age further scholarly investigation into the phenomenon of date rape. Further re- 

search into the official response to tha t  phenomenon is also needed. But a 

torrent of research alone is insufficient as  a necessary first step in understand- 

f ing, and ultimately preventing, date rape; 'such research must also strive to 

avoid the pitfalls of some of its predeces,sors. Generally speaking, these pitfalls 

have included (1) not defining key terms such as date rape, (2) poorly defining 

terms, (3) confusing date rape with acquaintance rape, (4). failing to appreciate 

a h o r  to 1971, the researchers who had studied or were studylng the phenome- 
non of date rape included Clifford Kirkpatrick, Eugene Kanin, and Menachem 
Amir (the latter researcher only touched on the topic). 

9Frorn 1971~xpwards ,  other researchers began to directly examine or touch on 
the topic of date rape. In chronologcal order, such researchers included: Diana 
Russell, Susan Brownmiller. LGrebne Clark, ' ~ e b r a  Lewis, Stanley Parcell, Sandra 
+Byers, Kenneth Wilson, Rebecca Faison, Silke Vogelmann-Sine, Pauline Bart, 
Philip Sarrel, William Masters, Antoriia Abbey, Sheila Korman, Gerald Leslie, 
Wayne Wilson, Robert Durrenberger, James Check, Neil Malamuth, Lance 
Shotland, Lynne Goodstein, G. M. Britton, Gail Abarbanel, Alan McEvoy, Jeff 
Brookmgs, Fern Mims, Audrey Chang, Kay Porterfield, Carol Sigelman, Carol 
Berry, Katherine Wiles, Paula Wilson. Ken Garley, Mary Koss, Kenneth Leonard, 
Dana Beezley, Cheryl 0ros. Katherine Lane, Patricia Gwartfiey-Gibbs, Charlene 
Muehlenhard, Debra Friedman, Celeste Thomas, Genny . Sandberg, Diana Scully, 
Joseph Marolla, Gloria Fischer, Joyce Levine-MacCombie, Maureen Pirog-Good, 
J a n  Stets, Thomas Dull, David Giacopassi, Susan Estrich, Christine Gidycz, 
Nadine Wisniewsh. James Makepeace. Melaney Linton, and Jacquel'ne Kikuchi. 
It should be noted that  this list does not include all date rape resea J chers. Also, 
because this list is based on the dates appearing in selected books, journals, 
newspaper articles. and unpublished materials dealing with date rape, i t  i s .  pos- 
sible that  these dates may not accurately reflect whom was researching- date 
rape when. 
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i 

that  criminological definitions of rape or sexual' assault ;ay dlffer considerably 

from the legal definitions, (5) examining date rape in a n  histoical and cultural ' 

vacuum, (6) failing to recognize the merits of an  interdmiplihary approach to 
-& 

the understanding of the behaviour, (7) using inappropriate or questionable 

- methodology to study date rape, (8) using the appropriate methodology in 

pect manner, (9) failing to describe one;; methodology in sufficient detail 
1 -. 

to permit proper evaluation of its suitability to 'the task or- its- application 

of, and (10) arriving a t  conclusions~ not supported by either the scholarly 

ture or one's. data. In carrying out the research on which this thesis is -. ' ." 
the author has striven to a'void these ten common pitfalls. 

The purpose of this thesis is first and foremost to inquire into the 

a sus- 

SO as 

there- 

litera- 

based, 

extent 

and nature of, 2nd  official reaction to date rapeldate sexual assault committed -. 

by males against females.1•‹ Its secondary purpose is to examine the extent to 

which rape myth acceptance (R.M.A.) influences two h p o r t a n t  factors: the com- 

mission of date sexual assault and the victim's reporting of such a betrayal of 

trust. As a precursor to m a h n g  this examination, the relationship of sex role 

stereotyping, adversprial sexual beliefs, and acceptance of interpersonal violence 

to rape myth acceptance will ' be examined. The thesis is reform-oriented in 

1•‹Although the author is focusing on heterosexual date rape committed by males 
against females, he is in no way implymg that  date rape only occurs in the 
heterosexual community or ' tha t  only males can be offenders. Date rape also. 
occurs in the homosexual community- "gay" males have sexually assaulted "gay" 
males and lesbians have sexually assaulted lesbians. In the heterosexual commu- 
nity, females have sexually a s s a u b d  males they have been dating. In a nut- 
shell, date rape transcends both sexual orientation and gender. Sa why d ~ d  the 
author choose to focus bn heterosexual date rape committed by males against fe- 

' 

males? There were essentially two main reasons- he wanted to keep his thesis 
topic manageable, and also wished to address the larger aspect of the date rape 
problem. With reference to this latter point, the available evidence indicates tha t  
more date rapes occur in t,he heterosexual than in the homosexual community ' 
(due no doubt to the f a d  tha t  homosexuals make up only about 10% of the 
general population). Of the date rapes occurring in., the heterosexual community, 
the vast majority are ones in which males are offenders and females victims. 



approach. Ways of understanding, respondmg to, and ultimately preventing date - 

,-: sexual assault are .suggested based on information obtained from the foregoing ' ' 

used in conjunction with cost-ben&t analysis. . < 

Before proceeding further, however, i t  is imperative that  a number of terms 

be defined in order to avoide confusion. As well, it is crucial that  the phenome- 

non of date rape be seen in its historical and cultural context in order to be - 
more fully understood. This comment applies equally to the date rape research. 

For these 'keasons, Chapter I1 deals with definitions, chapter I11 with date rape's - 

& 
history, and Chapter IV with past and 'present date rape research. Chapters TJ 

and VI build on this foundation, the former dealing with the present study it- 
$. - %. :* 

self and the latter with its'$in&ngs. Chapter VII follows up with a discussion 
-"u 

- of the study's findings and their implications for both social policy and future 

research. With the previous seven chapters m support, Chapter VIII makes Fpe- 
t 

cific r e c o ~ e n d a t i o n s  for preventing, overcoming, a n d ,  eliminating date rapeldate 

s&al assault. The final chapter, dot too surprisingly, summariies that which 
- 

has preceded it, states the author's conclusions, and leaves the reader pondering 
r 

a question or two. 
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CHAPTER I1 
\ 

DEFINITION OF SEXUAL ASSAULT AND R ~ P E  IN 
* 

" On August 4fh, 1982,, the House of Commons 

Amend & Cf-iminal  ode in Relation to Sexual . - 

- 
pqssed Bill,_C-127, A n  Act to 

offences and Other Offences 

Against the Person.'" This Bill .became law on January 4th 1983. It abolished 

the Criminal Code offence of -forcible _rape  (s. 143) and created three new - 
9 

offences to take its place- sexual assault (s. 271). kexual assault  with a weapon 
- 

(s. 272), and aggravated sexual , azsauit (5.. 273). These - offences were placed 

under Part VIII of 

For whatevgr 

, fined;2 this 

ever. there 

C h a ~ e . ~  the 

proof of an 

C 

the Code which deals .with4 '+Offences Against the Person and 

reason, the term "sexual assault" was not statutorily de- 

task was initead left to the judiciary. As the case law shows, how- ' 

has been some conflict as  to the meaning of this term. In R .  v. 

New Brunswick Court of Appeal held that  "...the ofgnce requires 

intentional and -forced contact with the sexual organs or genitalia, 

not mer.ely the parts of the body having secondary sexual characteristics such as  

the breasts of the female victim"." However, in both R. c. Alderton5 and R. r?. 

'David Watt, The New Offences Against the Person: The ~ r o v i s i o n s  of  Bill C-127 
(Toronto,: Butterworths, 1984). p. 4. 

2See Martin's Criminal Code; 1988' (Ontario: Canada Law Book, 1987), p.294. 

3R.  L.. Chase (1987), 37 C.C.C. (3d) 97 (S.C.C.); (1984), 13 C.C.C. (2d) 187, 40 
C.R. (3d) 282, 55 N.B.R. (2d) 97 (C.A.). . . 

'Supra note 2 a t  294. At least one legal commentator is not impressed with 
+/---y 

the appeal. court's reasoning in R. L?. Chase. According to Graham Parker in A n  
Introductzon to Criminal Lau: (3rd Edition) 'at 342, "A ludicrous decision from 
New Brunswick has decided tha t  female bfeasts are not sexual (Chase), but 
courts in Ontario and Alberta have had the good sense to ignore this mi 

aberration". 

5 R .  L., Alderton 11985). 49 O.R. (2d) 257, 1 7  C.C.C. (3d) 204 (C.A.). 
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( _  

Cook6 the courts adopted a wider definition. Sexual assault was deemed to 

"...include an assault with the inter&ion ,of  having sexual intercourse with the 

victim without her consent, or an  assault made upon a victim for the 'purpose 

of sexual gratification".' The cases of R. L:. Ramos8 and R. v. TayLolS appear 

to support this wider definition of sexual assault. 
I 

<2; 

The Supreme Court of Canada. in reviewing R .  c. ~ h a s e , ' ~  agreed that  the . 

New Brunswick court  of Appeal had imposed too restrictive a meaning on the . 

t e r n  "sexua1,~~ssault".  The test be applied, ib determining if 'an assault was 

is 'ak objective one. More than just the part  of the body touched 

the.  determination; the nature of the contact, the situation in 

w+& it occurred, the words spoken. the accompanying gestures, and all other 
/. 

~rcumstances surrounding the con&t will be relevant. In the words of Mclntyre / 
./ J.: 

/ 
/' 

"Sexual assault is an assault within any one of the definitions of 
that  concept in (s. '26511)) of the Criminal Code which is committed 
in circumstances of a sexual nature, such tha t  the sexual integrity of 
the victim is violated. The test to .be applied in determining whether 
the impugned conduct has the requisite sexual nature is an  objective 
one: 'Viewed in the light of all the circumstances, is the '  sexual or 
carnal context of the assault visible to a reasonable observe? (sic)' 
... The part of the body touched. the nature of the consent, the situa- 
tion in which i t  occurred, the. words and .gestures accompanyng the 
act, and all other circumstances surrounding the conduct, including 
threats which may or may not be accompanied by force, will be' rele- H - 

- - . -~ -- - vant."" - 
-- / 

-~ 

The motive of the person alleged to have committed a sexuaI assault may also 

be relevant. although it must still be considered along with the other factors 

6g. C. Cook 119851, 20 C.C.C. (3d)  18. 46 C.R. (3d) 129 (B .C.C.A. ) .  

' Supra  note 2 a t  294. 

L. Ramos (1984). 42 C.R.  f3di 370 (N.W.T. Terr Ct.). 

9 R .  L.. Taylvr (1985). 19 C.C.C. (3d) 156. 44 C.R. (3d) 263. [I9851 3 W.W.R. 
415 (Alta C.A.). 

1•‹Supra note 3.  

"Supra  note 3 at 103. 



mentioned above. As McInty-e J. x p l a i n s :  

"The intent  or purpose of the  person committing the  act ,  to the  ex- 
tent  t h a t  this  may appear  from the  evidence, may also be a factor in 
considering whether the conduct is  sexual. If the motive of the ac- 
cused is sexual gratification, to the extent  t ha t  this may appear  from 
the  evidence i t  may be a factor in determining whether the conduct is' 
sexual. It must  be emphasized, however, t ha t  the  existence of such a 
motiye is simply one of many factprs to be considered. the importance 
of which will vary depending on the  circumstance^."'^ 

Clearly. then,  the test for recognition of sexual assault depends on more t han  

just the par t  of the bWy with which contact is made; the -nature  of the con- 

tact,  the word; spoken, . ,  the  gestures made. the motive of the 'acc&sed. and other 

circumstances related to the act determine whether a n  assault  is sexual. .. 

b 
Given t ha t  the offence of forcible rape no longer exists under Canadian 

..,i 

criminal law and tha t  its replacemefit (sexual assault)  is not a s  precise and 
L- 

all-inclusive a definition a s  i t  could be. a major problem confronts sexual aggres- 

sion researchers who kvish to both Iabel and define the  phenomenon of unwanted 
I 

sexual aggression occurring among dating partners. This problem is particularlg - - -  - 9 
- 

a m t e  for researchers v.ho seek to relate the criminologcal definition of such be- 

haviour to the legal one. Does one label the phenomenon of unwanted sexual 

zgqess ion occurring among dating partners a s  a type of rape or a t-vpe of sex- 
/ 

ual assault? To date.  the phenomenon has bgen labelled a t  least 16 different 

ways- date rape, forcible da te  rape. acquaintance rape. social rape. non-st,ranger - & 

rape. non-stranger sexuaI aggression. p r emar~ t a l  rape. petty rape. real rape, s im-  

ple rape. campus rape, sex aggess ion in dating/courtship relations. erotic aggres- 

siveness in dating courtship relations. sexual assault in datingicourtship relations, 

se,x abuse tn datingcourtship relations. and as  a n  unwanted stressful sexual ex- 
/ 

/" ./, penence.13 As kvell. unwanted sexual ag-ression occurring among dating partners 

' ' S kpra  note 3 a t  10:3. 

i3The  follo~ving authors hal,.e labelled unwanted sexual aggression among dating 
partners In the follov~ing Lva>-s: 



h 
, has been deemed by various researchers as falling under the  general headings of 

dating violence, premarital \lolence, courtship violence, a n d  sexual violence.'" 

Once labelled, how should the be. defined? Should i t  only include 

forced vagrnal in tercourg or should other t-vpes of forced sexual behaviour (such 

a s '  forced oral and  ana l  int-ercourse. unwanted touching. etc.) be included? should 

the definition exclude certain groups (such a s  men and married women) or 

should all individuals be included? And should such a definition make any  dis- 

tinction on the basls of how young the victim is? The answers to these and  

o t h e r ~ u e s t i o n s  will determine how present and  future researchers label and  de- 

fine unwanted sexual aggression occurnng within the context of datinglcourting 

For the purposes of this thesis. two main k r m s  are used to refer to the  

phenomenon of unwanted sexual aggression occurring within the context of da t -  

~ngcou r t i ng  relationships. These terms a re  "date rape" (D.R.) and  "date sexual 

assault"  (D.S. ,4.)  The former term is the more restrictive of the two, and  refers 

i3icont'dj ( I )  Date .Rape- Brownmiller. Wilson, Faison. Abbey, Korman, Leslie, 
Russell. Check, Malamuth.  Kanin. Shot land, Goodstein. Porterfield, Muehlenhard, 
Friedman. Thomas. Scully. hlarolla. B r i shn ,  Gary, Fischer, Dull, Gia'copassi, 
Estrich. Muehlenhard, Linton, and  Bateman; (2) Forcible Date Rape- Amir and  
Fischer: (3)  Acquaintance Rape or a Form o f  Acquaintance Rape- Abbey, -Check, 
31alamut'h. Shotland, Goadstein. McEvoy. Brookmgs, Porterfield, ' Scully, Marolla, 
Br t shn ,  Gary. Levine-MacCombie. Koss. Dull, Giacopassi. Estrich. Abarbanel, and 
Baternan: (4) ~ o c f a l  Rape-  Browder: (5) -1-on-stranger Rape- Koss: ( 6 )  Non-stranger " 
Sexual Aggression- Koss. Leonard. Beezley. and Oros: ( 7 )  Premarital Rape- 
Russell: ( 8 )  Petty Rape- Greer: (9) Real Rape- Shotland, Goodstein, and  Estrich; 
(10)  Simple  -Rape- Kalven and Zeisel: ( I  l i  Campus  Rape- Creange, Ehrhar t ,  and 
Sandler: (12)  SPX Aggression- Kirkpatrick, Kanin,  Korfnan. Leslie, Wilson, Faison, 
Sfi t ton,  Sigelman. Berry. LViles. Byers. iVilson, Muehlenhard and  Linton; ( 13) 
Erotic Aggressi~.eness- Kirkpatrick and Kanin;  (13) Sexuad, Assaul t-  Byers and  
i n :  115) Sex Abuse- Pirog-Good and  Stets: and  (16) Unuan ted  Stressful 
~ercha l  Experrence- h I m s  and  Chang. 

'*The fol lo~v~ng authors  habe labelled unwanted sexual aggression among datlng 
partners as coming under the  following headings: 
I 1) Datzng I-zolence- Henton. Cate. Koval. Lloyd, and Christopher: (2)  Premarztal 
1- olew we- Henton. Cate. Ko\al.  L l o ~ d .  and Christopher: (3)  Courtshrp V~olence-  
Lane. G n a r t n e ~ - G ~ b b s .  and hlakepeace. and (4) Sexual  I'rolence- Sigelman. Beiry, 
and LP11es 



to non-consenting sexual intercourse t h a t  occurs in  the  context of a 

da ting-courtship rela tionship; whether the rela tionship be casual  and  superficial 

(as in a "pick-up") or  relatively invoIved and  committed (as  in  a n  engagement). 

Date rape lncludes non-consenting vagmal. - anal ,  and  oral  intercourse. I t  is not , 

necessary t ha t  a penis be involved; the projectile may be a finger or any  ~ t h e r  

foreign object. Nor is i t  a requirement t h a t  the non-consenting intercourse ,occur 

while the individuals involved a r e  on a date;  the relationship between the &dl- 

viduals involved is crucial to the definition, not whether they were on a date  

when the bodily intrusion transpired. Date ra-pe does not  include non-consenting 
. /  

/ 

sexual intercourse occurring between strangers, family members. or relatives, or 

occurring within the context of a marital or common-law relationship. The term 

"date sexual a s s a d t " .  in contrast ,  dovers more t han  just  non-consenting sexual 

intercourse between dat ing and  c o q i n g  couples: it also covers hss ing,  fondling, 
I i 

bottom-pinching, undressiAg. and any form of sexual behaviour l a chng  the t rue  

k '  
consent of the affected party. be t h a t  person female or male. Like "date rape", 

"date sexual assault"  is defined a s  occurring only if the fdlowing factors a re  a l l ,  

present: the behaviour laclung. the consent of the -affected party must occur in 

the context of a dating-courtship relationship, be i t  casual and  superficial or rel- 
91 

atively involved and committed: the unwanted behaviour need not actually take 

place on a date: and  the individuals involved must  not ' b e  strangers, family 

- members. relatives. or  living together a s  husband and wife in a formalized or 

non-formalized relationship (i.e.. married or living common law with one&- 

other).  Although there is no valid reason why the terms "date rape" and  "date 

sexual assault" should not apply to situations where males victimize males, fe- 

males victimize females. or females victimize males. this study focuses on the 
P 

most predominant form of date  rape sexual a s s a d ~ t -  tha t  occurring within hetero- 

.<t.x:icl relat lonsh~ps where the male 1s the offender and the female the victim. 



Defining the.,,Woundaries , of this thesis and two of* i ts  key terms is 

enough inwf6r a s  understanding D.S.A. is concerned. d a s  one would 
/' 

not 

not ,, 

,' 

study a tree in isolation from the forest from d c ' h  i t  came, so too one should 
,' , 

not study D.S.A. in isolation from the larger picture of -violence. e danger in Th' 
so doing is t ha t  one may fail to recognize the similarities and differences be- 

tween the various types of sexual assault which may inhibit or even distort the 
, -,' 

explanation of the behaviour. A t  the v y ~ 6 a s t ,  the phenomenon of D.S.A. will 

not be seen a s  part  of the larger Qicture of violence. The extent to which such 

a myopic- view of this beha ,/ our can handicap research into the phenomenon is 

open to debate, but rc';.ould appear preferable ' to  preclude the possibility of its 

occurrence. -Towards this end, Figure 1 is offered. - 
Begmning a t  its centre, one cgn see tha t  there are essentially four main 

e 

types of rape- stranger, acqua in tage .  date, and marital. '; Stranger rape is de- 
/ 

fined as  involvmg ."... a v ~ c t ~ m  .and offender who have no relationship to each 
i 
&. . . 

. other.. .".I6 whereas acquaintance rape is defined a s  ". ..mvolv(ing) parties who 
4 

knew each other prior t.o the assault (but  who were not in a dating Etr courting . 
relationship) and includes relatives. neighbours.' ar  family f c e n d ~ " . ' ~  Date rape, 

I 

as was previously pointed out. is defined as  occurring in the context of a 
i 

dating-courting relationsbp. The parties involved may have only dated once or 

they may have dated hundreds of times- L a d y ,  manta1 rape 1s defined as In- 
> - 

volvlne - a mctim and offender ~vho  are spouses, whether marrled or llving corn- ' 

mon law with one another. Several brief examples of these four definitions, cour- 

tesy of Koss hnd Harvey. are reproduced in Table 1 below: 

"jMary P. Koss and  mar_^- R. Harvey, T h e  Rape  Victzm: Clinrcal and Commun i t y  
;Ipproaches to Treatment  i&Iassachusetts: The Stephen Greene Press, 1987), 
p.11-12. 



Figure 1 
d 

The Four Main Types of Rape and Their Relationship 
to the Larger Picture of Violence 

-6'- 



Table 1: The Four Main Types of Rapei8 

Stranger Rape: Rose, age 25, was accosted at knife point in a shop- 
ping mall pa rhng  lot and forced by a stranger into his car. He drove her 
to a rural area, raped her, stabbed her five times, set the car on fire, and 
left her. Although severely injured, she survived. 

Acquaintance Rape: Susan, age 23, went to the door of *her house to 
find a man she recognized from one of her college classes. She opened the 
door to let him in the house, whereupon he threw her on the sofa and 
raped her. 

, 

Date Rape: Diana, age 50, is vacationing in the Caribbean. She 
spends some of her time learning sailing and walhng along the beach with 
a fellow guest. At a hotel dance, she dances with this man, and he asks 
to walk outside. Onee a n  the beach, this 6'4" man asks to have sex and 
forces her to cooperate by holding her down. ~ i a n ;  .is too afraid to resist. 

, 

Marital Rape: Unidentified caller, 30's, telephones a radio talk show 
on which marital 
assaults and asks 

- . Moving from the 

tha t  each type of 

rape is discussed. She describes husband's sexual 
where to go for help. 

four main types of rape in Figure 1 ,  outwards, one can see 
I 

rape is a specific type of sexual assault. Date rape, for exam- 

ple, is a type of date sexual assault. Although the victim-offender relationship is 

the same for both a date rape and a date sexual assault, the specific unwanted 

behaviour may not be. rAs -previously pointed out, a datk rape involves * 

non-consenting sexual intercourse of the vagmal, anal,  or oral kind; a date 'sex- 

ual assault, in contrast, covers a much wider ,array of non-consenting sexual be- 

haviour. Moving to the next outer limit, one can see tha t  stranger sexual as- 

sault. acquaintance sexual assault, date sexual assault, and marital sexual as - .b  

sault can be subsumed under the general heading of sexual assault. Moving fur- 

ther outwards. one cim see that  sexual assault is but one 'type of assault, a 

fact reflected in the Criminal Code of Canada.lg Finally, one can see that  an 

'$This table is reproduced from Mary P. Koss and Mary R. Harvey, The Rape 
Victim: Clinical and Community Approaches to Treatment (Massachusetts: The 
Stephen Greene Press, 1987), p. 11-12. 

lgThe term "assault" includes both sexual and non-sexual assaults. A non-sexual 
assault (s. 266, s. 267. and s. 268 of the Canadian Criminal Code) would in- 
clude physical ciolence such as battering or "beating up" the victim. 



assault is ultimately a p a b  of aU the violence tha t  exists in the world.zO 
1 

Date sexual assault, as  is the case with the other three types of sexual 

assaul-t, can be further defined in terms of its form, spontaneity, and public rec- 

ognition." As, far as form is concerned. D.S.A. may involve a single offender 

(individual D.S.A.), two offenders who act together to sexually assault the same 

victim (pair D.S.A.), or three or more offenders (multiple or gang- D.S.A.). As 

long as  at least one of the offenders is in a dating or courtship relationship 

wi-th the victim, the sexual assault will be considered a,,D.S.A. Concerning spon- - 
-- .- - 

taneity, D.S.A.'s may be planned, partially planned, or unplanned. A D.S.A. will 

be deemed to have been planned if "...the offender arranged the site of the as- 

sault, deliberately selected a--'%tim, and employed elaborate tactics to coerce her 

to have sexual s e l a t i o n ~ " . ~ ~  It will be deemed to have been partially planned if 

"..,the offender (made) vague plans regarding how to proceed after spontaneously 

q e t i n g  a potential victim"23 angl-rmplanned if he acted impulsively with nb 
+/: 
1' plans. Finally, as f a y a s  public recognition is concerned, D.s.A.'s may bk either 

reported or unreported. A reported D.S.A. is defined a s  the victim reporting 

victimization to the police. An unreported D.S.A. is ' the exact opposite- 

incident is not r ted to the police. With respect to unreported D.S.A7s, 

are of two types: acknowledged and unacknowledged. An acknowledged 
.* 

her 

the, 

they 

but 

H)Violence is defined as  involving the exercise of unlawful force and may involve 
the exercise of lawful force. To those who would+ argue that  violence cannot ever 
include the exercise of lawful force, the -author would draw their attention to 
the former section of the 1982 Canadian Criminal Code which dealt with the 
offence of rape. Section 143 statutorily prohibited husbands fron? being charged 
with the rape of their wives even if they had forced their wives to engage in 
sexual intercourse. In essence, a marriage license was tantamount to a license 
to rape one's wife. Fortunately, the marital rape exemption was abolished in 
Canada on January 4th 1983. 

2'Supra note 15 a t  10. 

22Supra note 15 a t  12. 

23Supra note 15 a t  12. 



- 
unreported D.S.A. is defined here as "...where a .victim cokiders the experience 

, 
to have been rape (or sexual assault) but for various reasons (e.g feq@ of dam- 

\ 
age to reputation, fear of being held responsible) declines to report".2a @An 

unacknowledged ' D.S.A. is where "...the victim does not realize tha t  the experi- . 
-. a 

ence she has had meets (the) legal definition of (sexual assault) and does not 

think of herself as  a (sexual assault) victim".25 

1 t . i ~  important to note tha t  D.S.A. can be broken down even 'further in.w 

more specialized definitions, and tha t  Figure 1 (illustrating D. S. A.'s relation to 

violence in general) is not finished. With specific reference to this figure, 'future 

researchers will undoubtedly add further categories within categories. But now i t  

is time to survey t h e  past so that  we may better understand the present which 

Figure 1 and the definitions represent. With this agenda in mind, then, let us 

look firgt a t  D.S.A. and the law from a n  historical perspective. 

2 Q S u p r a  note 15 a t  13. 

25Supra  note 15 a t  13. 



CHAPTER 111 \ 

DATE RAPE AND THE LAW IJV HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE 

Introduction 
P 

The historical spudy of rape in 'general, and date rape in particular, is dis- 
- 

appointing. As Bashar laments: 
b 

"...the historical study of rape has not been extensive. Historians of 
crime and society- in early modern England (the period between 1550 
and 1800) have readily given their attention to other crimes affecting 
women such as infanticide and witchcraft, but not to rape."' 

Whether they realize i t  or not, historians who dismiss the study of rape as  un- 

important are following in the footsteps of a well-known Victorian whose written 

comments on the topic have since been rejected. His name is Sir James 

Fitqames Stephen. Acco ding to Backhouse, Stephen was terribly mistaken and I 

- 1 \ 

ended up "...slight(ing) important aspects of women's legal historyw2 when he 

wrote in A History of t e Criminal Law of  England:3 

"I pass over many sections punishing p2rticular acts of violence to the 
person, and in particular the whole series of offences relating to the 
abduction of women, rape, and other such crimes. Their history pos- 
sesses no special interest and does not illustrate either our political or 
our social history. "" 

., 

Contrary to Skphen's claim, England's early rape laws are of special interegt 

and do illustrate key aspects of that  country's political and social history. 
, 

Specifically, these laws and their application reveal a great deal about the roles 

' Nazife Bashar, "Rape in England Between 1550 and ' 1700," in The Sexual 
Dynamics of History: Men's Power, Women's Resistance, ed. London Feminist 
History Group (Great Britain: P h q t o h k s ,  l983), p.28. 

Constance B. Backhouse, "Ninedenth-Century Canadian Rape Law: 1800-92," in 
Essays in the History of Canadian Law, Vol. 11, ed. David H. Flaherty (Toronto: 
Osgoode Society, 1983). p.200. 

3James Fitzjames Stephen, A History of  the Criminal Law o f  England, 3 vols. 
(London. 1883), 3: 1 17-1 18. 

4Supra note 2 a t  200. 



assumed by the towards sexuality, and the lawmakers' 

changing views as  to the "raison d'stre England's rape laws (i.e., whether 

, their intended purpose was to protect women rticular forms of male prop- 

It is important to keep in mind, however, tha t  early rape laws 
\ 

and their application can only .tell us so much. In ~ o r t e r ' s  words: 

"Rape generally leaves its stain on the historical record only if i t  
comes to trial, and the analogy of today's experience suggests tha t  
only a fraction ,(but how small a fraction?) ever reached court in the 
past; and even in those cases, the evidence tha t  survives is far from* , 

the whole story. "6  
@ 

Thus, as far as  date rape and the law are concerned, we have a jigsaw puzzle 

with an  unknown (but large) number of pieces missing. Nevertheless, the re- 

maining pieces and our-- current knowledge of sexual assault can provide us with 

valuable bits of information regarding date rapes of both the past and present. 

This chapter, as its title -implies, examines date rape and the law in his- 

torical perspective. The focus is primarily from 1500 onwards, although we will 

journey back as far as  the Middle Ages. England and Canada are our destina- 

tions, France and the United States our brief stopovers. 

Pre- 1800 

The word "rape" is derived from the Latin "rapere" which nieans to steal, 

seize, or carry away.' Its history, though fascinating, is dull in comparison with 

5Supra note 2 a t  200. 

6Roy Porter, "Rape- Does It  Have a Hisbrical Meaning?," in Rape, ed. Sylvana 
Tomaselli and Roy Porter (New York: Basil Blackwell, 1986), p.216. 

'Carmen Germaine Warner. "Rape and Rape Laws in Historical Perspective," in 
Rape and Sexual Assault. ed. Carmen Germaine Warner (Maryland: Aspen 
Systems Corp. ,  1980). p .1 .  



the hstory of the act itself and the law w h c h  evolved ?in response to it.8 
i l  

Accordmg to Clark and Lewis, the development of Canada's c@minal offence 
# 

of rape (now legally referred to as  sexual assault) began in the Middle ~ g e s  as 
m 

a specific response to the problem of heiress-stealing or bride c a p t ~ r e . ~  Under 

this system, marriages and the accumulation of wealth were often accomplished 

by men abducting and, raping women of means.1•‹ Marriages were accomplished 

because of the long-standmg tradition tha t  sexual intercourse determined posses- 

sion and, ultimately, ownership through marriage. The wealth simply came about 

a s  a n  inevitable result of the marriage and the marriage laws of the time. 

Under these laws, "...any property which a woman owned, or to which she 

might become entitled upon marnage (such as  a dowry), automatically became 

the property of her husband".t1 Given such a state of affairs, i t  is not at all 

surprising that  fathers wanted to prevent marriages between their daughters and 

men of little or no wealth. Such fathers wanted their daughters to "marry 
C 

well", to marry in such a way tha t  their pro@erty holdings would rekain secure 

and possibly increase.12 As Clark and Lewis so candidly put  it, such marriages 

were more like "...business mergers rather than the wedding of Hndred - 
spirits". l 3  

*For the legal history of rape, see Ken D. Garley, "History of RapeIEvolution of 
Canada's b p q  Law," in The L a w  o f  Rape in  Canada: A Critical Analysis o f  its 
SAortcomings with SuggestionsL for Reform (B.A. Honours Thesis, Simon Fraser 
University, 1982), p.7-15. 

gLorenne ,Clark and Debra Lewis, Rape: The Price o f  Coercive Sexuality, 
(Toronto: Women's Educational Press, 19771, p.118. 

1•‹Ibid. 

Ibtd. 

I2lbid. 

l 3  Ibrd. 



B 
In order to prevent the unauthorized transfer of property (be i t  land, 

L 

money, andlor. females), rape laws .began to be developed. In Brownmiller's words: 

"Rape entered the la%.through the, back door, as it were, as  a prop- 
erty crime of man againsb,man. Woman, of course, was viewed a s  the 
property. "I4 \ 

I 
An analysis of the medieval r a i e  statutes tends to support Brownmiller7s view 

_ I  2. 

that  the law was post concerned k i th  Orotecting valuable male *jlroperty as 
8. 

opposed loolung after the welfare of individual women. The First Statute of 

Westminster, enacted in 1275, is a case in point. Section- 13 of tha t  Statute de- 

fined rape and abduction interchangeably a s  involving the theft of a woman and 

placed the two crimes side by side: "...the King prohibiteth tha t  none do ravish, 

nor take away by Force ...".15 Section 6, of a statute enacted, in 1382, lends ad- . - 
ditional support to the proposition tha t  the law's primary concern was to pre- 

vent the unauthorized transfer of property: 

"...wheresoever and whensoever such Ladies, Daughters, and other 
Women aforesaid be ravished, and after such Rape do consent to such 
Ravishers, t ha t  as  well the Ravishers,. as  they tha t  be ravished, and 
every of them, be from thenceforth disabled,, and by the same Deed be 
unable to have or challenge all Inheritance, Dower, or Joint-Feossment 
after the Death of their Husbands and Ancestors ... And tha t  the 
Husbands of such Women, if they have Husbands, or if they have no 
Husbands in Life, that  then the Fathers, or other next of their Blood, 
have from henceforth' the, Suit to pursue, and may sue against the 
same Offenders and Ravishers in this Behalf, and to have them there- 
of convict of Life (i.e., put to death), and of vember (i.e., castrated), 
although the same Women after such Rape do consent to the said 
Ravishers." l6 8 

Similarly, a statute of 1486, by its wbrding, would appear to be,  more concerned 

with the protection of property than with the protection 

l4Susan Brownmiller, Against Our Will: Men, Women 
Bantam Books, 19753, p.8. 

of women: 

and Rape, (New York: 

150wen Ruffhead, gen. ed., The Statutes a t  Ihrge, from Magna Charta to the 
End of the Last Parliament, 1761, 8 vols. i ~ o n d o n :  Mark Basket, 17631, vol. 1 
a t  45. 

I6Id. a t  360. 



-- > 

"...Where Women, as well Maidens, a s  Widows, and Wives, having 
. Substances, some in Goods moveable, and some in Lands and 

Tenements, and some being Heirs apparent unto their Ancestors, for 
the Lucre of such Substances been oftentimes kaken by Wsdoers ,  con- 
'trary to their Will, and aftew married to such Mis-doers, or to other 
by their Assent, or desoiled.. .it is therefore ordained.. . tha t  what Person 
or Persons from henceforth that  taketh any Woman so against her 
Will unlawfully.. $e Felony. " 

C 

4 5  
As Backhouse quite: correctly points out, the statutes just cited (i.e., those of 

her words: 

. "These statutes 
class. Abduction 
ests fell outside 

Towards the end of 

1275, 1382, and 1486) only applied to -.women who had property interests. In .$ 

were enacted to protect the property of the wealthy 
and defilement of women who. had no property inter- 

the scope of the l e g s l a t i ~ n . " ~ ~ ,  

the .sixteenth century, however, the legal view of the pur- 

e: - pose of rape laws began to change. The offence of rape became separated G m  -- 
that of abduction in the statutes of 1555 and 1597.19 In the process, rape came 

to be seen as a crime against the person (speclifically females), not as  a 'crime + 

.% % 

against property.20 With this devel&ment. in mind, then, let us examine date 
-t 

rape in England spanning the period 1500-1800. 

According to Stone, the matihg arrangements of the wealthy differed from 

those of the poor in early English society. ~ ~ ~ c i f i c a l l ~ ,  the marriages of the 

wealthy were often arranged by their parents, whereas this was not $he case . 

with the poor who could marry f r e e l ~ . ~ '  Although speculative, this difference 

"Owen Ruffhead, gen. ed.. The Statutes a t  ~ a r g e ,  from Magna Charta to the 
End,of the Last Parliament, 1761, 8 vols. (London: Mark Basket, 1763), vol. 2 
a t  69. - 

'3Supra note 1 a t  41. 
- I  

2QSupra note 1 a t  41. 

21Law-ence Stone. The Famzly, Sex and Marriage in  England: 1500-1800, (New 
York: Harper and Row, ,1977). p.489. It is interesting to note tha t  "Almost 
everyone (m England between 4 500- 1800) agreed.. . that  both physical desire and 
romasltlc love were unsafe bases for an enduring marriage, since both were, vio- 
lent mental disturbances which would inevitably be of only short duration" 



would appear to have influenced courtship patterns between the  upper and  lower 

classes. Members of the  upper or propertied class may have not dated as often 

as m e m b e ~ s  of the lower class. I t  is certainly the . case t h a t  they were often ' 

1 ,  

denied the opportunity to date their future mates.22 As well, the wealthy's -.. 

choice of potential dating and marriage partners was probably smaller owing to 

their station in life and  their family's expectation t h a t  they would marry  for 
- 

further money, land, s t a tus ,  and All of this is not meant  to imply t h a t  

date rape was unknown among England's wealthy or t h a t  only the  poor commit- - 

ted da te  rape. Rather, certain members of both classes sexually victimized fe- 

males with whom they were involved. The preceding does, however, suggest t h a t  

the circumstances under which date rape occurred were different for the "haves" 

t han  for the "have-nots" of early English society. 

Although Stone does not deal with the issue of sexual assault  in dat ing re- 

lationships per se, he does seem to suggest t h a t  the possibility of i t  occurring 

between intended marriage ,partners of wealth was slim: 
i 

"...before the eighteenth century most marriages among the p roper t id  
classes were arranged by the parents in the interest of family finan- 
cial or political advantage. The bride and groom were not exphcted, 
and  indeed were g v e n  no opportunity,  to develop an? prior a t tachment  
or  a f f e c t i ~ n . " ~ ~  

Presumably, the intended marriage partners were not introduced until shortly be- 

fore the  wedding or else were chaperoned everywhere they went. The situation 

t 
among the property-poor classes was -probably somewhat different. Fewer a r -  

ranged marriages among the  members of this class would present more and 

greater oppor.tunities to develop at tachment and affection andlor to sexually 

2 2 S ~ p r a  note 21 a t  502. 

23Supra  note 21 a t  186. 193. 489. and 502 

24Supra  note 21 a t  502. . -+ 



cictimize the intended spouse. Since even less has  been written on the  

non-propertied classes of the time, this is mere conjecture. When the  females 

were not intended ma&&e partners. however, it is highly questionable t h a t  

males from the propertied class had a monopoly on sexual.etiquette. More than  

iikely, certain males from both classes sexually assaulted women they had just  

met or had known for some time. 

In dating situations. widows were perhaps a t  greater risk of their dates 

-sexually assaulting them than  other women. The common ' misconception of 

England's males in the seventeenth century t ha t  widows were sexually frus- 

trated, coupled , with widows' lack of chaperones, apparently contributed to this 

state' of affairs. As Stone explains: 

"Widows were perhaps ' a special . case, being generally regarded as al- 
lowing. indeed demanding, direct physical attack, partly because they 
were not chaperoned. and partly because they were more likely to be 
suffering from sexual f r u ~ t r a t i o n . " ~ ~  

Stone con-tinues: 

"...it was generally assumed t h a t  young widows. suddenly deprived of 
regular sexual satisfaction by the loss of a husband. were likely to B e  
driven by lust in, their search for'  a replacement. A proverb t ha t  goes 
back a t  least to the  Elizabethan period, and probably much further, 
has  if t ha t  'He t h a t  wooeth a widow must  go stiff before'. Suitors of 
widows .were expected to make aggressive sexual advances, unlike suit- 
ors of virgms. who in upper-class circles were virtually untouchable 
before marriage,"26 

Whether a greater proportion of widows were actually sexually assaulted by their 

dates than.  for example. women who had dated but not married, is unknown. 

Regardless. it is clear tha t  several hundred years ago. just a s  *&day, myths 

about women and rape exlsted. One can only speculate a t  the extent  to which 

women's lives have been horribly altered by. men's acted-on belief of this and 

similar rape myths throughout the course of history. 

25Supra  note 21 a t  551. 

26Supra  note 21-  a t  281. 
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Finally, i t  should .be pointed out  t h a t  women living in  England prior to 

- the nineteenth century. be they widows or non-widows, also had to c o w n d  with 

their dates and other men t a h n g  advantage of their  lack of ~ n d e ~ g a r m e n t s :  

"...before the introduction of the brassiere and  u n d e y a n t s  i n  the nine; 
teenth century, women's erogenous zones were wida open to the roving 

. .  hand of any man. Women before the nineteenth century must  have 
been accustomed to being intimately fondled- as they went about their 
business, and  being indece~t ly  exposed if they fell down."27 

4' 

That  women were intimately fondled a w i i s t  their wishes is something even the 
,/' 

perpetrators of such acts  have admitted. In a diary devoted largely to describing 
5 

his sexual experiences. Samuel Pepys (who was 23 years old in 1655) tells how ' 

a woman he was standing next to in f hu rch  "...threatened to stick pins in him ' 

if he persisted in molesting her...".28 A l t h u g h  Stone suggests t h a t  she may 
'\ 

have issued t h ~  threat  "...more (as  a) result of the unsuitability of the occasion 

and place &an her general hostihty to bemg touched",29 ~t seems much more 

plausr)&e t ha t  she issued the threat  because she objected to Pepys fondling her 
* 

w ~ ~ h o u t  her consent and wanted him to cease. Given t ha t  Pepys was writing 

/"about this incident and not the woman he rndested, i t  certainly seems plausible 

that  he would interpret her threat  in such a manner  a s  to cast himself in the 

most favourable light. 

Given t ha t  the phenomenon of date rape existed in England from a t  least 
w 

1500 X.D.. one IS prompted to ask a plethora of questions: What sort of legal 

action did date rape victims take? Dld they brmg rape charges to court? If not, 

wha t  sort of actlon did they take? As far a s  legal action was concerned, date 

rape \-tctims prior to 1800 ra ' r e l~  b i ~ u g h t  rape charges to court. There were es- 

sentiall_v two reasons for this s ta te  of affairs. First.  few violent, encounters of  

27.!i'upra note 21 at 560. 

2aSupra  note 21 a t  559. 

2 3 S ~ p r a  note 21 a t  559. 



any h n d  except those that  caused serious injury or death gave rise to a court 

case in eighteenth century Engfish society; violence tended to be ignored, re- 

venged privately. o; settled without judicial intervention." And secondly, in the 
1 

case of a l l  types of rapes, the fear of publicity and embarrassment discouraged 

rape victims from launching court actions. In the words of Beattie: 

"In rape trials i t  was especially the case - tha t  the credit of the 
witnesses and particularly of . the woman who brought the charge was ,- _-- 

~ - -  ~--- 

very often the leading issue in the trial. Even without the h n d  of or- 
ganized defense tha t  counsel might provide (and few defendants yet 
had counsel), the court looked for evidence of the victim's character 
and past life, and any doubts raised by this were often sufficient to 
overthrow the charge ... It is thus hardly suGrising tha t  only a few 
women brought rape charges to court."31 

Those women who did launch court actions often charged their attackers with 

attempted rape rather than with rape itself. They preferred this charge for es- 

sentially four reasons: the difficulty of proof was less, the expense ta--the victim 

nas  less. the court most of them would have to attend was closer, and they 

could avoid the unpleasantness of a rape trial.32 It was therefore not unexpected 

that  the charge of attempted rape became as preferred as  it did by the eight- 

eenth century. In Surrey, for example, twice as many women charged men with 

attempted rape as w t h  rape ~ tse l f  (S6 versus 42) in the period spanning 1660 

to 1802.33 

v 

To sum up the situation in pre-1800 English society: i t  would appear that  

sexual assault in dating 

tvomen of England from 

most part. these women 

and non-datmg relat~onsh~ps was a fact of life for the 

a t  least 1500 A.D., ~f not before tha t  time. For the 

d ~ d  not hrrng rape charges to court; they tended to 

N ' 3 . J .  &I. Beattie. Crime and the Courts in England: 1660-1800. (New Jersey: 
Princeton University Press. 1986). p. 124. 

311d. a t  126. 

32 Id. a t  129- 1.30. 

331d. at  130-131. 



either take no act ion_agains t  their attackers or used non-judicial means for ex- 
/ 

/. 
_// 

acting j u s t i 6 .  Those few victims who did go to court tended to charge their . 

attackers with attempted rape ra ther  t han  with rape itself. 

In 1800, the legs la ture  of Upper Canada passed An Act for the Further 

Introduction of English Criminal Law into Upper Canada.34 In passing the  Act, ' 

the province formally adopted the criminal law of England a s  i t  stood on .f 
September 17th ,  1792.35 England's rape law, in essence, became Canada's rape 

law. A look a t  the number of rape cases reported in the law reports reveals 

little about how the judiciary interpreted the law prior to 1869; only four rape 

cases appear to have ' been reported.36 As Backhouse points out, however, the 

surviving Minute Books of the courts of Criminal Assize (Court of Oyer and  

Terminer) and  those kept by Ontario's County Court judges for the  period 1840 

to 1892 document approximately 330 cases of forcible Ape ,  statutory rape, as-  

sault  with intent  to commit rape, and  indecent assault.37 Unfortunately, the 

four reported cases and cases documented in the Minute Books "...have so few 
,- 

details concerning the relationship of the rapist to the victim . . . " , 3 8  t h a t  i t  is die 
fl , 

a ficult to come to any sort of conclusion insofar as  date  rape 

and the  judiciary's handling of it is conce-is known, however, t ha t  the 

'%&. 
i 

'~.-ln- Further Introductibn of English Criminal Law into Upper 
--- anada .  1 0  Geo. I11 (1800). c. I .  s .  1. 

35Constance B. Backhouse. "Yineteenth-Century Canadian Rape Law: 1800-92," 
In Essays In the H l s toq  of Canadran Law, Vol. 11. ed. David H. Flaherty 
(Toronto: Osgoode Soc~ety.  1983). p.20 1. 

36Supra note 35 a t  212. 

37Supra note 35  a t  212. 

38Supra note 35 a t  243 (footnote 8-41. 



phenomenon is not a recent development of the twentieth century. 

. 
In the Fall of 1822, Suzanne Monnier Voilquin (1801-1877) was raped and 

then later abandoned by a "courting" medical student. The student's name was 

Stanislas. He attacked her after five months of courtship. In her own words, 

Voilquin describes how the man she trusted raped her: 

"Au moment de nous quitter, a p r h  nous avoir bien embrass&, mon 
p h e  recommanda vivement ses deux filles B ces messieurs; mon frsre 
ainsi que Stanislas le rassursrent par leurs protestations chaleureuses. 
Eh bien! cet homme, qui avait,  l e .  matin, press6 I/ 
trop confiant, choisit ce jour-18 m h e  pour renouveler 
Vers la brune, &ant  tous deux seuls dans ma 
.lent, emportd; il se livra envers moi B un assaut 
1'6pouvante me ~ a i s i t . " ~ ~  

,A' 

Voilquin never did report her sexual victimization b the police, but this is 

hardly surprising. Then, as  now, there were many compelling reasons for not 

39Suzanne Monnier Voilquin, Sourlenirs d'une Fille du Peuple, ou la . Saint-Simonienne en Egypte;. 1834 h 1836, (Paris, 18661, p.43. 

Translated by the present author into English, this excerpt from Voilquin's auto- 
biography reads a s  follows: 

"At the moment we (Voilquin, her boyfriend Stanislas, her brother, and her sis- 
ter) parted (from Voilquin's father), our father urged these two men (Stanislas 
and Voilquin's brother) to watch over his two daughters; my brother along with 
Stanislas reassured our father t ha t  they would warmly protest (the word "pro- 
test" is being used in the opposite sense to mean "comply"). Oh really! This 
man (Stanislas), who confidently shook the hand of .  my father tha t  morning, 
chose that  same day for renewing his attack. Towards dusk, when the two of us 
were alone in my room, he became violent, hot-headed; he indulged himself with 
a brutal attack on me so tha t  terror took hold...". 

Olafson 
Women: 
France, 
pp. 12 1,- 

f 

It should be noted tha t  the present author had Rob Pretto, a graduate student 
in S.F.U.'s School of Criminology who is fluent in French, assess the translation. 
He made a number of suggested changes which were incorporated, but otherwise 
pronounced the translation to be accurate. . * 

For a partial translation of Voilquin's autobiography into English, see Erna 
Hellerstein, Leslie Parker Hume, and Karen M. Offen (eds.), Victorian 
A Documentary Account of Women's Lices in Nineteenth-Century England, 
and the United States, (California: Stanford University Press, 19811, 
169-172, and 428. 



reporting a rape." Thoug y .no means all-inclusive, these reasons have includ- 

ed ( I )  the fear / o ot being believed, (2) not perceiving t h a t  one's sexual victim- 

ization a crime, (3)  the desire to avoid shame and  embarrassment, (4) the /-- 
a r  of publicity, (5.) the  fear of courtroom proceedings, (6)  the desire to forget 

/' about the rape and  get on with one's life, (7) the fear of retaliation, (8) the de- 

2 
sire to protect a n  offender known to her, and (9) the belief t h a t  the  criminal 

1 
i 

justice system would be ineffective- i.e., let the rapist "off the  hook". 

But let us  assume, for the sake of argument, t h a t  Voi.lquin did rgport her 

date  rape to the police. Let us  further assume t h a t  she is in a different time 

and  place. I t  is seventy years later- the  year is 1892. The country is Canada 

ra ther  t han  France. Would the law in 1892 permit Stanislas (Voilquin's alleged 

rapist) to be kharged with the offence of rape? If yes, how likely would a judge 

and jury be to convict him of the charge of rape? Because there a re  s o  few 

details in the case law insofar a s  the relationships between rapists and their 
4 

victims a re  concerned, the answers to these questions must  r e h a i n  within the 

realm of plausible spmuiation. 

I t  would appear possible for Stanislas to be charged under section 266 of 

the 1892 Canadian Criminal  Code with ,the rape of Voilquin. According to t ha t  

section: 

"Rape is the act  of a man having carnal  knowledge of a woman who 
is not his wife without her consent, or with consent which has  been 
extorted by threats  or fear of bodily harm; or obtained by personating 
the  woman's husband, or by false and  fraudulent representations a s  to 
the  na tu re  and  quality of the act."Q' 

Stanislas could possibly be charged under section 266 with forcible rape becauie 

t 
40Ken D. Garley, "The Law of Rape in Canada:  A Critical Analysis of Its 
Shortcomings with Suggestions for Reform" (B.A. Honours Thesis, Simon Fraser 
University, 1982), p.75. 

Q '  ~ a n h d i a n  Criminal  Code. 1892. s. 266. 
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* .  
? 
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4 

he apparently, met the - legal requiremejnts- +- he was a male who h a d .  c d n a l  

knowledge (sexual intercourse) with a woman who was not his wife without her 
= .  

t rse  consent. But possibly being charged and probably being charged are two dif- 

ferent matters altogether. Wpuld Stanislas l i k e l ~  be charged under section 266 
w 

with forcible rape? Unless there was a n  - abundance .of corroborating evidence, 
* 

probably not.42 As Estrich explains: 

"It is always easier to find the &,an when the w o e p n  knows whb h 
is. But those are the men who a&, least likely to d'e 'arrested, pros 1 
cuted, and convicted. Those 'are the ' ~ a s e s  least likely to be considere 
real rapes. "43 

6 
\ \ 

\ \ 

Clearly, then, it would have been difficult in'\\,1892 for Voilquin to even succeed 

in convincing the police to arrest Stanislas. 

Assuming tha t  Stanislas was charged with forcibly raping Voilquin, the 

available evidence suggests tha t  he would likely not have been convicted. As the 

2 surviving Minute Books of the courts of Criminal Assize and those kept by 

Ontario's County Court judges for the period 1840 . to 1892 show, judges and 
t 

L. 

juries were extremely reluctant to convict in charges of rape. During this period, 

q2Corroborating evidence is independent evidence which tends to show that  the 
evidence of the witness (in this case the rape victim) is true. The legal support 
for this definition of corroboration is R .  u. Basken~ille, [I9161 2 K.B.  658, 12 
Cr. App. R. 81 (C.C.A.). In 1892, under the common law, corroboration was dis- 
cretionary in respect of the offence of forcible rape; the judge essentially decided 
if corroboration wagnecessary in order to obtain a conviction. For confirmation 
that  such was the it= , see R .  v. Camp (1977), 36 C.C.C. (2d) 511, 39 C.R.N.S. 
164, 17 O.R. (2d) 9 (C.A.); D.P.P. L].  Hester, [I9731 A.C. 296 (H.L.); D.P.P. LI .  

Kilbourne, [I9731 A.C. 729 (H.L.); c.f. Thomas v. The Queen, [I9521 2 S.C.R. 
344, 103 C.C.C. 193, 15 C.R. 1 (S.C.C.). 

43Susan Estrich, ,Real Rape, (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1987), p.4. 
Estrich's comments about rapes not being considered "real rapes" when the vic- 
tim and offender knew one another is illustrated by Clark and Lewis' Vancouver 
study, which examined the factors police used in classifying rapes as  founded or 
unfounded. In the Vancouver study, it was found that  the victim-offender ' re la -  
tionship was the Lz most + important variable in police classification. Specifically. 
Clark and Lewis found that  "...the greater the degree to which victim and 
offender are known to each other, the greater the probability of an  unfounded 
classification". See Marilyn G. Stanley. Sexual Assault Legislation in  Canada: A n  
Ecaluation (The  Experience o f  the Rape Victim With the Criminal Justice System 
Prior to Bill C-127, Report .Vo. 1 (Ottawa: Department of Justice, [19871), p. 32. 



228 prosecutions for rape were commenced. Only 49 or 21.5% resulted in  rape 

 conviction^.^^ Fiegarding t h e  remaining prosecutions, 14.5% resulted in  convi&ions 

on lesser offences, 46.0% resulted in acquittals,  and  for 18.0% the& was no re- 

cord of the disposition." Par t  of the reason for this  reluctance to convict was 

due to the resistance standard.  As the cases of R v. F i ~ k , ~ ~  The Queen v. 

Robert J ~ h n s o n , ~ '  The Queen c. Antoine Legacy,ua The Queen v. Henry 

W a g g ~ t a f f , , " ~  R. u. C a r d ~ , ~ O  and  R. u. Franciss1 clearly show, evidence t h a t  the  

woman resisted her attaciker was legally required to support a conviction for 

rape. (U 
nless Voilquin could prove t h a t  she had resisted to the utmost, Stanislas 

would be acquittad of the  rape charge. Even if Voilquin could prove t h a t  she 

had resisted, the fact t h a t  her rape had been a date  rape or "simple rape" a s  

opposed to a stranger rape or "aggravated rape" would appear to substantially 

lessen the probability of a rape conviction if that which is true of  present day 

judge and jury behatliour holds true for 19th century judge m d  jury behatliour. In 

the present century, judges and especially juries appear to use stranger rapes in 

which there has been extrinsic violence a s  the standard by which to judge all 

rapes. The further removed a rape is from this standard ( a s  when the woman 
% 

knows her attacker and was not beaten by him), the more likely judges and  

juries are  to acquit. With respect to this latter group, Kalven and Zeisel's study . 

u4Supra note 2 a t  222. 

45Supra note 2 a t  222. 

06R. t'. Fick (1866), 16 UCQB 379 

07The Queen c. Robert Johnson A 0  RG22 York County Minute Books, 12 
October 1866. 

' *The  Queen c .  Antoine Legacy A 0  RG22 Renfrew county  Minute Books, 4 
October 1883. 

49The Queen c .  Henry Waggstaff A 0  RG22 York County Minute Books. 4 October 
1887. a 

-R. C. Cardo (1888). 17 OR 11 ,  12-14. 

" R .  I. .  F r a ~ c i s  (1855). 13 UCQB 116-1 17 



of American juries supports this conclusion: 

"Kalven and Zeisel defined a n  a p a v a t e d  rape as one with, extrinsic 
violence (guns, knives, or beatings) or multiple assailants or no prior - 

' 

relationship between the victim and the defendaEt. A simple rape was 
- a  case in which none of these aggravating circum&ances w& present: 
a case of a single defendant who knew his victiu, .and neither beat 
her nor threatened her with a weapon. ,They found '&at .juries were 
four times as  willing to convict in the aggravated rape as in the sim- 
ple one. And when there was 'contributory behauiour' on the part  of 
the woman- where she was hitcl$iihng, or dating the man, or met 
him a t  a party- juries were willing to go to extremes in their leniency 
toward ' the  defendant, even in cases where judges considered the , p i -  
dence sufficient to support a conviction for rape."52 

.:+ 

With respect to the judiciary in 1892, they were concerned tha t  women -might 

make false accusations of Apparently agfeeing with Hale's view tha t  

"...(rape) is an  accusation easily to be made and hard to be proved, and harder 

to be defended by the party accused, though never so i n n ~ c e n t J . ' , ~ ~  they were = 

".. .reluct(ant)...to apply the rape laws except in the clearest of circumstan- 

c e ~ " . ~ ~  Women of doubtful reputation or unconventional morals,56 women who 

were thought to have the greatest reason to fabricate false rape charges,57 and 

women who were thought to have contributed in some way to their sexual 

52Supra note 43 a t  4-5. . 
53Supra n q  35 a t  220. 

54Sir Matthew Hale, Historia Placitorum Coronae: The History of the pleas of the 
Crown, 2 vols. (London 1736. reprinted London 1971), I': 635-636. 

55Supra note 35 a t  220. 
4 

56Throughout the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, the courts were reluctant 
to apply the rape laws to women of doubtful reputatiqn or unconventional mor- 
als. Such women included those who had multiple s e h a l  partners (Laliberte u, 
The Queen, [I8771 1 S.C.R. 117); those living in common law relationships who 
kept late hours (A0  .RG22 York County Minute Books, 6 Jan.  1859, The Queen 
c. Robert Gregg et a1.j: and those who had been drinkmg a t  the time of their 
alleged sexual victimization ( A 0  RG22 York County Minute Books, 19 Qct. 1865, 
The Queen c. Edtcin Cudmore; A 0  RG22 York County Minute Books, I8 April 
1866, The Queen c. John English). 

57Generally speaiung, the'  courts of the eighteenth and nineteenth centvries were 
reluctant to apply the rape laws in situations where the women were thought to 
have acted out of malice or to protect themselves when discovered in a n  act of 
consensual intercourse. See R.  v. Francis (1855), 13 UCQB 116-17; A 0  RG22 
York County Minute Books. 11 Oct. 1882, The Queen c.  William Stead; Globe, 
12 Oct. 1882. 



~ i c t i m i z a t i o n ~ ~  were regularly denied the protection of the rape laws of 1892. In 

Voilquin's case, both judge and jury would have likely considered her rape accu- - 
sation to be false. After all, she and Stanislas had been dating. for five months. 

At the time of her alleged sexual victimization, they had been. alone in her bed- 

room. He hadn't threatened her with any 

her. There was a n  absence of corroborating 

would proceed, Voilquin is not a credible 

acquitted of the charge of forcible rape. 
+- 

Over the course of the next 91 years, 

c -  

s+ of weapon or physically beaten 

evidence: Obviously, so the reasoning 

witness, therefore Stanislas must be 

-- - 

up until January 1983, i t  would ap- 

pear tha t  the rules of evidence which developed placed date rape victims in a 

different category from stranger rape victims- they were legally seen as being 

less trustworthy and less deserving of leg\l p r o t e c t i ~ n . ~ ~  Although spealung with 
1 

reference to the American criminal justice system, Estrich's comments might just - 

as  well have been made about the Canadian criminal justice system: 

"...one finds ... a more sophisticated discrimination in the distrust of 
women victims: women and all rapes are not treated equally. As 
the doctrines of rape-  law were developed in the 'older cases, distinc- 
tions were drawn, explicitly and implicitly, between the aggravated, 
jump-from-the-bushes, stranger rapes and the simple cases of unarmed 
rape by friends. 'neighbours, and acquaintances. It was primarily in 
the latter cases that  distrust of women victims was actually incorpo- 

S8Women who had dated their attackers, particularly if they had been drinking 
a t  the time of their alleged sexual victimization, were regularly denied the pr& * 

tection of the rape laws. According to Backhouse, "By and large the victims in 
rape charges that  came to trial (in the 'period 1800-92) were either young, un-' 
married women still living with their fathers, or married women ...( the) protection 
of the rape law ... was meant for the virtuous woman, -living her life in modesty 
and above reproach." For the source of this quotation. see Constance B. 
Backhouse, "Nineteenth-Century Canadian Rape Law: 1800-92," in Essays i n  the 
History o f  Canadian Lau?, Vol. 11, ed. David H. Flaherty (Toronto: -0sgoode 
Society, 1983) a t  224-225. 

59The rules of evidence being referred to are those respecting corroboration, re- 
cent complaint, the sexual activity of the complainant, and sexual reputation of 
the complainant. On January 4th 1983, these evidentiary rules were statutorily 
altered by Bill C- 127 insofar as they ' applied to the newly-created three-tiered 
offence of sexual assault which replaced the old offence of rape. 



L 

rated ipto the definition of the crime and the rules of proof."60 

- With the sole exception of the phrase -"...distrust of ';omen victims was aotually 
\ 

incorporated into the definition of the  rime...",^' Estrich's comments are  applic- 

able to Canada; they accurately explain bow Canada's rules of evid6nce -have op- 

erated to make certain women and certain types of rape less equal under the 

law than others. The corroboration requirement, for example, served to reinforce 

the myth t h a t  wornin in sexual assault cases were inherently untrustworthy, 

and tha t  their testimony should be treated ditferently from tha t  of victims of 

other crimes.62 Victims who knew their sexual attackers were -especially suspect 

4 
of having fabricated false charges of rape.63 The doctrine of recent complaint 

? 

also swved to call into question the truthfulness of women alleging rape. Unless 

it could be shown tha t  the victim had made a rape complaint a t  the first rea- 

sonable opportunity a f te r '  being raped, the judge was required to instruct the 

jury that  they could draw an  "adverse inference" as to her truthfulness b e . ,  

they could consider her to be lying).64 And yet, it is not a t  all unusual in rape 

cases, particularly date rape cases, for the victim's to delay reporting the crime 

for reasons of embarrassment, the fear of not being believed, and so on. Finally, 

the laws of evidence linked chastity with credibility and non-consent.65 Chaste 

6 0 S ~ p r a  note 43 a t  29. It is interesting to note tha t  in five U.S. states- 
Delaware, Hawaii, Maine, North Dakota. and West Virgmia- there exists a date 
rape exemption. If a woman has  voluntarily accompanied (i.e., dated) a man or 
had sexual intercourse with him in the previous year, he cannot be charged 
with first-degree rape. For further information, see Carol L. Mithers, ,"Date 
Rape: When 'Nice Guys' Won't Take 'No' for an  Answer," Mademoiselle 86 (Nov. 
1980): 210-21 1. 269. 

61Supra note 43 a t  29. 

62Marilyn G.  . Stanley, Sexual Assault Legrslation in  Canada: A n  Evaluation (The 
Experience of the Rape Victzm With the Criminal Justice System Prior to Bill 
C-127, Report No. 1 (Ottawa: Department of Justice. [19871), p. 65-69. 



women -&ere perceived 

- rape than promiscuous 

ther presumed 

accused in the 

which she now . . 

ter understand 

tha t  a 

to be more credible or believable in their allegations of 

women or women of unconventional m d f - a l ~ . ~ ~  It was fur- 

woman who had 
i, 

past had prokably also 

c o ~ h p l a i n e d . ~ ~  Given this 

why the police in Clark - 

consented to sexual intercourse with the 
L 

cansented to the present intercourse, of 
r 

evidentiary state of affairs, one can bet- 

and Lewis' Vancouver and Toronto stud- 

ies tended to classify stranger rapes <as "foun+d" and non-stranger rapes as 

"unfounded"- prosecutability.68 Indeed, as the ' two resepphers confirmed, the 
=i; 

police tended to designate rape cases as "unfbunded" if they did not feel they 

could be successfully p r o s e ~ u t e d . ~ ~  To its credit, Parliament apparently recognized 

tha t  Canada's rape law and laws of evidence, were in serious need of reform 

and, in 1982, passed Bill C-127.70 This Bill became law on January 4th ./ 

When Bill (3-127 became law a t  the begmning of 1983, the Criminal ,Code 

offence of forcible rape was ab~ l i shed . '~  It was replaced by the three-tiered 

66Supra notes 56-58. 

67Marilyn G. Stanley, Sexual Assault Legislation in  Canada: A n  Evaluation (The 
Experience of the Rape Victim With the Criminal Justice System Prior to Bill 
C-127, Report No. I) (Ottawa: Department of Justice, [1987]), p. 78. , '  , 

. - .  

'ODavid Watt, The New Offences Against the Person: The ~ r o u i s i o n s  o f  gi l l  
C.127, (Toronto: Butterworths, 1984), p.4. 

m- 

'' Ibid. 

72According to section 143 of the 1982 ~anadiah 'Cr imina1  Code: 

A male person commits rape when he has sexual intercourse with a female 
person who is not his wife, 
(a )  without her consent. or 



\ 

'\ 
\, - 

Qffence of sexual assault ,  which was meant  to emphasize the'.; assaultive, as 
\ 

Y \ 
opposed to  the  sexual nature ,  -of the crime. Reproduced in  their eqtirety, incor- 

, 
\ 

porating the Revised Statutes of Canada (R.S.C.) 1985 and  subsequmt amend- 
\ 

ments to December 12th  1988, the three; tlers or provisions a r e  as follo&$: 
\ \ 

271. (1) Every one who commits a sexual assault  1s guilty of \ , 
(a )  a n  indictable offence and  is liable to lmprlsonment 

fof a term not exceeding ten years; or \ ', 
(b) a n  offence punishable on summary conviction. \ 

I , -  -*- \>; 

272. .Every one who, in committing a sexual assaylt ,  \~ 

(qJ- carries, uses or tcreatens to use a weapon or - a n  
imitation thereof, 

(b) threatens to cause bodily harm$ to a person other \I 

t h an  the  complainant, 
," \ 

.. (c) causes bodily ha rm to the complainant, or .-2 

(d) is a party to the offence with any other person, * 

is guilty' of a n  indictable offence and liable to imprisonment for a 
term not exceeding fourteen years. 

273. (1) Every one commits a n  aggravated- sexual assault  who, in 
committing a sexual assault, .  wounds, maims, disfigures or endangers ' * 

the life of the complainant. 
% 

(2)  Every one who commits a n  aggravated sexual assault  1s guilty of 
a n  iadictable offence and  liable to imprisonment for life. 

It .should be noted t h a t  the  three-tiered offence of sexual assaul t  does not dis-' 

criminate on the basis of gender or mari tal  s ta tus  as the former offence of rape 

did. Un er  t h  sexual assault  provisio,ns, both males and females can be charged u' 
with the offence. both males and females can be victims, and  husbands' can be 

charged with the sexual assault of their wives bus t  a s  wives can be charged 

72  (cont'd) 
9 - 

(b). with her consent if the consent 
( i )  is extorted by threats  or fear of bodily ha rm,  -< 

( l i )  is obtained by personating her husband, or 
(iii) is obtained by false and fraudulent representations as  to the na'- 
ture and quality of the act.  

. 

Interestingly. the substance of the 1982 statutory definition 
essentially , t he  same a s  t ha t  contained in the origmal 1892-  
Code. Onl? the specific wqrding and the format have chan 

. . 
&i 

of forcible rape is 
Canadian Criminal 



\ 
with the sexual assault  of their husbands). Furthermore, i t  is not legally neces- .i 

sa ry .  t h a t  there be sexual h tercourse  of the penile-vagmal kind to sustain a 

' conviction for sexual assault.  Although+ sexual assault  ha s  not been statptorily 

defined, the 'courts  have held t h a t  more t han  anatomical considerations a re  im- 

portant in deciding thatl'a sexual assault  has  occurred, thus  recognizing- t h a t  
i ', 

other types of forced 1n"t'mcourse (i.e.. oral and anal)  and other behaviours (sbch 

as  ,grabbing a woman's breast or a man's thigh) can constitute sexhal assau \ t .  
'7 

With specific reference to sexual assaults  involving individuals in dating relation- - 

ships, i t  is 'therefore legally possible for; either partner to charge the other with 

sexual assault  if he (or she) forced his (or her) to engage in 

non-consensha1 sexual behaviour. Whether the charge will be under s. 271, s. 

272, or s. 273 depends on whether a weapon was involved,, whether t h r e a t s .  to 

cause harm to a t h x d  party were made, whether bod~ly harm was caused, 

whether n o r e  than  one offender was involved (i.e., a "gang rape" or "gang sex- 
\ 

'\ 
ual assault") ,  and whether: the victim's hfe was endhngered. Generally spealung, 

the more serious the offence. the more likely the charge is to be brought under . 

As'far  a s  possible defences to a sexual assault  charge brought by a woman 

against  her boyfriend or date, the defence of honest but mistaken belief as to 
,- 

consent (HMB) would appear to have caused the greatest amount of concern, if --' 

not -outright anger, in various women's organizations across Canada.  The defence i 

.of HMB is thus: A4n individual's honest but mistaken belief t ha t  another individ- 

ual is consenting to sexual intercourse (or any other sexual behaviour for t ha t  - , 
matter) ,  el.en i f  that belief zs unreasonable. is a valid defence to a charge of sex- 

ual assault .  As section 265(1) of the Criminal Code states: 

,"Where a n  accused alleges tha t  he believed t h a t  the complainant con- 
sented to the conduct that  is the subject-matter of the (sexual assault)  



charge, a judge, if satisfied t h a l  there is sufficient evidence and  tha t ,  
if believed by the  jury, the evidence would constitute a defence, shall 
instruct the  jury, when reviewing al l  the evidence relating to the de- 
termination of the honesty of the accused's belief, to consider the  pres- 
ence or absence of reasonable grounds for t h a t  belief." 

A number of points about the  defence of HMB should be noted. First,  i t  is clear 

t ha t  the defence may ,be based on reasonable or unreasonable grounds. In es- 

sence. the Supreme Court of Canada is explicitly endorsing the subjective ap- 

proach to guilt. t h a t  is, concerning itself with the mind of the accused, a s  

opposed to what a reasonable person would have done ( the objective ap- 

p r ~ a c h ) . ~ ~  Secondly, the defence of HMB may only be put  to the jury if two 
* 

conditions are  satisfied- (1)  the accused must allege t ha t  he honestly but mistak- 

enly believed t ha t  the woman consented to the sexual behaviour in question. 

and  (2)  there must  be evidence which lends a n  "air of reality" to. the accused's 
0 

s u b m i s ~ i o n . ~ ~  A mere assertion would not rneei this ."air of reality" test.75 In 
1 .  

determining whether the test is satisfied. the judge is to consider all of the evi- 

dence as  a whole ra ther  t han  simply isolated pieces of ev e n ~ e . ~ ~  Thirdly, the 
J 

deferice of HMB is not available to those individuals who deliberately and wil- 

fully blind themselves to reality.77 And finally, because sexual assault  is a crime 

of general intent. a n  HhIB brought on or caused by self-induced intoxication is 

73See. for example, Pappajohn i .  the Queen. [I9801 2 S.C.R. 120. 52 C.C.C. (2d) 
181.  13 C.R. (3d) 233 (S.C.C.). Xiso. see R .  L.. E.H.B. (1987). 5 8  C.R. (3d) 48 
(S.C.C.): and Laybourn, Bulmer and  Illzngrcorth r.. The  Queen. [I9871 1 S.C.R. 
782. 33 C.C.C. (3d) 385. 58 C.R. (3d) 48 (S.C.C.). 

'Osee R .  r .  Robertson. [I9871 1 S.C.R. 918 (S.C.C.): R. 1.. J.D.R. (1987), 58  
C.R. (3d) 28 (S.C.C.): R.  1 .  E.H.B.  (19871, 58  C.R. (3d) 48 (S.C.C.), and 
Laybourn, Bulmer and  I l l~ngu-or th  r .  the Queen. [I9871 1 S.C.R. 782, 33 C.C.C. 
(3d)  385. 58 C.R. (3d) 387S.C.C. ) .  

'=See Lajbourn,  Bulrner and Illzngrc~orth 1.. The Queen. 119871 1 S.C.R. 782, 33 
C.C.C. i3dj 385. 58 C.R.  r3df 18 (S.C.C.1. -. 
76See R. r .  Guthr~e .  (198.5). 8 O.A.C. 277 (Ont.  C.A.) .  

77See Sansrbrrt i .  The *Queen. [1985] 3 W.W.R. 701. [I9851 1 S.C.R. 570 
tS.C.C ): and R.  i . 'rior~au r 1986). 51 C.R. (3d) 209. 26 C.C.C. (3d) 359 (Ont.  

', - _ 
(?..A. 1. 1 -- - 



not a defence to sexual assault.78 Thus ,  a man  who drinks unti l  he becomes in- 

ebriated and  then forces his dating partner to have sexual intercourse will find 

himself in legal quicksand sinking fast  should he t ry  to argue that he mistaken- 

ly believed she was consenting because he had "had too much to drink". 

Bill C-127 also wrought significant changes a s  far a s  the evidentiary rules 

-4 of sexual assault  were concerned. As Wat t  points out ,  essentially five evidentiary 

rules were affected:79 

(1) corroboration (s. 274): 
(2)  recent complaint (s.  275): 
(3)  other sexual activity of the complainant (s.  276): 
(4)  evidence of sexual reputation (s. 277); 
( 5 )  spousal competence and compellability (ss. 4(2) and 

4(4) of the Canadu Ecidence Act) .  

Only the first four rules need concern us. 

Once Bill C-127 came intoriegal  force, cohoboration was not required in 

order to obtain a conviction for sexual assault .  Furthermore. judges' discretionary 

powers were statutorily curtailed insofar a s  their instructions to juries in sexual 

assault  trlals were concerned. According to s. 274 of the Code: 

"Where a n  accused is charged with a n  offence under section ... 271 (sex-' 
ual assault).  272 (sexual assault  with a weapon. threats  to a third 
party. causing bodily harm.  or being a party to the offence) or 273 
(aggravated sexual assault).  no corroboration is required for a '  convic- 
tion and the judge shall not ~ n s t r u c t  the j u r i  t h a t  it is unsafe to 
find the accused guilty in the absence of corroboration." 

Although corroboration is not required for conviction, this is not to say t ha t  s."; 
' I 

271  precludes corroborative evidence from being introduced. The cases of R.  c. i 
I 

. B ~ r r e t t . ~ O  and R.  L.. : M ~ h r . ~ '  support the proposition that  corroborative evidence, j ', 
I 

although not required for a sexual assault conviction. is admissible evidence in ', 

79Supra  note 70 a t  Chapter 5 .  

80R.  r .  Barrett (1981).  1.3 Lf..C.B. 96 (Ont .  Prov. Ct.) .  



a court of law. As far  as the judge's instruction or charge to the  jury is con- 

cerned, i t  should be noted t h a t  s. 274 sets out ,  wha t  a judge may . not tell a 

jury; the section is silent, however, about what  a judge may tell a AS at 

least one legal commentator has  suggested, such statutory silence may allow 

judges to comment on the "frailties" of a victim's evidence in  such a way t h a t  
0 

the jurg deems corroboration to be both desirable and ne~essa ry .~ ' .  Given the  

paucity ,of cases interpreting s. 274, especially for- adul t  victims, i t  is too early 
d 

to tell if this fear will be borne out .  

With respect to recent complaint. Bill C-127 abolished this  common law 
d 

doctrine. As s. 275 of the Code succinctly states: 

"The rules relating to evidence of recent complaint a r e  hereby abro- 
gated with respect to offences under sections.. .27 1, 272. . and  273." 

- 

It should be noted, however. t ha t  the prosecution can introduce evidence of a re- 

cent complaint to rebut a defence allegation tha t  the  woman fabricated a rape 

story.84 AS well. although detailed evidence of a recent complaint is generally in- 

admissible. the fact of the  complaint may be admissible if i t  forms a necessary 
,/ 

part of the case's background (i.e., in order to explain a n  accused admitting to 

sexual assault ),85 

.As far a s  the third ividentiary rule is concerned. t h a t  of the  sexui l  activ- 

i ty  of the a m p l a i n a n t .  the circumstances under which a n  alleged victim could 

82David L$-att. The .Yerc, Offences ;Igarnst the Person: The Pro~rs lons  o f  Blll 
C-127.  (Toronto: Butterworths. 1981). p. 176. 

1. 
83G1sela Ruebsaat. Sexual .4ssault Legrslatzon In Canada: A n  Ecaluation ( T h e  
.l*rtt. Se-t-ual .Issault Offeqces: Emergzng Legal Issues, Report LYo. 2).  (Ottawa: 
Department of .Justice. 1967). p . 4 7 .  

'V. t . .  Colp i1984).  36 C . R .  ( 3 d )  8 i X S .  Cty. Ct . ) :  R.  r.. Page (19841, 40 C.R.  
! 3 d )  S6 iOnt.  H.C . ) .  



be questioned about her past  sexual activity was legislatively c ~ r t a i l e d . ~ ~  Section 

276( 1) states: 
< 

".In proceedings in respect of a n  offence under section ... 271, 272,-  or 
273 (the three sexual assault  provisions); no evidence shall be adduced  
(cited a s  proof) by or on behalf of the  accused concerning the sexual 
activity of the complainant with any person other t han  the  accused 
unless 

(a)  i t  is evidence t h a t  rebuts evidence of the 
complainant's sexual activity or absence thereof t h a t  was 
previously adduced by the prosecution; 

(b) i t  is evidence of specific instances of the 
complainant's sexual activity tending to establish the identity 
of the person who had sexual contact with the complainant 
on the occasion set  out  in the  charge; or 

(c) i t  is evidence of sexual activity t h a t  took 
place on the same occasion as the sexual activity t ha t  forms 
the subject-matter of the charge, where t h a t  evidence relates 
to the consent t ha t  the accused alleges he believed was g v -  
en  by the complainant." 

No evidence is admissible under paragraph (l)(c)  unless reasonable advance no- 

tice in writing has been s v e n  (s. 276(2)), a n  in-camera hearing has  been held 
'\ 

(5. 276 ($hand  the judge is satisfied t h a t  the legal requlrerknts of s .  276 have - 
been met (s. 2 M 3 ) ) .  It should be noted too t ha t  the complainant o'r\ alleged vic- 

\ .  ~.- 

tirn is not legally cbmp+led to at tend this hearing by virtue of s .  276(3):\,, 

- 
Since section 276 came into force. there has  been some speculation t ha t  i t  

'\ may violate  section^-, 7 and l l ( d )  of the C a n a d m n  Charter o f  Rzghts and 
- 

\ 

/ 
- 

\ 

Freedoms. Section 7 state?? .$hat "Everyone has the -life. liberty and se- 
\ 

curity of the deprived thereof e & ~ ~ t  in accord- 

ance with Section 1 l (d)  states t h a t  "Any 

\ "Qespite the Law Reform Commiss~on of Canada recommending in 1971 t ha t  
-,,u'iz'-.&~dence relating to the character of the victim of a sexual offence be held 

ii?adm&'Me-,yly some of t ha t  eviderqe has  been held inadmissible. For a dis- 
cuishn, . of ~ Q W  e 4 e n c e  of a rape victim's prlor sexual history may affect the 
J pe  epttaq o h h e -  accused's guiIt, see Katherine Catton,  "Evidence \,, 

Regarding ??- th  <rior ~ e x u a l % ~ l i ~ o f  a n  Alleged Rape Victim- Its Effect on the 
-. Percel~ed Guilt % .ths 4ccuced." + W 5  of Toronto Faculty o f  Laru Rer~erc  33 

- "  r19'75) 165-180 ' -. 2 1 1 
I. -. 

%?. <-. -. ' 
'+, , 
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person charged with a n  offence right to be presumed innocent until  

proven guilty according to law in a fair and public hearing by a n  independent 

and impartial tribunal". The argument pu t  forth is t h a t  s .  276 violates sections 

7 and l l ( d )  of the Charter because i t  denies the accused his right of "full an-  

swer and defence" to the sexual assault  charge. The '  B.C. Supreme Court ac- 
.r 

cepted this argument in the case of R .  u. LeGallanP7 a s  did the  North West 
-v 

Territories Supreme Court in R .  L I .  O q ~ a t a q , ~ ~  the Newfoundland Trial Division 

Court in R .  c. C o ~ r n b s , ~ ~  and the New Brunswick Queen's Bench Court in  R. u. 

B r ~ n . ~ ~  The B.C. Court of Appeal rejected the argument t ha t  s.  276 violated 

sections 7 or l l ( d )  of the  Charter, and reversed the  decision of the  B.C. 

Supreme Court in R.  c. LeGallant.gl Other courts rejecting the argument include 

the Manitoba Court 'of Appeal in R.  c. Bird,92 the Ontario District Court in R .  

L.. Wisemanqg3 and the Nova Scotia Youth Court in R.  L?. J.W.B..94 Perhaps the 

most interesting case to date, however, is tha t  of Re Seaboyer and The 

Queen.95 Noteworthy for i ts  a t tempt  to balance the rights of sexual assault vic- 

tims not' to have their cases prejudiced by evidence of little probative value and 

the rights of accused individuals to make "full answer and defence", the Ontario - - 
Court of Appeal in SeaboyeP6 decided t ha t  section 276 of the Criminal Code 

was not unconstit&ional, but  t ha t  the provision could be held inoperative in @. *? 
, . 

87R .  C. LeGallant (1985), 47 C.R. (3d) 170 (B.C.S.C.). 

8 8 R .  L.. Oquataq (1985), 18 C.C.C. (3d) 440 (N.W.T.S.C.). 

8 9 R .  t.. Coombs (1985), 49 C.R. (3d) 78 (Nfld. T.D.). 

%R.\ r. .  Brun (1986). 28 C.C.C. (3d) 396 (N.B.Q.B.). 

" R .  4. L d a l l a n t  (1986). 54 C.R. (3d) 46 (B.C.C.A.) 

9 2 R .  t ? \  B ~ r d  (1984). 30 C.R. (3d) 31 (Man. Q.B.): affirmed 41 C.R. (3d) xxix 
(Man. C!A.). 

93R .  z.. Wiseman (1985). 22 C.C.C.  (3d) 12 (Ont.  Dist. Ct.).  

9 4 R .  I . .  J .W.B. (1986). 72 K.S.R. (2d) 122 (N.S. Youth Ct.).  

95Re  Seabojer and The Queen (19871. 37 C.C.C. (3d) 53  (Ont.  C.A.). 

961btd. 



rare  circumstances. In the Courtjs words: 

"Section (276 of the  Canadian Criminal Code) ... does concern the ad- 
mission of evidence t h a t  may go to a legitimate defence; it prohibits . 
any  evidence concerning sexual activity of the complainaht with any 
person &her t h a n  the accused with three exceptions. These exceptions, 
deliberately chosen, encompass in  my view the  vast  majority of the 
situations t h a t  might Qve rise to a valid defence ... I will concede, 
however, t h a t  there may be instances where evidence of past  sexual 

' -duct not emernpassed by the paragraphs might further a legitimate 
defence. If, for example, the  defence was t h a t  the complainant was a 
prostitute who sought after the  act  to obtain a larger fee on threat  of 
exposure or false accusations of assault ,  evidence of similar acts  of 
t h a t  na tu re  in the past would be relevant ... in those circumstances the 
section wlll be ineperative. In the great  majority of cases, however, 
the  section will be valid and  ~ p e r a t i v e . " ~ ~  

Until the  Supreme Court of Canada rules on the constitutionality of s. 276, sex- 

ual  assault  victims and those accused of sexual assault  will have to endure not 

knowing the legal limits of their- rights insofar a s  evidence relating to the sex- 

ual  activity of the complainant is concerned. & 

Finally, with respect to the alleged victim's sexual reputation, such evidence 

is no longer admissible in a court of law for the purpose of either challenging 

or supporting her credibility. As s. 277 states: 

"In proceedings in respect of a n  offence under section ... 271, 272 or 
273, evidence of sexual reputation, whether general or specific., is not 
admissible for the purpose of challengmg or supporting the credibility 
of the complainant." 

A s  was the case with s. 276. there has been doubt expressed 'as to whether s. 

277  violates sections 7 and 1 l (d)  of the Charter of Human Righls a n d  Freedoms. 

The North West Territories Supreme Court in R .  c .  0quataqg8 and the New - 

Brunswick Court of Queen's Bench in R .  r . .  Brung9 agreed t ha t  s. 277 contra- 

vened sections 7 and 1 l (d )  of the  Charter. The Ontario Court of Appeal in Re 

971d. a t  62-63 and 6'7. 

9 8 R .  1,.  Oqucltaq (1985) .  18 (J.C.C. (3d)  340 (N.W.T.S.C.) 

99R. 1 .  B r u n  (1986).  50 C.R.  (3d)  395 (Ont .  C . A . ) .  
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Seaboyer and  T h e  Queenloo came to the opposite conclusion.101 S p e a h n g  for the  

majority, Grange J.A. states: 

, "I think t h a t  (s. 277) which excludes evidence of sexual reputation for 
the purpose of challenging or supporting credibility is a t rue  reflection 

0 of modern standards.  Sexual reputation is no more a n  indicator of 
credibility i n  a woman t han  i t  is in a man. I t  should no longer be 
recognized as relevant to t ha t  issue."lo2 

1 

Accordingly, the Ontario Court of Appeal in Seaboyer'03 declared s .  277 constitu- 

tional. It did suggest, however, t h a t  evidence of sexual reputation may be ad- 

missible for purposes other t han  t.he challengmg or supporting of credibility- for 

example, to establish t h a t  there was a n  honest belief t h a t  the  victim consented 

to sexual intercourse.104 It remains for the Supreme Court of Canada to 
U 

ultimately settle both issues- the constitutionality of s.  277, and  whether - evi- 

dence of sexual reputation is admissible for the purpose of establishing the de- 

fence of honest belief. 

Whether legal changes in the . laws of evidence and other Bill C-127 

changes (such a s  the replacement of the law of rape with t h a t  of sexual and  

aggravated sexual assault) ,  will be sufficient to encourage a greater number of 

date rape victims to report their sexual victimization to the police is not known. 

It is also not known if the legal clarification of these laws through the courts 

will encourage increased reporting. Much probably depends on how date rape 

cases fare relative to other t-vpes of rape cases (i.e., s tranger,  acquaintance, and  

lWRe  Seaboyer and the Queen (1987). 37 C.C.C. (3d) 53  (Ont. C.A.). 

'OIAlso see the cases of R. L.. Bird (19841, 40 C.R. (3d) 41 (Man Q.B.), affirmed 
41 C.R. (3d) xxix (Man. C.A.): R .  c .  Wiseman (1985), 22 C.C.C. (3d) 12 (Ont. 
Dist Ct.); and R .  L.. J.W.B. (1986). 72 N.S.R. ( i d )  122 (N.S. Youth Ct.). Judges 
in the three cases came to the conclusion t ha t  s. 277 of the Canadian Criminal  
Code does not violate sections 7 or l l ( d )  of the Charter of Rights  and  Freedoms. 

'03Rr  Seaboyer and The Queen (1987). :3'7 C.C.C. (3d) 5 3  (Ont. C.A.). 



marital rape  cases) under the sdx'xua~ assault  laws and the  laws of evidence. I t  

is to be hoped, however, t ha t  Canada's judges do not follow in the footsteps of 

certain of their brethren. 

Chief Justice ~ l l l i a m  McGillivray of the Alberta Court of Appeal appears 

to. believe t h a t  date  rapes are  less serious t han  %ranger rapes, and t h a t  women 

who a re  raped while on such dates a r e  partially to blame for their sexual vic- 

timyation. In reducing by half the eight year '  sentence given a twice-convicted v 

d ra is t  who had raped a physically handicapped woman, the Chief Justice stated 

in R.  w. Brown: lo5 

"When somebody grabs a citizen off f he  street,  we take a dim view of 
that .  But when a lady accompanies a man home at  3 a.m. to drink 
beer and  smoke marijuana,  one might not be too surprised if some- 
thing happened under those circumstances." lo6 

Evidently, the judge does not take a "diw view" of women who have been sexu- 

ally assaulted while on dates. particularly if they have been d r i n h n g  or smohng  

marijuana.  As Boyle explains: 
I 

"There are,  therefore. a t  least some judges who think i t  is less serious 
sexually to assault  someone who is utilising her  freedom to drink and  

-visit  others late at night. What  was also revealed here and  in other 
cases (i.e., R. c. Simmons)lo7 was the view t h a t  i t  is less serious to 
assault  a friend or aqquaintance than  a stranger,  in  spite of the 
breach of trust factor (emphasis my own)."lo8 

One wonders i f '  Chief Justice McGillivray would have been even less charitable 

in his remarks had the victim not been a defenceless woman who required leg 

braces and crutches in order to walk. 

'O5R. I.. Brown (1983). 31 C.R. (3d) 191 (Alta. C. A.).  

'06"Going Home with hIan Invites Rape, Judge Says," The iWontreal Gazette, 16 
?+larch 1983. p .A2 .  

R .  I .  Simmons (1973). 1 3  C.C\C. (2d) 165 (Ont.  c.A.). 

'OBChristine Boyle. Sexua l  .4ssault (Toronto: Carswell Co.. 19841, 177. 



That  certain members of Canada's judiciary consider date rapes to be much 

less serious than stranger rapes, and certain women as  Iess deserving of the 

law's protection than others, is h r t h e r  illustrated by the case of a stripper who 

was raped while out on . a  date with a customer.10g Justice John Bowlby of the 

Ontario Supreme Court s h e d  that  the victim "belong(ed) to a particular class 

of women", that  she "promot(ed) lust", and that  she was not a virgm at the 

time of her rape.l1•‹ He also inferred tha t  i t  made a difference t h a t  she was on 

a date when she was sexually assaulted.ll1 Similarly, Justice James Southey of 

the Ontario Supreme Court believes tha t  date rapes are just not as  serious as  

stranger rapes. In sentencing Waskies to two years less a day for sexual assault 

causing bodily harm (Washes had punched his 22 year old girlfriend in the face 

and forced her to perform oral sex on him on the night of February 24th 

l984), Justice Southey stated that  a previous sexual relationship between victim 

and attacker "must reduce the gravity of the offence".l12 In the coming years, i t  

will hopefully become clearer that  the above three cases do not represent how 

log"Judge Angers Raped Stripper," The Vancouver Sun, 8 February 1985, p.Al7. 

lo Ibid. 
, 

l 1  Ibid. /- 

' I 2  "Judge Weighs Relationship in Sex Assault," The Vancouver Sun, 16 May 
1985, p.C21. Justice Southey further stated that  because the victim and her 
attacker had an  on-going sexual relationship "as a matter of common sense 
makes the sexual aspect of the assault less serious than i t  would otherwise have 
been". 

To put it bluntly, Justice Southey is not loohng at all of the pertinent 
facts, and is also generalizing about all date rapes 'where a prior sexual rela- 
tionship has existed between victim and attacker. If he is going to focus on ac- 
tual or perceived harm done to the victim in deciding on a n  appropriate sep- 
tence, then he should consider that  date rape is a "triple-barreled assault". 
According to Ann Burgess, a psychiatric nurse a t  the University of 
Pennsylvania, "Not only is the woman (who has been sexually assaulted by a 
boyfriend or date) assaulted physically and emotionally, her sense of trust  and 
integrity in friendship is also destroyed" [Newsweek, April 9, 1984 a t  911.' In es- 
sence. the woman has been betrayed. Furthermore, instead of generalizing that  

0 all date rapes where victims and attackers have had prior sexual relationships 
are less serious than other t-vpes of rapes, a better alternative is suggested: 
judge each sexual assault case on its own .merits. 



Canada's judiciary is going to approach and judge date rape cases. 
- 

With date rape and the law in historical perspective, let us now turn our 

attention to the next chapter which examines the state of the date rape re- 

search from its earliest begnnings to its latest developments. 

\ 



CHAPTER IV 

FROM KANIN ONWARDS: A REVIEW OF THE DATE RAPE RESEARCH 
7 

Introduction 

Date rape has  received minimal attention in the sociological, criminological, 

and  psychologcal literature despite the fact t ha t  research on marital  rape has  

proliferated since the early 1970's. Given too t ha t  the available evidence 

suggests t ha t  sexual violence in dating relat.ionships is widespread, i t  is difficult 

to understand the reason for such neglect. This apparent  lack of academic inter- ., 

est may be due to any  number of factors- a lack of funding for such re- . Y  
search, '  the mistaken perception t h a t  date rapes a re  largely trivial compared to 

stranger and marital  rapes, a desire to maintain current  dat ing patterns though 

they be sexually coercive, the belief t h a t  date rape is a "woman's issue" and A 

I 

should therefore only be studied by women,* and  a reluctance to examine one's ' , 

own behavioural patterns lest one discover disquieting t ru ths .  Whatever the rea- 

sons, there is no denymg t h a t  date rape is a serious &cia1 problem* requiring 
b 

s Gregg, Preston, Geist, and  Caplan point out  "The investigation of social 
depends no less on funding or science policy decisions t h a n  does re- 
subatomic particles or cancer". See Gary Gregg, Thomas Preston, 

and Nathan  Caplan. "The Caravan Rolls on: Forty Years of Social 
Knowledge: Creation, Diffusion, Utilization 1 (September 

2According to Eichrer. "...research... should be carried out  by members of both 
sexes". When research is carried out ,  a n  androcentric -perspective is to be 
avoided. Briefly, this perspective is most 'commonly seen "...when women (or fe- 
males in general) a r e  largely ignored in the research process. .(or) considered but 
only insofar a s  they pertain to males...". She suggests, and  this  author  concurs, 
t ha t  researchers should strive to go beyond the  narrow confines of the 
androcentric perspective. In her words, "...the primary purpose in  trying to go 
beyond a n  androcentnc perspective is not only to understand men a s  men, . b u t  
also to understand women a s  women. and  eventually perhaps, after we have giv- 
en considerable thought to this question, to understand people as people". For 
the source of these three quotations. see Margrit Eichler, Sexism in Research 
and its Policy Implications (Ottawa: Canadian Research Institute for the 
Advancement of Women. Bradda Printing Services. 1983). pp. 5, 17, 21. 



further investigation. 

\ Th.s thesis examines the phenorpenon of date rape and the response of the -. 

Canadia criminal justice systerp to the reporting of tha t  phenomenon. It at- i:( tempt to go beyond most of what has been written about the topic prior to 

January l s t ,  1989- Understandably, this prompt$ the question "What has  been 
I 

written about date rape thus far?" -ihe primary, \ purpose of this chapter is to 
i 

answer tha t  question and, in so doing, to identifi-shortcomings in the date rape 
la. 

research. Its secondary purpose is to offer suggestions for overcoming and/or pre- 

venting these shortcomings. 

The Tarly Research: 1957- 1971 
' _  

Prior to 1971. Eugene J. Kanin was one of a hpndful of Gesearchers Study- 
I 
\ 

ing date rape.) In February 1957. he co-authored his first article on t h e  Gbject 
___l__._ .-- - 

with Clifford Kirkpak~ick. The two researchers found tha t  sexually coercive be- 
= "  + 

haviour was anything but rare in dating relationships. Specifically, of 291 fe-,,_ A 
, 

male university students responding to a questionnaire, 55.7% reportea the-m- , : 
---. 

se l \p  dffended a t  least once by a boyfriend or date d ~ r i n b  the pe~iod from 

September 15, 1954 to May 15, 1955 a t  some level of erotic 

7 

" \  

were the experiences of being offended altogether associated Kt 
/ 

, 
tions or explainable by the more conservative pefiod in which they- occurred, as  ' 

, 

evidenced by the fact that  20.9% were offended by their &a-ks forcibly a&mpL 

. mg intercourse and 6.2% by "aggressively forceful attempts a t  sex 

rJ Prior to 1971, the date rape research field was dominated a h 0 9  excluslvay, by / 

male researchers. Kirkpatnck. Kanin. and Amlr were the pmrn%ry researchers in 
' the field. -- 
uCl~fford Klrkpatrxk and Eugene Kanin. ? & Z e e ~ ~ g g g e s s i o n  on a Uwversity 
Campus." Amerrcan Socrologrcal R a w u  22 (-February - - 1957- , ' 

- - -- \\- a 



the course of which menacing threats or coercive infliction of physical pain were 

. e m p l ~ y e d " . ~  
b 

- -  
, :4 

" Kanin continued to research date rape, producing. no fewer than  b n  

published articles on the subject over the next three decades. His central thesis, 

apparently unchanged over the years, .appears to be tha t  differentiql sexual, so- 

cialization leads to some men becoming hypersexually socialized. These exagger- 

ated aspiration levels. he argues, 4 a d  to a high degree of sexual frustration f l  
. - 

, which, in turn,  leads rngn to commit da& rape.6 Lmplicitt in  this theory, i t  ' - *  * 

* 
would appear. is the assumption tha t  date raplsts are sexually 'deprived individ- ' 

uals. Kanjn 's  theory, however, is not based o n  this assumption a t  all. d at her. 
. , t- 

his theory is based on relatice depriaation, not actual sexual deprivation.' It 
3 0 

should also be 'pointed out tha t  his theory is based on date rape .being viewed . 
. - 

as a sexual- rather than  as a n  assaultive act in which power and aggression 

' are e ~ p r e s s e d . ~  Whether or not'-one agrees with Kanin's explanation of the phe- 

* nomenon, ther 1s no denying tha t  he (and-.Kirkpatrrck to a lesser extent) sowed 

6See generally Eugene Kanin. ' " ~ n  Examination of '  sexual  ~ ~ ~ r e s s i o n '  as  a 
Response to Sexual Frustration," Journal  o f  Marriage and.  .the Family  29 (August 
1967): 428-433: Eugene Kanin. "Raije as  - a Funstion of Relative Sexual :* 
Frustration,." Psychological Repo5ts 52 (February 1 983): 133- 1 34:- and - ~ u ~ e n e  
Kanin, ,"Date Rapists: Differe-ntial Sexual Soclalization and .  Relative -Deprivation," 
~ r c h i w s  of Sexual Behavior 11 (June ,1985): 219-23'1: 

'Relative deprivation is when one perceives that  one is deprived (be i t  :sexually . 
or otherwise) whether or not one actually is deprived. Kanin found tha t  date 
rapists as a group vjere .nbi sexually deprived &t all. Ino'fact, they k n d  to be . 
much more sexually experienced and to avail themselves of legtimate sexual 
outlets .more often than' most mares. For further information, see Eugene J. 

- K a k n : ' " ~ a ~ e  Rapists: Differential 'Sexual Socialization .' and Relative Deprivation." 
Archir.es o f  Sexual Beha~.'ior ~. 1 1  CJune 1985): 219-23 1. 

BKanin makes it abun$antli eiear th;t% h ; s  theory of datq rape is based on a 
" 11 Sexual .. .perspective as  opposed- to a power one. In his words, ... rape is p ~ i m a r i l y  

being -examined from 'a sexual perspective rather than  from one tha t  views i t  as  
a n  expression of power and aggressi~p". -See- Eugene Kanin, "Date Rapists: 
Differential Sexual- Soc~alization and ~ e l a t i v e  Deprivation," Archives o f  Se iua l  
Bt.har.zor 14 (June 1985): 2.2'0.. . ' *  * 



the seeds for future sexual assaul t  analyses a of the relationship between rapi$ts 
, 

and their unfortunate victims. 1 

Though Kanin may have sowed the seeds for sexual assault  victim-offender 
- 

relationship studies, the seeds did not immediatdly sprout. I t  was not until  
\ 

1971, when Menachem Amir published Patterns in Forcible Rape,  t h a t  the rela- 

t m n s h ~ p  between rapists and victim3 finally established itself a s  a topic worthy 

of greater academic a t t e n t i ~ n . ~  *Up to t h a t  point, scholars had largely neglected 
I - - 

studying such relationships. When they had studied them, they tended to use 

different classification systems of victim-offender relationships iwhich made com-, 

parisons of the-  studies exceedingly difficult) and often did not examine, the ways 
- 

in which the  demographic variables were connected with the behavioural ones. 

As Amir explains: 
.2 

".. .a lack of da t a  (are)  evident: and t ha t  which is 'available poses 
some major difficulties. First,  if relationships a re  identified a t  all, they 
are9 rarely the same* because their classifications are incomparable. 
Second, most laclung is':-tbe connection between the general aspect of 
victim-ofsnder relationships, their social and personal characteristics, 
a n d a t h e r  dimensions of the crime, (of forcible rape)."1•‹ 

Despite these cdifficulties, or perhaps more accurately because of them, Amis was 
I -  

1- 
able to- make a significant contribution to theL study of . t h e  victim-offender rela- 

., 

tionship (VOR) a s  it a.pplied to the crime of sexbal assault.  Before examining 

some of his findings, however. a few words need to be said about his study: 

Amir began his stud! in ' 1961. Its purpose was to analyze forcible rapes 
4 

which had occurred in the Philadelphia area and which had been reported to 
4 

the Philadelphia police in 1958 and 1960." The cases he analyzed were only 
I - 
" 

gSee generall! Menachern Arnir. Patterns' li2 Forc~ble  Rape (Ch~cago: Un~versi ty of 
Chlcago Press. 197 1 ). 

> 



those crimes the  police themselves 

in the Uniform ' Crime Report Code 

defined a s  forcible rape .and which appeared 

under number 21 1. Police statistics were &o- 

sen because Amir believed they introduced less bias t han  either court or prison 

statistics. and because the number of crimes known' to the police is the highest 

num\ber of crimes reported.12 He chose the years 1958 and  1960 for analysis be- 

cause the number of rape complaints did not appear to have been kfluenced by 

political or economic events. Convenience and  other considerations such a s  being 

close to the 1960 census also influenced the selection of the years 1958 and 

1960. Although Amir sought to test several hypotheses a s  they applied to 

rapists in general, we a r e  most interested in those which concern date rapists. 

Amir divided the -VOR into seven categories on the basis of degrees of so-- 
I & 

cia1 distance, anonymity, degrees of intimacy, and degrees of interaction accord- 

ing to the durability and  intensity of the relationship.13 The seven categories 

were stranger. s tranger but  general knowledge. acquaintance, neighbour, close 

friend or boyfriend, family friend, and relative.14 Only the catego'ries of close 

friend or bo-yfriend and acquaintance need concern us here. Amir defined a close 

friend or bovfriend a s  a n  "offender (who is) often in victim's home ' o r  dated * 

with her. or having close, direct, or frequent relationship with her".15 He de- 

fined:- a n  acquaintance a s  a n  "offender (who) becomes .known to victim just ,be- 

fore the offense, or she has  some prior knowledge about his residence, h lace of 

work. name or nickname. but no specific relationships 

With regards to this lat ter  definition. it would appear 

7 
16 exist between them . 

to include ra-pes which . 



were commytted on a first date. UnCwtunately, Amir's definition is not a s  pre- 

cise a s  i t  could be; therefore. this  assumption is pure speculation. 

Of 646 victims, the  vast majority (80%) were black." Most were in the . 
15-19 year age bracket (25%) and  were single (27~c).'"mir found t h a t  only 6% 

of his - sample had bee,n raped by close friend or b ~ y f r i e n d . ' ~  This compares 

with 14.4% for acquaintances. 19.3% for neighbours, 5.3% for family friends, ' 

2.5% for relatives. 42.3% for stranger-s. 9.6C/c for strangers but  general knowl- 

edge, and 0.6% on whom no information was available.20 Clearly, then,  " . . . gd s  

who trust  their boy friends ... may not be spared from becoming victims of rape. 

In (6C> of such relationships), gentlemen forfeited their positions of t rus t  and 

committed the crime of forcible rape".2' 
* .  

It is important to realize t ha t  findings, particularly with respect to 

date rape, must be interpreted of three key variables- definitions of rape I 

(both legal and layperson), of rape, and actual  police handling 

of rape complaints. For the years 1958 and 1960. the s ta te  of Pennsylvania de- / 
' II fined rape as  ... unlawful carn knowledge of a woman. forc~bly and agalnst Y. 

her will. or whoever. being of {he age of s~x t een  years and upward, unlawfully 

and carnally knows and abus i s any woman child under the age of 16 years 

with ..or w ~ t h o u t  her consent. s g u ~ l t y  of rape...".22 As IS apparent  from this de- i 
firi~tlon. forclble rape is lumded together w ~ t h  statutory rape, although t h ~ s  is of '  

llttie or no concern 3s  far as Interpreting the da t a  are  concerned since the two 



types of rapes were separated in the Uniform Crime Reports begmning in  1958. 

' It is crucial to note, however, t h a t  Pennsylvania's legal definition of forcible 

rape required penetration of the vagma by the penis. Thus,  women could - n o t  be 
/' -\ 

convicted of forcible rape. although they could be convicted a s  accessories tb the 

, crime.23 Similarly, men who forced women to engage in oral or anal-intercourse 

or who penetrated womert's vagmas with objects other t han  penises could not be 

convicted of forcible rape.24 As well. under Pennsylvanian law, husbands could 

not be convicted of raping their wives due to a marital  rape exemption.25 

. . 

Given the s ta te  of Pennsylvanian rape law in 1958 and  1960, i t  is not 

surprising tha t  only 646 cases were recorded by the police for the two years. 

The legal definition of rape. in effect, screened out  all mari tal  rapes and those 

sexual assaults such .as forced oral .and ana l  sex which d,id .not fit this r i g d  

legal definition. Individual's perceptions of 'what  constituted rape also helped to 

screen out reported cases. In other words. a n  individual is unlikely to report a 
i 

g v e n  behaviour to the police unless she defines i t  a s  a legally proscribed behav- 

iour regardless o f  whether or not the behuciour is, in fact, -illegal. Even if a sex- 

ual assault victim does rec6gnize the illegality of the behaviour against  her, she 

is unlikely to report her victimization to the police for a wide variety of rea- 

s o n ~ . ~ ~  Rape 1s one of the most underreported of all crimes.27 Because Amir's 

26 Reasons for not reporting rape!sexual assault include ( 1) shame and embar- 
rassment, (2)  fear of publicity and the  subsequent ordeal of courtroom proce- 
dures. (3) inconvenience or bother or the wish to just forget about the rape, (4)  
fear of retaliation, ( 5 )  belief t ha t  the criminal justice system would be ineffec- 
tive, (6) fear of identifying the wrong person. (7)  for married women, fear of re- 
jection by their husbands. (8) the wish to protect a n  offender known to them, 
19j for parents. the wish ...I o spare their child future t r auma,  and  (10) not real- 
lzing or ackno~vledgmg tha t  a crime has  been committed. 

L, 27.According to Dianne Kinnon. one rape or sexual assault in ten is reported to 



, 
1.. \ 

da t a  a re  based exclusively on official reports, i t  IS highly likely t h a t  the 

actual  number of rapes which occurred in by time period of his study was ten 
'\ 

times h l g h e ~ ~ ~  As far  a s  the classification of rapes .is concerned, the available 
'\ 

evidence indicates t ha t  stranger rapes a re  more IikeLy to be reported to the 

police than  rapes between intimates, friends, or a c q u . a i n t a n c e ~ . ~ ~  Thus, i t  is not 

too surprising t ha t  s tranger rapes outnumbered boyfriend or date rapes by a 

margm of 7:1 in Amir's study. Finally, the way in which the police initially 

handle rape complaints will determine whether or not they a re  recorded a s  rape 

complaints or recorded a t  all. The beliefs of individual officers combined with 

their acceptance of certain rape myths, for example the belief t ha t  certain 

women cannot be raped (i.e.. prostitutes). will most likely influence whether or 

not such complaints a re  taken seriously enough to be recorded. Taking all of 

these factors into account, it is not difficult to appreciate how distorted the ac- 

tual  "rape picture" may become. This is not to say, however. tha t  Amir or 

other social scientists should avoid using official police statistics in their 

research- only tha t  they should recognize their inherent limitations, and take 

steps to supplement them with other statistics or da ta  such a s  those gathered 

through victimization surveys. To his credit, Amir did recognize most of the 

27(cont'd) the police. See Dianne Kinnon. Report on Sexual Assault  in  Canada 
(Ottawa: Canadian Advisory Council on the S ta tus  of women, December 1981), 
p.1-2. For specific types of rape such as  date and acquaintance rape, the num- 
ber of underreported rapes is even higher. One of the most recent studies to 
date found t ha t  only 4.1% of nonromantic acquaintance rape victims, 1.9% of 
casual  date rape victims. and 0% of steady date rape victims reported their vic- 
timization to the police. See Mary P. Koss and Susan  L. Cox, "Stranger and 
Acquaintance Rape: Are There Differences in the Victim's Experience?," 
Psychology o f  Women Quarterly 12 (1988): 18. 

28 Ibld. 

29Alan W. McEvoy and Jeff Brookmgs. I f  She  is Raped: A Book for Husbands,  
Fathers, and Male Frzends (Florida: Learning Publications, 1984), p.31; Karen C. 

and Juneau  h1. Gary. "Sexual 4ssaul t  Programming for College 
Students,"  Journal of Counseling and Development 65 (December 1986): 208; and 
Fern H. Mims and Audrey S.  Chang. "Unwanted Sexual Experiences of Young 
IVomen." Journal of ' P ~ ~ c h o s o c r a l  LVurslng and Mental Health 22 (June 1984): 12. 



\ 
limitations of the da t a  he was ~ t i h z i h g . ~  I t  is regrettable, however, t h a t  he re- 

\ 
- 

- 

lied exclusitlely on police statistics. 

Later Research: 197% 198 1 

Following Amir's study, two significant events took place in the date rape 

research- commentators other t han  Kirkpatrick, Kanin,  and  Amir entered the 

picture, and the feminist viewpoint emerged to challenge the prevailing paradigm 

tha t  sexual frustration was largely responsible for date rape. Diana Russell, for 

example, wro& the following shortly after attending a rape trial in 1971: 

"...I had seen rape as  a n  extremely 'sadistic and deviant act ,  which 
could be performed only by crazy or psychopathic people. I carried 
around in my head a picture of rape t ha t  involved a strange man 
jumping out  of ' t h e  bushes and  attacking and raping a solitary woman 
on her way home late a t  night. The notiqn of rape by a lover or 
friend or colleague just  hadn't occurred to me."31 

Convinced t h a t  the psychopathologcal explanation of rape only accounted for a 

tiny minority of all committed rapes and  t ha t  numerous myths surrounded the 
1L 

crime. Russell and her research assistants  interviewed 90 female rape victi+s 

living in the Berkeley area  of C a l i f ~ r n i a . ~ ~  Their goal in undertalung the s t udyL  
\ 
'i, 

was to "...educate people about rape from the victim's perspective ...".33 They 
9 

\ 

found that  husbands, bovfriends. acquaintances, employers, professors, teaching \ 

assistants. and other ~ndlviduals  women had trusted had breached tha t  t rus t  by '\ 

\ 
\ 

raping them. Wlth respect to date  rape, Russell suggests t h a t  the sociallzat~on 
\ 

process is to blame. .As she puts ~ t :  

30Supra note 9 a t  10-1 1 

3 '  Diana E.  H. Russell. The Polrtzcs of Rape: The Vzctzm's Perspectzce. (New York: 
Stem and Day. 1975). p. 12. 



d - 
"...men who ' r ape  often see themselves as lovers, not as rapists. They 
believe so strongly t h a t  women really want  intercourse with them, 
tha% they q e  unable (emphasis my own) to hear women's protests to 
the contra@. Women's physical and  verbal resistance is seen as par t  
of the  fem$le game of pretending reluctance, or as a n  expression of a 
desire to b'e overcome. For example, one woman reported t h a t  her date  , 
finally sucteeded in raping her after a two-hour struggle, but  he could' 
not unde5ktand why she was so upset, and he  was unable to compre- 

hend whT she accused him of raping her. He considered himself a 
lover i n ,  the  tradition of forceful males and expected to have a con- 
tinuing felationship with her. "14 

, 

While many/rapis ts  may not label themselves as  rapists. i t  is highly question- 
I 
i 

able t h a t  they are unable to hear women's protests. More likely, they a re  un- 

willing to ,hear those protests. -,. 

Russell suggests t ha t  women have also been adversely affected by the sex- 

ual socialization process. Specifically. many who have been raped by someone 
I 

other than  a stranger (such as  a boyfriend, date,  or spouse) do not realize t ha t  

they have been raped. They do not tend to label their experience as rape or 
- 

sexual assault.  As Russell ,- explains: 
//'- 

"...many women ... do not see themselves a s  rape victims. For example, 
it was only several months after a woman had been workmg on this  

. study t ha t  she reevaluated earlier experiences and realized t ha t  she . 
had been raped twice ... I have come across many such cases, particular- 
ly when the woman was not subjected to much violence, or if her 
rapist was not a stranger."35 

1 It i does not take a n  in-depth understanding of the phenomenon of rape or the 
i 

workmgs of the criminal justice system to realize t ha t  behaviour which 

i$ not labelled "rape" is not going to be reported to the police,Even behaviour 

which is labelled rape, particularly if the assai lant  was a boyfriend or date,  is 

not likely to be reported to the police.36 The reasons for this severe underreport- 

m g  of date rape will- be d e d t  with a t  a later ppint in this thesis. 

3aId.  a t  258. 

351d. a t  259. 

36Supra note 29. 



In 1975, Susan  Brownmiller published 

Will: Men, Women and Rape. Her objective 

the landmark book, Against Our 

in  writing the  book fl's to show 
/ 

t h a t  "...rape is nothing more or less t han  a conscious process o f jn t imida t ion  by 
I 

which all men keep all women in a s t a te  of fear."37 Although Brownmiller's 

thesis is a n  absolute generalization subject to .much debate in the scholarly com- 

munity, there i s  no denying t ha t  her corih-ibution to the study of Sexual assault  
"..s 

has been ~mmeasurable.  Although she only touched on the subject of date rape, 

she was one of the first researchers to examine specific types of date rape- the 

rilost notable being gang date rape.3e In this t-ype of rahe, the  person is sexually 

assaulted by two or more individuals. a t  least one of whom is someone she has  

dated or is currently dating.  A victim of this t-vpe of rape tells of her experi- 

ence: 

"I was 19, worlung in a bar a s  a waitress. I had a couple of 
dates with this guy who used to come into the bar .  He was okay 
then. he never tried an-ything funny. Then he invited me to go ,out 
with him* and t w o  other couples on my day off. 

There *wehe two fellows already there when I got into the 'car ,  
and  we drove to places where we were supposed to pick u p  the other 
gxls.  But each time the fellows came back alone with some story 
about how the g r l s  couldfi't make it .  We were way out  in the coun- 
try by this ,time. Then my date stopped the car  and  started messing 
around. So there I was,  out '  in the middle of nowhere with three guys 
who a.11 had their minds on one thing. 

I kept struggling with my date and tinally *when he said, "If you 
don't let me, I'll put  it in your mouth," I gave in. Then the other 
fellows took their tu rn .  I wasn't screaming or fighting anymore. I just 
wanted to get it over with and not have anything worse happen to 
me. When they were all through they drove me home. 

3 7 S m a n  Brownmiller. Against Our \+'ill: ,I.len, Women, and Rape, (New York: 
Bantam Books, 1975). p.5. 

381d. a t  283, 393-394. Also known a s  "gang acquaintance rape" and "acquamt- 
ance gang rape", gang date  rape is severely underresearched. For a fascinating 
look a t  ' t h i s  little understood crime. see Julie K. Ehrhar t  and Bernice R. 
Sandler. Campus Gang Rape. Party Games? (Washingtun: Project on the S ta tus  
and Education of ' Women. Association of American Colleges: 1985). 



I tried to tell some older men in the bar  about  i t  a few days 
later.  They asked me if I was hu r t  and  when I said I wasn't they 
told me to forget about it."39 

Although this young woman may not have been physically hur t ,  i t  is highly 

likely t ha t  she was mentally or emotionally hu r t  by the loss of t rus t  she experi- . 

e n ~ e d . ~ O  A study completed in 1975, to which Pauline Bart  has a major contrib- 

utor. lends credence to this assertion. 

In November 1974, a questionnaire was published in the magazine 

Readers who had been rape victims were asked .to complete the questionnaire 

and mail it in. Dr. Pauline Bart  was then called in to -analyze the  responses. 

Altogether. 1,070 females and males completed the questionnaire, the females 

greatly outnumbering the males." The mean age of the respondents was 18 

years.'l sixty percent were single." With respect to date rape, three significant 

findings emerged. First. "when the attacker was known, he was most likely to 

be a n  acquaintance (23%) or a date  ( 1 2 7 ~ ) " . ~ ~  Second, "women who were a t -  

tacked by their husbands or lovers experienced the most loss of t rus t ,  followed 

b? those attacked by dates. acquaintances, or  relatives. Those who were least 

40Date rape has  been described a s  a "triple-batreled assault": 
"Not only is the woman assaulted physically and  emotionally,..her sense of 
t rus t  and integrity in friendship is also destroyed." 

Thus,  it is quite likely t ha t  the 19 year old waitress who was raped by her 
date  and two other men felt betrayed- betrayed by her date and  betrayed by her 
Awn judgment (because she could no longer, in her own mind, tell-. the good guys, LA 

from the bad guys). For the source of the triple-barreled assaul t  quotation, see 
.Jean Seligrnan et al . .  "The Date Who Rapes," Neusweek (April 9, 1984): 91. 

e lPaulme B Bar t .  "Rape Doesn't End With a ' ~ i s s . "  Vila 2 (1975): 39. 



likely to experience loss of t rus t  were attacked by  stranger^".^^ And finally, .. 

"...rape by a known person seems more psy&hologically harmful ( than  rape by a 

- In evaluating Bart's findings, i t  is important to keep in mind the specific 

conditions under which the research was carried out .  The fact t h a t  the question- 

naire was published, the  fact t ha t  i t  was published in a magazine with a large- 

ly female readership, and  the fact t h a t  Dr. Bart  was apparently called in aft&- 

the da ta  had already been gathered all affect the study's validity.48 Because the 

questionnaire was published instead of a g v e n  number being distribuled, i t  -is 

impossible to determine the questionnaire's refusal rate. Knowing the refusal rate 

is crucial in not on ly  judgm'g a studi 's  internaL and external validity, but  also 

in determining the potential dark  figure of a given behaviour or crime. It may 
& 

very well be the case t h a t  a self-selection bias is operating. Perhaps 

no;-respondents differ from respondents on certain key variables such a s  level of 

victimization, age,l a r  mar i ta l  s ta tus .  In Diana Russell's 1982 study of rape in 

marriage, for example, non-respondents tended to be older t han  respondents. as 

well a s  being married.49 T h a t  the questionnaire was published in a magazine - 

having a largely female readership also influenced the results. Since a- much 
a 

wi. a t  32 .  

471d. a t  42.  Although rape by a 'known person may seem more psych'ologcally 
harmful than rape by a stranger,  Koss and Harvey report t h a t  this may not be 
so: 

"Several studies have failed to find many significant relationships between 
assault characteristics and  victim response (e.g., Frank e t  al., 1979; Ellis, 
Atkeson, & Calhoun. 1981). For example, no differential impact was seen 
on ... stranger versus known assailant  ... ". 

For the source of this ,quotation. see Mary P. Koss and Mary R. Harvey, T h e  
Rape Victim: Clinical and  Communi ty  Approaches to Treatment-. (Massachusetts: 
The  Stephen Greene Press. 1987). p.44. 

49Diana E .  H.  Russell. Rape in .I.larrrage. (New York: Macmillan Publishing Co., 
1982). p.34.  



smaller pe centage of males than females were exposed to the questionnaire, B 
is not surprising tha t  few males responded to it. Finally, calling Dr. Bart 

after the data  had already been gathered so tha t  she would analyze such data  

was short-sighted a t  best. Her complete lack of control and limited knowledge of 

the early stages of the research may very well have led her to analyze the data  

in a way completely different from how she would have analyzed i t  had her 

control over and knowledge of the research been greater. All of this is not to a 
say tha t  the Viva  study is worthless- simply tha t  some of its findings can be 

explained on the basis of how the research was conducted, and tha t  its findings 

are  much more limited in scope than  might, a t  first, have appeared to be the 

case. 

In 1977, Lorenne Clark and Debra Lewis added to the research on sexual - 

assault with their book Rape: T h e  Price o f  Coerci~ie S e ~ u a l i t y . ~ ~  Although they - 

did not speiifically focus on date rape, they did arrive a t  a conclusion in re- 

gards to date rape w'hich cannot go unchallenged. First, however, 'it is impera- 

tive tha t  a few words be said about their study. In the Fall of 1973. Clark and 

Lewis approached the Metropolitan Toronto Police Department requesting access ' 

to all cases of rape reported to them in 1970, along with permission to inter- 

view the  complainant^.^' Their first request was granted, but  their second was 

denied for reasons of 

females over the age 

raped.53 Forty-two or 

~ o n f i d e n t i a l i t y . ~ ~  The data for tha t  year showed ' that  116 
'-. . * 

of 11 reported to the Toronto police that  they had been -,- 
d 

3 6 . Z ~  of these cases were classified by the police as 
? 

3 A 

50Lorenne M .  G .  Clark' and Debra J .  Lewis. Rape:  The Pnce  o f  Coercive ,/ 
Sexualrty. (Toronto: The U'omen's Press. 1977). 



' founded." Convinced tha t  the police classification of rape cases as founded or 

unfounded was inherently biased, Clark and Lewis reclassified the cases into 

three separate categories- founded, unfounded/possibly founded, and u n f o ~ n d e d . ~ ~  
I 

In thei? view, out of these 116 reported rapes, only 12 or 10.3% were genuinely 
-2 

unfounded as compared with the police figure of 74 or 64%.56 The extent to 

which this reclassification of police data  affected Clark and Lewis' concl&ions is r'-l 
unkear,  but it would appear to have played a major role. In a n y  svent, and 

I -  

despite their supposed understanding of the limitations of police statistics, they 
.. . 

confidently state "The most conclusive finding supported by our data  is tha t  

rape on l~occas iona l ly  occurs between persons tlery well known to each other".57 

Like Amir's study, Clark and Lewis' study relied exclusively on official 

police statistics. Its "most conclusive finding" is thus suspect because the availa- 

ble evidence indicates that  stranger rapes are much more likely to be reported to 

the police than rapes between non-strangers.58 Contrary to what one might ex- 

pect. rape frequently occurs between persons very well known to each other.- 

Directly contradicting Clark and Lewis' "most conclusive finding", ~ u e h l e n h a r d '  

and Lin,ton state: 

"Although it mlght be comforting to think tha't sexual aggression 
occurs only .between relative strangers on first dates, this is not (em- 
phasis my own) the case. The mean length of time that  ceuples in- 
volved in sexual aggressi~n had known each other was almost a 
year".59 

59Char lpe  L. hluehlenhard and hlelaney A Linton. "Date Rape and Sexual 
in Datlng Situations: Incidence and Risk Factors." Journal o f  

Coup -Aggr?lOn elzng Ps~chologj  31 i.April 1987): 194. 

d 



Had Clark and Lewis supplementea their research with da ta  obtained from 
- - -__ 

a victimization survey, they might not havep been' placed in' the &enviable, p6- - ;---- 

tion of adding to the myths about rape, of which. there a re  many. , 

- - --- Nineteen-sev,enty-seven was not only the year* t h a t  Clark and Lewis added 
\ ?Y 

to the rape literatu;%- & also marked the first replication of Kirkpatrick and 
* 1 

Kanin's 1957 study of date rape. % -. and Parcell decided to replicate and-ex- -7 
. i- 

1 

'w bend the earlier study due to growing speculatkn t-the 1957 findings h+ - 
=&- . -- 

\ 

become "...something of a peri~d--p?-eCe":~ 7-he 

distributed questionnair-w to females in 23 varied university classes a t  an  

undisclosed university. As  was the case in 1957, the males were @5cused from 

the classes. Of the '358  females who were approached, 76 either refused to parti- 
i. 

I 

cipate or returned incomplete questionnaires. The replication showed tha t  there 

had been little change In either the incidence or frequency of unwanted male 

sexual aggression between dating partners., Specifically, 50.7% of the 282 females 

reported experiencing offensive male sexual aggression during the 197 1-72 aca- 

demic year.6' This percentage was slightly lower than  that  found by the 1957 
c 

AS Kanin and Parcel1 caution, however, the fact tha t  both samples were 

non-probabilistic ones of the "accidental" or "convenience" variety is cause fqr 

concern. In their words. "Although the 1957 sample was of a comparative na- 

ture and drawn from a comparable type of institution (as their 1977 study), we 

feel a certain resen~e in m a h n g  time comparisons since both samples were acci- 

A "certain reserve" is also warranted g v e n  the marked differences in 

&Eugene J. Kanin and Stanley R. Parcell, "Sexual Aggression: A Second Look 
a t  the Offended Female." L4rchices of Sexual Behavior 6 (1977): 67. 

. . 

62The 1957 study found that  5 1 5 . 7 ~ ~  of 291 females reported experiencing 
offensive male sexual aggression during the 1954-55 academic year. 

63Supra  note 60 a t  68. 



. d 
" slg-nikcance . %to , a c a d e m m  in - t h a t aml t  1s one o f '  the e a r h s t  (and few) studles to 

C " , 
D 0 - Y _ i  . 

, I  '# 

alsd'q@mine make date rape v ~ c b ~ m s . ~ ~  A n  examinaklon of the *date 'rape re- 
< * *. 6 .  

. - * . - *" , I *  
- 

iea&h"- - *uilli . &veal t h a t  - male . victims hav'e been la&l$ bo red .66 '  ~ , , ~ t e r ~ o t ~ ~ i c a l  
* .  0 0  

s * , j. 
P 

6 L = 

, beliefs i n d  the MCt that iwbmen a re  sexual!y ' .~~ct i&k@d'as  . .. m .. a 'grdup - ib while men' 
' 'I . % I  _ 

% '  ,,. . 

Bre not appear to be "the '  main reasons for t h k  :state .of' affair&. As ~ i l s b n  and  - 
< - .. , .  . e 

. . 

* ,  - ' .  . . .  
Faison expkain: i l ~  b i . , . 

*:* s .  
, . I. . "  

"Male vicbims of sex hggre&ion* have -. largely been igndred..  here.*&^ - ' 
, ,  

several poss?bJe explanationsv for this , blind spot. First. certqih cu.lturql . 
beliefs sdggest t h a t  males cannot be the victims in thiB areh.   en' a r e :  

w L .  ; 

said to aCways want  sex wherii ever and  whenever .the. o p p o r t u ~ i t y  . . , " - ':.I arises. Because of this high sexual< desire, men - will alw&s .$nsent . - ~, 

eith6r +& th'e outset gr a t  the very leas; ofice sex begens they will , , air U 
. B  

-4 , % relax and enjoy it .  Further,  i t . -  is often. stated (withoht- proh0, i t  1s ;;.I._ . 

impossiblea to force sex on a man  since he. has  to be willing b e g e t  <.an . , .  , 

erection. Such beliefs a re  -withoht empirical support,  contkadict the ex- , j 

L a .  perience of me*, and Seem tq closedy resemble the ,*sexist .&lie& \used ' : . , c .  x 

to lestimat.e rape ,against  women ... , 
, ,  , . . 1 / = ~~ 

rr5 ' The  lack of research,  on male victims ' is . ,  not totally a~ t r i bu t ab l e  . 

to 'skreot&ical beliefs. While individual men may be, victimized by.sex 
aggression. men a s  a group arp a o t . .  sexua l  assault: influenceS.. t h e  
lives of women. whether or not they hsve been a victim. Women feel . . ' s t  
the need to' limit th.eii alternatives' t o  protect themselves against  rape. 
and this .helps mmntain  theis ' subordinate position in society,. The im- -" ' li , 

. .,& , 
, - portance of this social problem explains much ,af"the initial '$terest. i,q .. ' 

. &>. 
c~ 

I ,  , , I  . P the female- victims of rape and  sexual aggression."67' _ I D  

. - 2. - i  ( 

c = *- . 
, . 044 ' "I 9 O <  

.. 64See .Clifford Kirkpatrick and Eugene,  J. - Kanin. "Male s&x ~ ~ b e s s i o n  on a 
* . Univeqity Campus," American Sociological R&iew 22 (February . -  1957): 53; and 

Eugene J. Kanin and Stanley R. Pareell, "Se-xual Aggression: A Second Look 'a t -  , 

the Offended -Female:!,' Archi~ .es  o f  Se iua l  BehacGor 6 (1937): 68. .' 5 .  

4 

'j5Kenneth W d s m  and  Rebecca Falson. "Sexual Assault In Dating: A Profile of 
the V~ctirns." Socrolog~cal Research Syrnposzr~rn 9 J1979): 320-326. For a more re- 
cent stbdy on male .date rape, see Cmdy 'Strdckman-Johnson: "Forced Sex on 
DatPs: It Happens to Men.' Too." The  Journal o f  Sex Research 24 (1988): 
234-24 1. 1 

" I d  a t  323.  5 ,  

671d.  a t  323. 



, In c a r r y m i  o u t ,  t h e k  research; ~ i l s o n  and  ~ a i s o n '  found - (as expected) tha& 

females - a r e  sexually kctimized r@ch more t han  men are. Of the 174 full-time : 
\ ". 

I -  

8 
unwersity \ i g r A d u a t e s  survened 'and who completed usable questionnaires . (91 

4 
Y 

'X. .- . >. 

i females, 83&ales);-'%2% of the women and 24% of the men %reported an- incident 
, - .. , 

;.s P 2 

where 'the- percoh theye were datiAg :'aggress~vely attemphed h force them &.dn- 
I t  

. i i . , .  gage in some sexual a ~ t " . ~ ~ ~ '  Fifty-foi-r percent ofQ the women and 1 2 8  of'.the 
b ,L8' 

, h e n  reported incidents in'"o1ving petting : above the .: wa@t, .while 44% log the 
% .  - . .he<.  

\-h.. 
2C 

b d 

woken and  16% of the men ieported ,incid&&$ involving &.%%y+..&&&' the 
3 . :  

. . 
d 

I j ,  . " -- ' 

+? . ,  
waisk6?, Thirty-four, p,ercent of the w h e n  a n d U ~ ~ l 3 % , a f  the men reported aggres- 

+ . .  $; . 4 %! 0 

: sive attkmpts to force sexual ,  intercourse whdre violehce or ' threats  were laqk- 
. ,  .. 1 

- 1ng7O. F lna~ ly .  "...lOrc , o f  the (91) ~omeii*~{report(ed) &countering violence or 
,= 

, - threats  of violence from their male Eompaniins whp were trying to force sexual 
0 

b 

i n t e r ~ o u k e " . ~ ~  None of ' t h e  men reporteg their* female companions using violence 

or threats  of violence to qbtain sexual i n t e~ -cou ' r s e .~~  Given the '5mall sample size 

:' 9f partlclpating males and  the fact t ha t  far  fewer men &an women h a v e  been 

7 : sexually assaulted, thls l a s t  finding is not a t  all surprising. Nevertheless, it is 
C '  7 e 

h 

i the case t h a t  males have been forced by females (be they strangers or dates) to 
a O, 

a 

, engage in sexu'al intercourse and dther sexual a e tPaga in s t  their ~ 1 1 1 . ~ )  

. A 6.eId. a t  323. 
0 2 . .  

, , 
" . 69 Id. at 324.' . 

i 

73.41though not a s  common a s  males raping females, ,there a r e  recorded instances 
whe%. females have raped' males. For example, 'on November" 8 th  1980, the -~ Arizbna Republic reported t h a t  two females, aged 17 and 24, wei-e being held .by 

' 4  

' police'. in connection' with the sexual' assaul t  of two 15-year-old boys. A third 
. wordan was being *,sought in connection w i t h  the case. There is- also the*c&e of%* 

. 'T im"  ' who was sexually 'assa,ulted by the woman he had been dating,  'as re- 
, ported by Philip and Lorna 'sarrel, codire~tors  of th< Sex Counseling P gram a t  ' * 

ya,le ..Univ6rsitv, in "CanG a Man be Raped by a Woman?," Redbook (M y 1981): 
" 

==I 
92 &'. 93: And.;, of courie. many people still remember the case of the Mormon 
.missionary ~ v h o  ' w a s  kidnapped by his ex-qrlfriend. chained to a bed, and 

. . 



1. ' ' u 

Ir . - k 

r .  6 

In 19.%Q, Vogelmann-Sine compIekd a ,  particularly faycinating study t h a t  

dealt '  with sexual assaul t  victims in dahtng' ,situations.14 - The  study looked at . . 

stare'otyp~cal a t t ~ t u d e s  towards sex roles, and- how such vattitudes affected 

=judgments  about whether or not women were perceived to have consented to, sex- * 

ual  in tqcburse .  in the Vogelminn-Sine investigation. three separate studie; were 
3 - 

.Y 

carried , o i t .  s ince  the 'bulk of*-$he f i n d l n g s ~ h i c h  concern us are  based on her. ; 
t. 

I 

third:  study. ~ t s  methodology is the one describe"& here. Her third study consisted 
4 

of' two eqperlmknts in which undergraduate males and  females were asced to 

judge the  degree to w h ~ h  certaln female responses to a date's sexual advances - \. 
unplied consent -to sexua l  intercourse: All subjects judged thls  information In the 

context of a '  rape trial and a dating situation.' ~ x ~ e r i m e n t  ohe presented infor- 
. . 
/' mation about t i e  woman's response% to less sexually int imate advances.,(such , . .&: ' . ~  

her date.  holding . h;r hand & d  huggmg her). '  Experiment- fwb. in -contr?st, pFe- . 

. . J 1 .  

6 '--"= 

- .  sented infoirnation. about '. the wokan 's  . responses to more' sexually intlmhte ad- 
d '  i. 

vances (such a s ' h e r  date  placing his hand on her.,covered crotch or suggesting ' .  

' 

- -- t h a t  they have sexual  ~ntercourse).  & .  

% 

. . 
, .  Vogelmann-Slne discovered -, tha t  attitudes about women did mfluence wheth- . t 6 '  

. . 
. - .  er. . .  o r  'not, . and -at*what point. they were deemed t o  have consented to sexhal <.in- = 

. - = .  
I * tkrcqurse: Perhaps not surprisingly. she discovered t ha t  "Subjects with more , . 

7 , .  

. . st~ieotypjcal  alti tudes. .  .generally juhged the women's behaviours M the men's 

7 3 ( ~ ~ n t ' d )  ' allegedl? forced to engage in  sexual intercourse .against  his will 
, . . ("Ser;-In-Chains Case: ~ Missing -Beauty,' could Be Here," The Vancower  S u n ,  17 

', April 1978. p. A l .  A2: "RCMP Seek Bail Jumpers in Bizarre Sex, Kidnap," T h e  
d - Montreal Star. 18 April 1978. p. '~6.1. If* there is a lesgon to be learned from 

the , prkceding cases. it is Othat '.cultui.'al beliefs about males and  females should: 
wed to hinder research on sexual' aggression and sexual assault .  As 
Id. be advisable for all beliefs about the  nature  of lsexural assault)  

victims to be 'empiricallv investigated.' . . .. '. , . 

74Silke Vngelhann-She.  "Implicit Consent and  Rape: An Integration Theory . ,  

Analysis of ,Female Responses in a .Dating Context." (Ph.D. dissertation, 
Gniversitv CTf Hau-aii, 1980). , +  

. . 
-- , , 4 



advances a s  implying higher degrees of implicit consent to intercours; in the 

rape a s  well a s  the n p r a p e  ~ o n d i t i o n " . ~ ~  Attitudes, however, were not the only , 
f a cb r s  lnfluenclng whether the women were deemed to have consented- tq sexual 7 

intercouise. the women's behaviour to adcances o f  h i g h  sexual intimacy 'were also 

crucial in the: determination of whether they had consented. As Vogelmann-Sine 

explains, "For all subjects (irrespective of at t i tudinal  predispositions), the 

women's behaviour to the advance highest on sexualiphysical intimacy were of ' . .  
F 

' signifi>antly ,greater importance for overall-judgments t han  their behaviour to the 

advances' a t  relatively lower levels of sexuaYphysica1 intimacy".76 In other words, 

0 
the more sewal ly  ~ n t ~ m a t e  a man'5 advances to a woman, the more likely i t  is 

@ 
Q 

L, 

that- she  will be seen a s  having implicitly consented to sexual intercourse unless 
4 .  

her rwsponse's 3 to ~ h ~ s  ad~.ances .ma'he it abundantly clear that she does not consent. 

The filial study, falling within the period of 1972-1981 and  which touched 
d 

+ > 

+ on t h e  topic of date rape. w a s  Bart's 1981 investigation of women who had 

been raped'  a& who had avoided being Most revealing apd disturbing. 

a t  least to women who th'ink they can always t rus t  those closest to thGm, ,was 

Bar t ' s ,  Gndlng t ha t  women were more l ~ k e l y  to be raped "...when they were at- 
, . 

tacked by ,men (hey kneul, particularly if they had had a' prlor sexual relatlon- 

ship with them:. ~ o n v e r s e l i . ,  . women were more likely t* ai'pid rape when 

they were atta kgd bv i t ran  ers "3. Al'though the present au thor  suspects t h a t  fu- 6 : 
ture  studies will confirm t h i s ,  finding, i t  *is his tontention t h a t  the extremely - 
Y 

small sample size upon which it is based (1.3. females) i s  far too methodologxally 

. ,  7 

76fd. a t  vii. 

7-i ~ a u l i n e  B. Bart ,  "A Study of Women . Who Both 'were Raped and ' ~ v o i d ~ d  
Fkpe." ~ o u & z a l  of Social Issues 3 7 ,  (Fall 1981): 123-137. , ' ' 



"shaky" a foundation upon whlch to base such a n  assertion. Quite clearly, fur- 

ther research is needpd before it can be s t a t 4  with any degree of confidente 

t h a t  women a r e  more, likely to be raped when attacked by men they know t h a a  

when the attacker is a complete stranger. 
2. 

> 

The Latest &search: 1982- 1988 

Since 1982. there appears to have been a modest increase. in the number 
L 

of date rape articles being published. Apparently +fueling this increase were a 

ombination of factors- the growing realization among academics and  the general 

public t ha t  violence (be it sexual- or otherwise) is widespread in the family and 
;Bt 

in couples.80 the growing number of countries around the world changmg (or a t  

least considering changmg) their rape laws so t ha t  husbands would no longer be 

immune from being charged with the rape of th&r w i ~ e s , ~ '  the publication of 

the fifst book in North :4rnerica to address the issue of rape in marriageYe2 the 

discovery t ha t  sexual assaults  in marital relationships a re  inextricably linked to- 

sexual assaults in the less formalized relationships of dating and ~ o u r t i p g , ~ ~  and / 
I - .  

80M. L Bernard and' J. & .  Bernard.  "Violent Intimacy: The ~ a i n i l ~ '  as  .a Model 
for Love Relationships," Famil-v' Relations 32 (April 1983): 283. 

E lCanada  abolished its marital rage exemption in 1983 when i t  replaced the 
criminal offeiiii af rape  \kith t ha t  of sexual assault .  From Janua ry  4 th  of tha t  
eventful year. i t  has  been legally possible for either spouse to be charged with 
the sexual assault of the other (s. 246.8, Canadian Criminal Code): e x  

, 
82Diana E.  H. Russell. Rape In Ablawiage, (New York: Macmillan Publishin Co.. 
1982). 7 
a31nfra note 85 a t  246-256 and 261. Diana Russell is not the only researcher to 
recognize tha t  sexual assaults  in mari tal  relationships a re  inex t r i c~b ly  linked to 
sexual assaults in the less formalized relationships of dat ing and  courting. As 
Pirog-Good and Stets  found: 
"...violence in dating is a precursor for violence in marriage and  ... many -of the 
patterns t ha t  have- been observed -among ~ a r r i e d  couples can  be understood by 
examining violence in dating. Our (research) results confirm this," 
For the source of this quotation. see J a n  E. Stets  aild Maureen A. ~ r o ~ - ~ o a d .  
FVorking. Paper 8,586-7: 1-iolence in Dating Relationships (Indiana: Reeonal  
Economic Development Institute. Indiana University. 12 A4ugust 1986). p. 24. 



the willingness of a n  increasing 'number of women to recognize and &be1 sexu- 

ally assaultive behaviour for wha t  i t  is, regardIess' of its origin (be i t  within a 
8 

relationship or Still. the *increased lnterest can  . hardly be described a s  

"an opening of the floodgates". In any event, there is no .denying t ha t  the vast 

bulk of the 

1982-1988. . 
, . 

Research from 

Perhaps 

published in 

date  rape research has been published in the period spanning 

the most significant contribution b &he body of rape literature 

1982 was Diana Russell's landmark book  ape In  $ Z ~ . r r i a g e . ~ ~  In 

endeavourmg to brlng* to the attention of scholars and  non-scholars alike the 
-% 

-- --- - 
% -- - - -- - . - 

ho;rible realiratlon t ha t  rape in marriage is quite o m m o n .  Russell -devotes two 

chapters to date 'rape and  explains how rape in this less-formalized relationship 
Q 

mirrors rape In the more formalized one.86 In carrying out  her research, she uti- 

lized cluster sampling and systematic random sampling to obtaln her ~nktial 
e 

sample of 2.000 h0useholds.8~ From these households, she had hoped to obtain 

of "not-at-homes" and households in 

1.000 interviews -with women eighteen years and older. Due to a high incidence 

~vhich no' eK@ble female resided, a further 

1.200 households was later  drawn.8e The interviews were conducted in the sum- 
- -- ~ -_._ * _.~---- - - 

, - -;_ _ _  - -=- - ~ - - 
rner of 19% -sn?he mti rvie iees '  homes. all of which were located in the city of 

San Fmnerseo. - The interviewers were 33 tralned females of various ethnic 

backgrounds- seventeen whi&s. six Asians, five blacks. and five ~. Latinas. A total 

- 

8'Jean Sehgman et  al . .  T h e  -t&ate Who  rapes.'^ 

" I h n q  E .  H. Russeil. Rape .rn .Marrrage, (New . 1982). -1 

Newsweek (ApciI 9, 1984): 91. 

York: Macmillan Publishing Co., 



of 930 females were i n t e r ~ i e w e d . ~ ~ ,  

. Of these 930 females, 71 or 8% had been raped by their--husbands or 

ex-husbands.90 The remaining types of assailants, from the highest to the lowest 

percentage, included acquaintances (5%), lovers or ex-lovers- (5961, strangers (3%), 
8 _ 8 

dates (3%), friends of the respondent (3%), authority figures (=I, boyfriends 

(2%), friends of the family (1%). and other relatives As Russell points 

out, however. the sexual assault  picture changes considerably once completed a n d  

attempted rapes are  combined. -When these ' two rspe categories a re  combined, 

acquaintances become the most prevalent type of rapists (14%), followed by dates 

( 1ZUc), strangers (1 1%). husbands or ex-husbands (8%), authori ty figures (6%), 

lovers or ex-lovers (6%). friends of the respondent (6%), other relatives (3%), 

boyfriends (3%). and friends of the family ' ( ~ V C ) . ~ ' .  The reason the sexual assault  
n 

picture changes so much when these two rape categories a re  combined is due t o .  

the number of attempted rapes for husbands, bo-vfriends, dates,  a n d  lovers being 

low when compared toSrapes by non-intimates. Expressed another way, RusseW's 
* 

da t a  reveal tha t  "...the more intimate the relationship, the  more likely the a t -  

tempts a t  rape will. succeed .. ." .93 

In interpreting this da t a .  the refusal rate of 19% should be kept in mind. 

Perhaps the one out of every five potential .participants who -declined to partici- 

pate in the study differed significantly from participants on certain key variables 

such a s  typk dnd  le~ .e l  of sexual victimization. Certainly; a s  Russell points out ,  . 

/ the non-participants differed from the participants on the variables af age and 
/ 

891d. a t  31. 

901d. a t  65. 

9 ' I d .  a t  65. 

921d. a t  66. 

931d. a t  64. 



marital  s tatus-  non-participants tended to be older and married.94 Census da t a  

and  the interviewers' imj7ressions would allow for these spec& variables to be '  
4 

compared. They would not, regrettably, allow for comparison of either types or 

/ levels of sexual victimization. Thus,  it . i s  quite possible t h a t  the percentage of 

women attacked by certain types of rapists is misleading, mpst, likely erring on 

the side of underestimating the true extent  of such sexual  Coupled 

with what is now known about the reportability of sexual assaults  (i.e., t h a t  

the closer the assai lant  is to the victim, the less likely the  sexqgd assault  will 

be reported to either the  police or  researcher^),^^ i t  seems probable t ha t  marital 

rapes and date rapes a r e  the most likely to have been underestimated. Keeping 
C 

t h i s  probable stat4 of affairs in mind, let us now 'briefly t u rn  our attention to 

one of the most neglected topics in the date rape and  marital  rape literature- 

why some women have married their rapists.  
0 

To her credit, Russell devoted a n  entire chapter  of her book to bridglng the 

gap tha t  exlsted between the marital  rape and the date ,rape r e ~ e a r c h . ~ '  Prior 
P 

94~d. a t  34. 

951nfra note 96. Date rapes a re  especially likely to be underestimated because 
victims of this crime a re  even. less .likely than  victims of s tranger rape to dis- 
close thew victimization to, interviewers (assuming of course t h a t  such date  rape 
victims recognize t ha t  they have been raped). 

96Supra  note 29. In . a n  at tempt to gauge the accuracy of criminal victimization 
surveys, the U. S. Bureau of the Census conducted a ,  reverse record check in 
1971. Summarizing the highlights of the study, Estrich states: 

"...over 80 percent of those raped by strangers disclosed the  ,victimization to 
the interviewer, while only about half of those raped by someone they knew dis- 
closed the victimization. Rape was both more and .  less likely to be disclosed t hag  
other crimes- depending entirely on the circumstances. Rape committed by a 
stranger was the crime most likely to be reported to survey -interviewers. Rape 
committed by 4 nonstr'c&ger, second to aggravated assault ,  was the crime leait 

I 
likely to be reported td the intewiewers (emphasis' my own)." 

For the source of ' th is  quotation. see Susan Estrich. Real Rape,  (Cambridge: 
Harvard University Pr'ess. 1987). p. 14. 

97Supra  note 85 a t  216-256. 



to the time her book was published, almost no research existed as to why some 
I, 

women married their ~ e x u a l   assailant^.^^ Undoubtedly, one explanation for the 

:lack of research in this area  was the difficulty of obtaining such a select sam- 

ple of women. Russell herself was ,only able to come up  with a sample of six 
. - 

women who had married their sexually assanitive d a t e s .  She found t h a t  women 
-3 

have married their da te  rapists for a number of reasons. am-ong them the belief 

t h a t  they belong to a man they have had sex with, the desire to retain .or re- 

gain purity, theA desire to be rid of certain feelings of guilt, and because the 

particular date ~ a p i s t  they married was perceived to be less abusive than  other 
, - 

men they had dated.99 Nevertheless, i t  is evident t ha t  much research remains to . 

'U ' C  

be done into why some women,' marry t h e ~ r  rapists. Russell's research is best . 
7 

P f 

viewed as  the s tar t ing pomt fof such research. 

In the same year t ha t  b&ssell's research was challengmg the way the gen- 

k era1 public viewed the offend rs  and  victims of rape. two other studies were in- 
/ 

valved in related challenge$ of their  own. The first, by Antonia Abbey, was .. challengmg the assumptio t h a t  males can distinguish females' f r ienay behav- 
i 

iour from their seductive ~ e h a ~ i o u r . ' ~ -  Much to the amazement of the two sexes, - 
, 

she found tha t  men a r e  /much more likely to misjudge the intentions of women 

t han  vice versa. In her 'words: 

-4s 
"Men do tend to read sexual intent into friendly behaviour. However, 
this appears to occur because of a general male bias ra ther  t han  an.  
at t i tude about females only. Evi'dently, women a r e  not subject to this 

% 

98As Russell points out  a t .  page 247, Mildred Pagelow does present the s ries of 
trio women who married their rapists in Mildred Pagelow, Woman- k' ,,attering: 

; Vict ims and Their  Experiences. (Beverly Hills: Sage fiblications. 1981)., In con- 
t r as t  to the women in Russell's study. these two woken had  been coerced into . '  

' m a r w n g  their rapists. 
* .  

" S u p r a  note 85 a t  246-256. ,, 

lea ~ n t ~ n i a  Abbey. "Sex . Differences in ' Attributions for Friendly Befiaviour: Do 
Males Misperceive , Females' Friendliness?," Journal of Personality and Social 
PsychoLog\r' 42  (May 1982): 830-858. 



bias ( a t  least not under the circumstances of the laboratory experi- 
ment which was conducted) and  are,  therefore, unlikely to misjudge 
male intentions in the way t h a t  men misjudge those of ~ o x h e n . " ~ ~ '  

The imp1ication.s of this  finding for women who desire nothing more  t han  pla- 

tonic relationships from men a re  enormous. Assuming t h a t  her finding is con- 

firmed and  t h a t  future studies .bridge the gap between reading sexual intent 

into friendly behaviour and specifically acting upon t h a t  intent ,  women may find 

themselves on the receiving end (if they a re  not already) of more unwanted sex- 
, 

ual aggression t han  they imagmed possible. On a more positive note, if men re- 

alize t h a t  they a re  likely to misjudge females' intentions, perhaps they will exer- 

cise greater caution in dating relationships. 

In addition to the Russell and  Abbey studies. the third significant study of 

1982 which challenged how the public thought about rape offenders and their 

victims was t h a t  carried out by Korman and Leslie.lo2 The purpose of their 

study was threefold- "to compare the  incidence of sexual aggression reported (in 

1982) with reports from previous studies in the a rea ,  to determine if adherence 

to feminist ideology is associated with fewer episodes of sexual aggression on 

dates, (and)  to determine if the sharing of expenses by women on dates is asso- 
I 

ciated with fewer episodes of sexual a g g r e s ~ i o n " . ' ~ ~  . Their research was' carried - 
out by distributing 500 questionnaires to female volunteers enrolled in 27 Social 

Science classes a t  a ,  large Southeastern University.lo4 Of these questionnaires, 

400 usable ones were returned for a return rate of 80%.lo5 

. . 
l o '  Id. a t  838. 

Io2Sheila K. Korman and Gerald R. Leslie, "The Relationship of Feminist 
IdeoIogy and'  Date Expense Shar ing to Perceptions of Sexual Aggression in 
Dating." The Journal  o f  Sex Research 18 (May 1982): 114-129. 

. - lo31d. at  118. 

'Oald. a t  118. 

'''Id. at  118. 



Korman and Leslie found that  the incidence of reported sexual aggression 

had remained about the same over a 20-year period, but 'that the aggressive gd- 

vances had be~ome more "coitally-directed".lo6 More surprising, particularly to 

the feminist "community, were 'Korman and Leslie's two other findings. 

Specifically, "...adherence to feminist ideology and the sharing of dating expenses 

(were) shown not to be associated with fewer reports of offense on dates":lo7 The' 

authors offer several possible explanations for these findings. With reference to 

adherence to femlnlst ideology, they suggest that  more feminists than 

non-feminists reported offenses because they (the feminists) were more willing to - 

label unwanted behaviour offensive. As well, the. authors.' suggest that  the atti- 

tudes which were present a t  the time of data collection may not have ade- - 

I 

quately reflected past attitudes, rand that  upholding feminist ideology may con- 

note sexual permissiveness to males who may then act on such beliefs. With ref- 

- erence t.o the sharing of dating expenses, Korman and Leslie su&est that  "at- 

tgmpts by women to break the traditional male-only outlay of cash may provoke 
P-- 

sexual advances as an  outcome of male - sex-role fru3tration".lo8 Another possible 

explanation they offered 'is that women who share dating expenses may only 

perceive there to be more sexual aggression than traditional women, and hence 
, 

be quicker to label it offensive. In any event, it is patently clear that  the rela- . 

tionship *of feminist ideology and the sharing of dating expenses to the phenome- 

non of date rape requires further research before definitive answers can be given 

to the questions they pose. 
* 

'?Id. a t  121. 

lo71d. a t  1 1 1  and 12.4. 

--- '''Id. a t  126. 



Research /+om 1982-1 986 
r . 

The years 1983 to 1986 witnessed several major developments - in the date 

rape research, the chief ones being the 'resurrectionhirth, testing, a6d consolida- 
'1 

tion of. theories believed to hold promise in ekplainislg date rape and date rape 

attribution. With respect to the etiolo'gy of date rape, seven pieces of research 

are especially noteworthy-. Wilson, Faison, and Britton's examination of Power 

Theory, the Generational Theory of Violence, and Merton's   he or^ of Anomie;log 

Kanin's re-examination of the ~ h e o i y  of Relative ge iua l  Frustration;llo Byers 
.r 

and Wilson's examination of Clark and Lewis' Theory of Coercive Sexuality; ' 
Scully - and Maroll is  examinartion of the  Psychopatholo~cal Model and Social 

, Learning Theory;l12 Koss, Leonard. Beezley, and Oros' examination of the 
, . 

, -- ~ s ~ c h o ~ ~ t h o l o ~ c a l  Model and the Social ~ o n t r o ~ ~ & i a i  Conflict Model;l13 

Shotland's examination, of Gender Differences in the Perception of Sexual 

-" Intent;l14 .and .Pirog-Good and Stets' examination of a Probit ' ~ o d e 1 . l ~ ~  With re- 

spect to date rape attribution, which is simply' the labelling or acknowledgement 

tha t  a g v e n  behaviour constitutes date->rape, four studies In the period 1983 to 

1986.. are of special interest: nanlely those b; Check and Ma1amuth;l l 6  Shotland 

and ~ o o d s t e i n ; ~ " ~  ~uebhlenhard; Friedman, and Thomas;l l 8  and Fischer.l l 9  

log I~fi-a.  note 128. 

','*Infia note 139. 

l l ' Infia note 148. 

l121nfra note 154. 

l l3Inf?~-  note 166. 

l1'lnfia note 174. 

l151nfia note 186. 

l161nfra note 208. 

"'Infia note 213. 

'lBInfia note 218. 

l tgInfra  note 223. 



Begmning wiPli the etiology'of da+e rape it is abundantly d e a r  
-b -. 

that  the majority of researchers' have rejected the 
/ 

Psyghopathologcal Model of Date  $is model posited that  :...rape is the 

result of idiosyncratic mental disease- often includes an  uncontrollable sexual 

~ m p u l s e " . ~ ~ '  In the date rapists are  "sick" individual&,. 
,a' 

I .  

from the "lunatic fringe" of societyh2 In rejecting the Psychopatholo@al Model, 
/ 

Koss et al. pointed' out that  ".. .Awe is no empirical support for . t h e  presence of 

diagnosable' psychopathology among rapists.. . ".. 123 Similarly, Scully and Marolla 
I .  

state: I o t  

This 
'4 

i , . . 
G 

"In contradiction to (the ~ s ~ c h o ~ a t h o l o ~ c a l )  model, krnpiricai research 
has repeatedly failed to find a consistent pattern * o f e  perso~iality type " . . - ,  

or character disorder. that  reliably ,,discriminates rapists. fro& other ., , ... ' ' 

groups of men. Indeed, other reseakch has founcI- that  fewer than 5 ' 

percent 'of men were psychotic ' when they 'raped."124 - ,  ' 

m i . 7 - < , " 

lack of empirical sdpport for tfie ~sycho~a tho log& Modelb has l ed  msny . 
G .  

4 ' .. , d  - 

. - .  
3m 12d~ndrsestingly, researchers whoa have focused - on convicted stranger . iapists 6r . . . , 
whos,e training has largely been i n ,  psychiatry or meaicine seem - most likely, to . 
predicate their explanations. of rape oh the ' Psychopqthologcal~ Model. 0 ,  

0 .  

121Diana ~ c u l l y  and Joseph Marolla. 'Ytiding .the Bull a t  Gilley's: Convicted 
Rapists* Describe the Rewards of ~ a ~ e ; "  Social Probl&ms 32 (February, 1985): 251. 

d . .  - h 

' 1221bid. AS Nicholas Grot,h, who,  subscn tq the Patholoecal %Model of Rape, . 
writes "Rape i s  always a s-vmptom. of. 3ome psycholo@cal, dysfunction, either tern: 
porary and transient or chronic an%i-&petitive". See Nkholas Groth, w e n  %Who 
Rape: The Psychology of:  the -0 f fendeL (New< York: Plenum Press, 1979); p. 5. 

bi -. . d 

123Mary PI Koss, Kenneth E.  Leonard, ~ a n a  A .  ~ e e z l e ~ ,  -and Chery? J .  Oros, 
"Nonstranger SexuaC Aggression: A Discriminant A n ~ l y s i s  :of the Psychological 
Characteristics ob Undefected Offenders," Sex Roles 12 (May 1985): 982. 

"'Supra note 121 a t  251. Kanin too. has rejected the 'Psychopatholo~cal Model 'i 
as a viable explination for date rape. As .he explains: -* . . 

5 
"The evidence does not lend to ,stereotyping these men '(71 selfi&sclosed date 
rapists) as the sexually &pRvcdI.., the sexudlly inadequate..'.; or the s8cially and 
psjchologxally maladjusted ... It . would seem that  ' -in 'th&e casFs iqdlvidual 
psychpathoh'gy has to g v e  considerable ground to a differerihal kexua&hocializa- 

4, tion and the a h o s t  inevitable relative deprivation, as  ='impor a n t  and viable con- 
, . 

stmcts for understanding the. sexually predatbry behavior of t ese., rapists." , - * -  , O  - . 
4 ,  

For the source of this q q t a t i o n .  s e e  Eugene 'J. Kanin, "Date Rapists:.*~nofficial, 
Criminals and Victims,," l~ctimalogY!-.; ln International ~ o b r n a l  9 (1984): 99. . . 



researchers to look for the causes of date rape elsewhere t h a n  in the  person; 

they have begun to look more to the family and  one's peers (milieu varia- 

b1es),lz5 and especially to society at large, its ,organization: and  its cultural  val- 

ues (system  variable^).'^^ All of this is not meant  to imply t h a t  the 

Psychopathologxal Model of date  rap% is-  dead or even l y n g  -dormant- simply 
3 

t h a t  the-hPsychopstholo~cal  Model is no ldnger the prevailing one.'" 

~ i l s o n .  Faison, a n d  Br i tFn  tested three noncontradicto~y explanations for 

- why a substantial  number o f .  m.en were, willing to engage in unwanted sexual 
. e ' . 

'aggression with women they were. dating. l z a  These explanations or theories were 
. , 

(1) Power Theqry, (2) the Gene~a t iona l  Theory of Violence; 'an'd. (3) Merton's 
(-. 

Theory of Anomie. According to the Bower Theory propmenlts, the primary 

motivation for date rape IS power ra ther  t han  sex. Date rapists,  ~t is daid, use 

violence "...to establish thelr power over a woman in a last  ditch effort to fulfill 
fI 

the cultural  expectatlypn t ha t  men dominate women".129 !In essence, they rape to 

overcome feelings of ,powerlessness. The 'Generational Theory of Violence, i n  con- 
2 /=- - 1 

t r a s t ,  is based on the notion t ha t  those who were setually ab;sed as children 
. a  

k 

12~?he term "milieu variables" i s  bprrowed from   re^^ et  al. 's research. I t  is 
one, of three types of 'independent variab;le~.,~ the other two being <"person vari,a- 
bles" and "system var ia 'b le~! ' .~  Person variables include hereditary, physiologcal, 
individual 'demographic -(sex..  race, age), an'd. individual '  psychological variables. 
Milieu variables include educational, o ~ c u p ~ t i o n a l ,  'dyadic (simple,, . maFital, 
parent-child), familial, and  group; variables. Sgstern variables. lnc!ude set'tingisitu- 

-a t ional ,  neighbourhoodcommunity~ organizational structure,  sociaVeconomit struc- ~ 

ture ,  .'national: demographic. c u l k a l  . and  ee~nomidl~ol i t ica l  system. variables. For 
further information, see Gary Gregg, Thomas 'Preston, '  Alison ;Geista and  Na than  
Caplan, "The* Caravan Bolls On: Forty Years of Social ~rob1Em Research,". 
Knowledge: Creation, Dif fusion,  Utilization 1 .(September 6979); 4 1 . ~  

f ' ,  
"'The more recent explanations of date rape seem tb' emphasizec~yS'tem %ria- 
bles. although no- smgle preferred explanatwn for the  phenomenon has  xet . & 

emerged. 
4 * -  % - 

128Kenneth Wilson.- Rebecca Faison. and G. M. Britton, "CulturqJ Aspects of , 

>late Sex Aggress~on." Derzatzt Behatror 4 (1983): 241-155. 



- 
'% 4" 

tor who were witnesses to such abuse) a re  a t  high. risk of becoming abusers 

themselves. be it in dat f fg  oreother  relationship^.'^^ Date rape, then, IS simply 
.& 

a4. form of learned behavlour. Merton's Theory of Anomie, o n -  the o ther 'hand ,  

concerns itself tyrth goals and '  the means for reaching those ,goals. According to 
- 

this  explanation. preslure to engage in date rape will develob "...whenever there 

.$ is  a disjunction between the culturally prescribed goals and  the socially struc- 

a 
tured means for #reaching the goals".131 

In test tng' these three explanations, ~ i l s o n  e t  al.  obtained a random sample - .- 
of 250 full-time uhdergraduates from a Southern U n 1 ~ e r s i t y . l ~ ~  Their final sam- 

ple was composed of 123 females and  103 males.133 Only the males he r e  includ- 

ed ' i n  thelr study, '87 or $I5 of whom. completed q u e s t ~ o n n a i r e s . ' ~ ~  The research- 

ers found that  their da ta  supported only the lat ter  two exp lana t~ons  of date 
.+ 

rape. specifically the Generational Theory o f ,  Violence and Merton's Theory of' 
/ 

.Anomie.'35.- With respect to the Generational Theory, they state:  

"This researckP..supports the importance of social learning in sex ag-. 
&ession. A history of child &use has  a strong influence on sex ag- " gression which is not mediated by the acceptance of accdunts. Abused 

children grow up to be., more aggressive in their adult interaction. 
Since the aggressive behahaurs  have ,  been most clearly modeled in the 

*-family corptext. it is not surpris-i-zy\g t ha t  u h r n  abused boys grow up ,  
they abuse their dates (emphasis rn$ : . ,q~n) . " '~~  --. -.. 

Although many abused boys will. grow up to abuse their dates both sexually and 

physically. it is important to realize t ha t  such scripts are  not unalterable, a s  
2 

Wilson et al.". seem to suggest. The cycle of violence can.  and has,  been 

1 3 0 1 ~ t .  a t  243. 

13'fd. )at 244. 

1321d. a t  '247. 

Id. , a t  247. 

13'Id. a t  247.  

1 3 5  Id. a t  251-252. 

'361d. a t  25%. 



- ,  
*i" 

broken.13' As fa r  a s  Merton's Theory of Anomie is conceped,  the researchers 
F 

simply s ta te  th& "...sexual motivations arising 'from structural  s t ra in  is a major 1 

factor in sex aggression". 1 3 *  Regrettably, they did not signjficantly expand lup6n 
- ,  

this finding or explain precisely what i t  meant.  
P* -{" 

- In a short article 'published tha t  .same year. Kanin appeared to lend some 

a s ~ s t a n c e . ' ~ ~  In a study of 71 self-disclosed date rapists.  Kanm set out  to gath- 
B 

er support for the. h-vpothesis t h a t  "...deviant sexual behaviour (in 2 dating con- 
9 > .. 

text)' can b e  at tr ibuted to- a n  absence of .legtimate sexual  outlets".lao When he 
B 

compared the self-disclosed date  rapists to h is  'control group. he found t ha t  not 

only were -they considerably more sexually experienced, but t h a t  they had (on 

average) availed themselves uf legitimate sexual outlets twice a s  often.14' In 

. other words, it was the  nonrapists who seemed to be the most sexually de- 

prive'%- Checkmg the sexual aspiration levels of these two groups. Kapin. discov- 

ered that  the raplsts ,had aspiration levels almost twice those of the - -  

nonrapists.lB2 This finding led him to conclude t ha t  "... relative frustration is 

significant for understanding of these (71) date-rape episodes".la3 

13'51ary Van Stolk. The Battered Chrld ' rn Canada. (Toronto: McClelland and 
Stewart.  1982). p.83. , l 

'38Supra note 1'28 a t  251. 

139Eugene J. Kamn.  "Rape a s  a afunct ian  of Relative Sexual Frustration." 
Ps~chologzcal Reports 52 (February 1983): 133- 134. 

' " Id .  a t ,  134'. . . , 

'a21d a t  131. 

"31d. a t  13-1. It \%ouId be interesting to knobv how Kanin's Theory of Relative 
Sexual Frustration would fare ~f date rapists who  do not percelve t h a t  they are  
r a p ~ s t s  nere studled. Because Kanin relled on "self-disclosed" date  rapists,  or 
rapists ~ h o  perce~ved t ha t  the? nere  rapists. it just may be t h a t  h ~ s  theory. is 
onl, applicable to those males and not to males who do not achowledge t h a t  
the! are  date raplsts 



In s t a rk  contrast  to Kanin's Theory 

based on -da te  rape being viewed a s  a 

of Relative Sexual  Frustrat ion which is 

/ sexual r a the r  t h a n  a n  assaultive 4, 
-2 - 8 .  -- -- 

Clark and Lewls' Theory of (herclue Sextiaht) %i;&-d>te rape  as - being first 
. . 

and foremost a n  assaultive act.144 According to (:lark and  Lewis, there is a con- 

t inuum of  coercive sexuality along which all  s e m i 1  encounters lie.lQ5 q i t e  rape 
- - - 

and unwanted male sexual aggression a r e  simply points along this continu- 

um. lP6 They continue: +.. 
9 

"The socd iza t ion  of both men and women takss coerclve sexuahty a s  
the  normal s tandard  of sexual behaviour. Men a r e  expected to apply a x 

certaln amount  of pressure to have women submit  ("agree") to sexual 
intercourse, and  women a r e  expected to reslst such -gressure, whatever 
their own "des~res  might happep to be. Men a r e  expected to be sexu- 
aIl_*nant a n d  to inttiatfJ sexual activity; women a r e  expected to 
be somew%at passive and  to agree to sex * with reluctance. 
Understandably. those men who most strongly gdentify masculinity with 
sexual dorninanbe and  aggresslon, a re  not li$ly ta see Bny difference 
between what  they call seduction and women call rape."lU7 

I. 

From the foregolng. Byers and Wilson hypothesized t h a t  "...men with a tradi- 

tional double s tandard  about  the  rights of men and  women would be more re- 
- 

luc tant  to accept a woman's 'refusal of further  sexual advances In a dat ing  si tu-  

at ion t h a n  would men with nontraditional attitudes". l e e  They also hypatbqsized . - 
t ha t  "...tradltlonAl males v uld he especially prone to interpret hi&I"y int imate 

uf& -- t 

levels of consensual intimacy a s  indications t h a t  the  woman was taking risks 
.a 

ivith her sexuality and  was therefore forfeiting her right to say 'No'".1u9 

l a '  Larenne M. G :  Clark and Debra J .  Lewis, R a p :  The Price of ~ o e r c i c e  ' 
Sexualit?. (Toronto: The LYomen's Press. 1977), pp. 161, 166- 168. 

' " Id .  a t  129 

'08 E.  Sandra  Bvers a n d  Paula Wilson. "Accuracy of Women's Expectations 
Regarding 3Ien's Fkspon~es  to Refu$als of Sexual Advances m Dating Situations," 
Internatzonal Journal  of It70men's Studres 8 (September'  =October 1985): 376-387 
a t  ,376. 



To test their hypotheses, \ Byers a n d  Wilson divided a group of 50 
re * - - 

Introductory Psychology students/ from the University . . of New Brunswick (26 
/r 

males and 24 females) --into gro ps based on their at i i tudes t o w a r d s  worndn.lM 

' 8  The  m e n  then roleplayed thdir 'responses to wqrnen's iefusals in n i h e  e. 

tape-recorded descriptions 

~cco rd jng  to the lev$ of 

women then roleplayed 
, . . w 

turned out. the results provided nly part ial  support for the Theory of Coercive 
- P-. 

S x u a l i t y .  Men ,with llberal a t t l t  des were -found €o be "...more compliant in 1 
stoppmg their ad<ances t han  we& men with traditional attitudes".15' Level of 

1 
.~ntimaCp., ,however, dld not affect responses of elther the men or 

- 
women. Furthermore, the results " with the  vlew tha t  all or 

most sexual interactions contain c many of the men's re- 
I 

sponses did not reflect reluctance t o  comply".152 Despite assurances to 'the con- 
I 

trary. however, the roleplayed resp nses may not have been representative of 'ac-  . -4 
tual behaciour for either the males 

I specific individuals-participants cou d not roleplay their responses and simultane- 

ously maintain their anon_vmity as. for example, participants could in Zimbardo's 

famous study of group behaviour.151 Second. and this criticism stems from t h e - '  
r 

or the females, but particularly for the 

malei due-to two factors. First. all 

1 5 '  Id. a t  385. I 0 

1521d. a t  385. Also. see E.  Sandra  Byers and Kim Lewis, 
Disagr@ements,Over the Desired Level of Sexual Intimacy." 
Research 24 (1988): 1529: and E. Sandra  Byers, "Effects of Sexual 
hIen's and IVomen's Behav~or  in Sexual Disagreement Situations," The 
Sex Research 25 (Ma! 1988): 235-254.' 

roleplayed responses were visibly connected to 

'531n Zimbardo's stud!- of p o u p  behaviour or deindividuation, subjects wore 
bag@ lab coats and hoods over their heads and worked under .darkened condi- 
tions in order to 'maintain thelr anonymity. For a brief overview of t h i ~  xperi- 
ment. see Curt R. Bartnl and  Anne M. Bartol, Criminal Behacio 1 r : . ,  A 
Ps~chosoczal o.4pproach. 2nd Edition (New -Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 19861, p.195. i " 



.* . . 
*: - r 

i , .> first, t h e  participants were probably reluctant to roleplay behavio-ur which re- - s. 

+- f l e d $  I -:. neg8 tivel;. u 9 on theinselves .. e.ven if they , . would normally respond in 'such P 

.? , a manner to t h d g v e n  situation. I t  is to be hoped t h a t  any repliqations of 
8 

v ,  %Byers and Wllspn'i study will control 6 r  these two factors, both of which const; - , 
\ ', 

dute serious:,threats to the study's i'nternal validity. Maslung t h e  faces, and  pos- 
& '  \ . 

slbly egen the volces of the roleplaying subjects, wcpld be a s t a r t  towGds' con- 
U 1 \ 

f 
ri 

s + 

trolling for these factoi-s. 

-5 
In a departure from the three prevlous sexual assault  studies . w h ~ h  , rdied 

,onzstudent volunteers for thelr data ;  Scully and Marolla's study relied on con- 

vlcted rapists who' were stdl  In p r ~ s o n . l ~ ~  Durlng 1980 and % 1981,. -the t w o  re- 

searchers intervieyed 1.1 4 convicted rapists-,  using a n  8 9  page interview sched- 

~ l e . ' ~ ~  Each interview took place inside a Virgmia . prison and  lasted between 
b .  

t h ~ e e  to seven Of the 114 rapists they interviewed, 54% were black 

and  <46% were swhik. lS7 The rnajoriti were between the ages of 18 and  35.15' 

The researchers d ~ d  not formulate speclfic hypotheses: Rather, the primary goal 

of their research was exploratory- to explore rape from the &rspective of a 

group of convicted and lmprlsoned r a p ~ t s . ' ~ ~  The researchers wanted to discover 
R 

how ^these men wewed thelr own sexual violence. 
.-- 

Scully and Marolla found t ha t  their sample of 114 convicted rapists had 

committed a wide variety of rapes? stranger,  a c q u a i ~ t a n c e ,  d a d  and  marital.  

15Q Diana Scully' and Joseph Mares, "Riding the Bull at  Gilley's: Convicted 
R a p ~ s t s  -Describe the Rewards of Rape." Social Problems 32 (February 1985): 
251-263. 

'591d. a t  254 and 2 6 1 .  



They found t h a t  th&e men had &ped 'for reasons of rkvenge, punishment (be i t  
* 

of individual women representing themselves or  women in general), 3 s  a bonus 
&. 

7, 

a d d d  *to burglary or robbeiv, a n d  in order to dominate and  cbntfol.lw As well: 
- 

* i 

they found t h a t  mdst of t h e . ~ a p i s t s  in their sample  viewed females as sexual$ ' .  - 8 
- 3  

commodities to be used, and '  tha t  these same rapists tensed ' ti, rel-j on. 

s 4 

culturally-derived myths ibGut men.. ,women,- and.  rape a2 &planations (even jus- 

tifications) for ' their criminal behaviour.16' On the basis of ,  these findings, Scully 
/ 

. and . Marolla concluded: 

"...it IS not necessary to resort to pathologxal motlves to account' for 
all rape or other acts  of "sexual violence. Indeed, we find chat men 
who rape have something to teach us about the cultural  roots of sex- 
ual  aggression. They force h s  to acknowledge t h a t  rape is more than  I 

a n  id~osyncra t~c  ac t - comm~t t ed  by a few 'sick' men".'62 
, -1- 
-..t 

They continue: i 

-, 
*r' 

6 /' 
i P  . 

"...Our da ta  demonstrates .that some men rape because they have ,,' 

. learned t h a t  in this  culture sexual violence is rewarding. Significantly, /"' 

the overwhelming majority of these rapists indicated they nevaf 
thought they would go to prison for what  they, did. Some did n o t A a r  ..,. 

imprisonment because they did not define their behaviour ayz"rape. ' 't 

Others knew t h a t  women 'f'requently do not report rape ancb'of those 
cases t ha t  are  reported, conviction rates are  low, and  t w e f o r e  they .: 

r + .:-felt secure. These men perceived rape a s  a rewarding, low risk 
i ; ac.."ly . &  *- 

\ .* . 
* c 

While not dispu.ting the conclusion t h a t  Social Learning Theory plays a par t  in 

- explaining why some men rape, it just  ma$ be t ha t  such theorists (and perhaps 

the majorlty of sexual -a&ression researchers) are asking the wrong  question. In 
4 -1. 

the  words of Scully and  ~ a r o l l a :  P 

I 
'!In view of the apparent  rewards and culturae supports for rap$, i t  is 
important to a s k  wh? some men do not rape. Hirschi makes a similar 
observation about delinquency. He argues t h a t  the key question is not 
'Why do they do it?' bu t  ra ther  'Why don't we do it?' (Hirschi, 
1969:34). Likewise, we may be seeking ap answer to the wrong 



P * 
3 A . "$ 

,I \ '# 

. p e h n  about sexual* a ~ s a u l t  of women. Instead of aslung men whq 
rafie 'Why?', perhaps we 'should be asking men who don't 'Why - 

I not37"164 
\ - t  

4 

Sc'ully and  Marolla's point is well taken- men who .do not sexually assault  I = -  
I 1  

I women skdkld be asked wky they do. not. Tg . suggest, however, t h a t  researchers 
. .. 

ought5,to confine their @hestions to non-rapists .- is short-sigh-tkd i t  best. ~ 6 t h  

groups o u g h t - ~ ~  he_~uurveyed. As fa r  a s  rapists are  goncerned, attention needs to 
C ? 

be focused not only on those 'who come- to the attention of the authorities (be 
$ b 

they law enforceme&. judlcral. and/or correctionqJJ but also on those who have 
$ z 

\ managed'  to elude the s t i p a t i z i n g  label of ':rapist".lS5 * 

d 

Koss. ~eonard-,-'-Beezley, and Orns have carried out one 8f the few studies 

+ whlch has  focused on ~udicial ly undetected rapists.166 The purpose of their ex- 

a ploratory study was to determine lf three types of undetected sexually aggressive tL* - 
T ". 

men who had sexdally . as$a.tilted female acquaintances could be distinguished o n *  
LI- - 

3 the basis of certaln psychological c h a r a c t e r l s t l c ~ . ~ ~ ~  These researchers recrukted 

their.. participants through a two-stage samplmg procedure.168 In the first stage, 

b the Sexual Experiences Survey was administered to 1,846 males in randomly se- 
-- - - - 

y-- 

tlected unlverslty classes. . r __-/- 

Z E s  were then classified as either sexually 
- 

- c 
assaultive, sexually abusive, sexually coercive, or sexually nonaggressive. In the 

- , . 

second stage, 143 of these males were interviewed. Of this sample, 17 had been 

r 

I 

i. F r  

1691d. a t  262.- 
4 

l aKoss ,  Leonard, Beezlev, and .Ores echo the author's view t h a t  studies a re  nee- 
ded of rapists who h a v e  mankged to avoid judicial attachmefit of the "qapist" or 
"sexual offender" label. In their words, "To develop a more complete picture 06. 
rape, studies a re  needed of the undetected as  well a s  the judicially identified 
rapist". See- note 166 a t  983. 

166Mary P. Koss, Kenneth E.  Leonard, Dana A. Beezley,, and  Cheryl-  J. Oros, 
"Nonstranger Sexual Aggression: A Discriminant Analysis of the ?$sychologxal ; 

1 - Characteristics of Undetected Offenders," Sex Roles 12 (May 1985): 98  1-992. 



classdied as sexuallyy assahltive, 23 as  sexually abusive, 53 a s  sexually coercive, 

and 50 as ' sexually nonaggr?essive. bS'&pwise discriminant analysis was then used 
;i- - I 

to identify the mdt useful psychologcal characteristics associated- with 
-k I 6 .  
self-reiorted secual aggression.169 i t  should be noted that  these psychological 

3 
characteristics or variables reflected two major theoretical models of rape- )the 

Psychopathologcal Model and the Social ControYSocial 'conflict Model.170 
L 

, /' 
i- * /' 

,. - 
i 

/ 
nl' * 

Koss et  al. found that  their resdlts supported the Social. Contr6USocial 
,;' 

k' 
Copflict Model of nonstranger sexual aggression. In their words: 

"...men who- have threatened or actually used force to gain 
nonconsensual sexual -intercourse with Emale.  acquaintances differed 
from sexually nonaggressive men in their d e ~ 6 e  of adherence to sever- 
a l  rape-sujpor%ive --attitudes. The more sexurPlly ag essive 3 m a n  had 

b 
Y been, the more, likely he was attribute adve sarial qualities to 

in-pqsonal relationships, to accept sex-role stereotypes, to believe 
myths about rape, to feel t ha t  rape- prevention is t.he woman's respon- 
sibility, and to view as  normal an  intermingling of, .aggression p d  
sexuality."171 @ 

= .  , h 

The researchers add, however, tha t  their conclusions must be ,viewed with cau- - 
&* Wn * W 

B 

t ion  because ( 1) the number - of participants did not allow •’or their class&ations 
+ 

to be cross-validated, and (2) there ace significant differences bktween~rnm who 

170The Psychopatholo~cal Model, as  was pointed out earlier, -maintains tha t  the 
individual is sick. tha t  h e  is suffering from + personality disorder (usually psy- 
chopathic), and that  he is , from the "'l~nert,k fringe" of society. The Social 
ControVSocial Conflict Model of sexual assshlf, . in  contrqst, "...postulates the ex- 
istence of a sick society in which accepted customs a n d '  values foster the occur- 
rence of sexual aggre~sigp":;~, See Mary Koss e t  al., "Nonstranger Sexual 
Aggression: A Discriminant Analysis of the- Psycho!ogical Characteristics.. of 
Undetected Offenders," Sex Roles 12 (May 1985): 990. 

17'Srrpra note 166 a t  989. , 

172Supra note 166 a t  991. ' ~ a l a m u t h  and Check found a number of significant 
differences bgween sex aggression research volunteers a n d .  nonvolunteers. 
Specifically, they f und tha t  such volunteers "...were more oriented towards un-, 

' I  9 conventional sexua activities (such as male homosexual acts, anal intercourse: 
group sex. and watching lesblan sexual acts) and were more force oriented (i.e., 
rnhcated a greater likelihood of raping)" than non-volunteers. See Neil M. 
Malamuth an&> James . V. P. Check, "Sexual Arousal to Rape Depictions: 

:3$ 



future studies concentrate on larger, more generalizable populations, that  meth- 

ods be ileveloped to 'increase subject partici$ation, and tha t  researchers begin to 
!s* 

more fully entertain the idea that  "...acquaintance and stranger ' rape may . re- - <* - = 1 
quire d i f f e rh t  theoretical  explanation^'?$^^ ' e 

% 

u 

Apparently. taiui& Koss et  al?s suggestion about different theoretical explh- 
S 

nations of rape one step further. Shotland argues tha t  there , are different types , 

of date rape, eat-h requiring a different theoretical explanation. In his view, date ' 

- $  ki 

rapes are of two types- "early date rape". a n d  "relational date jigipe"~~~? 1 He de- 
* 

fines the - former as rape t h a k  ". . .oCclrrs eariy in the rehtionship, afier only a 

few dates..."..,175 The latter h% defines as  "...rape thak occurs in t h e  context of 
\ 

an ongoing relationship . . ." ."6 Shotland argues that  d "early date tape" and - "rela- 
/' \ / 

tional date rape" are caused by a different combination 'of factors. Specifically, , 

he sees early 'date rape as being primarily due to the male's antisocial and 

misogynist personality t r a ~ s  (the Ps$chopathologcal Mo,del).17' I e la t iona l  date 

rape, in contrast, is seen as being pa i t  of a "n0rrna1"~soc~al prbcess.~78 As he 

i' explains: e >- = + 

"Research evidence suggests that  men- perceive sexual interest when 
women do not. It is hypothesized that  misunderstandings around sex 
when matched with situational and personality fach ,s  of both the 
male and female lead to relatlonal date rape."179 

L 

!a 
9 -- In other words, shotland's pr-ellminary model of relational date rape combhe\ 

17' (cont'd) Individual Differences." Journar  of  A bnormal Psychology 92 (February 
1983): 59. "-, 

-. , 
note 166. a t  990.. 

R. Shotland, ".A Preliminary Model of Some Causes of Date Rape," 
Psychology -. . Bullet in 7 (Summer 1985): 187-200 a t  188. 

. . 

188. . . 
188. ..-' . ,. 

197. t 
?_ 

195-197. . > 
- ,  Y 

187. 
a 

*' 

. , 
: 8 5 



\ 

5 ,  

I 

k 
gender differences in the  perception of sexual in-wit two other factor$- life, 

'.. 

style caused c h a q e  evehts and personalip. Shotlarid el; rates: 
I ' 

b y  I 
. . . . I 

4. 
"Becaqse of the male's own level of inkkest, he is likely ,h: confuse 
platon+ behavio,ur as sexuLlly interested behaviour. He ' is '  %lso more , 
likely ?Q have different e'xpectations concerning the appropriate _time in 
the couple's .;dating h&to j t ha t  sex is &eptahle ... However, tve hold- 
ing by males '"of fhfferent perceptions and? views than their -dates is. 
not a sufficient cause of da& rape. If misperceptions were all that  
were involved,. gnd the woman ma* i t  -clear that  she has been rnis- 
understood (if she does not, it is hard tb call it5rape) ordinary: males 
should back -off. Males who will engage in date rape @ill have !differ- 
ent characteristics than  the ordinary male: Because they place a high- 
er value on sexuality agd feel greater sexual deprivation they rqay be 
poorer. a t  coping with sexual frustration an& impulse control. 1 They - 

1, also may hold rape ,%upportive beliefs. T.herefore, after passing/ their - 

threshold of sexual f r u s t r a t i o ~ .  their belief system-' supports ) their . , .+;, -- 
motivation to take what they want."lEO i 

. - \, . , - 
', 

ils far as  females a re  concerned, Shodand states, -"Women also appebr to con- 
, - F, * 

tribute to date rape". He singles out wohlen who frequently date and those who ' 

are shy or' hesitant about expressing7 their feelings as higher risk iddividuals 

when it comes to date rape. It should also be pointed out t h a t '  Shotland has 

simply suggested one 'possible explanation for what he labels "relational date . 

rape" based largely on a carefully a r r a ~ g e d  review of the l i terature;  he has yet 

to test his preliminary model empirically, 

. Generally speakmg, the mam strength of Shotland's model would appear to 

be its multi-dimensional nature. Past explanations of rape, in general, and date 
R ". - 

rape, iri particular. '. have tend& to rely (as KO& e t  al. point out) on 
= 3- 

"unidimensional ~onstruct(sY' '~ '  even tho'ugh sexual assaults are known to differ ' 

in -violerlce, context (stranger, date, etc.L.,.form (individual, g-roup),- spontaneity 
* P  

' . B  C .  
I( 

(planned. planned. unplanned), . a n d S  public recogrution (reported, 

unreported, acknowledged. unacknowledged). l E 2  Shotland appears to have 

% 

' 8 ' S u p m  note 166 a t  990. 

182&fary P. KOSS and Mary R. 

i / ,.. 

/i 

/ 

Harvey, The Rape Victim: Clinical and Community 
.. 



recognized that  a 

saylt .is overdue. 

more eclectic qpproach to theoretical explanations of sexual as-' . 
3 - 

". 

4. 

* 
t As far as the weaknesses of ~hotrdn$s model of date rape are concerned; 

there "are  several. First, tRe terms "early date rape" and "relational date rap?" 

",- 
need to be more &eciiely defined. While it is clear tha t  a ,woman ~ & + a d  

been raped or otherwise sexually assaulted on a first, second, or\ "third date 
7 

would be classified as an  early date rape victim, it is most unclear h0.w a 

kvoman would be dass.d%d i f ,  she were to be sexually assaulted on the- sixth 
, . 

early date rape gven 

support for the -model. 

explored. I t  may even 

tional date rape will 

other than length of 

date. Operationalizmg both terms would thus appear 6 be in order. Second, 

Shotland's model of date rape needs to be emplr~cally 'tested. ~ a c k  of empirical 
i , 

testing is, however, not a shortcoming of the model. per se. Third, Shotland 
/ 

pears too willing to embrace the Psychopathologcal Model as  a n  explanation for, $ 

tha t  empirical research has consistently failed to provide 

Alternative explanations for #early date rape ought to be 

be that  the distinction between4 early date rape and rela- 

have to g v e  way to a distinction based on a factor(s) '5 

time dating. Fourth, Shotland states i the woman 

(does not make) it clear tha t . she  has been misunderstood ... it is hard to call it 

rape.. . ". Shortly thereafter. he states: 

"...if she has a tendency to be anxious, and is inadequately socially 
adjusted, she may be hesitant to signal her displeasure. Because this 
type of person may be less forceful in her communications, her dis- 

_ pleasure may not be taken seriously by the male and -hence inter- 
course occurs against her 

Although it. was perhaps not his intention, Shotland certainly appears to be 

182 (cont'd) - Approaches to Treatment. (Massachusetts: Stephen Greene Press, 19871, 
p. 10. 

'83Supra note 174 a t  196. * 

'8aSupra  note 174 a t  J96. -- 



E 
victim-blaming. He also appears to be under, the mistaken 

..& 
onus is on the victim to forcefully resist unwanted, sexual 

impression tha t  &ee + 
4 

4 

advances or to say 

"No" a certain way before i t  cap be said tha t  -a sexual assault has  taken place. - 

4 

. Nothing could be further from the truth.  iegally spealung, the issue is not 

A 
wxether the victim resisted, but whether she consented to the sexual act(s) in ' * 

.i 

question .and whether the abcused hon&tly believed she had given consent. If the - ";. 
accused honestly believed she had gtven &&ent, then a sexual assault has not 

been committed under Canadian criminal law. The victim's behaviour, while i t  , 

may assist in deter.mining what th&accused's state of mind was a t  the time .of 
f a  

the sexual act, is not the sole dete:&inant d f  that  issue. And fifth, throughout ,b , 

his article, Shotland appears to equate the .word ."normalw with "that which 

, happens frequently in society:'.185 Jus t  because a gven  behaviour' is fie-quent 

does not make it normal or even desirable. Shotland ought to' re-examine his .. 
, ... 

use of this word and consider using another. Even better, he might a t  least 

consider the Social, ControVSocial Conflict perspective of da t i  rape as having 
/ 

some theoretical usefulness in explaining what he refers to a5 relational date 

rape. .- * .  

Like Shotland, Pirog-Good and Stets employ multiple' constructs to explain 

sexual assaults in dating relationships.' Focusing on both indiqidual and 

relationship-specific chafacteristics, they developed a $ex-specific Prob~t  Model to 
L 

"...predict the presence or absence of sexually abusive behavior by white, hetero- 

sexual males and females"? Defining sexual. abuse as "...(s)exual acts + which 

'\ 

'85Supra note 174 a t  187, 188, and 196. 
\ 

I8Waureen A. Pirog-Good and ' J an  E. .Stets, Working Paper 8586-9: Sexually 
Abusive Behavior in  Dating Relationships (Indiana: ,Re@onal Economic 
Development. Institute, Indiana University, 12 August 1986), p. 2. The Probit 
Model is a statistical one. and may also be referred to a s  a Probability Model. 
In fact, the word "probit" refers to a "unit of probability based on deviation . 
from (the) mean -of (a )  standard distribution" (Concise Oxford Dictionary)., 



' V  

are -clearly i k a t e d  against the will of one's partner",lE7 these researchers' pqs- 
2. 

4 
"...the propens~ty to is related to contlibl. 

'. Whether ... the propensity td - passes3 the threshold 
depends on 'whether conflict over sexual behavior arises and how each 

, inavidual responds to the c o n f l i ~ t . " ~ ~  * * 

:? , 

Thus, according to the probit Medel, an  indivi$<alK 4 t h  a low propensity to 

tiate sexual abuse &lllbe unlikely 'to sexually abuse or sexually assault his dat-  . 
(i' 

rB 
& 

ing partner when conflict over sexual behaviour arises because his threshold has. - 
Z 

not been exceeded. On the other hand, thg Model posits t ha t  if an  indihdual 

has a high propensity to initiate sexual abusi  a$d if . 
i .  

iour arises, then sexually abusive/assaultive behaviour 
I _ -  

. F- 

individual -hgs a high or low propensity to initiate 

conflict over sexual behav- 

is likely. -khether a given 
. *  

4 
sexual abuse, according to 

' .* 

Pirog-Good and +Stets, depends on B number of factors-lE9 wkether he has wit- 
.. 

nes.&d parental violence as  a child, whether 'he accepts parti&lar acts of vio- 

lence against women (such as  slapping; 'punching, or beating) as n-wViolent,~ 

whether he h a s  scored low on i i -~strumental i tyl~~ * 
1 \ 

and wh@her he is between the ages O f  25 and 
3 *I 

- -, 
-i ..' 

and high - on expressiveness, 19' 

29 years. Characteristics of the 

dating relatiogship which the two researchers hypothesize to be positii-ely related.%bi;'. , 
\ 

to the proppsity to initikte sexual violence are frequency of 

of months tha t  a relationship has been maintained, and thC 

one is dating.lg2 . 

dating, 

number 

the n u m k r  
-3:'. .. 3 

of - partnek .' 
i 

1891.d. a t  3%. + t  ra 8 
I .  

2 

lWRrog-Good and ~ t e g s  define instrumentality a s  independence, self-confidence, ?' ' 

and holding up well under pressure. , . . 
191P1rog-Good and Stets define expressiveness a s  emotionality and devoting one's 

. self completely to others. $ 
' lg2&bra note 146 a t  5-6. ' 



, * 

. *  

. ;' . - ,  

:: In 'order to test their hypotheses and thereby determine the piedi&ive - . .. 
9- A .+-. . -. :. 

power of theira' ~ r b b i t  -Iv.Iodel, &og-Good &pa Stets obtained a random sarnpl&qf 
4 B' '-L .w * 

- .  . I - .- 

. . 56 upper level classes a t  a ~ i d w ~ s t o r n  University.lg3 T h e y  then sent letters' to 
5 - "  . ' 

* ., 

- t h e  prof&sdrs of these 56 classes .reqUesting permission tq sa;vey the s t a e n t s  
5 C 2 ' % 

in them. Twenty-fiye . .> (professors -+ agrekd' to - .  the request. Questionnaires were . . then 
= 

d - * .  

@is&-ibuted -to '%he auden tk  . in %h&e 25 c1ass;s. The-3final sample consisted of 
- - 

* B (  

505 white. upper level undergrdua tes  (244 males and 35 1 females). l g 4  

Ch 

'P 

-% 
s-. . 

* PirogGood and Stets found, a s  expected, t ha t  "...violence agalnst women, / . 
rather than violence. against men, (was) the more serious problem. . , in dating re- 

.@ 

lationships". l g 5  With* specific reference- to videme - against women in dating* relsp- 
Y 

> 

tionships. they, discovgred the following: .- 
.. I . 

.A ,. 
1. Males who witness parental violence a s  children are less likely to , b e  sexu- 
* f .  

4 ,  

i .ally abusive in their dating relationshkps iP (opposite to tha t  which was hy- 
2' 9 

pothesized): 196 
t 

'i 

* .c 

2. hlales who experience violence a s  children are  more hkely to be sexpally - 
I .  

abusiye ln their dating relationships (as hypothe~ized); '~' 

, . 3 .  hlales who accept particular acts o r  violence against women (such as  
s"s - .-,. 

slapping, punch1 beating) as  nonviolent 'are more likely to init%% 

. s & ~ a l  abuse in thelr da tmg relationshi$% (& hypo thes~zed) ; ' ~~  / 

4. Males who score low on instrumentality (i.e., independence, self-confidence, 

\ and holding up well under pressure) are  less likely to Q i n i t i h  * -> sexual-%buse 

lg3Suprp note 186 a t  6. 

l9$~u;ra note 186 a t  7. 
-T 

l g 5  J a n  E.  Stets and Maureen A. Plro'g-Good. Working Paper 8586- 7: Violence in, 
Dating Relotionships (Indiana: Regonal Economic, Development Institute. Indiana 
~ G v e r s i t ~ .  f 2  August 1986). p. 11. 



i % 
9 -  in their datin,g relationships (as huypothesized);'99 

. . 

Males who score. high on expressiveness (i.e., emotionality and  devoting self 

completely to others) ar'e more likely to initiate sexual abuse in their da t -  
I ,_. . . , 

ing -relationships (as h p o t h e ~ i z e d ) : ~ ~  
5? 

The relationship between a male's age and  the initiation of sexual abuse in 

a d a t i n g .  relationship is nonlinear (as h_ypothe~ized) ;~~ '  and  
-D -. 

Sexual '  abuse is h o i e  likely M. occur in more serious relationships, where 

greater ser iousne?~ is defined a s  frequent dating. many months together, 

and only one or few dating partners (as  hypothesized).202 

y~olence against 

issue of control 

and Stet. argue thgt  these results  (and those reiatlng to sexual 

men in dating relationships) a re  best understood in terms of the 

203 -Furthermore,  they suggest that  the issue of control requires 
A 

< 

sex-specific explanations: . - .  

"Given t ha t  the sexual activity of men and women occurs in the con- 
text of different cultural s tandards.  we suggest t ha t  m n  and  women 
a re  sexually abusive for .different reasons. In other words. while the 
propensit.y to initiate sexually abu_sive behavior relates to a desire to 
control another. the motivation -underlying this desire differs for men 
and women. "20" 

Pirog-Good and  Stets suggest' tha t  men use .sexual abuse "...as a way to impose 

their w;ll onto their (female) partner ( t o  control) and thus  display their man- 

K ~ o d " . ~ ~ ~  Women. on the other hand.  a re  said to use sexual abuse to introduce 

seyuality into their heterosexual relationships. As the  two researchers explain: - 

203Zd. a t  20. 
1 

20"upra note 186 a t  11 

2 0 5 S u p r ~  note 136 a t  14 



"...if a woman perceives the  relationship -as relatively committed bu t  
has not yet engaged in sexual actlvity with he r  partner,  a disjunction 
between her actual  and desired sexual behavior exists. In response to 
the d~screpancy between her ac tuaj  and  desired sexual involvement 
with her partner,  she  may become sexually Sgress ive  in order ta de- 
termme and thus  control the  outcome, t h a t  is, sexual activity.. In th i s  

+ '  way, her feel~ngs about the relationship and sexual activity' would be 
more in line with one another."206 A 

The researchers caution, ho~vever. tha t  women "distressed w i t h  a lack of sexuality . . 
r 

in their relationships do not albvays resort ' to sexual abuse, and  t ha t  men do 
3 * . 'ad, 

not a l w a ~ s  resort to sexual abuse to prove their worth as men.207 

Although Pirog-Good and Stets  co*vincinglv demonstrate' the importance of 
b 

both individual and relationship-specific characteristics in exglaining. and predict- 

@ Lng sexual abuse in dat ing relationships. the same cannot be said of their 
B .  

-. 

- clalrns that  men may use sexual abuse to display their manhood or t ha t  women . 
ma. use sexual abuse to introduce sexuality in@ their heterosexual relationships. 

/- Spe~ificall!~. Plrog-Good and  Stets  d id  not directly e ;pmine motives for sexual 
. . 

'9 

abuse- a t  most. .the; only ipeculat&d on them. Given this s ta te  of affairs and 

the fact .  tha t  little research has  been carried out .in this Larea. it is apparent  

that  further research needs to be conducted before definitive pronouncements can 
0 A 

be made on men's and  rromen.a motives for initiating sexuah  abuse'assault i n  

dating relationships. 

Turnin2 from the e t io loe  of date rape studles to the date rape attribution 

studies. the four major s t u d ~ e s  for the penod 1983 to 1986 unequivocally sup- 

port the proposition that  ~ n d ~ v ~ d u a l s  having t rad~t iona l  a t t ~ t u d e s  towards women 

are ies; l i ke l~  than  those havmg non- t rad~t ioaal  attitudes to label date rape a s  

a "rczi rape". Prror to 'oerng an?  more specific. however. it is necessary to say * 

- - 
., - 3 

a f?ss- vyords about the first of these studies. 



Check and Malamuth \ set "...eiarnine more closely differences in * 

people's reactions to stranger-versus a c q d e r a p e  ~ i t u a t i o n s " . ~ ~ ~  They con- 
1 

, -\ 
ducted - their  study in two phases. In phase one, 289? m a  and  female under- , 

I I 

graduates enrolled i n ,  Introductory Ps~chology a t  the University of Manitoba com- 

pleted questionnaires assessing sex' role stereotyping.209 In phase two, they / 
then randomly asslgned to read one of -threek sexually ex 

. . ,,,pkd d_epictions 
(mutually consenting intercourse versus stranger rape acquaintance rape), 

and were asked to indlcate their sexual arousal.  their perek$ion of the 
>' 

depictions, and (for males) their likelihood of behaving a s  the  m a n  in t h e  depic- 

ti or^.^'^ The two researchers found t ha t  "...high sex role stereotyping individuals 
: 

were more aroused to rape and  perceived t ha t  the  rape victim reacted more 
* 

f9vorably to the assault  than  low sex ole stereotyping individuals, particularly . ak' f 
in the case of acquaintance rupe (emphasis my own)".211 J u s t  as fascinating, al- 

t .h~l igh disturbing, was t h e k  finding t ha t  "...44% of the high sex role stereotyp- 
' I 

ing men, 2s compared to only 12%. of the low sex role stereotyping men reported 

some likelihood of r a ~ i n g " . ~ ' ~  

A t l a n d  and  Goodstein. specifically referring to Check and Malamuth's /' 
, 
1983 study above and &kmmack and  Klemmack's 1576 study state:  

"...there is e rnpkca l  supporb-for the contention tha t  acquaintance rape 
1s often \n&,a<knowledged as 'qea1. rape. For example, Kle-ack and 
Klemmack (1976) report' t h a t  less t han  20% of a sample of adul t  
women who read a descnptlon of a n  incident of forced sex on a date  
labelled it a s  rape. In addition Check and Malamuth ... found t h a t  sub- 
jects were sexually aroused &he same extent  by written depictions -of 

208,James V. P. Check and ' 1 .  Malamuth. "Sex Role Stereot/ypmg and 
Reactions to Deplctlons of Stranger Versus Acquaintance Rape," .lournal of 
Personal~tv  and Socral Psi.chology 15 (.August 1983): 345. 



consenting sex and  acquaintance rape, whereas a description of s t r a m  
ger rape elicited significantly less arousal."213 

Shotland and  Goodstein then go on to ask, "What is the  source of mf 

concerning wh6ther rape ha s  ~ c ~ u r r e d ? " ~ ' ~  In order to answer this question. 
1 .. 

in so 'd.oing to' test a model of da te  Fape attribution, they administered que: - 
I 

naires to 287 Introductory ~ s ~ c h o i o ~  undergraduates ( 141 males, 141 
I 

males).21s E a c h  questionnaire containid a detailed description of a date in r 
-- > 

the male used' low or moderate force to. obtain sexual intercourse, after  t h  
I 

- .  

male began to protest either earl$. /noderatelyl or late durink foreplay. T h  

searchers Gund that :  ! 

"Subjects were more llkely to blame the woman and to perceive her a s  
desiring sex with low force and  late onset of protest. The man  was 
wewed as" more violent and the incident more likely to be viewed a s  
rape when there was more force. more protest, and  earlier onset. 
Attitudes toward tt-omen . was a significant predictor of all- dependent 
variables. "216 

.- -- ~ 
With regards to this last  point ' ( a t k tudes  towards -women), Shotland 

sion 

and  

,ion- 

fe- 

hic h 
- 
fe- 

re- 

Goodstein discovered t ha t  ". . . the grehter a n  individual's degree of egalitarianism 

about women. the greater 1% hisjher tendency to percelve the victim as not 
I / 

b l a ~ y e w o r t h y " . ~ ' ~  , 
I 

Xluehlenhard, Friedman. and  Thomas- s~milar ly  found t h a t  t.raditionaI men 

were less ilkel? than  nontraditional m e n  to label forced sexual intercourse! rape 
I 

~f ~r occurred within the context oP a date. although their results did n t al- l .  
~ 
b '  

2'3Lance R. Shotland and L ~ n n e  Gaodstein. "Just  Because She Doesn't 
D d s n ' t  XIean It's Rape: .An Experimentally Based,  Causal Model 
Perteptlon of Rape in a Datlng Situation." Soczal Psychology 
i September 1983): '220. 



ways reach statistical significance , also discovered other 

A' -- factors' which were related ta at&rape attribution, bu t  first a few words about 
F-0 

their study. their study 'was to determine the  "...circumstances 

(which) of (date) rape in men's Two studies 

were actually onducted, both of which relied on questionnaires describmg dates P . 
i n v ~ l v i n g P / ~ o t h e t i c a l  characters. Different variables such a s  the initiator of the 

. X  date:,- C e payer for the  date. and the dating activity were manipulated. Two 

hundred and sixty-eight male htroductory Psychology students were surveyed in 

total- 100 from the first study, 168 from the second.220 The mean age of these 
2- .4 f 

.9 h, 

students was 19 years.221 Muehlenhard e t  a l b f b u n d  t h a t  "...(date) rape was 

rated as significantly more justifiable (a)  if the couple went 'to the man's apar t -  
%. 

ment fa the r  than  to a reli@ous function. (b) if the woman asked the man  out  

rather than  vice versa (significant in Study 1 only), and  (c) if the man paid all 

the dating expenses razher than  splittmg them with the woman".222 

' In a .  m0r.e recent study. Fischer too ' found t h a t  persons having more tradi- 

tional attitudes towards women were less likely t han  those having more liberal 

at t i tudes to label forced sexual intercourse rape if i t  occurred within the context 

of a date. She also found t ha t  those who were less rejecting of the male date 

rapist's behaviour had mor'e traditional at t i tudes towards women, were less sure 

tha t  date  rape qualified a s  "real rape", were more inclined to support the 

* 

21BCharlene L. Muehlenhard. Debra E. Friedman, and keleste M. Thomas, "Is 
Date Rape Justifiable?: The Effects of Datlng Acfiv~ty.  Who Initiated, Who Pald. 
and Men's Attitudes Tottard Wmnen." Psychology of Women Quarterly 9 
(September 1985): 297; ,' 



double standard of behaviour for men and women, tended to believe more rape - 

myths, and were more likely to blame society or the situation rather than the 
6 

da te  rapist for what happened. In Fischer's words: 

"...persons scoring low on a forcible date rape scale (relatively less Fe- 
jy t ing  of the male's behaviour) are less sure tha t  forcible date rape is 
really gape, have relatively more traditional- attitudes toyvard women, 
are more tolerant or self-permissive of socially unapproved of %sexual 

. behavior, such as  premarital sex .with "friends or casual acquaintances 
> and extramarital sex (so long as i t  is not &heir partner), have slightly - 

less accurate sexual knowledge (i.e., believe more common myths) and, 
though a large majority blame the male, are slightly more iriclined , 

than others to b lade  society or the situation."223 
\ 

It should be noted tha t  the above conclusion is based on the replies of 823 sth- 
P \ 

\ 

dents to questionnaires administered in 1982 and 1983.224 All 823 students sur: 

veyed were enrolled in either a n  Introductory Psychology or Human Sexuality 

As far as the shortcomings of the prec~ding four date rape attribution 

studles are concerned, there are several. First, three of the four studies relied 
t 

exclusicely on Introductory J'sychology students for their data.  The fyurth, 
\> 

Fischer's, relied heavily on such students for her data.  Because ~ s ~ c h o l o ~ ~ : ~ t u -  
I 
I 

Y ' 
dents are probably more familiar than students in other disciplines withdthe - I 

specifics of survey techniques and the metho& used to-  detect fabricated re- , , 
I 

I 

.L I 

! 
sponses (such as through the use of lie scales), surveymg such students may not 

f 
have been wise. The specific knowledge of these students, in effect, would . . appear, 

to have made them greater risks to the- studies' inkrna l  kalidity. On the other 

hand: it can also be argued tha t  the'se Introductory Psychology students had not 

_vet accumulated sufficient knowledge to be able to circumvent the internal 

1 

223Gloria J. Fischer. "College Students ~ t i l t u d e s  Toward Forcible Date Rape: I. 
Cognitive Predictors." Archices of Sexual Behavior 15' (December 1986): 465. 



vali&ty checks. .%ill, -it would be preferable to not* take any chances. If 
,%- 

s" 

Psychology' students &st be used, internal va!idity checks over Lnd above those 
i/ J 

normally employed should be used. Relying-exclusively on Introductory Psychology 

students may also have limited the generalizability -of the research findings. . 
I 

Although there would appear to be little reason to dou& t h a t  the results. can 

be generalized beyond those actually participating in (he research, i t  would b e  
1 

wise for future researchers to attempt to replicate the .four stu&es7 findings in 

both non-'Psychology student and non-student popuJations. Second, all four studies 

relied exclusively on one method + alipe for their data- questionnaires. . Multiple 
3 

and different methods of data collection (interviews, experiments) and stimulus 

presentation (videotapes, audiotapes, and printed matter) ought to be considered, 

as viable a l te r~a t ives  or additions to sole reliance on questionnaires. Otherwise, 

how can it be said tha t  the results were not largely due to the type of data  ., 

collection employed or stimulus presented than to other factors of interest to the 
I 

individual researcher? Even if' it  can be said thai* thelindependent variable is 

associated with the dependent variable, it would be useful to know the extent to 

which different methods of data collection and stimulus presentation impact on 

that  relationship. And third, not one of the four studies specifically addressed 

whether the probability of date rape increased as its perceived justifiability in- 

creased, although Muehlenhard et  al. did suggest that  future researchers address 
N .  

this issue. Having examined the date rape literature up to and inoluding 1986, 

let'us now turn our attention to the most recent of this literature- that  which 

was published in 1987 and 1988. 



: Research from 1987-1988 

An 'examination of the date rape literature for 1987 and 1988 rev'eals that 

researchers are devoting greater attention to four underrebearched areas- da te  

rape and the law, date rape i n  a national sample, date rape in specific samples 
- 

such a s  sorority women, and date rape prevention. Because da te  rape and the 

law has been discussed in chapter three- of this thesis, i t  will only be briefly 
."s: 

touched on here. I ,$. R - 

y 
There is a paucity of research on date rape and the law, particularly from 

c .  

an  historical perspective.226 Susan Estrich, .in her book ^Real Rape,227 attempted 
f 

to remedy this state of affairs. In carrymg out her research, she 6 u n d  tha t  all 
!, 

women and all rapes were not being treated equally by the American criminal 

justice ,system- that  date rape (victims were being legally discriminated against 

without just cause.228' She suggested tha t  date rape, what she refers to as  "sim- 

ple rape", be legally recognized and condemned. As she puts it: 

"Conduct is labelled criminal 'to announce to society tha t  these actions 
are not to' be done and to secure tha t  fewer of them are done'. I t  is 
time- long past time- to announce to society our condemnation of sim- 
ple rape, and to enforce that  condemnation -'to secure tha t  fewer of 
them are done'. The message of the law to men, 'and to women, 
should be made clear. Simple rape is real rape."229 

y- 

Estrich suggests that  negligence liability, apparently of - the  inadvertent kind, is 
0 

the legal route to take insofar as "criminalizing" date rape is concerned- tha t  

the law should demand that  men behave "reasonably" and impose criminal pen- 

226Nazife Bashar, "Rape in England Between 1550 and 1700," in The' Sexual 
Dynamics of History: Men's Power, . Women's Resistance, ed. London Feminist 
History Group (Great Britain: Photobooks, 1983), p.28. 

227Susan Estrich, Real Rape. (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1.987). 

2281d. a t  29. 

2291d. a t  104. 



alties if' they do not.230 She defends her choice thus: "The \ injury sexual vio- 

lation is sufficiently great, the need to provide t h a t -  additional incentive pressing . 

enough, to justify negligence liability for rape a s  for killing".231 

Are Estrich's comments about date rape applicable to Canada? Are % 

.$ \: 
*. ----.-- 

Canadian date rape victims legdlly discriminated against by the Canadian crimi- . 
-. 

5. 

nal justice system? If so, is negligence liability the route to take in order to 

correct the problem? As previously mentioned in chapter three, the available evi- 
. = 

dence suggests t ha t  such discr;,mination existed in Canada prior to January 4 th  
' 

1983- the day Bill C- 127 became law.232 Whether such discrimination continued 

to exist ori a national dasis after t ha t  date is difficult to say-. it  is simply 'too 

soon tp tell and the requisite studies have yet to be carried out. Given the fore- 
% I 

going, i t  seems premature to address the issue of negligence liability a t  this* 
B 

point in time. It should be pointed out, however, t ha t  the Supreme, Court of 

Canada &xplicitly rejected the notion tha t  criminal liability for rape' (now sexual , 

assault) should be based on what a reasonable person would have done (the ob- 

jecive approach). According to Boyle, the Supreme Court "...decided .= on a subjec- 
. , 4 

tive test (i,e., based on the accused's state of mind), with a n  acknowledgement o f  
I r 

the etlidentiary reletlance o f  the reasonableness o f  the belief (emphasis my 

232Bill C-127 abolished the Criminal Code offence of forcible rape and created 
the three-tiered offence of sexual assault ta take its place. It, also wrought sig- 
nificant changes a s  far as  the evidentiary, rules of sexual assault were con- , 

cerned. For further information, see Chapter three of this thesis. 

233See Christine Boyle, Sexual Assault (Toronto: Carswell Co., 19841, p. 78. See 
also Pappajohn u. The Queen, [I9801 2 S.C.R. 120, 52 C.C.C. (2d) 481, 14 C.R. 
(3d) 243 (S,C.C.). Also, see R .  c. E.H.B. (1987), 58 C.R. (3d) 48 (S.C.C.); and 
Laybourn, Bulmer and Illzngworth c.  The Queen, [I9871 1 S.C.R. 782, 33 C.C.C. 
C3d) 385. 58 C.R. (3d) 3 8.S.C.C.). 

6 '  
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As far a s ,  the second' underresearched area' is concerned, t ha t  of date rape 

,in a national sample, we, m m t  again look to the United States since comparable 

&search has not yet been carried out in Canada. In 1984 and 1985, Kosa and 

her team of researchers admigistered questionnaires to a national. sample of 

6,159 U.S. students enrolled in 32 institutions of hlgher learning.234 Of this 

sample, 3,187 were females and 2,972 were males.235 Eighty-five percent were 

single, 86% 'were white, and their mean age was 21.8 .years.236 Although this 
4 

sample overrepresented the proportion of postsecondary students in the Northeast 

and Southwest and seriously underrepresented thobe in the West, this. difficulty 

was partially alleviated by weighting the data.237 

, Ross et al. found that  approximately one in every" four females surveyed 

had been the viciim of a completed or attempted rape. In their words: 

"...slqke the age of 14, 27.5Vc of college women report experiencing 
'. -and 7.2% of college men reported, perpetrating a n  act t ha t  met legal 

definitions of rape, which includes attempts."238 

Excluding? attempts, 489 or 1 5 . 3 7 ~ ~  of the 3,187 females reported an  experience 

which met the legal definition a ofi rape.239 In terms of victim-offender relation- 
* : 

ships, 52 of these 489 females werg classified as strange; . rape victims (10.6%), 

416' 'were classified as  acauaintance rape vict imH85.  I%), ahd 21 could not be 

:$ T 
i 

2 3 4 M a ~  P. KQSS, Christin6 A. Gidycz, and Nadine Wisniewsh, "The Scope of 
Rape: Incidence and Prevalence. of Sexual Aggression and Victimization in a 
National Sample of Higher Education Students," Journal of Consulting and 
Clinical Psychology 55 (April 1987): ..163. Shortly after this study was published, 
a book based on jb was f I ~ d - ~ u b l i s h e d .  See Robin a a r s h a w ,  I Never Called It 
Rape: The Ms. Report pn  Recognizing, ~ 2 h t i n ~  and Sumiuing Date and 
Acquaintance Rape (New-gork: Harper and Row. 1988). 

f 
2351d. a t  164. 



I 

classified due to a lack of information on their offenders 

had been classified as acquaintance rape victims were 

groups 24 ' -  those who had been raped by nkromantic  

friends, co-workers, or neighbours (122); those who had 

(4.3%).240 Females who 

then divided into four 

acquaintances- such as  

h e n  rdped by casual 

dates (103); those who had been raped by steady dates (147); and those who 
- 

had been raped 

Comparing 

ered that  there 
.. . 

"Rapes by 

by family members such as  husbands (44). 

the acquaintance' rapes to the stranger rapes, Koss at  al. discov- 

were significant differences in the two types of crimes: 

acquaintances, compared with strangers, were more likely to 
involve a single offender and multiple episodes, were less likely to be 
seen as rape or to be revealed to anyone, and were similar in terms 
of the victim's resistance. In general, acquaintance rapes were rated a s  
less violent than stranger rapes. The exception was rapes by husbands 
or, other family members which were rated equally violent to stranger 
rapes ... "242 

Despite several significant differences between acquaintance -and stranger rapes, 

no signific- differences were found in psychological symptoms displayed by vic- 

tims in the. two groups. In the ~Qords of Koss et  al.,  "...victims of stranger and 

acquaintance rape did not differ in their current levels of psychological symp- 

toms which is consistent with the bulk of the literature".243 It just may be the 

case, however, tha t .  victims .of these two groups differed in their past levels of 

psychological symptoms. I t  may -also be the case that  the way in which 

acquaintance rape was defined affected ~ the results. Specifically, marital rapes 

were lumped together with date rapes. and neighbour rapes under the general 

240Mary P. Koss, Thomas E. Dinero. Cynthia A. Seibel, and Susan L. Cox, 
"Stranger 'and Acquaintance Rape: Are There Differences i.n the Victim's 
Experience?," Ps_vchologq. o f  TfVomen Quarterly 12 (1988): 7 .  



heading of "acquaintance 

dehi t iof  of acquaintance 

rape" .2qVt  would be interesting to know if a narrower 
' . 

rape (where marital and neighbour rapes were specifi- 

cally excl ded) would have resulted in a different conclusion. In any event, i t  is k 
clear tha t  a comparable Canadian study needs to be carried out on a national 

basis to deternine the extent to which the geographicaIly close and culturally 

similar countries mirror one another insofar as the prevalence, incidence, and 

4 
chara&ristics of acquaintance and stranger rape are concerned. 

J 

The third underresearched area is a t  the micro level of analysis. Virtually 

eyery study examining the sexual victimization of college and university students (r 

has focused on the, general student population; few have focused on its 
, > 

. subpopulations, a notable example being sorority women. As Rivera and Regoli 

put it: 

"Although the sexual victimizat~on' of college students has received 
some attention, research on subpopulations within the college setting 

ti are rare. This 1s particularly 'true for sorority women."245 
Z 

In order to help rectify this situation, Rivera and RegoJi mailed out 400 -ques- 
a n  

tionnaires to members' of 12 sororities from a large university in the southwest- 
a 

eni  U.nited .States. One hundred and seventy-four (43.5%) of these questianpaires 
+ 

were returned. They found that  their respondents re~jorted experiencing the fol- 

lowing from dates- unwanted sex play with threats of physical force (5%). at-  

* tempted vaginal mtercourse with threats of physical force (13%), completed 
1 

nal intercourse with threats of physical force (2%), and completed oral or 
a % 

intercourse with threats of physical force (1%). Because the researchers were 

ducting a n  exploratory study. they did not go into much detail regarding 

methodology. Their discussion of their findings was similarly sparse- three,. 

, , 

vag-  

anal 

con- 

their 

lines 

2L5George F. Ricera and Robert M.- Regoli, "S&ual ~ictim?zation Experiences o f  
Sorority Women," Sociology an$ Social Research 72  (October 1987): 39. 



in total. Given such omissions, it is virtually impossible to evaluate their study , 

i ' 
k 

properly. ' I t  is clear, hoyever, t ha t  further research needs to be. conducted before 
< 

the findings of Rivera apd Rkgoli can be accept$ or. rejected. It is  also clear 

that  further date rape research must begin to inquire as  to the incidence and - *  
% 

, % .  

prevalence of date sexual assault in specific subpopulations such as  sorority 
+ 

women, feminists, non-feminists, first year students, graduate students, Asian , 
* 

women, and no&-student groups, b i  only to bktkr  address external validity is- % 

sues. 
* 

-- 
-=- 

& 
- 

The fourth ,and final underrsseasched area covered b y  the date rape re- 
b &  

search for 1987 and' 1988 is t ha t  of prevgption. -Three for those 

yearsb one book and two journal articles- are of special interest. Beginning with 

Pritchard's, book Avoiding Rape O n  and O f f  its author is to' be com- 
P 

have) that  women are 

s 

mended for not perpetuating, the mythS(as  many earlier rape prevention books 

most likely to be sexually attacked by- strangers. Building . 
?. 

on the correct premise 

.. , university students,247 

th-at date rapes are the more likely threat to college and 
3 .- 

Pntchard offers "practical suggestions" for preventing both 

date and stranger rapes. With respect to date rape, the prevention measuresr in- ' 

volve identificati6h of the behavioural characteristics tha t  , date .rapists are 

thought to have, coupled with specific self-defence techni;ciues.,- Although many 
I ' 

helpful hints are gven ,  particularly on whether to flee, fight, or submit- to a m  . 
I 

sexual attack, the book's major shortcoming is that  its prevention measures are 

largely unresear-hed and untested- based,' as  the author freely adhi ts ,  on "corn- - 

mon sense".248 Without launching into a lengthy discussion of the merits of the 
t 

. &"-: 
% - -'- 

246Carol Pritchard, Aco~ding  Rape On and O f f  Campus. 2nd ~ d i t i o h  (New ~erbey?  
' 

State College Publishing Co., 1988). . i  



\ U r 

scientific approach, suffice i t  to say that 'iscience has often proved 

sense" wrong.249 Nevertheless, gven  that  so little research has been 

"common 

.conducted 

on date rape prevention, .it would appear preferable (and perKaps fairer) to q ~ a ~ -  - * 
P . 8- 

ify the book's shgkoming  a; due &almost entirely to the .time in which the b6ok . , < .  

f 
was written and not"? -the a u t h k s - l a c k ,  of academic dilige&e. 

- , C  s  ̂
-, 5 B 

-=, a 
Of the two -jou%al articles, that  by Muehlenhard and Linton'looked a t  

1 

date rape risk factors (attitudinal and situational) as a necessary prerequisite to 
- 

discussing prevention measure;. In o d e r  to deterinine the specif$ risk factors for 
a - 

date rape, questionnaires were administered to 16troductory Psychology stusents. 

Siq .hundred and thirty-five students were surveyed in total, of which 341 were 

women.250 The variables ' that  were found , to be risk factors "...the mi&--- 
I ,-' 

' \- 

initiating the :date, paylpg all the expenses, and driving; miscornmunicaation * 

\ 
about sex: heavy alcohol or drug use; 'parhng'; and meri's -acceptance of Sadi -  

tional sex roles, interpersonal violence, adversarial attitudes about relationships, 

and rape myths".251 On the basis of these risk-factors, Muehlenhard and Linton 

suggested that rape prevention 'programs concentrate on six areas:252 E 

-- 
d 

1. Increasing awareness about sexual assault in dating $ t u a t i ~ n s ; ~ ~ ~  , 

- / -* 

2 4 9 F o ~  example, we might still believe. the myth tha t  by healthy woman can 
avoid a penis being for&d into her vagma if social scie&i$ts had not investf  , 
gated "what everybody knows to be obvious" ( that  it is virtually impossible to 
thread a moving needle). It soon became apparent tha t  healthy women could be ' 

sexually ,assaulted vagmally (as needles could be threaded) with the application 
of force or the belief tha t"  it would be applied.. 

2MCharlene L. ~ u e h l e n h a r d i a n d  Melaney A. Linton. "Date Rape and Sexual 
Aggression ip Dating Situations: Incidence and Risk Factors," Journal .of 
Counseling ~ s y c ~ o l o ~ ~  34 (April 1987): 188. 

25'1d. a t  186. 

252 Id. a t  193- 195. 

253An increasing number of colleges and universities : in  the United States are 
t a h n g  steps to increase the level of their students' understanding about date 
rape. Date rape workshops, in particular. are begmning to gather .momentum. 
See Diana Pace and John Zaugra. "Pvlodel of a Date Rape Workshop for College 
Campuses." Journal- o f  College student--t)etelopment 29 (July 1988): 371-372. 



Encouraging women to take assertiveness 

M a h n g  the attitudinal and 'situational risk factors known; 
* 

Encouragmg women to take a more active role in dating; . 

' 3 .  

Encouraging mdre direct communication about sex:255 and 

Changmg attitudes in both males and females regarding traditional sex 
P 

wles, rape myths. violence towards women, and adversarial sexual beliefs. 
'b;-"= - 

In a related study focusing solely on attitqdinal risk factors, Dull and 

Giacopassi found tha t  "...attitudes relating to sex) dating, and date rape are 
\ 

strongly related, to gender, .with males significantly ;nor& likely ( than females) to 
"1, 

hold attitudes condoning aggressive sexual b e h a ~ i o u r " ? ~ ~  Like Muehlerihard and 

Linton, they suggested tha t  rape prevention programs concentrate on changing 

public attitudes over the long term.257 Furthermore, they suggested tha t  legal 

changes accompany the attitudinal ones, although they seemed unsure of the di- 

rection or form such changes should take.258 Dull and Giacopassi correctly recog- 

nized, however, tha t  a great deal of research is required in the area of date 

rape prevention. I t  is to be hoped tha t  such research will not be long in com- 

ing. 

254 In a recent study. ' ~ ~ e r s  et - al. discovered tha t  "...women may decrease ' the 
likelihood of being victims of sexual aggression by being more *bally definite 
in refusing unwanted sexual advances". As they quite correctly point out, how- 
ever, other factors (such as t.he.- man's acteptance of rape myths and level of 
sexual intimacy) may also influence whether a- sexual assault occurs between 
dating partners. See E. Sandra Byers, Barbara L-. Giles, and Dorothy L. Price, 
"Definiteness and Effectiveness of Women's Res~onses to Unwanted Sexual 
Advances: A Laboratory Investigation," Basic and' Anplied, Social Psychology 8 
(1987): 321. \, 

255-% Beverly Miller. "Date Rape: Time for a New Look a t  P,revention," Journal 
o f  College Student Decelopment 29 (November 1988): 553-555. 

256Thomas R. Dull and David J. Giacopassi, "Demogrsphic Correlates of Sexual 
and Dating Activities: A Study of Date'Rape." Criminal Justice and Beha~lior 14 
(June 1987): 175. 



Conclusion 

I 
/ 

A -  'dc-  

From its earliest beginnings in 1957j to its latest developmerits in 1988, 
I 

the date rape-research has been examined and critiqued. Numerous suggestions ,. 

for future studies have been made. ~ e n e r a l l y  spealung. these suggestions have 
- I 

fallen into three categories- suggestions 'for1 avoiding past research mistakes (such 

as not relymg on official d,ata exc~uslvelk). suggestions for overcoming &sent 
I '  

and expected research obstacles (such as definlng and distinguishing date rape 
+ ,' 

from other .typ& of rape). and su&estid/ns for future resea'rch (such as date 
I 
I 

// 
rape and. the law. date rape in national bnd subnatlohal or micro samples, and 

I 
1 fV' 
I ,.f date rape prevention), I y 

I 
I 1' 

I /' 



CHAPTER V - - 
THE PRESENT STUDY 

Tn troduction 

.. The present study. dubbed the Sexual Assault Research ' Project (S.A.R.P.), 

began on  November 10th. 1986, and  ended five months later  on April 9th,  

1987. T h a t  which foIIows is background information to S.A.R.P.- its purpose, 

da t a  collection instruments. da t a  collection and analysis procedures, and  short- 

comings and .limitations. 

The main purpose of S.X.R.P. was to inquire into the extent  and nature  
. . 

C i: 

of. and  official reaction to heterosexual date  rapeldate sexual assault  committed 

bv males against females. Its secondary purpose was  LO ew'mine the extent  to 
,. - 

w h ~ c h  rape .myth acceptance influenced two importanL, factors: the commission of 
: - *A 

da te  sexua l  assault  and the vic t~m's  reporting of such a betrayal 05 trust .  As a 

precursor to m a h n g  this examination. the relationship of sex role stereotyping, * 
adversanal  sexual beliefs. and acceptance of interpersonal -violence to rape mytht 

acceptance ivas examined. Its remaining purpose was to suggest ways in which 

date sexual assault  might be understood. responded to. and ultimately prevented. 



The Data  Collection ~ n s t r u m e n t s /  

P -.. 

In order to discover the  s ecdic ciicumstances under which 

likely to occur, and  in so doi g to *test the .  specific relationships b 
I 

variables of interest,  i t  was of paramount importance t h a t  the  su rv  y methods P 
employed guarantee '  anon_vmrty. G ~ v e n  the  nature  of the  research to ic and  the 

- I 
fact ' t h a t  sensitive questions nqeded to be asked, i t  was felt t h a t  ma imizing' re- ", 

4 . * 

spondent anonymity would yi d more open and  honest responses 
. I 

otherwise be the case. As well, time constraints, ethical conc 

non-negotiable requirements of / the University Ethics Review 

nomlc requirements tnfluegced the survey jnstruments chosen and  e manner in 

which they were utilized. For all these reasons, the questionnaire b n d  the inter- 
- 1  

view schedule were chosen a s  the  most appropriatel survey to 
i 

rhe ather for males.? Two qlest lonna&es were needed because / l )  the two sexes 

\ 
I 

'The  wrltmgs of ~ o l h e s  and .Willlams also influenced' the  a u  hor In h ~ s  decision 
to conduct in terv~ews with da te  rape v~ct ims.  Loohng a t  re-1979 studies of 
rape vlctlms, these twg rese+rchers remark: I 
"...few of these studies havk at teGpted personal the  victims ex- 
cept immediately followi'ng the rape (in the shortly there- 
after.  This has not onl? rekulted in a and  under- 
standing of the impact of the rape experience over t i  
few--if any--guidelines L$-ith regard to 

Not wishing to contribute to this "knowledge au thor  decided -to con- 
duct personal inten-lev.-s v:ith da te  rape source of the above 
quotation. see Karen -4. Holmes and .Jovce and Pitfalls of 
Rape ' l-ict~m Research: An Anal_vsis of Ethical, and 
?ra,matic Concerns." I'ictz.nology: A n  

'See Appendix B. 

3 S e e  Appendix C .  



were questioned on different aspect<'of the same topic (level of victimiiation ver- 

sus propensity to victimize), (2) the- length of the questionnaire needed toe be 
a 

- i -  

kept down,- and (3) ~t was felt that  gender-specific questionnaires would help to 

avoid response bias. ,/ 

\ 

Both sets of questionnaires were divided into three sect ions .Vect ion one 
% 

dealt with attitudes towards women, section two with attitudes towards sexual 

aggression, and section three with the respondents' sexual aggression experiences. 

Sections one and two were identical on both the "female" and "male" question- 

naires, thus  permitting cross-comparison of results. Section threer on the "female" 

questionnaire asked about sexual victimization generally and with specific refer- 

ence to boyfriends and dates. Section three on the "male" questionnaire asked 

about sexual victimization generally and with specific reference to girlfriends and 
R 

dates. With the exception of a few open-ended questions on each type of ques- 

tionnaire, the questions were predominantly close-ended. Multiple responses were 

\$ 

permitted for many of the questions especially for those dealing with the re- 

. % 

pondents' sexual aggression experiences. I t  should .also be pointed out t ha t  the 9 
"&male1' questionnaire asked respondents who had been sexually victimized by a 

' .\ 
boyfriend or date ~f they would be \villing to be interviewed. Those who were 

Lvilling to be intervie~ved were asked to S v e  only their first names (or pseudo- 

rips) and a phone number where they could be reached or a message left. 

Both questionnaires concluded by inviting additional comments, t h a n h n g  respond- 

enrs  for their participation. and letting t h e m  know where and when they could 

obtain a copy of the research results. 

,. 

'There are actually four sectlons to each of the two t_vpes of questionnaires if 
one counts the demog-raphlc section. 



, ,, 
/ /' ,! 

Accompaqdng, but m6'attached to, the two types of questionnaires were 
. - .  
--K 

"Information Sheets" and "Subject Consent Forms". In order for poterttia17 re- 

search subjects to make a truly informed decision a s  to whether they wished to 

participate in S.A.R.P., i t  was felt that  the possible risks and benefits of the . 

study needed to be brought to their immediate attention. In addition, i t  was felt 

that  ethical* standards demanded tha i  potential subjects be explicitly informed of 

their rights- their right freely to refuse to par.ticipate4in the study, their right 

to refuse to answer questions they would rather not tackle, their right to ano- 

nymity, their righ: to have replies held in strictest confidence, and their right 

to withdraw their participation a t  any time. Lastly, i t  was felt that  there 

should be some sort of formal procedure by which potential or actual subjects 

could regster complaints about the study, obtain further information on it, andl 

or find out its results. The "Information Sheets", , performed these vital functions 
, 
I' 

since they educated potential subjects a-Wout the three "R'sW-4 risks, rights, and 
, , 

recourse. The signed "Subject Consent Forms ", of course, simply confirmed that  

this education had taken place.5 

The second typ of data  collection instrument used in this study was the 
- p' 

interview schedule. Two types of intervieGsThedules were used- one for female 

"date rape" victims who had completed )a q~es t ionna i re :~  the other for female 

"date rape" victims who had not completed one.' The interview schedule for this 

51n order to absolutely ensure that  all potential subjects had been informed of 
the study's risks. their rights, the recourse they might take, and tha t  they 
freely consented to participating in the study, two other precautions were' taken. 
Potential subjects had. the contents of the "Information Sheets" explained to 
them prior to being gven a questionnaire. As well, the front page on both the 
"male" and "female" questionnaires reiterated what had been stated in the 
"Information Sheets", and specifically asked subjects to indicate whether or not 
they agreed to participate in the study. 

6See Appendix D. 

'See Appendix E.  Female date rape victims came to the chief researcher's atten- 
tlon in two ways- either b; indicating on the questionnaire that  they would be 



' first group was composed primarily of "bpen-ended" questions in  which respond- 

ents were asked to elaborate on their earller questionnaire responses. As far as  

the interview schedule for the group which had not completed a questionnaire0 

was concerned, i t  was identical to section three of the "female!' questionnaire 

which asked about subjects' sexual aggression experiences. Safeguards to ensure 

that  potential "interviewees were informed of the three "R's" and tha t  they freely 

consented to being interviewed differed from the safeguards used for the ques- 

tionnaires only in one respect- potential interviewees had the above individually 

explained to them instead of having a n  "Information Sheet" in front of them. 

While i t  would have been desirable for those interviewed to have been furnished 

with a n  "Information sheet", their desire to maintain their &onymity by being 

interviewed over the phone tended to rule out this possibility. Consent to being 

interviewed was, of coarse, orally communicated in such circumstances. 

The Data collection Procedures 

dS 

Distributing questionnaires 

r, 

and c'onducting interviews h e r e  the means by 

which the study's da ta  were collected. Consumers of social science research, how- 

ever, need further information in order to assess properly the 'quality of this or 

any other study: They have a right to know not merely the tools which were 

used in a given study, but how those tools were used. Both the social and na t - -  
*. - I 

? . ;  

ural sciehce~ are replete with examples of good research tools being misused 

from a n  ethical standpoint a-ndor poorly utilized from a methodological one. The 
: 

purpose of this section is. therefore, to outline S. A.R.P.'s data  collectio*' proce- 

dures. To this end, the questionnaire data  collection procedures will be examined 

'(cont'd) willing to be interviewed, or . by  responding to a newspaper ad which 
had been placed in several B.C. newspapers inviting date rape victims to come 
forward to be interviewed. 



first. 

Once-the study and its research instruments had been formally approved .by 

both the author's Thesis Committee and the University Ethics Reiriew 

C ~ m m i t t e e , ~  the data  collection. process began. The first part  of that  process was 

pre-testing the "female" and "male" questionnaires, information sheets,. and con- 

sent forms. This pre-test was done in order to identify actual and potential 
, 

"problem areas" in the two question-naires and the papers which accompanied 

them. Its second function was to highlight the non-substantive or procedural' , 

problem areas. As i t  turned out. changes needed to be made in both areas, par- 

ticularly in the procedural area. The problem was not so much tha t  the proce- 

dures themselves weren flawed, but rather that they could not effectively be 

carried out by one person. This discovery led to the hiring of one, and later a 

second, research assistant. 
i 

Surve$ng through the use of. the two questionnaires began oh Nove;berA 

lo th ,  1986 and ended five months later on April 9th,  1987. The population sur- ' 

veyed was a student one. Specifically, 524 college and university undergraduates 

,enrolled in social science coursesg a t  Fraser Valley College, Kwantlen College, 

Douglas College, Simon Fraser University, and the university of Briti'sh 

Columbia were surveyed. Admittedly, this is not a representative sample of , 

Canada's population or even the population tha t  is to be found a t  B.C..'s insti- 

tutions of higher learning. Even if cost and time had 'not been sig'nificant 

* The author's Thesis Committee formally approved S. A.B.P. on August 7th, 
1986, a t  which point the study was forwarded to the University Ethics Review 
Committee for approval. This committee, chaired by Dr. Thomas W. Calvert, for- 
mally approved the study on September 15, 1986 with the recommendation that' 
"...an informed consent form (be) signed by all your subjects". A signed consent 
form was deemed desirable "(b)ecause of the sensitive nature of (the) study...". 

Altogether, 18 classes were surve,yed; These 18 classes included both.,daytime 
and evening classes in the disciplines of Criminology, Sociology, Womens' Studies. 
and Communication. 



barriers to obtaining a representative sample, i t  is doubtful t ha t  a truly repre- 

sentative sample could have been obtained. Time and time again, 8& author 

fouhd tha t  (for one, reason or another) college and university faculty would not 

allow their students to be surveyed. This was especially true in the natural sci- 

ences. Common excuses given were (1) can't spare the time, (2) not interested in 

the study, (3) somebody else has  already surveyed the class, and one survey is 

enough, (4) we only allow our faculty and our 'graduate students to survey our 

undergraduates, and (5) your study has the potential to do a lot of harm and 

little good for our institution. Given the above, the author decided tha t  the next 

best course of action would be to concentrate on those disciplines which seemed 
B 

most receptive to allowing their students t6 be surveyed. The limitations and 
2 

- possibly biasing effects of this approach will be discussed later in the 
f . 

"Shortcomings and Limitations of the Data" section of this chapter. 

How were the questionnaires distributed in the 18 classes? Generally speak- 

ing  the author (and one or. two research assistants if class size demanded it) 

would arrive 10-15 minutes early to survey a given class. Arriving early allowed 

time to locate the classroom, contact the instructor, and prepare for the task a t  
4 "  -r 

@ h-and without feeling unduly rushed. When the appointed time. arrived, the au- *. - 
t r was introduced to the class and permitted to say a few words about his & 

? 
study and participation in it. Not wanting to bias the reslllts in a n y 1  way, the 

author did not go into specific details- he simply, stated that  he was doing a 

study on sexual aggression. He also let students know tha t  their participation in 
t a 

the study was purely voluntary, that  some of the questions might cause. them 

discomfort, that  they did not have to answer any questions they did not want 

to. tha t  they could discontinue participation a t  any time, tha t  their replies- ' 

would be held in strictest confidence. that  the consent forms would be kept 
- * 



entirely separate from the questionnaires, 

call for further information or to register 

could have a free copy of the results of 

tha t  there was a number they could 

a complaint, and tha t  all participants 

the study d they wanted one. While 
b 

the author  was speakmg, h s  research assistant 0% assistants (depending on class 

size) would be handing out the "Information Sheets" and "Consent Forms". 

The author concluded Kis brief opening remarks b y .  letting students know 

tha t  i t  took approximately - 20-30 minutes to complete a questionnaire, and tha t  

students who did not wish to participate could take a break for tha t  period of 

time. After aslung if there were any questions, the author and his research 

assistant(s) divided the two types of questidmaires among themselves. Only those 

students who signed consent forms received a and then only' the 
. . 

one appropriate to his or her gender. After the students had completed their re- 

spective questiorkaires and turned them in, the author thanked them for their 

participation (as well as the, instructor for arlowing him .to survey the class), re- 

minded them that  they were welcome to-a  free cZpy of the results, and then re- 

moved the completed questionnaires and consent forms to a secure place for data  

entry and analysis. lo - 

lo It  should be noted tha t  students in -'seven of the 18 classes were ' permitted to 
complete the questionnaires outside of the classroom setting. On such occasions, 
the questionnaires were imprinted with a mark prior to being distributed tha t  
would identify the class they origmated from so that  the exact response _pate 
could be c~lculated. Under no circumstances were individual identifying marks 
used. Students who were permitted to complete the questionnaires outside of 
class were instructed to return them in one of two ways: e i t h e ~  drop them into 
thc School of Criminology's Security. Deposit Box, or bring them to class the 
~ l e x t  week for pick up. . 

t 

The average or mean questionnaire response rate for these 
was. 24%, the lowest being 13% and the highest 56%. Broken done 
was discovered tha t  the females returned a greater pe 
28% being their mean compared with one of 18% for 
rates, as would be expected, pal 
turned in during class. The response rate for 
was 96%. The implication of (1) 
complete their questionnaires outsid setting, and (2) the vastly 

t 4, 



. - 
9 

# 

The interview data  collection procedures were similar in many respects to 

the questionnaire data  collection procedures. Jus t  as the two types of question- 
*.  

naires were pre-tested, so too were the two types of interview schedules. The 

- 

e thca l  aspects of the procedures also remained the same for both type of data  \ 
collection. SpecLfically, minors were excluded from the study, informed consent 

was obtained fro~ri 2 1  subjects, individual responses were held in strictest ~ o n f i - ~  

dence,- and so on. Still, despite these similarities, there were significant proce- 

,. dural differences in  the two types of data  collection. 

The reader may recall tha t  two - types - of interview schedules were utilized- 

one for female "date rape" v i c t h s  who had completed a questionnaire, the other 

for female "date rape" victims who had not completed one. .Thos6 who had com- 

pleted a questionn&re and who, were willing to be interviewed were asked to 
/ ,- - 

@ve only their first names (or pseudonyrnns) and a phone number where they 
rS 

could be reached or a message 1eft:As well, they were asked to specify when i t  
\ 

would be best to contact them, and whether they preferred to be interviewed 

over the phone, in person, or through either medium. Those who had not had 
3 

the opportunity to complete a questionnaire came to the author's attention + . 

through the use' of c l a s s i f ~ d  a d ~ e r t i s i n ~ .  More specifically, the following request 

was placed-in the "Information Wanted" sections of .twelve B.C. newspapers: 

"Have you or a friend experienced an? unwanted sexual contact while 
dating or in a relationship with- a boyfriend? We would appreciate 
being able to 'talk with you. We are researching this area, and hope 
to create resources for r70rnen in dating relationshps. Please call the 
S.F.U. Criminology Resear:h Centre at 291-4127 between 8:30-4:30 
weekdays to set up a TELEPHONE interview with either Karen or 
Cindy. All interviews will be kept strictly confidential." 

+ This 'request appeared num'erous times on both weekends and weekdays between 

'O(cont'd) differing response rates between "in-class questionnaire completion" and 
"out-of-class questionnaire completion" will be discussed in the "Shortcomings and 
Limitations of the Data" section of this chapter. 



November loth,  1986 anddli~pril  9th, 1987 in the Vancouver Sun, the Province, 

' . the West Ender, the East Ender, 'the Peak, the-Ubyssey, the Surrey Leader, h e  
* 

North Delta Sentinel, the Buy 'n Sell, the Coquitlam Now, thd 'Westside week, 
1 ., 

and the Richmond Review. It should also be noted tha t  one of t h e .  two inter- 

. % -, viewers in the classdied request (Cindy) was uqable for personal reasons, to 

carry out her duties. She was replaced by Sharlene, but the request continued 

to mention the name Cindy." 

When worn& phoned in  as  a result of seeing or hearing the request in the 

papers, they were sometimes interviewed immediately. More often, however, they 

were asked by the secretary in the Cri-minology Research Centre to leave their 
---- - . '" 

\ first name o r ,  a pseudonym, their phone number, and the best time to return 
' I  

* 

their call. This information was immediately recorded in the "Rkdbook", dated, 

and (where necessary) commented upon. They were then told that* their call 

would be returned a t  the time they had suggested. Those in need of support 

services were referred to the appropriate: agencies. These agencies induded the 

Rape Crisis Centre, Vancouver Rape Relief, Battered Women's Support Services, 
Y q. 

.and the Criminal Injuries Compensation branch of the W.C.B. 

Karen and Sharlene were thoroughly briefed on the author's research, given 

a specially-prepared manual (the S.A.R.P. Overview Book) to read, . , told what 

their specfic tasks would be, informed, .. of their ethical responsibilities, and 
" -- 

* ,  

"Two reasons account for &u. changing the name Cindy - to  Sharlene in the 
class&ed request. ~ i ; s t ,  it  was felt that  changing one of the names in the re- 
quest would achieve little and tha t  i t  could possibly cause those w h  might no- 
tice such a change not to respond. And secondly, becaue '  women would call' the 
Research Centre and ask to speak with either Karen or Cindy without .identify- 
ing themselves or saying why they were calling: the names Karen a n d x i n d y  be- 
came an  "instant tipoff' tha t  the caller was responding to the classified request. 
Changmg th'e name from' Cindy to Sharlene would have only created confusion, 
and perhaps even prompted callers to inquire as to why Cindy was , p n e T  thus 

.using up valuable time tha t  would be better spent interviewing tKem about 
their victimization experiences. 



trained in howi to conduct a n  interview pfoperly. 'AS well, i t  wai  suggested tha t  

they make use of the "Pass On ~ o o k " '  to document and cornmimicate. any diffi,- 
- 

culties they encountered in car$ng out their'rgsearch duties. The reason for in- 
r .  ..= 

sisting ' that  they '.detail any p r ~ b l & ~  they encovntered prior spealung with 

the author was to ensure tha t  an  accup te  , recordw was available of both.. - 
, 

e , 

S.A.R.P.'s pitfalls and successes. Finally, these two research assistants t were sup- 
4 

plied - with the intervibw schedules and the necessary information for contacting 

the women they would interview such as  their first names, phone numhers, , and 

* /' the best time to call.' 

At the s tar t  of each interview, whether or not the had already com- 
I 

pleted a questionnaire, Karen, Sharlene, or the aut4or would inform the 

~nterviewee of her specific 
cl 

answer any questions, the right to witMraw her participation at any time, the 

right to have her answers held in strict confidence, the rig& t? know who the 

project director was, the right to register a complaint' about thb  study or the 
L \ 

interviewer, and the right t o t  have her questmns answeled 'in a forthright ahd .,, 
honest manner insofar as  fhey r e l a w  to her part@ipation in the study. Oniy - *  

whenr the interviewee had been apprised 'of her rights and given her informed 

consent to being intervie'wed could the interview actually begin. For those who€ 
C 

had already completed a questionnaire, the  interview chiefly consisted of' asking 
4. 3 -  . & 

'i 
the interviewees to elaborate on their earlier questionnaire responses. .- In order tq 

5 
ensure that' .<he earlier responses hade  not been fabricated, these interviewees 

C *- 

were asked several of the same questions they had previously answered. If the 

a 
responsSs d d  not match. the interview was politely terminated. For those who 

b 
ti 

had not already completed a 'quest~onnalre  ( that  is, responded b e ~ i b s e *  they had 
t 

seen or heard of the  classified request), the interview consisted of a s h n g  the 
I 

'i 



, interviewees the same questions which had been asked subjects on section thre? . 
0 

of' the female questionnaire. These . ques6ions were all concerned with the- .  . 
* 

unwanted 'sexual aggression experiencef itself. 

After the interviewl.was substantially complete, the interviewer asked the 
. . 

12 * 

interviewee if she had any questionsw and if she wanted to Add anything to 

what she had' already said. Many times, t h e  women did have questions a n d  
-1 

J wished to elaborate on what they h'ad said. When there, were no further ques- 

1 tions or comments, the interviewer thanked the woman for participating and re- 
/ 

minded her that she was. welcome to a free copy of the results of the study. 
- B 

~ n c k  the interviewer hung. &p the phone 6 r  otherwise. confluded the interview, 

she or he then completed the interview schedule's face sheet. This face sheet 

asked for tl-p date of the interview, the name of the interviewer, -% the type of in- . 
terview {pHone or face-to-face), the nameJ of the interviewee, the phone number 

of the interviewee, the time the interview begiip and ended, the interviewer's im- . 

C .  . - .J* * 
I' 

pression as to the interviewee's truthfulness, the iint&viewer's comments, and the + 

signature of the interviewer. The completed interview schedule was the; removed 

to a secure .place and delivered as  soon as  possible to. the project director. 

? ,, 

How the Data were Processed and Analyzed' 
1 

I - 
, ,  .- -.. 

1 

In order to p r ~ c  nd analyze the 12,,551 of data- tha t -  were col- .- 
lected from the 524 completed questionnaires and 46 concluded interviews, it 

I 

was necessary to, first sort out the questionnaires and interview sched~les.  All 

the "female" questionnaiies were placed w e .  pile and the "male" question- 
J 

naires In anotfier. Begmning .\vith the "female" questionnaires, identification 

numbers Lvere then asslgned to each questionnaire. These numbers went from 



001 to 524. The interview schedules wdre also divided into two separate piles 
I 

* .T, 

(completed qiiestionnaire, did not comple& questionnaire) and,  begi&ing with the  
6 / 

former category, were assigned alphanumeric identification symbols. These symbols 
- 

went from I01 to 146. Complete r6cordq were, of course, kept on the  specific 
I 

classes from which the questionnaires or ibnated.  Co ete records were also kept 
7 I 

concerning which interview schedule m a y h e d  which name or pseudonym. Since, 

these reco~ds  a re  confidential, they arb not revealed here or elsewhere. 

Once the completed questionnaires and  interview schedules had been re- 

ceived, recorded, sorted, and assigned identification a numbers/symbols, each was . 
/ 

sight-editedyta ascertain if i t  was acceptable for pr-ocessing. Questionnaigs or in- 

terview schedules lacking large chunks of information Gr evidencing response ir- 
.. 

regularities were deemed to be unacceptable for procqsing. Opce this hurdle was 

overcbme, da t a  in the "Other (please specify)" response categcrries wa$ postcoded. 

This step necessitated the  expatiding of the Codebook. The Codebook, of course, 

simply contained the response categories and  the n imbers  which corresponded to 

them. For example, male respondents were coded a s  "01" and female respond'enls . 

Following post-coding, the da t a  from the questionnaires and interview sched- 

ules were transferred to four compu.ter "datafiles"- one for the "female" question- 

naire ' d a t a .  one for- the "male" questionnaire da ta ,  one for the type 1 interview 
-. <- 

schedule da t a ,  and  one for the type 2 'interview schedule da ta .  ' Thls da t a  trans-  
?. .' 

Y 

fer simply consisted of-trans$ribing the appropriate response category codes from 

the da t a  collection instfuments to the correct computer datafile. Fortunately, the 

author shared this task rwth his hard-working research assistants. Along with 

the creation of the four datafiles went the creation of four "command files". 
, " 

These command files defined the da ta  In the da t a  files (such + what, certaln 
i 



numbers meant) and  told the computer wha t  to do with the  da t a  (calculat& fre- 

quencies, percentages. a n d  so on). 

Prior to processing the  da t a  electronically, i t  was necessary t h a t  the  da t a  
4 

filed in the computer be process-edited. Process-editing, simply means to check the 

da ta  to ensure t h a t  they have been entered correctly. Each separate entry in 

the computer datafiles was checked a t  least 'once. Inconsistencies or ambiguities 
a 

in either the da t a  or its placement in the datafiles were recorded in the 

. .  
"S.A.R.P. Data Entry Book" for later correction. 

' .. 
Once the da t a  in the  four computer datafiles had been process-edited, they - 

were ready to be processed. k c o r d i n g  to Alreck and  Settle. the "...primary pur- 

pose of. da t a  processing is to summarize the, da ta  into information".12 This is ac- 

complished by ".. .suppress(ing) %he detail ..." so t ha t  "...important and  meaningful 

patterns and relationships contained in the data  ..." might be revealed.13 The 

da ta  In t h h  four computer files were processed using SPSSx- Some of the  ar i th-  

metic and statistical operatio& performed mcluded the calculation of means, 

medians. modes. frequencies, percentages. crosstabulations, chi-squares: et cetera. 

* In processing da t a  electronically, it is all too easy to become so enmeshed 

in the numbers tha t  one loses sight of the fact t h a t  those numbers represent 

human beings. In the case of date  rape. many of those numbers represent both 

past and-present  suffering of human beings. To compensate for this  phenomenon 
p' 

- and to g v e  the numbers "flavour". da ta  from the open-ended questions a re  not 

coded. Instead. responses to these questions are  reproduced verbatim in the text 

so t ha t  readers may understand better the individuals behind the numbers. This 

'*Pamela L-. Alreck and Robert B. Settle. The Sunley Research 
&chard D .  Irwin, 1985). p.271. 

Handbook (Illinois: 



I 

is not  meant to imply t h a t  uncoded da t a  expressed in a respondent's own words 

is superior to coded d a t a  or,+ ~ + c e  versa; rather,  the two types of da t a  are' best - 
seen as complementing one another.  

Shortcomings and  Limitations of the  Data  

In detailing the shortcoming; and limit'ations of the da t a ,  the  questionnaire 
., 

data  will be dealt with first followed by the interview da ta .  

The shortcomings and  iimitations of the questionnaire. da t a  can,  for the 
- 

most par t ,  be found in the  shortcomings and  li&tations of the two types of 

questionnaires and the manner .  in whic'h they Gere employed.   his is due -to the  

inescapable -fact  t ha t  the questionnaire da ta  are the product of these research 

tools and  their actual  use. As far  a s  the questionnaires themselves a re  con- - 

cerned, the reader will notice t ha t  both the "female" and "male" questionnai;es 
a 

invited constructive criticism from their respondents. "In the remaining space you 

are  ivelcome to add any comments t ha t  ?ou wishv to make about ei ther.  this 

questionnaire ..." was the specific form this mvitation took. Generally speakmg, 
c, 

the c ~ m m e n t s  were quite positive and the criticisms constructive. Content analyz- 
rffe5 

d =, 

ing these criticisms sho~ved tha t  they fell into five distinct categories- those per- 

taining to the term "unwanted male sexual aggression", those pertaining to the 

~vm-ding of certain questions. those pertainins .@ the perceived restrictiveness of 

certain questions. those pertaming to the alleged non-exhaustiveness of certain 

response categories. and those pertaining to areas not addressed or allegedly 

poorl_v addressed by the surve? 

+- LVith specific reference to the term "unwanted male sexual aggression". 
t 

three of &he 1 female iespondents indicated tha t  they found the term 
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ambiguous. As one respondent explained: b 

"I found the use of the word 'sexual aggression' quite ambiguous. If i t  
is meant in the context of any forced behaviour upon a female, I 
would find i t  dficult to relate my experiences. -1 do not feel if a 
male holds hands, hugs or hsses  me against my wishes t ha t  he is 
being 'sexmlly aggressive'. Particularly if I immedzately indicate my 
displeasure in his actions. A female could be just as likely to  hold a - 
man's hand or kiss him or hug him when i t  was not what he really 
wanted. I t h n k  the definition of 'sexual aggression' may be different 
for other females". (No. 7038) 

T h s  respondent is correct in her belief t h a t  the definition of sexual aggression 

varies from female to female. indeed from person to person. Behaviour which 

may qualify as  unwanted male s e m a l  aggression for one person may not qualify 

as such for another. As the author's 1985 pilot study of- date rape conclusiveIy 

demonstrated, it is methodologcally unwise to ask about specific h r m s  of behav- 
.. 

iour using unclear labels such a s  rape, sexual-  assault, and sexual aggression. 

The reason it is unwise is because similarly victimized individuals may answer 

q<estions pe~taining to their acfual victimization quite differently owing solely to 

their different definitions of the phenomeno~.  For example. two married women 

may have been sexually victimized in a n  almost identical manner- each husband 

forced .his wife to engage in vagnal  intercourse with him. Aslung these women 

"Have you ever been raped?" may produce a "yes" from one and a "no" from 

' the other. It is not tha t  one of the women is lying. It just may be tha t  she 

i belleves the marriage contract a v e s  her husband the right to sex from' her 

whenever he wants it. Or. she might consider his conduct "disgusting" but stop 

short of labelling it r,ape. After all. who wants to be married to a rapist? 

~ i r n i l a ~ $ ,  two females whose befriends penetrated them anally against their will 
, 

may respond differently to the rape question. One may insist t ha t  h e  was. 

raped. The other may just a s h o n e s t l y  say t,hat she was not. Again, i t  is not 

that  the female ~vho denied being raped is lying. She &av just happen to define 

rape as penetration of a spec~f i c  ' orifice ithe vagma) by a specific instrument 



3 (the penis). Any other combination and  i t  is not rape in her mind. But  if the  

labels "rape", "sexual assault", and  "unwanted male sexual aggression" take on 

different meanings for Afferent respondents, how can  a researcher ensure t h a t  i 

similarity of sexual victimization will be reflected in  similarity of a n s ~ ~ r s ?  The 

solution would seem to be simple- just define the term be i t  "rape", "sexual' as- 

sault", or "unwanted male sexual aggression".lU A better solution, however, 

suggests itself. ' Instead of defining a label, why not just i s k  about the specific 
3' 

forms of the behaviour t h a t  you are  interested in? In other words, instead of 
,-' 

aslung, "Have you ever been raped?", why not ask ~f the respondent has  ever 
P 

had her boyfriend's penis in her vagma against  her wishes? In fact, this  

is exactly the  route the author  chose to take in his research. f-Ie deliberately 

left the  term "unwanted .  male sexual aggression" undefined in his survey instru- 

ments, .preferring instead to ask about the specific forms of the behaviour he 

was interested in. 

As far  a s  the wording of certain questions was concerned, specifically t h a t  

some questions were allegedly poorly worded, the author finds t h a t  this  was in- 

deed the case. Question 12 on both the "female" and "male" questionnaires 
* 

should have used a word other than  "henpecked" which several respondents did 

not understand. Other colloquialisms such a s  "roughed up" ('question 20),  "loose" 

21). and "frigld" (question 23) ihould also not have been-used.  In his 

own defence, however. the author  ~vould like to point out  t ha t  it was not he 

bvho drafted these specific scale items. Rather. he obtained written permission 

from Dr. Martha  Burt to reproduce her scale items. Still, the author  assumes 

''One methodologcal problem with defining the term used, be i t  "rape", "sexual 
assault". or "unwanted male sexual aggression" is t ha t  some research partici- 
pants may not agree with ?our definition. Consequently. ' they may refuse to par- 
ticipate. The end result is tha t  one's research results may be seriously biased in 
favor of those participants ivho agree Lvith the researcher's definition of the phe- 
nomenon in question. 



full re~~dns ib i l i ty  for including the scale items he did in his questionnaires. . 
The third criticism respondents made was that  certain questions were too 

restrictive. Questions three and seven tended to be cited as  fitting this descrip- 

tion. Both were ~ i k e k  scale items. The first stated "A worhan should be a vir- 

e n  when she marries" and the second "A man should bb a virgin when he 
& 

marries". As the respondents quite correctly pointed out, the restrictiveness of 

these statements would almost certainly lead to "forced" responses andlor a high 

incidence of* "Don't Know" responses. .. 

Regarding the alleged non-exhaustiveness 'of certain unspecified response cat- 

egories, the, author does not feel that  this is a valid criticism. Having 

re-examined every single response category on both sets of questionnaires, he 

finds them to be both mutually exclusive and exhaustive. 

Finally, there were a number of criticisms pertaining to areas not ad- . 

"ressed or allegedly poorly addressed by the two types of questionnaires. -Instead 

of focusing exclusivelv on the phenomenon of date rape among heterosexuals, 

several respondents thought tha t  the questions should have also delved into in- 

cest, stranger rape, and date rape among homosexuals. While .these are all 
4 

topics worthy of greate; academic attention, the preferable approach would ap- 

pear to involve doing an  in-depth analysis of a specific type' of sexual assault 

(in this case heterosexual date rape) as opposed to a brief overview of several 

kmds of sexual assault. Several respondents also felt that  the questionnaires 

should not have been as "explicit" as  they were, evidently believing that  such 

explicitness would result in reduced participation. If by explicit these respondents 

meant describing specific t-ypes of sexual behaviour such as  forced vapnal  inter- 

course. fellatio. and cunnilingus instead of relying on their labels, then the 



author i$ ceqtainly guilty of being explicit. Contr their fears, however, this 
f @ . 4  - 

f 

explicitness does not appear to have had an  eciable influence on those- 

completing the questionnaires in class a s  evidefked by a 96% participation rate. 

' , This explicitness may, however, partially account for those completing the ques- 
A* ' '3 - 

tionnaires outside o f  class having a much lower response rate. Nevertheless, it 
i 

would appear preferable to be explicit if i t  serves' to reduce confusion and there- 

k , . by increase the quality of r sponses than to be vague so tha t  the response rate 

' will be higher. 

Respondents also had definite ideas about the circumstances under which P 

the questionnaires were distributed. ~ e q e r a l  seemed to think tha t  the question- . 

naires should not have been distributed in class since very personal questions 

. were asked. It was suggested instead tha t  the questionnaires should.. have been 

mailed. To put it bluntly, the desire to obtain a large sample of students in an 

efficient, reasonably quick, and relatively inexpensive manner severely limited the 
% 

-a 
author's data  gathering options. Mailing out the questionnaires would have been 

prohibitively expensive and probably would not have been cost-effective. Retqm 

rates of 50% for mail-out questionnaires are considered good.15 Often times, re= 

sponse rates are more like 30% or even less.16 The end result was that ,  as 
b 

problematic as distributing the questionnaires in classes was, it was considered 

to be the most effkcient, quickest, and inexpensive way of collecting the data. 

I Given the fact thati students were @ven the option of non-participation (and in 
1 

seven of the 18 clksses surveyed the'  option of completing- their questionnaires 
,. 

outside of class), the decision to proceed to gather the data in this manner does 

not .appear to have been an  unreasonable one. 

15Pamela L. Alreck and Robert' B. Settl'e, The Surtley Reseai-ch Handbook (Illinois: 
Richard D. Irwin, ' 1985). p.45. 

l 6  Ibid. 



What of the decision to allow students in seven of the 18 classes to com- 
d I 

', 
plete their questionnaires outside of class? Was it reasonable? Did i t  present any 

a 
methodological difficulties? If so, how were such difficulties resolved? Initially, i t  

had been the author's intention to distribute questionnaires to all 18 classes, re- 

main a t  those classes until the questionnaires had *been completed, and then to - 
collect up the completkd questionnaires. Time constraints of certain teaching 

staff, unfortunately, soon ruled +out  this possibility. Thus, a major decision had 
.a 

to be made- either replace the seven classes,. where the available time -simply 

did not allow for the questionnaires to be completed during class, or allow 'the 
. .  . 

questionnaires to be distributed in these seven classes but completed outside of 

it. Replacing the seves  classes would have been the- easiest route to take. 

Certainly, such action. would have made analyzing such data  a much easier 

task. So why did the author choose to keep the original seveq classes, knowing 

full well that  it would make his task of data  analysis tha t  much more difficult? 

Generally speaking, he wanted to see how th'e response rates would differ, and 

by how much, between questionnaires completeds in class and those completed 

outside of class. He wanted to see what similarities might remain in question- 

/' 

naires returned under these two types of conditions. And finally, he was particu;,/ 
/ 

,/ , 

larly interested in any differences which might show up in questionnaires return- 

ed under these two conditions. For example, would date rape '  victims' be more 

likely to" return their questionnaires gven  the "in class" 'or "out of cIass" condi- 

tion? Also, would questionnaires completed outside of class 'and returned tend to 

be filled with 'longer responses for the open-ended questions than questionnaires 

completed in class? The answers to these questions would help enormously in 

the overall interpretation of the data.  As well, they would prove useful to future 
- .  

researchers of date rape by suggesting how such research might be carried 'ou t  
a 

more effectively. 



"As expected, the response rate f t h e  questionnaires completed outiide of A! 
class (110 out of a possible lower than for those complet- 

ed in class (414 out of 'a or mean response rate for 

the questionnaires compl&d outsidepof class was 30.4% cornbared to one of 

96.3% for those com eted in class. A t  this point, ,the question arose as to ,pi.' 
whether to c o m b i d  the "outside-of-class" 

er to keep s d d a t a  separate .  Deciding 

decision but feeling 
-- 

with "high i-esponse 

/ a e s e a r c h  Handbook." Its authors. Alreck 

data with the "in-class" data or wheth- 

that  he lacked sufficient information to 

uncomfortable with combining "low re- 

rate data", he consulted The Survey * 

and Settle, .supplied a n  indirect answer . 

' by explaining one of the problems which could result from relying on low re- 

/' 
"P.. 

sponse ;ate data: , s 9 

"...the most importapt consequence of a low ... response rate is the 
non-response bias that  is likely to result. If respondents randomly ;om.- 
plete or fail to complete and return the questionnaire, there will be: 
no non-response bias, but tha t  is seldom the case. Usually the 
person's characteristics, attitudes, opinions, and interest in the topic 
determine, in part, whether or not a questionnaire recipient will com- 
plete and return it or discard 'it. Thus, some groups tend to be 
ouerrepresented and others underrepresented in the sample received, 
creating biased results. "la  

Q a 
It logcally follows, then, that  if some groups are  overrepresented and others 

underrepresented in a gven  sample that  adding that  sample to another largely 

lacking such a problem will itself create biased results. However, if a sample is 

relatively free of non-response bias,lg then a better argument could be made for 

combining, it with a sample of similar quality. In order to make this determina- 

tion, however, one must know if there is a non-response bias and, if so, the de- 

gree of the bias. The begmning of the following chapter deals with these issues 

"Infra note 18. 

laPamela L. Alreck and Robert B. Settle, The Surtley Research Handbook (Illinois: 
Richard D. Irwin, 1985), p.45 .  

19The opposite of. non-response bias is volunteer bias. 
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to answer. the question, "Should the in-cla$s data  be combined with the 
- 

our f -c l a s s  data?" 

Prior to detailing the shortcomings and lihitations. of the interview data,  a 

final issne regarding t h e  questionnaire data must be' addressed- that  of 

generalizability. How generalizeable are the questionnaire-data-based results? As 

previously mentioned, 524 college and university undergraduates enrolled in social 
4i 

science courses a t  Fraser Valley College, Kw,antlen College, Douglas College, 

Simon Fraser. University, and the University of British Columbia were surveyed. 

Admittedly, this is not a representative sample of' Canada's population or even 

the population that  is to be found a t  B.C.'s institutions of higher learning. This 
a 

lack of representativeness, however, does not mean. that  the results of the study 

are therefore low in esternal validity. As Palys quite correctly points out, ".. 

ternal validity does not depend on the representativeness of the sample per se, 
I 

but rat*r on the nature of the phenomenon wi thwhich  one is dealing, and ... on 

to which one  subscribe^".^^ In deciding the extent to 

external validity, one can begm by aslung "How are the 

different from other individuals and groups I might 

want to generalize to?"21 Though by no means a n  exhaustive list, i t  would ap- 
. . 

pear that  the variables of age, educational level, and attitude (whether ljberal 

or conservative) are the most important as  far as  external validity is concerned. 

University and college students, particularly those in their late teens and early 

twenties, are in a high frequency dating period of their lives. This higher fre- 

quency. of dating may well be reflected in the actual victimization rates andlor 

circumstances under which such victimization takes place. As well, the higher 
a 

20Ted Palys, Criminology 120 Study Guide: Research Methods in Criminology 
(Burnaby: Simon Fraser University, 1986), p.78. 

2 1  Dr. Ted Palys suggested this question in a telephone conversation with the 
author during the month of April 1988. . 



edugational levels of university and college- students may similarly have affected 
.* 

the study's results. As a "consequence of their higher education, students might 

be mqre sensitized to so-called "women's issues" such as  date rape. Sueh - 
- 

/ - - -  . 
sensitization might have led to y a s e d  reporting of the crime. However, i t  can 

% '  

also be argued that  the increased likelihood of students to report their victimiza- - _, 

tion via questionnaire mcght have been counterbalanced by, for some of the stu- 

. s, 
dents, having to fill out the questionnaires in Athe non-private setting of a class-- 

room. Finally; higher education has been shown to have a liberalizing effect on 

individuals' social and political attitudes.22 Assuming tha t  this' relationship holds 
* 

as true for the 1980's as  i t  did for the 1960's, i t  may be tha t  these more lib- 

eral attitudes might account for some of this studys findings, particularly as 

they pertaln to the propensitfif certain males" to sexually assault and otherwise 

mistreat females. Given these and other factors, i t  would seem wise to err on 

the side of possibly -undergeneralizing than overgeneralizing. kor these reasons, 

the author would caution the reader not to generalize the results flowing from 

the questionnaire data to groups other than B.C. post-secondary students. Having 

looked a t  the shortcomings and limitations of the questionnaire data,  let us now 

focus our attention on the interview data.  

The shortcomings and limitations of the interview data  can, for the most - 
part, be found in the methods used to recruit the research participants and the 

methods used to interview them. The reader will remember tha t  only females 

who had. been sexually victimized by boyfriends o r  dates were interviewed. Slhe 

will also remember tha t  they were recruited in two ways- through the question- 

naires and through classified advertising. Several points need to be made abo6t 

each of these "recruitment strateges". The first is that  only students could be 

22Kenneth A. Feldman and Theodore M. Newcomb, The Impact o f  College on 
Students, Volume II: Summary Tables (SankFrancisco: Jossey-Bass, 1969), p.24. 



rec'kuited through the questionnaires because they were administered. inside dass- . 
R -- 

r o o m ~ . ~ ~  Secondly, students lacking phones or acceptable places where phone 

messages could be left would most likely miss being selected for a n  interview. 

Thus, as  far as the questionnaire recruitment strategy was concerned, i t  would J 

only represent students, particularly those wi$h regular and predictable access to 
.? 

specific phones. The second recruitment strategy, that of classified advertising, 

was. employed partially to offset the student bias resulting from *the first strat- 

egy. Unlike the qudbtionnaire strategy, classified advertising allowed a much 
, . 

wider range of sexually victirhized females to respond. They- did not need to be 
*, r 

a 47 
students in order to respond, nor did they 'need to reside in - the Lower 

Mainland; each simply needed &I have been' sexually victimized by a boyfriend or 

date, 19 years of age or older, and living in B.C. Still, this strategy d ~ d  have ' 

-w 

its flaws. Specifically, the use of classified advertising to recruit research h r t i c i -  
', 

pants would underrepresent these lacking basic literacy sh l l s  (i.e., those who 

could nzt ?cad), immigrants or those unfarniliai. with the English .language, and 

those who were legally blind or who had great difficulty reading print. As well, 

this strategy would underrepresent those of limited means who could not afford 

to purchase papers or make phone calls. With respect to this latter point, the 
- -u- 

author neglected to mention in his classified requests' t ha t  calls to the  

Criminology Research Centre could be made collect from within B.C. In retro- 

spect, this was a serious omission since callers from the Interior of the province 
m 

tended to be underrepresented in the interview data. 

'4s far as the interviews themselces were concerned, 45 of the .46 were 
eu 

carried out using the telephone. Only one was c3rried out person-to-person. As 

-z 

231t was theoretically possible fog the faculty member teaching the particular 
course to be recruited through the questionnaire, but this event does not appear 
to have taken place. 
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J 

.Tsr 

6 

Bailey points of Social Research, o f ' t h e  primaj limitations 

'of using tk-. hone to conduct interviews is t h a t  the interviewer is >unable to ,: 

-actually r e ~ p o n d e n t . ~ ~  Thus, i t  was' not .possibl$ to gather nonverbal' ./, 
'I 

interviews conducted. A S  yell, the-: in@rviewers . s had minimal + 6 '\ : 
- control over It would'have been helpful/ if the intervie+ing:en- 

1 

., vironmenk' o r  even altered. ;a f ten  times and despite - 
\ i 8 

8 

1%- 

\ 
calling when suggested,: the interviewers 'had to call back several fifnes before 

\ 
the interviews bouid eved begm. ' ~ a b i e s  were either crylng, the children were un- , 

\ 
\, 

derfoot, or adults were prpent ,  some or all of which prevented ~. the women fr;pm 

% being interviewed a t  t ha t  t h e . !  $ .F' e 

I. 

As was the Lase wlth the quest~onnalre data,  the author had to decide 

whetiher to combine the two types of interview data  or whether to keep both 
I 

separate. This decision was-'a relatively simple one to make. Owing to the fact 

that  only shden t s  a A were recruited in one sample but not the other and tha t  di f -  
" 

I . 
= .  ferent questions were asked of these two groups, the author decided tha t  the lo- 

gxal  and best cburse of action- was not to combine the data.  - 
1 4 

Finally, i t  should be pointed out tha t  neither of the two groups interviewed 

is a representative sample of females who have been sexually victimized by 

k I boyfriends or dates. Furthermore, each of the two samples is rather small. Pnly 

22 females were interviewed after completing rquestionnaires' and only. 24 after 

;esponding to the classified requests. With reference 9 this last point, even if . i 

the t,wo samples were representative, their small. size would present a .Problem- 
) '  

as sample size decreases, sampling error increases.25 Because neither sample is 

I 

24 Kenneth D. Bailey, Methods of Sociai Research (Second ed ' t ion)  , (New York: Th'e 
Free 'Press, 1982), p.208. 1 *- 

2 5 W ~ l l a m .  D. Crano and M a n l y n  B. Brewer, Princ~ples  and  Methods o f  Social 
Research (Massachusetts: All-yn and Bacon. 1986), p.195. 

i .  



. representative, however, the issue of sample size need only concern us a s  i t  re- 
- 

l a k s  to the issue of external validity. Generally speakmg, the sm'aller the sam- 
a * -z 

ple size', the greater the reluctance shbuld be to gener'alize to the,population a t  
J 

large. For this reason,. the author would caution the reader not to generalize the 

results flowing from the interview data beyond tha t  of the study itself. Having 

'examined'the shortcomings 'and limitations of both the questionnaire and the in- 
1 * 

terview data, let us now turn our attention to the next chapter which details 

some of the study's major fizdings. 



CHAPTER VI 
-d 

R E S ~ L T S  

s;, --% 

Introduction 

I 

\ * % 

The purpose of this  chapter is to present S.A.R.P.'s major findings. The ex-. 

tent ,  na ture ,  and  official reaction to date  sexual assault  committed by males 

' 
against  females constitute approximately + 75% of the findings' subject matter .  The 

. . 

reemaining 25% deals with two separate issues- the relationship of sex-role stereo- 

typing, . adversarial sexual beliefs, and -acceptance of interpersonal violence to 

rape myth acceptance; and the relationship of rape myth acceptance to both the 
- ,  , 

commission .and reporting of date sexual assault.  Specific examination oI' detailed- 

discussion of the study's findgngs will not be found in this chapter- rather,  t ha t  

purpose will b e - t h e  exclusive preserve of Chapter VII. 

This chapter3 ' is  divided into eight sections- the in-class and  out-of-class con- 

ditions; the sample;.  the prevalence and nature pof date sexual assault;  the 

offenders: the victims; the criminal justice system response; the relationship of 
J -  . 

sex-role stereotyping. adversarial sexual beliefs, and acceptance of interpefsonal 

violence to rape Myth acceptance: and the relationship of rape myth accypta'nce 

to ( 1 )  the commission of date sexual assault ,  and (2) the reporting of d a k  sex- 
... , 

ual  assault .  With respect to* the section t~ t l ed   h he Victims", the results for 

both the "questionnaire completers" and the "interviewees" will be presented. 



The InXlass  and  Out-of-Class Conditions 

As the previous chapter pointed out, the questionnaires were completed 

.-_- 
under two conditions- those completed "in-class" arid those cornplead "- 

"outside-of-class". Based on the  origmal +ample of 524, questionnaires completed 

in-class had a response ra te  of 96.396.' Questionnaires coqpleted outside-of-class 

had a much poorer response rate,  namely t ha t  of 30.4%.2. Of the 514 respond- 
B 

ents  in  the revised or final sample, 404 or 78.6% completed their questionnaires 

- 
in-class; the . remainder ( 1 10 or 2 1.4%) completed. their questionnaires 

outside-of-class. Broken down by gender, Table 6.1 shows t ha t  184 or 72.4% of 

the  254 females completed their questionnaires in-class compared with 70 or 

27.6% who did not. For the  260 males, 220 or 84.6% completed their question- 

naires 1n.-class. Forty or 15.4% completed their qdestionnalres outside-of-class. 
I 

I 

Examining the out-of-class or low response ' r a t e  a a t a ,  the author found 
I 1 

there to be non-.response h a s e s  alobg the lines of both gender and sexbal ,vk- 
I 

timization. Specifically, females tended to be overrepresented by the data; 34.0% ,/ 
I 

1 /' 

6 f  , , them,  returned their questionnaires compared with a only 25.6% of y e  
/ , 1 

males.3 As far a s  sexual victim~zation is concerned, females who have ,experi- 

enced sexual victimization a re  also overrepresented by the out-of-class da ta ,  par- 

ticularly when thelr aggressor was a bo-vfriend or date. When asked on question 
% 

41 ~f they had ever experienced any "unwanted male sexual aggression", 49 of , 

'Four  hundred and fourteen out o i  a possible 430 questionnaires were completed 
in-class. . . 

hundred and ten out of a, possible 362 questionnaires were completed 
outslde-of-class. 

3Seventy females out of a possible, 206 completed questionnaires outside-of-class. 
Forty males out of a possible 156 .  also completed questionnaires outside-of-class. 
This translates into 110 out of a possible 362 questionnaires being completed 
ou tside-of-class. 



Table 6.1 
Crosstabulation of Condition Questionnai*res 

Completed Under by Sex % 

Sex of Respondent 

Male I Female , 

Total 

Condit~on Completed 
Under 

I n-C 1 ass 
Out-gf-Cfass 

the 70 females who 

affirmatively (70.0%). 

Total 

ed the questionnaires 

220 8 4 . 6 %  
4 0  15 .4% 

260 1 0 0 . 0 %  254 100.0% 514 100.0% 

had corhpleted the  questionnaire ; outside-of-class responded 

In contrast.  only 126 of the 184 females who had complet- 

in-class responded in the same manner  (68.5%). This is a 

184 7 2 . 4 %  
7 0 2 7 . 6 %  

I 
1.5% difference in the  two groups. An even. gr-eater difference was obtained for 

- 

404 78 .6% 
110 21.4% 

question 43  which asked females if they had experienced '"unwanted m a l e  sexual . .  

I 

aggression from a boyfriend or date?" Thirty-five of the 70 females in t h e  .for- 

mer category responded t ha t  they had experienced such form of unwanted sexual 

aggression (5O.O%), whereas o i ly  SO of the 184 females- in the second category 

anskvered the same (43.5q).'' In this  case, the, difference is 6.5%. 

Because ncm-response 'biases a r e  evident in the out-of-class ,data, i t  can be 

a r e i d  t h a t  the out-of-class da t a  should not be combined with the in-class da t a  

because it would dlstort the results. The results for question 41 and  43 would. 

be 'inflated by 0.4% and  ' 1.8% r e s p e c t i ~ e l y . ~  On the other hand,  i t  can be argued 

t ha t  t h e  out-of-class da ta  

all of the results will be 

minimal. 

should be combined with the in-class-data because not 
4 .  

distorted, and ' t h a t  distortion (when i t  occurs) will be 

41t should be noted t ha t  these frequencies and percentages include boyfriends liv- 
in common-law and marital relationships. Because sex- mg with their grlfr lends 

ual assaults  in these relationships a re  more accurately seen a s  "marital rapes1 
sexual assaults" a s  opposed to "date rapeslsexual assaults", they a re  not includ- 
ed in this stud!'s ac tual  analysis of date sexual assault., 

Ibrd. 



The approach which the author has decided .-to take ,is to present all three 

types of results- those based on the in-class data,  the out-of-class data,  and the 

combined data.  By simply glancing a t  each of the tables, one will be able to see 

how the in-class data  compare to the out-of-class data,  and what the outcome 

would be if the two data  sets were combined. In terms of which data  set 'is to 

be used for the writing up of the results, the author has decided tha t  i t  would 

be preferable to rely exclusicely on the in-class data rather than to combine jlt 

with the out-of-class data.  As a perusal of the tables will show, combining the 

two data sets tends unacceptably to distort the present study's findi&s, 
\ 

I 

unacceptable distortion being defined as inflating or deflatingC'the in-class data 

by more than 1% in a t  least one tenth of the tables. 

The Sample 

I f  Onl j  the In-Class Data are- Used 
/ 

Five hundred and twenty-four college and university undergraduates enrolled 

. . 
in social science courses a t  Fraser Valley College, Kwantlen,' College, Douglas ' , 

I 
I ., 

College, Simon Fraser University, and the University of British Columbia were 

surveyed through the 'use of gender-specific questionnaires between November 

10th. 1986 and April 9th. 1987. 'Owing to a number of factors such as  not giv- 

i n g  written consent. incompleteness. and response irregularities, the .sample was 

reduced to 5 14 (404 in-class. 1 10 but-of-class). 

Of the 404 students who cornpletid their questionnaires in-class, 220 or 

51.5flc were male and 184 or. 35.5rr were female. (See Table 6.1). They ranged 
.%. 

In age from 18 to 13, t h e ~ r  mean age be~ng 22.3 years (See Table 6.2). As 

Tables 6.3. 6.4. and 6.5 shoiv. most Fvere single (83.4%), whlte (82.2%), and had 



- 
5 

a minimum of a high school education (9 Concerning sexual orientation, i t  . 

can be seen from Table 6.6 that  only of the in-class sample (mostly 

males) answered this q ~ e s t i o n . ~  Of the 326 or 80.770 who answered the sexual 

orientation, 97.2% were heterosexual, 0.6% were homosexual,, 1.8% were bisexual, 

and 0.3% (.one individual) was unsure of her sexual preference. 

If  Only the Out-of-Class Datu are Used I 

Of the 110 students who completed their questionnaires out-of-class, the fe- 

' males outnumbered the males almost 2:l .  Specifically, 70 or 63.6% were female 

and 40 or 36.4% were male:' They ranged in age from 18 to 57, -their mean 

age being 22.6  year^.^ As was the case with the in-class sample, the out-of-class 

sample was predominantly single (87 .3T~) ,~  white (81.8%),1•‹ and had .at least a 

high school education (lOO%).ll ' similarly, of the 83 or 75.5% who answered the 
' 

-4 

sexual orientatson question, most (92.8%) were heterosexual. The rem'ainder were 

either homosexual (3.6%) or bisexual (3.67~).  l 2  

I I 

\. 

=The methodolog~cally unwise placement of the sexual orientation question in the 0 

female questionnaire is largely to blame for that  question receiving a disappoint- 
ing respgnse rate, not a reluctance on the part of females to answer tha t  ques- 
tion. Had that  question not been incorrectly sandwiched in among questions 

. which only pertained to date sexual assault victims, it seems-likely that  a t  least 
90% of females in the in-class sample wduld have answered the question (based 
on the fact that  99.1% of the in-class males and 100% of the out-of-class males 
answered the question). 

. 'See Table 6.1. 

Table 6.2. 

gSee Table 6.3. 

''See Table 6.4.  

"See Table 6.5. 

''See Table 6.6. 



Table 6.2 - 
I 

Crosstabulat~on of Age of Respondents by Sex 

Condition Completed 
Under 

In-CI ass '*'. 

Age , 
18-20 years 
21-25 years 
26-30 years 
31-35 years 
36-40 years 
41-45 years 
56-60 'years 

Total , Sex, of Respondent 

Table 6 . 2  
Crosstabulatlon of Age of Respondents by Sex 

Male 

No Response 

Total - 

Fema 1 e 

Table 6 . 2  
Crosstabulatlon of Age of Respondents by Sex 

1 .5X 

2 20 100.0% 

Condition Completed .. 
Under . . 

Out -of -Cl ass 

Total 

\ 

\ 

as;; 
18-20 yea'rs- 
21-25 years 
26-30 'years 
31-35 years 
36-40 years 
41-45 years 
56-60 years 
No Response 

Total 

Total 

3 1.6% 

.I84 - 100.0% 

Sex of Respondent I Total 

4 1 .0% 

404 100.0% 

Sex of Respondent 

Male 

3 

1 1  27.5% 
2 3 57.5% 
4 10.0% 

% 4 0  . 0% 
1 2.5% 
1 2.5% 
0 .OX 
0 . 0% 

40 100. 0% 

Fema 1 e 

I 26 37.1% 
38 54.3% 
3 4.3% 
1 1.4% 
1 1.4% 
0 . 0% 

- 1 1.4% 
0 . 0% 

7 0 100.0% 

Age 
18-20 years 
21-25 years 
26-30 years J 

31-35 years 
36-10 years 
41-45 years 
56-60 years 
No Response 

Total 

Male 

117 45.0% 
9 5 36.5% 
2 7 10.4% 
9 3 5% 
6 2 3% 
5 1.9% 

0 .OX 
1 - .4% 

260 1 0 0  0% 

Fema 1 e 

108 42.5% 
112 41. 1% 
15 5.9% 
4 1.6% 
10 3.9% 

1 .4% 
1 4 % 
3 1.2% 

, 254 1 0 0  0% 

225 43.8% 
207 40.3% 
4 2 8.2% 
13 2.5% 
16 3.1% 
6 1.2% 
1 .2% 
4 .a% 

5 14 1 0 0 . 0 %  

. 



\ 

? 
Table 6.3 

Crosstabulation of Marital Status of Respondents by S e x  

Condition Completed 
Under 

In-C 1 ass 

Sex of Respondent I Total 

Marital Status 
Married 
Single 
W i dowed 
Separated 
Divorced 
No Response 

Male 

Table 6 . 3  
Crosstabulation of Marital Status of Respondents by Sex 

Total 

Conaition Completed 
Under 

Out-of-Class 

220 lO0.m 

- 
Table 6 3 . .  

Crosstabulation of Marital Status of Respondents by Sex 

Marital Status 
Marr led 
Single 
W 1 dowed 
Separated 
~ivorced 
No Response 

Total 

Total 
.- 

Sex of Respondent . . Total , 
I 

I 

184 100.0% 

I Ma 1 e I Female I 

- -  -- 

404 100.0% 

sex of Respondent 

Ma1 e 

3 7 . 5 %  
3 6  90 . O r  
0 . 0% 
0 . 0% 
1 2 . 5 %  

0 . 0% 

4 0 10.0 . 0% 

Femal e 

. 7 10.077 
6 0 85.7% 

1 1 .4% 
2  2  9% 
0 .OX 
0 .0% 

70 100.0% 
I 

Marital Status 
Marr led 
Single 
Widowed 
Separated 
Divorced 
No Response 

Total 

2  5 9.6% 
2 2 5  . 86.5% 

0 . 0% 
3 1 . 2 %  

2 3% 
1 4 % 

260 100 0% 



Table 6 . 4  
Crosstabulation of Race of Respondents by Sex 

Condition Completed 
Under r 

In-C 1 ass 
I I 

Respondent's Race 
White 
Black - -  

Chinese 
Japanese 
East Indian = 
Native Indian 
Other 
No Response . , 

~ - -  

Total 2  2 0  100. 0% 1 1 8 4 ~  1 0 0 . 0 %  

Table 6 . 4  
Crosstabulation of Race of Respondents by Sex 

Condltlon Completed 
-Under 

Out-of-Class 

Total 

Table 6  4  
Crosstabu,lation of R ~ c e  of Respondents by Sex 

Respondent's Race 
White 
B 1 ack 
Chinese 
Japanese 
East Indian 
Nativs Indian " 
Other 
Nc Response 

Total 

1 Total 

Sex of Respondent 

Respondent's Race 
Whi te 
B 1 ack 
Chinese 
Japanese 
East Indian 
Native Indian 
Other 
No Response 

Male 

33  ' 8 2 . 5 %  
0 .Ox 
3 7 . 5 %  
1  2 . 5 %  
3 7 . 5 %  
0 . 0% 
0 .O% 
0 . 0% 

4 0  1 0 0 . 0 %  

Sex of Respondent 

Fema 1 e 

5  7  8 1 . 4 %  
1  1 . 4 %  

10 14 . 3 %  
0 . 0% 
1  I . 4 %  
0 , .O% 

. 0 . 0% 
1  1 . 4 %  

7 0  . 1 0 0 . 0 %  

Male 

2  12 8 1  . 5 X  
2 . 8 X  
.l 6  6 . 2 %  

3  1 . 2 %  
17 ' 6 . 5 %  
2  8 % 

, - 6  2 3% 
2  8 "/, 

2 6 0  100 OX 

Fema 1 e 

2  10  8 2 . 7 %  
3  1 . 2 %  

2  3 9 . 1 %  
d 0 . 0% 

9 3 . S % <  
5 2 . 0 %  
2  ' .8% 
2  . 8 %  

254 1 0 0 . 0 %  



Table 6 . 5  
Crosstabulation of Educational Level of Respondents by Sex  

Condition Completed 
Under 

In-C 1 ass 

Highest Level of 
Completed 

Some High School . 
Completed High S 
Some Community C 

Technical Col 
Nurs i ng 

Completed Community College. 
Tech College. or Nursing 

Some University or Teachers 
Col lege 

Completed University or 
Teachers College 

Some Post-Graduate University 
Studies 

Completed Post-Graduate 
University Studies 

Other Education or Training 
No Response 

Total 

. Sex of Respondent 

Male Fema 1 e 

Highest Level of Education 
Completed 

Some High School 
Completed High School 
Some Community Col lege. , 

Technical College, or 
Nursing 

Completed Community C Q ~  lege. 
Tech College, or Mursing 

Some University or Teachers 
Col lege 

Completed University or 
Teachers College 

Some Post-Graduate University 
Studies 

Completed Post-Graduate 
University Studies 

Other Education or Training 
No Response 

Total 

Total 

Table 6.5' 
Crosstabulation of Educational Level of Respondents by Sex 

Condition Completed 
Under 

Out-of -Class 

Sex of Respondent ~ & a  1 

Male Fema 1 e 

0 . 0% 0 . 0 %  0 .0% 
1 2 . 5 %  5 7 . 1 %  6 5 . 5 %  



Table 6.5 
Crosstabulation of Educational Level of Respondents by Sex 

Total 

Highest Level of Education 
Compl eted 

Some High School 
Completed High School 
Some Community College. 

Technical College. or 
Nursing 

Completed Community College. 
Tech. College, or Nursing 

Some University or Teachers 
Col lege 

Completed University or 
Teachers College 

Some Post-Graduate Univer,sity 
Studies 

Completed Post-Graduate 
University Studies 

Other Education or Training 
No Response - 

Sex of Respondent 

Male Femal e 

Total 

I f  the, In-Class and Outdbf-Class Data are Combined 

J 

Of the 514 students, the 260 males just barely outnumbered the 254 fe- 

males with 50.1% to the females' 49.4"c.13 As far as  their ages are concerned, 

the range is from 18 to 57 years, the -mean or average age being 22.4 

years.l4 The vast majority of the sample is single (84.28) .  Loolung a t  Tablg 6.3, 

it can further be seen tha t  10.9% of these students are married, 2.5% are di- 
' > 

. vorced, 1.9% are separated, and 0.2% are widowed. Regarding racial composition, 

Table 6.4 reveals tha t  a sizeable majority of them are White or Caucasian 

(82.1%). In declining order, 7 . 6 5  are Chinese, 5.1% are  East Indian, .l.6% are  in 

the Residual Category of Other, 1.4rc are Native Indian, 1.0% are Black, 0.8% 

declined to reveal their race, and' 0.6% are Japanese. Not surprisingly, the sam- 

ple is a highly educated one with 422 or 82'.1% having a minimum of some 

13See Table 6.1. 

l4See Table 6.2. - 



Table 6 . 6  "... 
,,,, < 

Crosstabulation of Sexual Orientation of Respondents by Sex 

Condition completed 
Under 

In-Class 
I 

Sex of Respondent 

Male Fema 1 e 

Sexual Orientation 
Opposite Sex 
Same Sex 
Both Sexes 
Don't Know 

Total 

Total 
e, * .  

9 -& 
A 

317 97 2% 
2  .6% 
6  , 1.8% 
1  .3% 

326 100.0% 

d The data for t is table is based on those 
in the sample who actually answered the sexual 
ocientation question. Only 409 or 7 9 . 6 %  of 

the 514 sample members answered this question. 

Table 6 . 6  
Crosstabulation of Sexual Orientation of Resp0ndents.b~ Sex 

The data for this table is based on those 
in the sample who actually answered the sexual 
orientation question. Only 409 o r . 7 9 . 6 %  of 

the 514 sample members answered this quest'ion. 

Condition C~mpTeted ' 

Under 
Out-of-Class 

Table 6 . 6  
Crosstabulation of Sexual Orientation of Respondents by Sex 

Total 

To'ta 1 

7  7 92 .8% 
3  3 . 6 %  
3 3 . 6 %  
0 . 0% 

8  3  1 0 0 . 0 %  

Sexual Orientati T-- Oppos i te Sex , 
Same Sex \ 

Both Sexes 
Don' t Know 

Total 
3 

I Male I Female I 
Sex of Respondent 

* 
Sex of Respondent 

Total 

I 

The data for this table is baied on those I 
in the sample who actually answered the sexual 
orlentation question. Only 409 or 7 9 . 6 %  of 

the 514 sample members answered this~~question. 

Male 

3 8  95  .O% 
2  5 . 0 %  
0 *.o% 
0 . 0% 

4 0 1 0 0 .  0% 

Sexua 1 or 1 en ta t ion 
Oppasite Sex 
Same Sex 
Both Sexes 
Don't Know 

Total 

Female 

i 
39 ? 9 0 . 7 %  

1 , * 2 . 3 %  
3 -  7 .0% 
0 . 0% 

43 - 100.0% 

25 1 9 7 . 3 %  
3  1 .2% 
4 1 .6% 
0 . 0% 

258 100 .0% 



university or college education. -If school g r a d u a b  in thei; first semes tg~  of 

- ,  University or College are  figure rises to 509 or 99.0% of the Sam- " 

ple.I5 Of the 409 or 79.6% who ariswered the sexual orientationttquestion, 96.3% 

werQ heterosexual, 3 .2% were homosexual, 2.2% were bise al, and 0.2% (one in- & 
dividual) was unsure of her sexual preference.16 c/:. 

- 
The Prevalence and Nature of Date Sexual Assault 

J 
/ 

i 
i / i 

How p-evalent are sexual assaultS /:n dating relationships? In answering 
%+ 

. . 
such a question, attention needs to b e p a i d  riot only to definitions of sexual. as- 

! sault, but also to two. other factors- the research procedures employed, . and the , 

individual(s) or agency doing the interpreting. This is because statistics. whether 

This is not to say, howevef, t ha t  statistics arc useless its of information. P 

official or those obtained through victimization surveys, are 
Y 

of reality. - A s  Skogan states: 

"Every statistic. ... is sha ed by the process which 

interprets it." l 7  

r' it, the procedures which capture it, and the 

'I 
Rather, the point is that  statistrcs have something to tell us about both the 

I 

social constructions 

operationally defines 
organization whidh 

phenomenon they represent (in this case, sexual assault), t means used to ac- 
I ? 

cess that  phenomenon (in this case, self-administered and the 

person or' organization doing the interpreting (in this cade, the author). It is 
+ 

only when the means .used -to access the phenomenon are i adequate (specifically, 

when they fail to access the phenomenon or misrepresentl istort its frequency or 4 
15See Table 6.5. 

16See Table 6.6. 

"Quotation by W. G. Skogan cited in Ted Palys, 120 Study Guide: 
Research iwethods in  Criminology (Burnaby: University, 1986), 
~ 2 1 4 .  



-- -- - 

nature) andlor its interpretors are at fault (i-e., dishonest, naive, or "negligent) 
> 1 t ha t  the statistics re unlikely' to tell. u4 much; if anything, about a given phe- - 

.-. 

nomenon: On the other hand, whqr .one's methodology is sound and one's, inter- 
- 4  / : $ 

I r 

..+ \ 
pretation motivated by the desirep'b know the "truth", then- one skaMs a far 

1 ni 7 '  

greater likelihood of one's statistics more adequately reflecting both a *given phe- 

nomenon and high research standards. .sf ' 

Loolung a t  Table 6.7, i t  can be seen that  78 or 42.4% of the 184. females ' 

who completed questionnaires tn-class said that  they had experienced unwanted 

male sexual- aggression from a boyfriend or date.18 This translate into 4 out ,of , ,. 

every 10 women being sexually victimized by' a boyfriend or da d . But what is 
l 

meant by "unwanted male sexual aggression"? What is meant b "boyfriend or 
- 

I 
date"? 1 

.: a 
e . 

"Unwanted male sexual aggression" is deemed to include any of the follow- 
.., 

ing: the 'holding of a woman's hand pgHnst her. wishes; the huggmg" of .a 
I 

woman against her wishes; the lussing of a woman against. her wishes; the 
& 

placing of hands on a woman's breasts against her wishes; the placing of hands 

on a woman's legs or thighs- against .  her wishes; the removing of a -woman's 

blouse against her wishes; the removing of' a woman's bra against her wishes; 

the removing of a woman's slacks, shorts, or skirt against her wishes; t h e -  re- 

moving of a. woman's panties against ,  her wishes; the forcing apart  of a 

woman's legs against her -wishes; a male exposing' his penis to a woman against 
. , 

her wishes; a male placing his penis in a womaris vagma against her wishes; a 

male placing his penis in a woman's' a n u s  
\ 

his penis in a woman's mouth against her 

8 against her wishes; a male placing 

a foreign object in a woman's vagna  aga 

wishes, a male placing his finger or 

.inst her wishes; a male placing .his 

18Supra note 4. 



. - .- - 
Table k . 7  

Crosstabulation of Prevalerke of Date Sexual- Assault 
Among Female Res ondents'by CCU , :  

L 1 
0 * 

1 ~ Condition Completed Under ~otal' 
C 

I h 

finger or a foreign object in a woman's anus  against  her  wishes; a male placing 

- 
I 
I 
I 

Unwanted Sexual kggresgion 
pith Boyfriend or Male 

I--r 

his finger or a foreign object in  a woman's mouth agains t  her wishes, a male -. 
\ 
\ // 

pJacing'his mouth on a woman's vagma or anus  against  her wishes; a male re- 

leasing seh ina l  fluid in a :voman's vagma, anus ,  or mouth agaiqst  her wishes, 

I n-C Lass -, 

I 

I 

and any other activit? done for a sexual purpose against  a wo'man's wishes (re- - 
8% 

/ ' .  
T. sldual. response category). "Boyfriend or date" refers to!  a male who is in a 

Q -8" - 

Out-of-Class 

.a 

datmg-courtship re la t~onship  wlth a female. The relationship may be c a s ~ a l  and 
+ / 

! ' 1  

superfinal or relatively involved !and committed. For the  purposes of 'this d ~ f i n i -  
. 4  

tion. a stranger. a family ine@er. a relative. or a male married to (or living 
.? 

~v i th )  the affected female is not considered to be a boyfriend or date. 

Of the four out of every ten Lvomen who did report experiencing unwanted 

male sexual aggression from boyfrlends ar dates, what percent ex rienced each 
i ?\ 

of the forms of unwanted sexua\+a.ggresilon? In other words, a re  we &king pri- 
. , '\ 

maril? about boyfrlends and dates perpe rat ing the less serious kinds 
,' 4 

8 .  - \ 

assaults like unnanted huggmg or the mAre serious h n d s  like forced vaginali in- 
# k 

tercourse? Exarnlnlng Table,6.8, it can be seen t ha t  a distinction is made be- 

tneen attempted acts of. u n ~ a n t e d  sexual aggression a n d  successfully ,completed 
< 

ones. Begnning ~ v i t h  those acts which Lvere successfully completed. a nt+ber of 
, - 

& 



The notation "w/oU means "without" 
Total In-Class Responses=412 (308 Successful & 104 %Attempts) 
Total Out-Class Responses=174 (129 Successful 8 45 Attempts) 

Total Responses=Er86 ('437 Successful & 149 Attempts) 
N=112 Date Sexual Assault Victims (78 In-Class. 34 Out-Class) 
In-Class Mean=5 3 (3 9 for ,Successful 8 1 3 for Attempts) 

Out-Class Mean=59 ( 3  8 fopl~uccessful 8 1 3 for Attempts) 
Total Mean=5 2 (3 9 for Successful & 1 3 for Attempts) 

1 .  

% 

C 

Table 6 8 (part 1 Of 2) 
Crosstabul at I on of the Prevalence of SPECIFIC FORMS 
of Date Sexual Assault Among Female Victims b2 CCU 

(Broken Down into Attempted and Successful 1-y Completed Acts) 

~otzl 

L 

31 27 7% 
6 ' 5 4 %  

35 31 3% 
6 5 4% 

46 41 1% 
16 14 3% 

47 42 0% 
22 19 6% 

44 39~3% 
13 1 1  63% 

31 27 7 %  
13 1 1  fi% 

18 16 1 %  
14 12 5 %  

I 
I 

49 17 0% 
10 8 9 %  

18 16 1% 
13 1 1  6% 

21 18 8% 
1 1  9 8 %  

25 22 3% 
4 3 6% 

- 

4.' ?, (F. 

. 8' , 

1 Held Female's Hand w/o Her 
Consent 

Successf u 1 . 
Attempt Only 
. 2  Hugged Female w/o H@r Consent 
Successflul 
Attempt1 Only 
3 Kissed Female w/o Her Consent 
Successif u 1 
AttempV On1 y 
4 Touched Female s Breasts w/o Her 

consent 
Successful 
Attempt Onlf 
5 Touched Female s Legs or Thighs 

wlo Her Consent 
Successful 
Attempt Only . 
6 T,ouched Female s Vagina w/o Her 

Consent 
Succevf u 1 
Attempf Only 
7 Removed Female ; E 1 ouse qr '0 Her 

Consent 
Successful 
Attempt Only 
8 Removed Female s Bra w o Her 

Consent 
Successf~l - 
Attempt Only 
9 Removsd Female s Slacks or Dress 

W/O Her Conseqt 
Successful 
Attempt Only 
t0 Removed Fema 1 e s Pant i es w 'o Her 

Consent 
Successful 
Attempt Only 
1 1  Forced Female s Legs Apart w/o 

Her Consent 
Successful 
Attempt Onlj 

Cbndi t ion 

In-Class . 

21 26 9% 
5 6 4 % -  

23 29 5% 
5 6 4% 

31 39 7% 
12 15 4% 

% 

3 2  41 0% 
19 24 4% 

\ 

33 42 3% 
1 1  14 1% 

2-1 30 8% 
8 103% 

+ 
12 15 a/= 
9 1 1  5% 

14 17 9% 
8 103% 

13 16 7% 
7 9 0% 

15 19 2% 
7 9 0% 

19 24 4% 
3 3 8% 

completed Under 

Out-"of -Class 
t 

10 29 4% 
1 2 9 %  

12 35 3% 
'1 2 9 %  

15 44 1% 
4 1 1  8% 

15 44 1% 
3 8 8% 

1 1  32 4% 
2 5 9% 

7 20 6/, 
5 147% 

6 176L 
5 14 7h 

5 14 7% 
2 5 9% 

5 14 7% 
6 17 6% 

6 176% 
4 1 1  8% 

6 17 6% 
1 2 9% 



Table 6.8 (Part 2 of 2) 
Crosstabulation of M e  Prevalence of SPECIFIC FORMS 
of c ate Sexual Assault Among Female Victims b y  CCU 

(Broken Down into Attempted and ~~~~~~~~~~~~y Completed Acts) 

12 Exposed Penis to Fema.le w/o Her 
Consent 

juccessful 
13 Vaglnal Penetration (by Penis) 

w/o Female s Consent 
juccessf u 1 
Sttempt Only 
14 Anal Penetration (by Penis) w/o 

Female s Consent 
juccessful 
ittempt Only 
15 Oral Penetration (by Perils) w'o 

Female s Consent - 
j'uccessf u 1 
Attempt Onl- 
16 Vaginal Penetrat ion (0, .Finger 

ject w 'o Female s Consent 
; u c : e x y  Attempt 

17 Anal Penetration (0/ Finger or 
&]ect w lo Female s Consent 

;uccessf u l 
itrempt Only 
I8 Oral Penetration (b, Finger or 

Object) w/o Female s Consent 
,uccessf u 1 
I9 Cunnll ingus or Anal ingus w o 

Female s Consent 
,uccessf u 1 
ittempt Only i 

LO Ejaculation into Female s 
Vagina Anus, or Mouth w/o Her 
Consent 

,uccessf u 1 
ittempt Onl, 
f l  Other Se~uall, Assaultive Acts 
,uccessf u 1 

~ond?-+jon Compl eted Under. 

In-Class Jut -of - C  1 ass 

Total 

The notatlon "w'o" means "wlthot~t" 
Total In-Class Responses=112 (308 Sutcessful & 104 Attempts) 
Total Out-Cjass Responses=f74 (129 Successful & 45 Attempt;) 

Total Respon2es-586 (437 SuCcessful & 119 Attempts) 
N=112 Date Sexual \Assault Victims 178 In-Class. 34 Out-Class) 

In-Class Mean=5 3 (3 9 for Successful & 1 3 for ,Attempts) 
Out-Class Mean=5 1 ( 3  8 fa?' Successful & 1 3 for Attempts) 

Total Mean=5 2 ( 3  9 for Successful & 1 3 for Attempts) o 

i 

polnts should be noted. Flrs t .  it is a myth t h a t  .boyfriends a n d  da tes  only perpe- 

t r a t e  the  less serlous kinds of sexual  assaul ts .  Although 41.0Cc of the  78 women 

reported a bb>fi-lend o r  da t e  p l a c ~ n p  h ~ s  hands  oq, he r -  breasts. aga ins t  her  
7 ,  * / 

i ~ i i h r s  full> 2 f l r r  ialrnnit  one . l n  four) reported- him forcing her  to .engage in 



v a g n a l  intercourse aga ins t  h e r  will. Over  one in ten of t he  78 women (12.8%) 

r r ~ ~ o r t e d  he r  boyfriend o r  d a t e  placed his  finger o r  a foreign object i n  h e r ,  va- 

g m a  against ;  her  wishes. Approximately one  in  20 of t h e .  78 women (5.1%) re- 

ported her  boyfriend or  da t e  forcing her  to p8rform fellatio aga ins t  her  will. As 
- .  

> ,  

well; 3.8% were the  unwilling recipients of a n a l  intercourse from these individu- 

als.  Secondly. almost a l l  of these 78  victims reported various combinations of 

things which were forced on them aga ins t  their  will. T h e  r ange  of forced indig- 

nities ranged from o n e  specific type of unwanted  sexual  a c t  u p  to all 21 types 
I 

listed. And 'thirdly. a s  we sha l l  see shortly,  not a l l  of these  7 8  victimized 

women realized t h a t  ;hey had ,  i n  fact .  deen victimized. Or ,  if they d i d  realize 
"$A 

t h a t  they had  been victimized. they did not label it rape  or  sexual  a s sau l t .  

Looking a t  those ac t s  which were- a t tempted  b u t  not successfully completed, 

a number  of interest ing findings emerge. Firs t .  24.9% of the  7 8  women reported ' 

t h a t  a boyfriend or  d a t e  had  a t t empted  to touch her  b reas t s  aga ins t  her  wishes. 

'This  compares with 6.4% for a t t empted  vaginal  intercourse.  3.8% for a t tempted  &'" 

fellatio. a.nd 1.3'; for a t tempted  a n a l  intercollrse. Looking a t  t h e  rest  of t he  

d a t a .  it would appea r  t h a t  most of t he  a t t e m p t s  a r e  made a t  . the less serious 

end of the scale. Secondly. when comparing the  percentage of successful comple- 

t ions with a t t empt s .  the  successful completions a r e  higher for every single o'ne of 

the 21 types of sexual  a s sau l t  listed. Th i s  suggests t h a t  when boyfriends or  

da t e s  do a t t e m p t  to a s sau l t  t h e ~ r  girlfriends or da tes  sexually,  they succeed more 

often t h a n  ;no t  And finall!, were one to combine ' t he  isuccessfuL completions with 

-B 
the a t t empt s .  the  re iu l t ing  percentages would prove even more dis turbing.  For 

example.  c o m b ~ n i n g  the ~uccessfu l ly  completed forced vaginal intercourses with 

the a t tempted  ones result..; In a figure (if 29.FjC;. In other  words, close to one in 

e~ .Pry  three of' the  i S  fmale : ,  who repc!rted experiencing unwanted  sexual  



*c 

aggression from a boyfriend o r  date had such a n  individual either force o r  a t -  

tempt t o .  force her to engage in .vagmal intercourse against her will. Clearly, 

da te  rapes and,  date  sexual assaults  of female college and university students 
w 

a r e  much more common and  of a much more serious nature t han  the public 

has-been led to belleve. In fact,  such sexual assaults  may even represent the 

greater threat  to such individu&-than stranger rape. although further research 

remains t o  be done in this area  before such definiti've pronduncehents can be 
$ - 

made. i 

G ~ v e n  t ha t  date  rape a n d  date  sexual assault  a re  common among female 

post-secondary students. where and when are  such at tacks most likely to occur? 

. s o ,  how long are  such at tacks likely to last? Begnnlng with the place of 

a t tack,  a glance a t  Table 6 .9  shows t ha t  most d.ate sexual assaults  occurred in- 

side. a motor veh~cle f28.2rc"c) The next most common places were the attacker's , . . 
residence (20.5%). the victim's residence (16.75) .  and a friend's residence (10.3%). 

Together, these four places accounted for approximately three quar ters  or 76.0% . 
of all such sexual assaults.  In contrast.  the street or alley accounted for 

Table 6 9 
9 

Crosstabulation o f  Location of Date Sexual Assaults b y  CCU . 

Locat Ion 
v l c ~ i m  s Residence 
Offender s Resiaence 
Someone Else s 

Res ldence 
Other Building or 

Enclosed Structure 
Motel or Hotel Room 
Vehicle 
Street or ' ~ l  le, 
Other Outside A - e a .  
Other Area 
No Response 

Total 

pp 
- 

Condi t ion Completed Under 

In-C 1 a s s  

' ' Total 



-. , 

/" 

3.8% of the  total number .  of sexual assaults .  -In general, 
' I .  

the more ijrivate a location is, the  greater  the likelihood 
+ - 

sau l t  t a k m g  place there. 

v 

As far  a s  the  tlme element is concerned the ove~whefming majority of da te  

rape%/date sexual assaul ts  occurred 09 F r ~ d a y s  (32.1%) a n d  Saturdays (30.8%) be- 

tween the  hours of 9:00 p.m. to 3:00 a.m. (57.7%); Tables 6.10 and  6 . l i  also 
I: 

show t h a t  Sundays a n d  Mohdays between - 9:00- a .m. a n d  12:00 noon h a d  ..the 

lowest incidences of such sexual assaults .  Presumably, this finding can be ex- , 

plained by the  fact t h a t  these days and  times a re  not, . a l l  t h a t  popular insofar 

a s  ' da t ing  is concerned. And, of course, less or no interaction with a boyfriend 

or da te  on a certain day, '  a t  a certain tlme means t h a t  the  probability of a sex- 

ual assaul t  on - t h a t  day a t  t h a t  time is also minimized. I t  is important  to real- 

ize,, however, t h a t  cul tura l  influences are  a t  work here: In Canadian society, 

Friday and Saturday evenings a r e  the  times ;hen young people- traditionally get 

together for a "night out". Cultures having different "nights out" would probably 

find those nights having the highest percentage of da te  sexual assaults .  
i 

How long did the  unwanted* sexual aggression last? Admittedly, the answers 

to t h i s  question were quite  subjective. It is difficult. i f  not imposFble, . - .  to define 

s t a r t  and end times for sexual assaul t  smce th? process of victimization is not 
. c 

sudden for all victims- in many cases. it - is gradual and  varied. Also, such vic- 

tims we.re not likely looking a t  their watches timing their victimization. More 

llkely, they were thinking of ways In which they might extricat'e' themselves 

from situations they did not want  to be in. .Thus,  the results for this  question 

should be viewed a s  approximations only. Of' the 78 victims from the  "in-class" 
. a 

sample,  almost half 146.'Lq) sald tha t  the sexual assaul t  lasted less t h a n  15 , 

m~n.utes .  In fact. i f  vou look to  Table 6.12: you can see thg t  there is a n  



Tab le  6 .  10 
C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  Day o f  t h e  Week 

Date  Sexual A s s a u l t s  Occur red  by CCU 

C o n d i t i o n  Completed Under 

I n-C l ass O u t - o f - C l a s s  

T o t a l  

-6 

5 

Tab le  6  1 1  
C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  Time o f  t h e  Day o r  Evening 

Date Sexual Assau l t s  Began by. C C U  

Day o f  t h e  Week 
Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i d a y  
Sa tu rday  
Sunday 
Don t know 
NO Response 

T o t a l  

- - 

T i me 6egan 
Midnight-3 00  a m 
3 0 0 a m - 6 0 0 a m  
9 0 0 - a  m -12 0 0  Noon 
12 00 Noon-3 0 0  p  m 
3 0 0 p m - 6 3 0 p m  
6 0 0 p m  - 9 0 0 p m  
9 00 p  m - M i d n i g h t  
Don t know 
No Response 

T o t a l  

2 2 6% 
5 6 4'1, 
3 3 8% 
3 3 8% 

2 5 3 2  1% 
2 1  30 8% 

2 2 6% 
5 6 4% 
9 1 1  5 % -  

7 8 100 0% 

In -C 1 ass 

1  2 9% 
1 2  9% 
2 5 9% 
1 2  9% 

13 38 2% 
6 17 6% 

- 1 2  9% 
4 11 8% 
5 13 7% 

33 100 0% 

C o n d i t i o n  Completed Unqer 

Tab le  6 12 

3 2  7% 
6 5  4% 
5 4 5% 
4 3 6% 

38 33 9% 
3 0  26 8% 
3 2 7% 
9 8 '0% 

14 12 5% 

112 100 0% 

T o t a l  

C r o s s t a b b l a t i o n  o f  D u r a t i o n  o f  Da te  Sexual A s s a u l t s  byCCU 

I 

C o n d i t i o n  Cornoleted Under T o t a l  

I I n-C l a s s  

Du ra t  i o n  
under  15 M inu tes  
15-30 Minu tes  
30-60 Minu tes  
1-2 Hours 
2-3 Hours , 

3 - 1  Fours  
No Response 



inverse relationship between time elapsed ,and sexual victimization: a s  the time 
&- . 

elapsed increased, the ;robability t h a t  the  sexual a s s a u l t  would de-, 

creased. ' 

The Offenders 
5 f' 

5 

I 

1 

t Do males who sexually assault their grlfr iends or dates t end  to be k e n -  L_. : 
agers or older adult  males?* Are most of them single? Do they tend. bk in 

d 

"white collar" or "blue collar" occupations? Are most of them poo-rly educated? Is 

the phenomenon of d a t e .  rapwdate sexual assault  only a problem in "the white 

, community"? Po most sexual assaults  between dat ing individuals happen on ;first 

dates'.' 
li 

4 
,Looking back a t  Table 6.7, ~t can  be seen , t h a t  78 females from the  

, - - 
. . ~n-class  sample had experienced ' unwanted male sexual aggression from a 

. boyfriend o r  date.  Of these 78 females. exactly half (50.0%) had been sexually 

assaulted by a boyfriend or date  who was between the ages of 20-24 years (See 

Table 6.13). The next most common responses were 16-19 y e a r s  (29.5%), 25-34 
r fi 

!ears (15.-Z5), 05-49 years (2.6C;), and  11215 years (2.6C"O. Of course, ~t must  be 

remembered that  individuals tend to date  those who are  ;bout the same age a s  
b 

they are.  Because 51 or 65.4'; of these 78 females were between the ages of 16 

and 19 .ears a t  the t ~ m e  of t h e ~ r  sexual v i c t l m i z a t ~ o n , ' ~  it is not a t  all unex- 
1 

P 

pected tha t  the age r;f thelr assal lants  should a p p r o x ~ m a t e  their own. 

Nevertheless. the d a t a  do \ho\\ tha t  da te  sexual assault  cannot be dismissed a s  

merel! a problem of adolehcence an! more than  AIDS can be dismissed as  

merely a problem of homosexuals., hemophlllacs, Haitians. , and  intravenous drug 

I3See Table 6.21. 



\ * .  
& ,Table 6 13 

C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n ~ o f  A s s a l l a n t ' s  Age 
( a s  Repo r t ed  by t h e  V i c t i m s )  by CCU d 

. f 
1 1 I n - C l a s s  . I Ou t -o f -C lass  I 

., 
w 

20-24 Years 
25-34 Years 
35-49 Years 

C o n d i t i o n  Completed UnBer 

\ 

Assai a n t ' s  Age 
11-15 Years 
16-19 Years 

~ d t a l  

As f a r '  a s  'mari tal  s t a t u s  is concerned, Table 6.11 shows t ha t  the 

$'- 
2 2.6% 

2 3 29.5% 

T o t a l  

overwheirning majority of the  offenders were single (89.7%). But then: .since un- 
8 -  

attached.people tend to date  other unattached people. this 'finding is hardly sur-  

0- prising. 

0 .O% 
15 43.1% 

7 8 lo0 0% 33 100. 0% 

< *  

'The  results for- aggressor's occupation were largely wha t  w a s '  expected, al-. :'' 

' f ,  

2 :l .8% 
' 38 . '33.9% 

- - 

. I  $2 100.0% 

though there we& couple of surprises. Specifically. almbst half (47.4%) of the 
.- . 

sesuallv assaultive male dates were students (See Table 6.15); Since this  study's 
. .  , . - . ,-  

~ a b l e ' 6  14 
C ross , t abu la t i on  o f  Assa i l an t ' s .M+a r i t a1  S t a t u s  

( a s  Repo r t ed  b y  t h e  Vic t i 'MS) b y  CCU 

T o t a l  , C o n d i t i o n  Completed Under 

A s s a i l a n t ' s  Mar i ' t a l  
S ta tus  

M a r r l e d  ( b u t  no t  t o  
t h e  v i c t ~ r n )  - 

i i d i n g  Common-Lad ( ~ u t  
no t  w i t h  t h e  
v r c t i r n )  

S l n g l e  (neber  r n a r r i e 3 )  
Separated 
C 1 vorced 
Dcn t Knod 

To ta l  

I n - C l a s s  Out - o f  -C 1 ass . 

1 i 3>4 

3 3 83 
7 0 8 9  7 %  

2 2 6 '4 
1 1 3.L 
1 1 3:/ 

7 8 1 0 - 2  0% 

I 

1 2.9% 

. 
0 . 0% 
3 1 91 .2% 

1 2 9% 
. .. 0 0 Yo 

1 2 9% 

34 - 100 0% 

., 2 1.8% 
I-- -- - 

. 
3 2.7% 

101 90 2% 
3 2.7% 
1 .9X 
2 1.8% 

112 100.0% 



Table 6. 15 
Crosstabulation of Assailant's Occupation 

(as Reported'by the Victims) by CCU 
\ 

Assailant's Occupation 
Unemployed or Retired 
Student . 
Labourer 
Off ice Worker 
Doctor 
Don ' t Know 
Other 
No Response 

Total 

, 

-.\ 

I 

sample was composed of s tudents ,  ,and students  tend to da te  o ther  s tudents ,  i t  
. 4 

seemed likely . tha t  s tudents  would account for a liqn's share  of the  aggressor oc- 

cupation variable. The  biggest surprise. however, came when the  in-class a n d  

out-of-class responses - t o  the residual or "Other" category, which accounted for 

Condition completed ~ n b e r  

19'.6rc /of the total.  were- tabulated.  One police officer. one lawyer, a n d  two se- 

In-Class 

curity officers 

there a r e -  a t  

to uphold the  

comes to their 

Out-of-Class 

were said to have sexually assaulted their dates.20 Evidently, - 

eas t  a f e w  members of these.  who c a n  not be t rusted 

sexual  a s sau l t  provisions of the Cand4dian Criminal  Code when it  
. , 

own behaviour toward their girlfriends or dates.  

I 

In t e r m s  of level of education. Table 6.16 shows t h a t  one in four (26.9%) 

of offenders had  not completed hlgh school. Considering t h a t  29.5% of offenders, 

were between the  ages of 16 a n d  19 Fears inclusive, this finding is not out  of - - 

the  o r d ~ n a r v .  Although some offenders may rhave withdrawn from high school, 

those ivith less t h a n  a high school' education were likely stil l  in high school 

-1vorking towards t h a t  educational milestone. Offepders k i t h  a t  least a high 

20Respondents '050. 259. '069, and '071 sald t h a t  they had been sexually as-  
saul ted,  the  first by a pol~ce officer. the second bv a lawyer, a n d  the third and  
fourth b? s e c u r i t ~  officers. A11 four Lvomen had been da t ing  these individuals. 



\ 

Table, 6 .  16 
Cros~tabulation of Assailant's 

(as Reported by the Victims) by CCU 
r r  
I ,  

I Condition Completed Under - 
% 

In-C lass 
I 

Assailant's Educational Level 
Some Elementary 
Completed Elementary 
Some$ H i gh Schoo 1 
Completed High School 
Some Community College, 

Technical Col lege. or' 
Nursing 

lompleted Community College. 
Tech Col lege.. or Nursing 

jome University or Teachers 
Col lege 

Zompleted University or 
Teachers College 

jome post-~rkuate Uni vers i ty 
Studies 

:ompleted Post-Graduate 
University Studies 

I t h e r  Education or Training 
lon't Know 

Total \ , .  

school education (70. lCc) tended to have no more t han  a h g h  school education 

(35.9%). some college education ( 1 O.Y'i). or some university education (14.1%). 

Again, however, it mus t  be emphasized t h a t  one must  keep this  study's sample 

in mind when interpreting these findings. Since this study's sample was a col- 

lege and university student one, its findings are  probably not generalizeable to 

the population a t  large. 

Regarding the race of thosk males who sexually assaulted .their grlfriends 

or dates, the overwhelming majority were white (83.3%). Since most of this 

study's sample is white and dating tends to take place iqter-racially rather t han  

intra:racially, this finding was 

nantly black. it is quite likely 

ported black. Looking a t  Table 

(3.8'5). Japanese ( 1 .3G) .  East  

expected. Had the study's sample been predomi- 

t h a t  most of the assai lants  would have been re- 

6.17, it can be seen tha t  Blacks (9.0C7c), Chinese 

Indians ( 1.3%), and other races (1.3%) accounted 



Table 6 . 1 7  
Crosstabulation of Assailant's Race 
(as Reported by the ~iktirns) by CCU 

I Condl t ion Completed Under I Total I 

', -for the  remaining assallants. 
\ 

.? 

Assa i 1 ant ' s Race '' % 

White 
B t ack 
Chi nese 
Japanese 
East Indian 
Other 

Total 

\. 
\ 

W h a t  .about first dates? Were most of the 73 sexually assaulted women vic- - i ~ 

L .  

timi<ed the firsi time they went out  with a particular man? In answering this  

In-C 1 ass 

6 5 8 3 . 3 %  .. 
7 9 . 0 %  ' 
3  3 . 8 %  
1  1 . 3 %  
1 1 . 3 %  

5 '  1  1 . 3 %  

7 8  1 0 0 . 0 %  

question. it is useful to dlstingulsh between the length of tlme t h a t  the dat ing - 

partners had K,YOWhF each other and  the length of time t h a t  they had actually 
\ \  

DATED each other prmr to the s h u a l  assault occurrmg. Tables 6.18 and  6.1Ch 

Out-of-Class 

3  1 9 1 . 2 %  
0 . 0% 
1  2 . 9 %  
0 .0% 
1 2 . 9 %  
1 2 . 9 %  

3 1  100 .0% 

show tha t  over half of the 78 women (52.6%) had known their at tacker less 
'\ 

, ,  

t h a n  6 months, and  t h a t  one in four' (23.1%) kad  dated hlm for no more than '  ., 
\,, 9 - 

+, 
a slngle day or evening before he had sexually a s  ulted them. At the other 's", , 

1' " end of the spectrum, 34 .65  had known thelr attacker f o r h w e  .or more yegrs-be-  -!-- 
8 * -  

, . ) .  
fore h e  sexually assaulted them. Even more start l ing is the fact t h a t  'appr'oxi- 

mately one In ten or 128% of the  78 women were sexually assaulted by a - . 
bouf r i ed  or date  they had been dat ing for one or more years. d lea r ly ,  the?, the  

'> ' 
length of time tha t  a female has  been ,  involved in a relationship is in itself no 

- '  

guarantee  t h a t  she will not be. sexually assaulted by the-:one she both loves a n d  
. c 

t rusts .  Male attitudes tokvard women and male acceptance. of rape myths a re  

probabl. more pqwerful indicators t h a n  relationship le%gth in predicting whe thers  
b 



Table .6 1 8  
Crosstabulat~on of Length of Tlme VI 
Known Each Other Prior to the Date Assault by 

Jnder 6  Months 4  1  5 2 . 6 %  
; Months to,l Year 1 0  1 2 . 8 %  
1-2 Years 1 1  14. 1% 
1 - 3  Years 7  9 .O% 
1-4 Years - 1  1  . 3 %  
1-5 Years 4  5 . ' I %  
)ver 5 Years 4 5 . 1 %  

. - 
'atal 7 8  1 0 0 . 0 %  

. . . . 

-+ 

Cond~tion Completed Under 

Time Known 

A 
Total 

Table 6 .  1 9  
Crosstabulatlon of ~ength of .T~me Vlct~m and AssallafTt Had 
Dated Each Other P r ~ o r  to the Date Sexual Assault b y  CCU 

F 

' - 
r I I 

, Tota 1. , . 
9 .. . , 

. % 

Time 0a8k. 
Under 2 Days 
2 - 3 0  Days 
1 - 3  Mon?hs 
3-6 Months ; 
6 Months to 1  Year 
1 - 2  years 

Q:3 Years 
4-5 Years 

Total 

not a boyfriend or date is likely to' sexually assault  his grlfriend. 
J 

- th i s ,  , . is the case will be :determined . , i n  the seventh sec&on o f ' t h g  .- chapter. ,' 

. , 

. , 

 he 'L'ictims 

Cond I t ion Compl e,ted;Under 

.'. , - 

, LVho a r e  the victims *of da te  r a p e  and date sexual assault? Have the &a-  

, In-Class . 

1 8  - 2 3 .  1% 
2 1 3 0  8% 
1 2  1 5 . 4 %  
5 6.4% 
9 I I .  5% 
5 -  6 . 4 %  
1 5 . 1 %  
1  . 1 . 3 %  

7  8. 1 0 0 . 0 %  

. :, ..' I . I 
joritv of them .been victimized .once or many times? If 'man? times, onqe by s&- '! 

Out-of-Class 

e -.,. 
1 0  ="-%334$ 
1 1  32' JX 
5  ! 3 . 7 %  
3  8 . 8 %  
4 - 1 1 . 8 %  
0, W/, 
1  2 9% 

; 0 .  . 0% 

3 4  1 0 0 . 0 %  

4 .  
* 

era1 different dates or on numerous occasions by the same person? And what -- 
. . u 

a b ~ u t  other types o f  rgxual assault? Have many da te  rape viitims. for example, 
* 

been sefuiually assaulted.  b! strqngers? By their fathers? By neighbours?, What  
* 



about the victims' personal c h a r k t e r i s t i k ? '  How ..old were they? What was their 

marital s ta tus?  .Their race? And what of their actions before, during, and after- 

their * sexual victimization? If actually on a date, whom asked whoh  'out? W h o  

' paid .for the date? 'What kinds of pressure or force did boyfriends or d&es use 
2 ,  

to obtain what they wanted' sexually? How did the women react to ,such force? 

Were the police contacted after the attempted -or completed sexu,af assault? -Did 

any of the victims -launch civil su i t s  against .  their attacker%? Was medical atten- 

tion sought? If so, what kmds o f  injuries were sustained? w h a t  kmds of emo- 

,tional cons6qhences were suffered? How would the vittims, if given the opportun- 

ity, describe their victimization? More specifically, how did the u n w a n k a  experi- , 

ence make them feel? And finally, what sort of precautions (if any) are  these 

date rapeidate sexual assault victims t a h n g  to prevent futu;e unwanted sexual 
, . 

attacks? In answering these and related. questio the results for thbse sexual 

assault victims who completed questionnaires will be presented .followed by the 

results for those victims who were interviewed. 

Vict ims Who  Completed Questionnaires 

, .  Examining Table 6 .20, '  it can be seen that  bo-yfriends or dates sexually 
9 

Table 6 20, 
Crosstabulation of Frequency of Date Sexual Assault 

from DIFFERENT Boyfriends and Date's by CCU 

I Condition Completed Under 1 ,Tota.l 

D i f f erent 
Boyfriends/Dates 

One Occasion 3 0 38 5% 
2-5 Occasions 3 7 47 4% 
6 - 1 0  ~ c c a s i o n s  6 7 7% 
17-15 Occasions 3 3 8% 
16-20 Occasions 1 ' 1 3% 
Over 20 Occasions 1 1 3% 

Total 78 1 0 0  0% 
1 



a ,  
I 

" assaulted slightly less t han  half of the 78 victims on two to five separate occaz 
t -  

, slons. .~~en=~muq-r' dlsturbmg, they sexqally assaulted 14.1% of the  78 women on 
' 

\ 
1 .. . . - .Cr 

k' y t  sy~aparate*-doccaslons. As far' as" the same boyfrieqdldate s&ually as- 
, - i . e i - 

saulting the sarnk'woman !s conce~ned,  the results a r e  illuminating. The same 
'3 

O m  ", .boyfrienddate u sexually assaui$ed &the same woman once (and' o$y once) in 57.7% 
" ,3- " a .  r A  

a . of- the cases: In 20.57" of the '  c'ases: however; the s a m e  boc-friendiqate sexuallx 
.;" 1 + 

0 , = 
a s sad t ed  the. s a k e  &man on . two - to  five sepaLate occasions. As Table 6.21 .- 

I. 9 - * 0 .  . . dY 
1 

, ,  shoks ,  . t h e  .sexual assaults  then d m b  -off significantly- after two t o  ' five separate .  : * " 

- 
. * *  thg respondents. Desplte t h l ~ ,  a &  oversight. five of the in-class.-'and slx of .'the 

0 
0 '- 

ti 3 J 
\ 

5 - ,  

ouf,:of-class victim;, vdunteere-d this :u&sked-for , information. Four said t h a t .  they 
0 .  

2 , .  I .  ' <  . 0 -  6 
B " , -.- . '- had been sesual ly  assaulted b: s trangers.  oned by her father, one .by b d t h  her ' , , ' 

\ @  , ' ,  

father a.Ld strangers a t  the same time. one ' by a neighbour, and  four b; . 
1 0 -- 

- .  ' - 4 s  

- d , t , . s .  - 
I .-. a . . , . 1 <. 9. 

. , 4 .  B 0 .  Table 6 21 ' 

- .  Crosstabulat~on of  Frequency of Date SexJal ~ s s a u l t  
- , fr'om the S A M E  B o y f r ~ e n d  or  ate .by CCU . , ,  9 

2. 

i 

d ., Conditlqn Completed Under + , . .  

i 
. . S a w ' k o y f  r ier~,iDa te 

9 
0%: Occ,ds ion 15; 5 7  7: t 16 , 

, '  7 
2 e  Occas lons 20 5 : L "  ' 13 

, 6 ~ b 0  ~ c c ~ s ' i o n s  
1 ?- ,I5 Orcas ions 1 3 ' 1 -  
16-20 Occasl8ns ' - 0i4 , 1 

b < .  - 1 

0 0 .  

, ,  * 
, , 



acquaintances. Qf .these 11 sexual assaults ,  four 

# 
d 

. * B 
&. -& . - 

g 
were pe r~k t r a t ed  on- ~ r l s  , h h o  - 

L 

a 

' were eight yea r s  old o r  less. Three of i h e s e .  assaults  were tar r ied  out' by two br 
c ,  + 

P 

more gttackers. As six of the eleven described t h e i r ; i ~ t i m i r a t i ~ n : ~ '  
k .  

f i. * 
i >- 

No. "049 '"When I was eight "a goung man 'who worked for I-IQ family 
eaticed me to a secluded place on a prepxt, ' -picked .me u p  and placed " . , 

me on the ground a n d  imrn'ediately ' lay on to5 8f me. I ,  remember 
. be.ing bo th  furious arid terrified; I was crying. I was able" to reach hi; # ? r  

ha t .  which 1 crushed with my fist,  and  a s  he reached over hi save i t  . 
- 

C 

/ * - -. . - (and shifted his weight).  I w5s 'able to wriggle frqe and run  away. All - 
:i . :  - , th-is took place i"n less time t han  '-it takes to describe. 1; didn't -tell ' 

anyone abdut this evept until I wss ari' adult." . . ., 
- z .  . b 

No. ,073 "When I was assaulted b i  a stranger,  the fgar ofkdeatha-w5sh 
indescribable: UnfortunateLy, thqs fear of death (as  well as' tape. my%-. . 
latlon, degradation, etc.1. has raever gone away." c, " - ., 

m. * 
No. 095 "I was a victim of imest  and rape. Aria!- rape wag t h e  worst ek- 
perience. " a .  

a 
% .  . .- . , Q  

i .  

No. 097 "(1 was) dragged into a &om with my hands' tied 'behind m; - 
back and 2 of my bo-yfrie'nd's friends stripped me a n d  began' exploring." 

No. 258 "(F.)ive men took me:. when I was eight 
men's public washroom and  fondled <.me and .weri  golng to rape me 

- and  kill me- one of t h e .  men was my father- t h e y ,  werea intdrrupked ' 
* i+ 

, a h e n  another man (not one of the grspp>, came to use-, the washroom- ,.. 
he saw what they were do ing ' and  went 'nuts. He screamed a t  them . a 

- until my father took me ouf of- there." ' .  , i .  

. . .=a . ' < 

8 I .  

No. ..260 "...When I was about 3 a; man about 50-'60 placed hi? fin- , " . =% > I  . 
. < .  . .  

, gers in my vagn;j. and tore the skin.-.:" P ,. .. O 

. * 
' ,/ 

Although just a' s.ambling, these cases do show us t ha t  l&st somd: date s e x -  , 
, 

l a .  / I i  . 
, '  - = 

. - have tp deal with dgferent types of ' 

:I .a . : /'*' 
k 

. sex&l assau-lt. fro& different types of offeriders a t  some time'.prjor to or follo\u- . . = '  
. . ,  : 

' ing their sexual victimization a t  the -hands o f  indiv~duals ip whom they "have 
Z 

I 

placed a certam amount of t rust-  ;h&.r boyfriends and dates. - ~ t  thls stage, one . ( 

- .  , -;i 
I U . ' .  . ' .  

' s . - "Cases fro&. the  o6t-of-class sample are  identified by a single asterisk next to: ' 
. t h e i r ~ c a s e  idesti'fication numbers. ' r .  . . 

: * 

, 221f 1 0  6; date s-ual.  assault  v ~ c t i h s  admit without being 'asked  t h a t  they 
. - have +en - s e ~ u a l l y ~ ' & s a u l t e d  by elther strangers,  their fathers,, ur other men ,. 

the! hhv.e :riot be& dating.  rt seems quite likely t h a t  specifically 'inquiring -aboutb .. 
. ihese r y p s  of s exua l ,  assault will. prqduce a hig\er admission ra te  and ,  along - 

~ v i t h  i t .  a more accurate reflection of the actual  occurrence rate.  



' ,  
~ a b t e -  6 22 

~ r o s s t a b u l a t  ton' of ~ a c i  of. Date Sexual .AsSaul t Vqct ~ m s  by CCU 

Respondent ' s Race A 

White 
E 1 ack - %, _ 
Chinese 
East ~ndian: 
Native IndJan . 
03 ne r 
Nq- Resppnse 

Total 

. - 

. ' 
Cond 1 t-ion Completed Under ' 

can only speculate h o b -  s u c h -  multiple victimization 'experiences a f f e ~ t  these and  
B - .  

., * . .  
otbeal;similarly victimized Lvomen. Fur ther  .research is sorelq. needed in this 'area.  

. , 

Turning .to t h e  d a t e  'sexual a+'?ault victims'. personal characteristics, Table 
. - . . . . ,. 

. . 6.22 sho~vs  tha t  the majorit! (b41.6rc) were Caucasian n i t h  Chihese victims com- 

. m g  ;n --second a t  7 . 7 5 ,  Since Caucasians a s d  Chinese femsles account for 83.2"~ - .. 
P 

,.; and 7.1-5 of the in-.claGS. female sample. this  is abou; ~ v c ~ t +  would be ex- 
9 

. . pected. Fur ;he record. 4 3 . 1 5  of C a u c a s i a n  'females said tha t  they had been, sen- 
0. 

. , 

ual]! assaulted b i  a bbyfr iend o r .  da te  compared with 46.2% of the Chinese fe- 
a 

The overwhelming majorit! ( 9 6 . 2 5 ) '  of t h e  78 date sexual a s sau l t  vic- - 
. . 

. ' 

t ims \\ere single a t  the  time of their sexual a t t a ~ k . ~ '  Most (65.4%) were be- 

tiveen the ages of 16 a n d  19 ,Fears i n c k u s i ~ e . ~ ~  Again, the .findingsc with respect 

.to' mar i t a l  s t a tus  . a n d  age a r e  .similar to .what  ~vould be expected g v e n  the ' re la-  - a . - 

tivelv+. !oung, age of most of the females. FVith regards to their present sexuaj  

Z3Cornbining the  in-class d a t a  with the  out-of-claks d a t a  changes the! percentages 
just g v e n  to 4 5 - 2 5  for Caucasian femafes and 43.5% for Chinese females. The " 
small  size of the o ther  racial groups makes comparis'on 's tat is t ical ly meaningless 
a t  best. statistically misleading a t  worst; 

7 

t o s e e  Table 6 .23 .  

issee Table 6.21.  I . <  

1: ( 



Table, 6 23 
Crosstabulation of ~arital STatus of Date Sexual Assault 
Victims at the Tirne of Their Sexual V~ctimization by CCU 

L 1 

Victim's Mar~tal I 1 I 

Total Condition Completed undef' 

In-C 1 ass 

Status 
Marr led 
Single* 
Separated 
D i vor'ced 

Table 6 2J 
~'f-6sstaoulation o f  Age of Date Sexual Assault Vlctims 

at the' Time of. Their -Sexual Victimization by CCU . - 

out -of'~~lass 

Total 

Condition Completed Under Total 

In-Cl ass Out'bd -C l ass 

,V~ctim s Age +? 

10 Years or Under 1 1 3 %  0 0% 1 9 % 
1 1 -  k5 Years 8 1 0 3 "f, 6 17 6% 14 12 5% 
16-19 Yqars 5 1 65 4 X  2 0 58 8 % -  7 1 63 4% 
20-24 Years 17 21 8% 8 23 5% 2 5 22 3% 
25-34 Years 1 1 3% 0 0% 1 9% , 

Total 7 8 100 O"/, 34 100,0% 112 100 0% 
i 

- 1 1 3 'Yo 
7 5 96 2% 

1 1 3% 
1 1 3% 

Table 6 25' 
Crosstaoulation of Sexual Orientation of Date Sexual 

Assault ~icti%$ at the Tirne of the Survey by CCU 
9 * 

I I 

0 0% 
3.4 .-1QO. OX 
0 . 0% 
0 0%' 

1 .9% 
' 109 97.3% 

1 .9% 
1 .  .9% 

112 1 0 0  0% 7 8 100 0% 

Sexual Orientation 
~ p p o s  i,te Sex 
Same Sex 
Bota Sexes 
Don't Know 
No Response 

Totdl 

, 34 100 0% 

Total 

405 93". 8% 
2 1.8% 

3 2.7% 
1 .9% 
1 .9% 

112 100.0% 

1 .  

dondition Completed Under 

In-Class 

7 4  94 9% 
i "  1 3 %  
2 : 2 6 %  
1 1 . 3 %  
0 , 0%' 

78. 1 0 0  0% 

Out -of -C l ass 

31 . 9 1 2 % '  
1 2 9% 
1 .2.9% 
0 .O"/, 
1 2:9% , 
34 .loo 0% 



' --, 

orlentatlon, 94.9% of the da te  sexual assault  victims indicateti t h a t  t'Rty,were , 

heterosexual. 2.6% indicated t ha t  they were bisexual, 1.3% indicated they were 

homosexual, and  the remainder were either unsure or refused tb say.26 

Focuslng on the circumstances leading up 'to or preceding 'the sexual a t -  - .  
tacks, fully one out  of every four of the vlctlms was nof on a date when her 

boyfriend . - sexually assaulted her. As Table 6.26 shows, when the two were on a 
ft 

date and sexual ,assault  occurred, the man  was usually (but  not always) the one . 

who had asked the woman out .  Slrnllarly, whe? they were. 04 a date Hnd sexual 
\ 

assault  occurred, the man  had usually elther pald for the b t e  (50.96). or 11 - 
". 

had not cost hlm anything (28.3%). Paying for pa r t  of the a te ,  however, was 

d 6 no guarantee of a sexbally-assaultive-free evening a s  ekidence by 15.1% of fe- 

, males whose "gentleman callers' sexually assaulted them desil te  their sharing 

' the night's (or day's)- dat ing e x p e n ~ e s . ~ '  
- 

k. Shifting attention to the sexual assaults themselves, Table 6.28 shows' that' 

t physical intimidation $as used in o n e ,  third: of the 7-8 cases. ei her alone or in 

conjunction wlth other fortns of pressure 0% .focce. Sexual coerclo of the "If you 4 
love me you will" or 

to a lesser extent in 

"I'll break ,up  with you if you don't" varie y was reported 
\. 

approximately one fourth of the cases; i t  w s usually com- 
4 

bined with' .physical 

14.1% of the cases, 

intimidation. Pushing or slapping the womdn was used in I 
,.' 1 

followed by taking her by surprise (12.8 , getting her P 
drunk ( 1 1.5%), verbally - threatening to ~ri jure her (5.1'3~). physic lly beating her I 
. B G ,  c h o k n  her ( 2 . 6 )  getting her ' s toned '  on drugs ( 1 . 3 1 ~  and  various 

other str,ate@es ( 17.9';). These other strategws included refusmg to accept "no" 

for a n  answer. holding the woman down or 

26See Table 6.25. 

27See Table 6.2'7. 1 , 
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Table  6 26 

C r o s s t a p u l a t r o n  o f  Who Asked Who 0u.t 
on  t h e  S e x u a l l y  A s s a u l t ~ v e  Da te  by CCU 

I 

C o n d i t i o n  Completed U n d e r  

Wno.Asked Fo r  Da te?  
V i c t  i m  =P::- 

Llf f  e n d ~ k -  ' 

Not on a  Da te  
Don' t  K~low 
Other  
No ~ e s p o n s e  , -  

T o t a l  

". 
To ta l  1 

Who P a i d  For Da te7  

The t o t a l  number o f  cases i s  77  r a t h e r  than  112  ( a  d i f f  rence  o f  
3 5 )  due t o  29 v i c t i m s  n o t  b e i n g  on a  d a t e  a t  t h e  t i m e  t ey were I; s e x u a l l y  a s s a u l t e d  and 6  n o t  answer ing  t h e  ques tyon  I . . .  

i" 
. . Table 6 27 

C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  Who P a i d  x 

. . o n  t h e  S e x u a l l y  A s s a u l t i v e  Da te  by CCU j 
* .. 

v i c t  l r n  
O f f ende r  
Eo th  V i c t i m  & O f f e n d e r .  
Da te  D i d  Not Cost  . 

An, t h r n g  
Don t 'Know 

ToJal . 

T a b l e 6 2 8  . i 

C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  K i nds  o f  P ressu re  o r  Fo r ce  
Used on Da te  Sexual Assau l t  V i c t i m s  b y  CCU 

-- - -- - ?, 

- - tb - 

I 

. . I n - C l a s s  

1  1 . 3 %  
4 6  . ~ 5 9  .O% 
2  0 2 5 . 6 %  

1 1 3 % .  
9  1 1 . 5 K  
1 1 3% 

7 8  I00 0% 

- .  

'Condi t i o n  Cdmpletecf Under 

2  1 . 8 %  
6 7 5 9 . 8 %  
2 9  2 5 . 9 %  

2  1 . 8 %  
1 1  9 . 8 % .  

1  . 9 %  

112 1 0 0 . 0 %  

Ou t -o f -C lass  - 
I 

1  2 . 9 %  
2  1  61 .8% 

9  2 6 . 5 %  
- 1  2 . 9 %  

2  5 .9% 
0 .o% 

3 4  1 0 0 . 0 %  

To ta l  

I 

Condition Completed ~ A d e r  

1 

t 1 9,; 
2 7 5 0  9% 
8 15 1% 

15 2 8  3% 

R l nds  o f  P ressu re  - o r  Force  - ' 

Verbal  P ressu re  - 
Verbal  Th rea t s  o f  I n j u r y  
P h y s i c a l  , I n t i m i d a t i o n  
P l l e d  w i t h  A l coho l  t o  t h e  P o i n t  -o f  

Drunkenness 
Drugged w i t h  a  Substance -Other Than . - 

- A 1 Coho 1 
Taken by S u r p r i s e  - 
Pushed. S lapped.  and T r e a t e d  w i t h  M i l d ,  

Roughness 
Threaqened w i t h  a Weapon . 
P h y s l c a l  l y  Beaten 
Cnoked 
I n j u r e d  w.1 t h  a  Weapon 
No P ressu re  o r  Force  Used 
Other  P ressu re  o r  Force  Used 
No Response 
T o t a l  Cases 

' 

I n - C l a s s  

- - -  

I n - C l a s s  

Ou t -o f  -C lass  

2  3 8 1  OX 
/ 26 0% 

( ' A  2 /  2 6 %  

5  3 1 0 0  0% 24 ' 10_0 0% 771  1000"/, ' 

1 ,  

0 0 %  
17 7 0  8% 
2 8  3% 

5 20.8% 

To ta l ,  Cases 

1  * ' 1 3 %  
41 / 5 7 l i / .  
10  / 1 3 0 " k  

2 0  



d' 

tying her hands behind her back), using p&st sexual invdvement  with the . 

woman to justify the present sexual assault ,  and  employing othe*r individuals to . 

' sexuqlly assau l t  the woman.'  Surprisingly, and somewhat enigrnaticdly, 15 or 

19.2% of women in the in-class sample and 6 or 17.6% of women in the 
* 
i 

out-of-class sample s a id  t ha t  their boyfriendsldates had used no pressure or force 
"i 

against  them in carrying out  (or at tempting td carry out)  the unwanted sexual 

behaviour. Checkmg into: , this anomaly. the author made a n  interesting and un-  
.. . 

expected finding: the victims' attribution of whether pressure or force was used 

is heavily influenced by both the seriousneSs of the sexual act against  her. and  
L - 

whether such act(s) were wccessfully carried out against her. More specifically, 

the women were likely to say t ha t  their boyfri&dsidates had not used pressure 

or force against them if 'any of t he  following were true: 

1. The sexually assaultive act had been attempted only, especially if it did not 

' go beyond attempted non-consensual kissing, touching, or the removal of 
". - .  

clothing (38.1? of the 21 women fell into this category): = 
-%& 

sr' 

2. The sexually .assaultive act was successfully carcied out. but  did not go be- 

yond non-consensual kissing or touching (28.6% of the 21 women fell into 

this ca-tegory): or' B 

7- 

3. Any combination of 1 and 2 ( the  reriiaining 3 3 . 3 5 '  of the 21 women fell 

.\ into this category). 

How did the 78 date sexual assault  vlictims respond when their boyfriends1 
F 

dates tried to sexually assault  them? Dld most  of them try reasoning with their 
-- 

assadants ,  ~Ginning away. or some other s t h t e g y  to escape being victimized? A 

1 
1 

glance a t  Table 6.29 showq tha t  the most popular strategy was to try to reason 
C 

with the offender (4'2.35). followed by becoming angry' (35.gc7c), physically resist- 

ing and fighting (33.35).  becoming immobile or "freezing" (19.2%), trylng to r un  



Tab le  6 29 
' c rosstAbu1 gt I o n  o f  V i c t  i m  Redponse 

t o  D a t e  Sexual Assaul t by  -CCU 

m 
I C o n d i t i o n  Completed Und 

V i c t l m  Response 
T r ~ e d  Reasoning 
Used an Excuse , . 
Became H o s t i l e  o r  Angry 
Screamed. Y e l l e d .  8 Made No i se  
P h y s i c a l  l y  R e s i s t e d  8, Fought Back 
T r i e d  Running Awaf o r  Escap ing  
Froze  
Other  V i c t i m  Fesponses 
No Response 

- 

T o t a l  Cases 

away or otherwise escape (9_OCt), trying to atGgct  help by yelling or otherwise 
b . >  

L ' 

making  noise (9 .05) .  a n d ,  making up a n  excuse -such a s  "I have a veneieal dis- 

ease" (7 .75) .  The reda inder  ( l 9 . X ~ )  employed other strategies of "escape which 

't 
I 

included volcing the t ~ o r d  "NO." over and  Over agaln ,  physically pulling- away,  
\ 

plead~ng  for hrrg to stop. threatenlpg @'b vomit, a n d  trickery (such a s  .the woman 
. - 

s a p n g  she had to go to the . and  then trying to leave by the wash- 

room window). 
%@ 

After her boyfrierid~datesexuq!ly assaulted he? (or tried to sexually assault  

her) .  close to >half  of the  tvomen told no individual or agency /what  had 

happened to them. As shown In Table 6.30,  when they did confide in someone, - L 

most (37.2pc!) told their closest female friend. Thelr second most popular choice , 

as-,.confidante. but a d is tant  one. tvas their closest male friend (6.4%). Parents  

were th i rd  a t  3 . 8 7 .  After ,:that. the women, tended to n o t  tell anyone -what  had - 

v,.. ' - 
happen&, to them a t  2 .  the hand? 'of their boyfriends b; dates. Specifically,; only 

one of the 78 \)?men cpntafted the police. ,only one contacted a member of the . . i 
Y 

c l e r p ,  a n d  none of ~ them confacted Rape Crisis Centres, social workers, OF law- 

i e r s  ( the l a t t e i  becaus'e of the,  pps'sibility of a civil . su i t ) .  . " 



Table 6.30 
Crosstabulation of Action Vlcttms' Took 
after the Date Sexual Assault by ~ C U  

.-- 

Notlfled the Pol lce 
Called .a Rape Crlsls Centre - 
Told Parehts 
Told Closest Female Frlemd 
Told Closest Male Friend 
Contacted a Soclal Worker 
Contacted a Member of the Clergy 
Contacted No One 
Other Action Taken 
No Resp.onse 

Condltlon Completed Under 

Action Taken 

Table 6 31 

Crqsstabulation of Date Sexual Assault Victims Who 
Sought Medical Attention as 'a Result of Being Attacked by CCU 

mpleted Cnder Total 

In-Class 

fn-c 1 ass Out-of-Class 

I I 

Out-of-Class 

. 5 .  

Only two or 2.65 o f x  the 7 8  victims sought medical attention after being 
. . ' +. 

4 

Medical 4ttention 
Sought P 

Yes 
N o 
Na Response 

Total 

sexualIv a s s a ~ l t e d . ~ ~  The first woman w ~ s  found to .have suffered no physical 
- 

injury. venereal disease, or ' unwanted  pregnancy. The other individual was not,.* 

2  2 6% 
6 3 '  80 8d3 
1 3  16 7 %  

7  8 100 0% 

quite as  fortunate. She suffered bruises. broken bones, and  damaged, teeth. . 
- .  

Lookmg a t  the 

2  5 9:  
2-1- 70 6: 

8 . 2 3  5 :  

3 1 1  00 O'/, 

attention. Both 

1 3 6% 
8 7 7 7  7 %  
2 1 i 8 8% 

1 1 2  1 0 0  0% 

contrast to the 

emotional ones. 

out-of-class sample. two or 5.9% of the  31 women sought medical 

. found themselves saddled wi th  unwanted pre&ncies.29 In s tark  

physical injuries and consequen&s of date, sexual .assault ,  are the 

Unlike the phvsical coniequences, the emotional ones affect a - 

23See Table 6.31 

2 3 S ~ e  Table 6 .32  



  able 6.32 
~roystabul at ion of Physical Injuries and Consequences 

' /Attributable to the Date Sexual Assault by CCU 

Due to the extremely smat'l sample,slze of four. 
percentages are not glven.because they would be misleading 

/ 

, / 

/ 
,/ 

/ 
Physical Injuries & Consequences 
Bruises , 
Slight to,Moderate Cuts 
Deep Cutg 
Burns 
Sprained Bones 
Broken Bones 
Damaged Teeth 
Venereal Disease 
Pregnancy - 
No Physical Injuries. V D . or Pregnancy 
Other Inluries or Consequences 
Total Cases 

,, - 
Table ' 6 . 3 3  

Crosstabulation of Emotional consequences 
bttrioutable to the Date Sexual Assault By CCU 

Condition Completed Under 

Total Cases 
' 

1  
0 
0 
0 

0 
1  
1 
0 
2  
1  
0 

;4 

Condition Completed Under 

In-Class 

/ 

Empional Consequences A L . +  

& f i x  ret, and Nervousness 
I ,32 4 1  OX 

Depression 2 5  3 2  1% 
Sleep Disturbances 15 19 2% 
Cr, ing Spel 1s 2 0  2 5  6% 
Feel ings of Being Alone 17 2 1  8% 
Difficulty Concentrating 17 2 1  8% 
Difficulty with or Loss of Job 3  3 8% 
Difficujty Interacting with Males 22 28 2% 
ioss of Interest in Sex 1-1 17 9% 
Intense Fears 7 9 0% 
Quick Mood Changes 12 15 4% 
Thoughts of Suicide 5  6  4% 
Attempted Suicide 1  1  3% 
No Emotional Consequences 2 0  2 5  6% 
Other Emotional Consequences 11 14 1% 
No Response 1 1 3% 
Total Cases 78 100% 

In-Class 

1  
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 

0 
0 
1  
0 
2  

lut -of -C 1 ass 

out-of-class 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2  
0 .  
0 
2  

Total Cases 

great many more date  sexual ass3ul t  victims, partrenlarly tihose w h o  suffer com- 
'.? 

pleted sexual assaults  as opposed to at tempted ones. Of the 78 date  sexual  as-  
\ .  

saul t  v l c t~ms .  most suffered several emotional consequences r a the r  t h a n  jus t  one. 

From highest to lowest. Table -6.33 shows t h a t  41.05 suffered anxlety a n d  ner- 

vousness. 3'3.1rr suffered depression. 28.25 experienced d~fficulty interacting with 



? 

+ 

men, 25.6% suffered from crying spells, 25.6% experienced no emotional conse- ' 

6f. * 

quences, 2 1.8% suffered from feelings of being alone, 2 1.8% experienced difficolt)i 

in concentrating. 19.2% suffered sleep disturbances, 17.9% lost interest in sex, 

15.4% experienced quick mood changes, 9.0% suffered from intense fears, 6.4% 
1 

had thoughts of suiclde, 3.8% experienced difficulty with or loss of their job 
T-> 

and 1.3% (one individual) attempted suicide. As well, 14.1% suffered from em'o- 
* 

tional consequences not specified, in the questionnaire. These included loss of - 

trust, loss of. self-esteem. intense anger, and guilt. Although not emotional cbnse- 
b 

quences per se. the women malung up. this figure of 14.1% also mentioned other 
, * 

consequences flowing from their victimization- alcohol 'and drug dependency, ' 

- 
-anorexia nervosa. a drop in their grades, a n  aversion to all males, and (in one . 

case) an. aversion to children where- there had ~reviously been but lotie for chil- 
P 

dren. 

As far as the  severity of the emotional consepuences is io'ncerned, one may 

be able to partiall. gallge the severity by examinihg the persistence over time of 

the 
s '  

consequences. A v- Table 6.34 shows. of the 58 in-class females who did 

t 

. . ,  Tab le  6 3 4  
C r o s s t a b u l a t l o n  o f  Leng th  o f  Time E r n o t i o n a l . ~ o n s e ~ u e n c e s  * 

A t t r l b u t a b l e  ta  t h e  Da te  Sexual Assau l t  P e r s i s t e d  by  CCU 

-- - 

P e r s i s t e n c e  o f  
Emot i o n a l  
Consequences 

Less Than One Day  
1 Day-1 Wegk 
1  Week-1 Month 
1-6 Months 
6 Months-1 Year 
1-2 Years 
2-5 Years 
Over 5 Years 
No Response 

T o t a l  

C o n d i t i o n  Completed Under 

I n -C  1 ass 

E T o t a l  

;qe t o t a l  numoer o f  cases .  i s  88  r a t h e r  t han  112 due t o  
?A v i c t i n s  no: s u f f e r i n g  any emo t i ona l  consequences 



.- L - 
* . ,  

experience emotional consequ+nceS, a high percentage (46.6%) suffered emkional  
' \ d 

consequences f i r  no ,more than.,one month. Still. - there were many suffering 
1 i 

much longer- 13.8% suffered from one to s i i  months. 8.6% from six months to 

a year-, 5.2% suffered one to two years. 6.9% suffered two to .five years, and one 
..& 

in every ten .\?ctims or 10.3% suffered for more than  five years. 
I -  

@ .  
Asked .@ describe the sexually assaultive experience which u k t  them the 

-4 

most produced a wide range ofk respbnses. sometimes t h e  date'  sexual e i s a u l t  vic- 

tims simply descrtbed w h a t  their boyfriendsidaks .odid td them without 
- .  < 

commenting further.  Others not only described what had happened. to them, but 
& '," 

said how such actions made them feel. Generally speaking, victims experienced, - 

at least one of the following: helplessness or a loss of control, loss of trust .  
C_ - 

J - 

anger or hate ,  fear, guilt, a d o r  amazement. In their own words, here is how - # 

4 
30 of the 112 date sexual assault  victims (half from the in-class sample and 

w- 

half from the out-ofclass sample) described their e x p e r l e n ~ e s : ~ ~  
' &  

No. ' 0 3 7  "I was on a date  (a  couple of beers in a pub), and after In 
a parked car,  the  guy tried to have sex with me :because he had' 
bought me two beers!" 

d 

No. x050  "When I was forced . to  watch him (my date) whlle he mas- 
turbated. (Also on a )  separate occasmn when he held me agamst  my will." * 

No. 056 "When he (my date)  put  his finger inside my vagma". 
, 

No. *065 "Went out  with a guy for a burger and drove home from 
work and he attempted to force himself on me. Took me to a desolate 

-, place, forced me out  of the car ,  biit eventually drove me h ~ m e . . " ~ .  . a  - 
I .  

*? * I - 
r N,b. '066 "Being k i n  the back o f  a movie theatre unable to make a ; 

A- 

, 

'scene' because -others around me would know. A l so  I felt under pres- . ~ 
I; 

sure to do so because h e  paid for everfi,hing-." 

No.' '072 "Forced to have oral sex against  my wishes and  had- semen . ?+ 

released in my mouth." . . 

'OCases from the out-of-class sample are. identified by a single asterisk next to 
t h e ~ r  case ~dentif!catlon n.umbers. 

7 

17 1 P 
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. . . 

No. *073 "My Aist rape occ.cuired when 'a stranger follbwed me home 
from a bar and ahtacked me. My subsequent rapes were not as violent. , 

per se, but were. committed by ' male ,_friends and  dates.- The emotional ,, 

scars, however', * were almost more dapagi'ng and lasting- 'even though L; 

the bruises; were *fewer. The' degradation, humiliation, and guilt .was -,-- 

'intense." 
\ ' 

No. 09 1 "The p i k t  tha t  upset m e  the m o d  h a s  the , feeling- bf help- - ' > .  

lessness, tha t  there wasn't a damn thing I could., do about i t  a t  the  time.'' . 

No., 094 "Choiung to .  death (almost)." 
, . 

No. 106 - "...my boyfriend didn't s b p  haying. sexual i a e r ~ m r s e  'with me . 
even when I told,. him . to stop ..." - ,  . " 

No. 11 1 "Having my boyfriend of two years -have ,  i~tercour$e with me 
despite my saying I didn't* want to 'and communicated i t  t h r b w h  lack 

- of response (i.e., I just lay there). We were sleeping together and ,w.ere - 
\ naked, but I was tired." - 

- .  No. 125 "The fact tha t  when I aaid stop he kept  going a n d o r  made 
me . feel . guilty ,'cause I ,viouldi~'t let. h im-d< what he 'wanted to do." 

. No. -1 39 "being fbrc'ed to have sex because you ;ere-, 'wo scared to 
prevent it. " 4 - 
No. 1 7 0  "The &of being forced Lo do, something tha t  1 seriously did - 
not ivant tr, do but- felt .I had - b or I .  would endure .more _gak=~YT; did . 
not  like nbt being, 'in ?ontrof of my fate." 8 :/ 

<%< .% L 

. ./- 0' 

No. 1 7 4  -"Forcible removal of c lo th ingand  penetratipn- linyanted sex:. , 

-4-- ual  intercourse." . ~ 

6 .  / .  
' - ) .  

' : -' No., 181 "Because hk was 'forGer boyfriend,' I was most i l l p e t  with 
the fact t h a t -  he .wouldn't' listen. The experiehc< t h a t .  upset me the .': 

most - was hrs ignorance of me, and my refusals." *. 
- 4 

. . 

y T  3 

No. 194 "He (my date) w'as unwdhng to listen to my request fo'orhhim 
6 

tG stop." 
9 . , 

- - No. ' 1.95 ."I broke ' u p  wiih my boyfriend and told him 1- ;&riou& 
'' 

.didn't want to see him again. He forced.himself on me (vagmal "inter- 
'; course), even though I fought, yelled, and .spit in his face and told . . 

him .I- hated:. him. I ended up a v i n g  in .because -we had had sex s-o . 
, .often- I ,  felt kind of stupid resisting after a while. I was only 17." 

. , . . b 

, Pi?. 196 "The. fact t h e  person was so much bigger & h a y m e  and ' , that  . 
' 4  , . I couldn't have stopped what was progressing without ,.someone's help. ' ' " 

'r 'The fact I had no control." I .  . . 
?+ 

b Xo.  ' 198 "Disrespect that  the action* indicategi' rather than the action it- 
self." - 



L 5 - 

No. <*209  " ~ t t e m ~ t  of ana l  sex in a 'long term relationship." 
I - '  

B : +? 

No. :211 "Unyahted sexual  contact at a young, naive ,  inexperienced 
, .. age. .Feelings o f .  gu i l t . .  shLame, a t  Eault. How he m a d e  me feel 

afterward-' he* was very cruel; calling me names;' Felt dirty." 
> .  - 2 '  

. . No. "213 "Had intercourse against  rily wishes." a 

> .  

a .  

No. "221 "His' persistence to coritinue- required t h a t  l ;had to break up  
our .date/time togetheriwh%k.ver-'' couldn't seem to acce'I3t po td progres- 
sive activities:" 

7 - * 
No. "243 "When he .' (my boyfriend) placed his penis , in my ' mo'hth I 

(against my wishes) I bit him "and then got beaten sevefely." + 
I 

L .  

No. , ^ 2 4 9  "1st boyfriend- forced penis intoSamy mouth.'" 
4% 

No. 251 "Not stopping .when asked €o. Not having enough respect' for 
me to do so." *. 9 

No. 259 "Repeated verbal persistence when I clearly qaid- No. ~ e p e a t e d  
maul;ng. Removed h i s  clothing (all); Wouldn't leaue. Occupation: lawyer." 

No. *260 "At 15, I was raped ( v & n a ~ ~ )  'by '.a ..+ale of about 20-25. 
-with a implied violence if I ,didn't agree. .He.  was physically in'timidating 
and I ,was  miles away ' from a .pay phone or an  a r e a .  t ha t  I could -firfd 
'my way home. I was aIso very ilrunk." 

w 
No. "261 "I' have h a d  unwanted sexual aggression* from dates 'kounk ,' 

less times- most of the time T h a d  known them.  They. - a l r t o o k  place . ,  - - ~ 

when I was between. 13 and 16 years old ..." 
, .  , - . . 

Countless other instances of. boyfriends or dates sexually assaulting womenTwho'  -. ' 
) ,  

.B 
% 4 I '  

. have vested a c e r t a m  amolvnt af '*trbst  in them could be- cited., but the sexual 

dssauft pict&-e should by' now be clear: Date sexual absault IS= a p & + u l  real j ty.  
rn 

for a g r e a t e m a n y  women; it is not something t h a t  only happens to a coaple of 
+ 

, . 
. women in a thousand. Indeed. the results of t h ~ s  study suggest t ha t  four out  o'f ' 

I .  

' every. ten women may experience this form o f "  sexual assault  . a t  l e a s t  -onceA' iq , 

./ 
* - ./ 

, . their lives. . - - 
, e 

. . /' 

, Given h a t  78 f<malei dut of 184 .?aid t ha t  a boyfriehd or date had  sexu- 
'' 

. . - 
'* / 

ally assa;lted them. ~t would be mteresting..to know how they compare wlth fe- 

males who have n e v e r  been seiually assaulted in terms df the--precautions they 



S 

a r i g t a l p n g  to prevent future unwanted sexual attacks. Are da te  sexual assaul t  
-+ 

.ylctS~,"more likely t h a n  non-sexual-assault victims to be taking precautions? 
-3 - & '  : T 

~ l s o , '  20 t he  sort of precautions they .take tend tot significantly differ from those 
- - .  6 

- $ 3  

taken by qon-victim$ And what  of the  sort  of precautions taken by other  sex- 
d 

'f 

ual assaul t  'victims? Do they significantly differ from the  sort of precautions 
P 

. -A 

date  sexuab asspult  victims take  to, prevent sexual at tack? 

, . 

As Tables 6.35. 6.36, and  6.37 show, a substantial  number of individuals 
A 

from the  three 'gfougs (sexually assaulted b y 8  a boyfrienddate, sexually assaulted 

by  other^,^' and never been sexually assaulted)  a r e  not taking any  measures to 

pre'vent sexual assault .  One in every four datg sexual assaul t  victims a r e  not 

talung any  precautions to prevent re-victimization, a proportion almost equal to . 

t h a t  for those who have been sexually assaulted by others. The scenario for 

those who have never been sexually assaulted is even more depressing- three in 
d 

every ten is not taking any precautions to prevent sexual victimization. When 
4 

precautions or preventative meascures a l e  taken,  i t  t u rns  out  t h a t  da te  sexual 

assauIt  v ~ c t i m s  rely on self-defence a n d  assertiveness t ra ln ing about  a s  often a s  

other sexual assault  victims. &ughly 13C7r of da te  sexual assaul t  victims and 

9% of the other qexual assault  victims said they were taking self-defence t r a ~ n -  

.;ps' 
ing. For ,assertiveness t raining.  the  respective percentages a r e  17% for date sex- 

; ual assaul t  victims and  ISq for thp other  s e x ~ a l  assaul t  victims.  he-percent- 
,$ 

ages --for' the  non-vietlms are  9.1% taking self-defence and 5.5% taking assertive- 

ness t raining.  The strategv of relying on a friend for protection k$s  a p o p u l a r  

3 one for all three groups. but especiaily for those 'who have been sexually as-  

saulted by o t h e ~ s -  approximatel! four out of every ten such victims cited this  

3 'Sexual  assaul t  by others includes all sexual assaults .  which a re  not da te  sex- 
ual assaults .  This ~vould include s t ranqer  sexual assaults .  acquaintance sexual 
assaults .  and  mari tal  sexual assaults .  



Table 9.35, 
Crosstabulation o f  Measures Female Date Sexual Assault 

Victims Taking to Prevent Sexual Assault by CCU 

-. I Condition Complgted Under Total Cases 

In-C 1 ass Out-of *Class 
I 

Table 6 . 3 6  
Crosstabu:ation of Measures Other Kinds of Female Sexual 
Assault Vtctirns Taking to Prevent Sexual Assault by CCU 

Prevention Measures 
Self-defence Training 
Assertiveness Training 
Reliance on Friend 
Re1 lance on Security Personnel 
Carrying a Weapon 
Avoiding Males 
No Precaut ions Bei ng Taken 
Other Precautions 
Vo Response - 
Total Ca+s 

'revention Measures 
;elf-defence Training 
,ssertiveness Training 
!el iance on Friend 
!el lance on Security Personnel 
:arrying a Weapon 
,vo i b i ng Ma l es 
rc Precautions Being Taken 
ltner Precautions 
lo Response 
'otal Cases 

1 0  12 8% 
13 1 6 7 %  
2 1  3 0 8 %  

2  2  6% 
4 5 1 %  
7  9 0 %  

2 0  25  6% 
2 0  2 5 6 %  

B 1 0 3 %  
7 8  100 0% 

Table 6 37 
CrosstaDulation cf Measures Females Who Have Never Been 

Sexually Assaulted are Taking to Prevent Sexual Assault by CCU 

c 

Total Cases Condition Completed Under 

Prevention Measures 
Sslf-defence Trairing 
Assertiveness Training 
Peiiance on Frlena 
?el.a?ce on Securltj 2e~s;-re; 
Carrjing a Weapon 
Sv3iding Males 
LO Precautions Eelng Take- 
C-trer Precaut i ors 
No Response 
T o t a l  Cases 

In-Class Out-of-Class 
I 

Condition Completed Under 

In-Class Out-of-Class 

Total Cases 



, I  

strategy. Relying on security personnel or carrypig a weapon was also most pop- 

ula; among those who have been sexually assaulted b t  others- 8.5% of this  

! 

group rely on . ,security guards and 8.5% admit  -to carrymg - -a  weapon. '- 

Interestingly, date  sexual assault  victims are,- the least likely of all three groups 
% i 

t . ~  rely,. o n  security personnel for pr.otect~on (2.6%). A possible explanation may 
I 

be t h a t  of a lack of t rus t .  Spec~fically. date  sexwd a s s a d t  victims trusted their 
Y 

boyfr~ends/dates and had t ha t  t rus t  broken. The result ,may be  t h a t  they now - 
feel they can t rus t  few ind~vid~ual< since those closest (or close) to them betrayed 

tha t  t rus t .*  This explanation may have some merit when one exak ines  {he s t ra t -  

egy of avod ing  males to prevent sexual assault.  Date sexual assault  victims 

were the- most- likely of 

feel many males cannot 

most likely of the three 

tloned to prevent a sexual 

ures. all mentioned by 

the three groups to avoid males, suggesting t h a t  they 
4 !A 

be trusted. Date sexual assault  yictims were also the 

groups td, rely on measures other t han  . t h e  o&s men- 

assault .  ~hese ,%Jher"  sexual assault  prevention meas- 

date sexual assault  victims, included not dating, not 

t r u s t i ng  men, not going out after dark,  more carefully selecting one's dates, dat -  

lng only in public places. watching the "signals" g v e n  off (by one's self and- 

one's date) ,  attending , S.A.R.A. (Sexual Assault Recovery Anonymous), getting 

married, and keeping one's wedding rings on. 

* 

V ~ c t ~ r n s  W ~ Q  Were In terr,~eu+ed . R: 

.As prev~ously ment~oned.  a total o i  46 date  sexual assault  v ic t~ms  were 

mterviewed- 22 of whom also completed questionnaires and agreed to be Inter- 

vie~ved because ~f specific request in them. The remaining 24 had responded -.. 

to classified requests placed in various B.C. newspapers. Due to incompleteness 

and response irregularities thls ?ample of 23 was reduced to a final one of 18. 

Because the t ~ o  group< had been differentially induced to part icipateT In 



interview sessions, and  had been interviewed with ckfferent interview scheduled, "5 

\> 

i t  seemed methodologically perilous to lump them together into one group. On 
4 

the  other hand,  if t h e  two groups were &t lumped together, much of the d i t a  

K: ' 
- 

they generated ;odd slmply p o t  be used.  h heir respective sample sizes were just 
4- 

.. too small,- too" small being defined here as under 30 cases.32 Not wishing to 
- t -  B ;"Y 

- commit a serious methodological error or to withhold all of the  interview d8ta; .  

. t h e  author 'decided on a strategy to reconcile the two compehin'g objectives: .keep , 

..+ the two groups separate, focus on the group about which the  f e a s t  has  been 

. said (the 18 date sexual assaul t  victims who did not complete questionnaires), ' 

>' 

make i t  c l e a r  how this  sample differs from t h a h  out  of which the 22 other 
/ 

interviewees were drawn, and then simply allow members of the  "Group of 18" 

to describe (in their own words) their sexual victimization and  feelings aboLt  it. 
0 

Besides reconciling the two competing objectives discussed earlier,  this strategy 

. >  

naires, the 18 victims who were interviewed a s  a result of the  classified request 
t 

were demographically -different. They tended to be older, more often divorced or 

separated. less highly educated, less ;acially diverse. and  mpre  of ten-a t t iac ted 
7 

exclusively to the opposite sex. Specifically, the 18 victims ranged in age from 
9 

32  With regards to sample i ;e ,  Alreck and Settle s ta te  ".. . the researcher should 
be aware of the maxlmum and minimum practical sample sizes t h a t  apply to 
virtually all surveys. Ordinarily. a sample of less t han  about 30 respondents 
will provide too little certainty to be practical ..." For the source of this quota- 
tmn.  see - .Mreck and .Settle. The  Surre j  Research Handbook a t  88. - - - 
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t - 
20 to 55 years, their mean age being. 34.7 years (versus a y m e a n  of 22.4 y e a r s  

f& &he- 112 other ,victims). Exactly oae third were divbrced. ?he remainder were 
. . - .& .- 

eithdr separated ( 1 6 7 %  married ( 1 I, I%) , '%-  "were single (38.9%). Approximately 
Ir 

' one third had a high school educajion 2r less. The remaining 66.7% had cpm- P 

pleted a t  least some gpilege or university courses. As fa r  as race andc sexual 

't. 
a 

orientation a re  concerned, 94.4% of the 18 d a t e  sexual assault  victims a re  

2. 

Caucasian and  heterosexual. 3 

when  the interviewer asked them 'GI describe the sexually assaultive experi- 

.B 
ence which upset them the most, the 18 date sexuitl assault  victims related 

, - 

(some with"ea&.r difficulLy than  others) the indignities t h a t  had been forced 

2 upon them. PaPticukirly strllung, especially when compared to the safiple of 112, 

was how often physical assaults  preceded oh- accompanied the sexual ones among 

,! the 18 women. Although i t  is qulte possible t ha t  many date  sexual a s s a u h  in. 
-+- . ig 

non-student popula.tions a r e  accompanied by battering, such would not appear to 

be the case for the  vast  majority of date  sexual assaults.  More t han  likely, a 

response bias has  resulted along the lines of the "victims' _perceived seriousness of 

their victimization. In other words. the greater the perceived seriousness of their 

victimization, the more likely date sexual assault  victims were td pick up  their 
$% 

phones to contact the interviewers. Thiq latter possibility is* suggested not to 

-take away from what  the 18 victims have to say, but  to place what  they have 

to say in perspective, and  to remind readers t ha t  each victim's e x p e ' r a c e  is 
/ 

uniquely her. own. In Meir own words, then.  here is how 14 of thd 18 date  sex- 

ual assaul t  victims described their experiences: 

No. I24 "I was knocked out (by my boyfriend) and  punched"repeated1y 
in my abdomen until  it was bleeding. I was knocked out  because r 
was fighting him (resisting his sexual advances)". After rendering her 
unconscious, her boyfriend had sexual intercourse with her. 



No. I25 "I'd been dating him for three or four months. I w,as s t rohng 
his shoulder. He said 'Don't touch touch me! I don't like anyone being 

1 

aggressive with me.' He then raped me in the front seat of the car". 
When asked by the in t e w k v e r  ' why she thought he had raped her, 
she replied "He wanted to be in charge of t h e  relationship. and the ditua-' 
tion". w 

P 

No. 128 "...coming home from a date. He   he^,-boyfriend) had been 
, to persuade me to go out of town with him. I said no. He ex- 

ploded his fist against my face."33 t .% 

No. 129. Victim's boyfriend called her i n b  t h e v  bathroom under- false 
pretences. Once iq the bathroom, he grabbed her, held her down, re- 
moved her clothes, and had sexual intercourse with her against her 
will. She also recounted how she was the victim of a n  attempted 
stranger rape when she was 14 years old: "He pulled ntrfrito the van 
(a second male was driving). He was trying to take my clothes off. He 
started to take his clothes off. I started hitting him and pushing 
him ... I slid open the door and got away." 

No. I32 "I was worlung a t  a fast food place. He (her assailant) was a 
regular customer ... On the fifth date, we went to Stanley Park. He was 
accusing me of being a flirt (because she would not go further sexu- 
ally with him a t  tha t  point in time). He pulled me onto the bench. 

, Then I was on the ground ..." Her date then had 'sexual intercourse 
with her against her will. 

& 
No. ' I33 victim's boyh-iend -of just a few months had sexual inter- e 

course with her against her will. Because they had previously had in- 
tercourse, she feels tha t  he felt she had no right to deny him what 
he wanted sexually. Victim also recounted how her sister's ,father-in- 
law sexually assaulted her when she was 14 years old: "He (the 
father-in-law) didn't want me to go home alone. I already had a 
funny feeling. I said no, but everyone said I "couldn't go 'home 
alone ...( they then walked alongside a wooded area to her house). He 

C was telling me dirty jokes. He s t a rkd  tallung about my body and 
,'- touching me. He pulled me in the woods, and threw.. m e  on the 
I ground. He started trying to take my panties off ..." 

No. I35 "It (the forced sexual intercourse) was a n  unwanted act tha t  6 

'hok place. It was 21 years ago. There was a feeling of disgust and 
on top of that feeling sorry for him. . It's still clear in my mind." 
Victim ended up marrymg her assailant, whom she had been dating 
a t  the time. 

No. 137 "He (her bo-yfriend) drove me to a bush. He pushed me down 
and said 'Now, do it' (perform fellatio on him)". Victim was forced to 
perform fellatio. 

33This. woman came to the attention of the S.A.R.P. team when she wrote us a 
letter detailing some of her sexual assault experiences a t  the hands of men she 
had dated. She was later fnterviewed over the phone about her experiences. 



No. I38 "Went for a drive with a guy near the U.S. borda ,  and just 
because I wouldn't give him what : he _wanted, he left me stranded 

?+ there. I had to hitch a ride( home." Victim also recounted how a past * boyfriend had sexual intercourse with her against .her will, and how 
- he had also thed to place his penis in her mouth while she was sleeping. 4 

. .: 5 
NOS I39 "When I had ..,not mven any kind of consent a t  all." 
[Boyfriend had placed .his :"penis in her vagma while she was .sleeping:.] 

e 
"? 

:.A " 

,. - No. I42 "We (her boyfriend:' two other men, and herself) were d r inbng  
2 ,. +. at a bar. We went for a ride. I t  was a dark night.:.a- dark,deserted - .- - a 

road. Some of them started fondling my breasts ..." Victim was then 3 

forced to engage in sexual intercourse with each -of the - m e n  -while' 
her,. boyfriend watched. Her boyfriend, although seeming to encourage 
the" men, did not force himself on her. 

No. I43 "I was 17 and I'd been dating him for about six months and ce p 

.'I s%qs a vlrgln. 'He decided he  wanted .intercourse and I didn't. He got 
ph$sically abusive and punched me in the face a couple of times. He 
forced oral sex and then spread my legs apar t  ..." Victim was then 
forced to have sexual intercourse against her wjll. 

N;.. 144 "He (her boyfriend) was physically forcing himsel4yn me. I 
screamed rape. He was furious. I was told I had sexual pko~lems." 

i No. 146 "I was introduced to this guy from a friend. Du ing the eve- 
ning, I said 'I have to go home'. He started touching" me, and I said 

d 'No!' He kept going. He had me undressed. He started having sexual 
intercourse with me.. . "--' 1 + 

In describing their victimization experiences, it became apparent tha t  the 18 

women did share -some similarities with the 112 other date sexual assault vic- 
i* 

tims. For &ample,  the range of emotions they experienced was quite similar. 

Generally speahng,  the 18 women experienced feelings of loss of control, loss of 

1 self-esteem. loss of trust ,  and anger or hate. Fear, guilt, amazement, and the 
m 

-1-r 

feeling of being unloved was experi~mced to a lesser degree in the 18 women, if 

it was experienced _at all. 
P 

Clearly, date sexual assault is not a phenomenon confined solely to - 
post-secondary students or females u g e r  th age 'of 25 years. -although tha t  

'*\ & "5- 
may well -be the impl-ession tha t  is,Ieft since the majority of,#research tha t  has 

bepn carried out in the area relies d n .  student populations. Indeed, a, similar 



"_s J 

situation exists in the research on male sexual assault victim's.34 One of the 

? 
challenges for future researchers will be to redress &is imbalance- to conduct re- 

search .on different groups or s t rata  &thin the general popalation. Until that  
%5 - - / 

%' - 
* w .  ' 

2 %.-.%me, dakT s e & d  & & A t  will largely continue to be thought of as  the problem 

4 * *  
of young female student% in much the same way that  AIDS was (some would , 

t; Y 

w 
argue still is) thought of a s  larg&y the problem of male homosexuals. - 

,. - 

* 
- The Criminal Justice Svstem Res~onsk I 

A Only one out of 112 women reported her date sexual assault to the police. . 

- This is less than I%, a reporting 'rate far belo& the often-quoted one of 10% 

given for sexual assaults in general. Clearly, date _sexual assault is one of -the 

-.8i 
most under-reported of all crimes, and is perhaps the most under-reported of all 

the different types of sexual assaults involving teenagers and adults. Because 

date sexual assaults are rarely reported to the police, it is not surprising that  
1 

K 
the police rarely respond since they have no knowledge that  a crime has-been 

comm~tted. And without a police report, criminal prosecution cannot commence. 
b 

Without crim'inal posecution, there can be no judicial verdict rendered. Without 

a judicixl verdict, legal punishment (be it criminal o r  'civil-based) will not be 
* 1 ..+ d b.4 

forthcoming. In short, a lack of reporting prevents the police and other criminal 

justice bodies from officially respending to date sexual assault.35 Given past 

34Because most of the studies loolung a t  male sexual assault victims have ex- 
amined the problem in institutionalized s&tings Ci.e., prisons, 'mental health fa- 
cilities, and military installations), th%"ihression is gven ,  unwarranted though 
it may be, that  male sexual hssault is' only a problem for individuals in such 
settings. V 

35For the record, the one woman who reported her date sexual assault to the 

@ olice labelled them unsupportive and the service they provided as poor. So who 
id the women tend to tell about their sexual victimization, and how &d they 

&te these confidantes? For the most part, when date sexual assault victims 
chose to speak with someone about what had happened to them,' their first 
choice was almost always their closest female friend, whom 64.3% deemed to be - 



4 

police practice, however. even if date  sexual. assaults  were reported, they a r e  

highly probable- t o  be classified as ' " ~ n f o u n d e d " . ~ ~  
: .& 

< 

\ * 

. Besides the victim-offender relationship influencink t h e  police ~ las$ i ta t ion  o f '  fl 

5 sexual a s s a u l t s  as founded '-or unfounded, i t  may also :be+hat  s p ~ i f i c  c h a r a c t e r -  
i 2 , 

?. 77 
istics of the  alleged:. victims and pol~ce  oficers influence 'such decisions. 

9. L 
* * a .  

Specifically, the vict ias '  race, gender, and  age a s  well a s  the police officer's gen- 
% , 

der may influence the decision> of individual police officers to classify a given 
1 ,  

case a certain way. A great deal depends dn how closely police d e c i ~ m a k i n g  

about sexual' assault  believability i s  t o  t h a t  of coflege and univers y student 

decision-malung. . 
T \ 

* 

The present study found t h a t  male college and university st+ents tended 
-C - 

ta be less believing of individuals who said they had b e h  smual ly  assaulted . 

than  female college and university students. From Table 6.38, it can also be 
# 

seen t h a t  both sexes tended to be influenced by the a&eged victims' personal , 

characteristics. With specpfic refererice to the in-class sample, almost five times 
r 

a s  many respondents said they would rarely or never believe young boy alleg- 
d f *? 

C? 
. ing sexual assault  (4.7%) as a young g12k (1.07~).  Similarly, 18.6% said thev .- 

would rarely or never believe their best male friend if he said he had been sex- 

ually assaulted or rabed compared wlth OW who sal the same of their best f'e- 

male frlend. These two findings suggest t ha t  a sexual assault  victim's gender 

35 (cont'd) extremely &pportive. 17.9% deemed to. be moderately support ive,  14.3'; rn 

3 deemed to be slightly supportive, and 4.0V0 deemed to not be supportive. 
* 

361n Clark and L e d s '  Vancouver study, the victim-offender relationship was 
found &be the most important variable in whether'  a sexual assaul t  was classi- 
fied a s  unfounded. Specifically, Clark . and  Lewis found t h a t  "..'.the- greater the 
degree to which victim and offender are  known to each other, , the  gre*ater the 
probability of a n  unfounded classification". See Mar i lm G. Stanley, S e x u a l  
Assault  Legislation in  Canada: A n  Ecaluation (The  Experience o f  the Rape Victim 
Wi th  the' Criminal Jusdce  System Prior to Bill C-1271,  Report No. 1 (Ottawa: 
Department of .Justice. [1987]). p.32. 
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Tab le  6 38 
-.., C r o s s t a b u l a t i 6 n  o f  Be1 i e v a b i l  ity o f  Sexual A s s a u l t  

V i c t i m s  w i t h  S p e c i f i c  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  b y  Sex 

C o n d i t i o n  Completed 
Under 

I n - C l  ass 

- - ~ 

1 .  ~ e s p o n d e 9 t ' s  Bes t  Female F r i e n d  
Always o r  FFequen t l y  
Some t i rnes 
Uo Response 
To ta l  
2 Respondent 's Bes%;Male F r i e n d  
L l  ways o r  F r e q u e n t l y  
Some t 1 mes 
?are1 y  o r  Never 
Vo Response 
To ta l  
3 East I n d i a n  Woman 
always o r  F r e q u e n t l y  
Somet i rnes 
7 a r e l y  o r  Never 
\fo Response 
Tota l  
3 N a t i v e  I n d i a n  Woman 
hlways o r  F r e q u e n t l y  
gomet i mes 
Tare ly  o r  Never 
\lo Response 
ro ta1  
5, E lde r1  y  Woman 
S l  ways o r  Frequent  1 y 
Some t i rnes 
?are1 y  o r  Never 
Jo Response 
ro ta1  
5 Young Boy 
S 1 ways o r  Frequent  1 y  
jorne t i rnes 
?are1 y  o r  Never 
40 Response 
Fo ta l  
7 Young G i r l  
i 1 ways o r  Frequent  1 y  
Some t i mes 
?are1 y  o r  Never 
40 Response 
ro ta1  
3 B lack  Woman 
i lways  o r  Frequent  1 y 
jometimes , 
?are1 y  o r  Never 
40 Response 
ro ta1  
3 White Woman 
i lways  o r  F r e q u e n t l y  
jome t i rnes 
?are1 y o r  Never 
Jo Response 
r o t a r  
10 Chinese woman 
i lways  o r  Frequent1 / 
Some t i rnes 
?are1 y  o r  Never 
40 Response 
ro ta1  

Sex o f  Respondent 

Male 

To ta l  . 
. , 



does infltience whether hislher story 'is believed. All other factors eidg eq&l, fe- 
-% 4 

males alle&ng sexual assaul t  tend to be believed more often t h a n  

larly when the person recezuing or hearing the allegation is female. 
1 

9 

--+- 
Concerning the age . of the victim, 80.4% of respondents 

would always or frequently believe a n  elderly woman alleging sex 
' %  I 

compared- with 81.7% who said the same thing about a you*g girl. T A ~  picture 

changes somewhat, however, when one compares the responses to the "somg- 

"%mesW and "rarely or never" categories. With respect to the elderly woman, 9.9% 

of rgspondentsa sald they would sometimes believe her allegation and 8.2% said 

they would rarely or never believe her. In contrast,  15.8% said they would some- 

'times and 1.0% said they would rarely or never believe a young girl who com- 

plained of sexual assault .  I t  would thus  appear t h a t  young g r l s  have a slightly 

better chance of being believed t han  elderly women when it comes to allegations 

of sexual assault .  Again, women a re  more likely to believe such allegations t han  

men. although the difference is more pronounced when the victim is a n  elderly 

female (approximately 13% for the always or frequently category) a s  opposed to 

a young g r l  (approximately 5% for the same response category). 

Perhaps the most unexpected of this study's findings,, however, was t h a t  -a 

victim's race did make difference in whether her allegation of sexual assault  

was believed. i'l'atice Indian rcome'n, in  particular, suffered the highest rate o f  not 

being belieced when they atleged hacing been sexually assaulted. This finding held 

even controlling for the sex of the respondent and the  condition under which 

the questionnaires were completed. Spec~fically, and w ~ t h  reference to the in-class 

sample, 11.64 of all respondents ( 17 .35  of the men, 4.9% of the women) said 

t ha t  they would rarely or never believe a Native Indian female complaining of 

sexual assault .  Further.  '21.5q of these respondents (25.5% of the  men, 16.8% of 



,/ the /'*omen) said ' that  they would only sometimes 
Y' 

i 
1 assault from' Native Indian women. Only 64.4% 

believe allegations of sexual 

of the in-class respondents . 
. . 

- - 
/ (54-.l% of the men, 76.6% of the women) said that  the$ would always or fre- 

quently believe these women. East Indian women* alleging sexual assault also. 
~ . '  

suffered high rates of not being believed. Specifically, 6.4% of all - in-clap re- 

spondents (10.5% of the men, 1.6% of the women) indicated that  they .would 
' " \ 

rarely or never believe such women were they to +allege sexual assault. - 

Comparable percentages for Black women are 2.3% and 0.5% respectively. . 

- .  Clearly, East Indian women and especially Native Indian women alleging sexual 

assault are not belie by a sigeabl;! perce&ige of cdllege and university stu- 

dents. Whether the same pattern holds true for police officers is not known.3: 
. - b .  

Even if the pattern only holds true for certain detachments, regions, or types of 

officers (i.e., Matsqui police officers as  opposed to members of the R.C.MiP.1, it 

does not bode well for female date sexual assault victims in such areas who ' - 

just happen to be Native Indian or East Indian'.: Further study is-"required to , 

assess the extent to which specific. characteristics of police officers and alleged 

' sexual assault victims affect. officers' decisions -to classify sexual assaults as 

founded or unfounded. 

The Relationship of Sex Role Stereotyping, Adversarial Sexual Beliefs, and 

Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence to Rape Myth Acceptance 

37As of March 1989. 'commissions in Manitoba and Quebec have commenckd in- 
of racial minorities. It is not known a t  this 
be, or tohether the police. treatment of racial 

quiries into the police treatment 
t,ime how specific the inquiry will 
minorities .alleging sexual assault will be examined. see "RCMP Admit Racism," 
The Procince, 30 March 1989, p. 26: and "B.C. RCMP Rule Out Racism," The . 
Vancouter S u n .  31 March 1989. p. B2. 
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In research condlicted in 1977, the resuks'. of which were ~ublished'*in 

.& - * 
' % r  - t 

1980, Burt found that  Americans believed' many rape *myths. For expmple,\ quer 
% h 

half of the 598 adults surveyed agreed with the statement "A woman who .goes 
P 

+ $ - <  

to th2 home or apartrqent o f  a man on Yhe. first date implies that  sKeais will- 
$.- B 

ing to have sex". s h e  also found tha t  positive' relationship existed between 
+** F - " . \  

sex rgle stereotyping, adversarial sexual beliefs, acceptance of i n t e r p e ~ s o ~  vib- 
1 , .  ?, -. 

, % 

lence and rape myth acceptance. Expressed somewhat differently, s h e  found that  
-. 

"...the higher the sex role ster&otypPg, adversarial %Xual beliefs, and acceptance 
*. 

of interpersonal violensei- the a r'espondent's &cept'ance of rape myths". 

Acceptance of interpersonala violence, in 'p?)rticulae was found & be the strongest 
i: -. 

predictor of rape myth acceptance. Do a high percentage of non-Americans (in 

$ .' +, $ .. 
this case B.T' p@-secondary skdents )  subscr$e to rape OF sexual assault 

t .  -a s; 
mhhs?  Is there truly a positive- retaiionship between each of the three variables .' 

* L. 
(sex role stereotypng, adversarlal sexbal bellefs, accep$ance of in$erpersonal vio- 

:+* ,. 
, 

lence) and rape myth acceptance? -, / 

Lpolung a t  Table 6139 which lists Burt' myth acceptance scale items, . 
*, - . . 

it can be seen tha t  a significant' e of both men and women subscribe 
4 

to .certain myths. One thir% in-class. male respondents and almost one ', - , 

fifth of the in-class f e r n a d s p o n d e n t s  agreed with the statek&- ';A .woman - 
\"..-*.... 

who goes to the apartment o f 3  man on their first date implies that  ,. 4 

1 

she is willing to ave sex". Similarly, approxrmately one thlrd of the males gnd R x* .*%A 

female3 a p e 3  that  "When women go around braleis or wearing short slurts 
/ + '  

and tight,/bps, they are just aslung-for trouble3 As well, about one fifth of the 
/ 

sexes jtfelieve that  "If a g r i  engages In neckmg or @&ting and she lets t h ~  gs t -. 
*+ 

get out of hand, rt is her own fault if her partner fog-ces 'sex on her." Further 

examples could be cited, but the pomt is clear: a significant percentage of both 
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Tab le  6 . 3 9  ( P a r t  .l of 2 )  
C r o s s t a b u l a t  I o n  o f  B u r t ' s  Rape Myth ' ~ c c e ~ t a n c e  

S c a l e I t e m s b y S e x  , , .- 
C o n d l t l o n  Completed 

Under 
I n - C l a s s  a 

1 A woman who goes t o  v e  home o  
a  man on t h e l r  f 1 r s 2 " d a t e  1mp1 ~e  
t h a t  she I S  w1111ng t o  have sex 
w i t h  him 

hgree 
) lsagre$ - 
)on '  t Know- 
r o t a l -  + , 

i 

2 Any female can g e t  raped  
i g r e e  
1  I sagree 
1on ' t  Know" ' "  

ro ta1  
3 One Teason t h a t  women f a l s e l y  

r e p o r t  a  rape  1s t h a t  t hey  
f r equen t  1 y  have a  need t o  ca  1 1 
a t t e n t i o n  t o  themselves 

rgree> 
) I  sag?ee 
I o n ' t  Know r 

o t a l  
I f  she r e a l l y  wants t o ,  any 
h e a l t h y  woman can s u c c e s s f u l l y  
r e s i s t  b e i n g  raped  

g ree  
I sagree 
o n ' t  Know 
o t a l  

When women go a round ,b ra l ess  o r  
wear ing  s h o r t  s k ~ r t s  and t i g h t  
t ops .  they  a r e  j u s t  ask rng  f o r  
t r q u b l e  - 

g ree  
I sagree 
o n ' t  Know 
o  Response 
o t a l  

I n  t h e  major  I t y -  o f  r apes ,  t h e  
v l c t i m  I S  promiscuous o r  has a  
bad reputation 

gree  
I sagree 
on t Know 
o t a l  - & 

I f  a  g i r l  engages l n  n e c k l n g  o r  
p e t t i n g  ~t I S  he r  own f a u l t  ~ f  
her  p a r t n e r  f o r c e s  sex on  her  

w s e  
I sagree 4 

3n t Knod? , 
3 t a l  

Women who ge t  raped  w P i l e  
h i t c h P i k i n g  ge t  what t h e {  
deserve - d 

gree 
i sagree 
Jn t Knod 

Sex o f  Respondent 

Male 

T o t a l  



Crosstabulat~on of  Burt's Rape Myth Acceptance 
Scale Items by S e x  

%: i .' 
Condition Completed 

d Table 6.39 (Part 2 0; 2 )  

UnQer . 
In-Class g r  Y . 

9 .  A woman who I S  stuck-up and 
thinks she is too gcmd to talk t 
guys on th'e street deserv-es to b 
taught a lesson 

4gree % 
3 1 sagree 
3on ' t Know 
Total ' .  

10  Many women have an unconscious 
wish to be raped - 

Agree -, 

3 isagree ,; , . -  

3 c n  ' t Know " 
Total 
I 1 . If a woman gets arunk at a part 

and has sexual ~ n t e . ? c s " r s e  * :  th 
man She's just me: tnere, sne 
(IS). .fair game 

Agree -. 
3 i sagree 
3on ' t Know 
T &a 1 
1 2  What X of women ~ h o  repzrt a 

rape would you sa, are 1,:ng 
because they are angrf ana rant 
to get back at tne man ? 

About 75% or More 
Aoout 50i: 
About 25% or Less B 

No Resporise 
Total 
1 3 .  What X of reportsd rapes w ~ u l d  

you gvess were merely ~nvented b 
women uho discovered tnej were 
pregnant . . ?  

&bout 75% or More 
About 5GX 
&&out 25% or Less 
VG Respcnse 
iota1 

S e x  cf Respondene * 

Male' * Fema 1 e 

I 
Total 
/ 

I 

m a k  and female respondents subscribe to rape mvths. 

Regarding the relatronship of zex role stereotvping. adversarial sexual be- 

Itefs. and  acceptance of interpersonal vlolence to rape m?th acceptance, i t  is nec- 

essay? t o  3ap a few rwrds  about these three independent \.ariables prior to ex- 

p l o r z ~ g  thezr rndirrdi ia l .  a n d  c o l l r c t i ~ e  rrlutronshrps to rape mj th  acceptance. The 



reason it is necess&y is because there a re  strong indications t h a t  the  variable,. 

{ex. may have to be controlled for. 

As far  a s  sex role ,stereot*vping is corgerned, Table 6.40 is most illuminat- 

ing. ~ a l d  respondents a re  moTe likely t han  female respondents to agree with 

stereotypical sex role statements.  For example, 25.5% of the in-class males but  
&, 

only 7.6% of the in-class females a&eed t h a t  "There is something wrong with a 
4 

tvoman who doesn't wan't to ralse a family". The situation is much the same 

w t h  the adversar~aI  sexual beiief and  acceptance of interpersonal vlolence Items 

insofar as  gender differences a re  wncerned.  As Tables' 6.31 and  6.42 show, the 

male respondents a s  a group a r e  .more li.kely to hold adversarial sexual beliefs 

and to accept interpersonal violence than  their female counterparts. Almost t w x e  
* 

as  many men from the in-class sample (10.5%) a s  women (6 .07~)  agreed t h a t  "A 

woman will only respect the man she is dating if he will lay down the law to 

I her". Almost three times a s  man? men (8.6%) as  women ( 3 . 3 5 )  believe t ha t  "In 

a datlrng relationship a woman is primarily out to take advantage of a man". 

But perhaps most d i s ~ c r b i n g  of all. however, is t h a t  25.0% of th-e'in-class males 

i 

woman will pretend she doesn't rvant to have sexual intercourse because 

doesn't rvant to seem 'loose. but she's really hoping the man will force her". 

can  on]? ;,peculate on the effect such a belief- a n d  others like it have on 

commission of date sexual assault .  

she 

One 

the 

and 15.2'' of the in-class females agreed with the statement "Many t ~ m e s  a 

G ~ v e n  that  the males in the present study were more likely t han  the- fe-, 

mzles to =ex role stereot:.pe. hold adversanal  sexual beliefs. and accept 
* 

interpersonal vlolence. t he  author  dec~ded to control for the sex of the respond- 

en t s  in crosstabulatlons ~ ~ ~ ; o i v i n q  t h e e  three 

3YIn i t~a l l> .  the present a t i t h o r -  &so con~rolled 

169 

v a r ~ a b l e s . ~ ~  As will shortly become 

for the conditron under which the 



Table 6 . 4 0  ( p a r t  1 of 2 )  
. C r o s s t a b u l a t ~ o n  o f  B u r t ' s  Sex Role Stereotyping 

Scale I tems by Sex 

Cond i t i on  Completed 
"Under 

In -C lass  

1 A man should f i g h t  dhen the  woman 
he ' s  w ~ t h  i s  i n s u l t e d  by another 
man 

Agree 
D i sagree 
Don ' t  Know - 
To ta l  
2 When a man and woman a r e  on a 

a t e ,  i t  i s  acceptaSle f o r  t he  
woman t o  pay f o r  the  aate  

Agree 
0 ;  sagree 
Don' t  Know 
Tota l  
3 A woman should be a v : r g i n  when 

She marr ies  
Agree 
t i  sagree 
Don ' t  Know 
fio Response 
To ta l  
4 There i s  something wrong w r t h  a 

woman r h o  doesn ' t  dant :3 r a i s e  a 
f a m i l y  

Agree 
G 1 sagree 
Don ' t  Know 
Tc ta l  
5 d w i f e  should never ccmtr=G"t 

her  husband i n  p u b l i c  
A y e  

G i sagree 
Gor, t Anow 
No Flespo~se 
To ta l  
6 I ?  ? s  =et:er f o r  a *oxan :o ase 

her femin ine  charm t o  get  what 
she vants r a t h e r  than ask =or i t  
o d t r i g h t  

:gree 
D i sagr ee 
Don t Kriow 
To:a 1 
7 A mari shcu ld  be a v 1 ~ g . 7  ,ren nee 

marr l e s  
Agree 
3 7 sagree 
;3-1 : Knod 
h3 Response 
Tota l  

S S x  o f  Respondent 

Male Ferna 1 e' 

To ta l  



Table 6.40 (Part 2 of 2 )  
Crosstaoulation of Eurt's Sex Role Stereotyplng 

Scale Items by Sex 

Condition Completed 
Under 

1 n-C 1 ass 

8 I t  looks worse fsr a dcman to be' 
drunk in public tFan =or a man to 
be drunk in pub1 i c 

Agree 
D i sagpee 
DOT t Know I 

Tcia 1 
9 There is notning iro* di;h a 

woman sitting aione I T  a car 
~ g - e e  
3 1 sagree 
33r t Knod 
Tttal 

Sex of Respondent 

Male Fema 1 e 

Total 



, Table 6 . 4 1  (Part 1  of 2) . 
Cro'sstabulation of Burt's Adversarial Sexual Belief 

Scale Items by Sex 

Condition Comple*ed 
Under 

In-C 1 ass 

1 .  A woman will only respect the mar 
she is dat~ng'lf he will lay dowr 
the law to her. 

Agree 
D i sagree 
Don't Know 
Total - 
2. Many women are so demanding 

sexually that a man just can't 
satisfy them. 

Agree 
Dl sagree 
Don't Know 
No Response 
Total 
3. A-man must show the woman that he 

is the boss right from the start 
or he'll end up henpecked. 

Agree 
Disagree 
Don't Know 
Total 
4 .  Women are usual 1 1  sweet until 

they've caught a man. ~ u t  then 
they let thelr true self shcw. 

Agree- 
Disagree 
Don't Know 
Total 
5. A lot of men talk big, but when 

~t comes down t o  ? t .  tney can't 
perform Gel1 sexually 

Agree 
Disagree 
Don' t Know 
No Response 
Total 
6 .  In a dating relationship a soman 

1s primarily out to take 
advantage of a man. 

Agree 
D i sagree 
Don' t Know 
Total 
7 Men are out For only one th~ng- 

sex 
Agree 
C i sagree 
Don' t ~ n d w  
Tota 1 

Sex of Respondent 

Male Female 

Total 



Table 6 . 4 1  (Part 2 of 2 )  
Crosstabulation of Burt's Adversarial Sexual Belief * 

Scale Items by Sex 

Condit~on Completed 
Under 

In-C 1 ass 

I I Sex of Respondent 

Fema 1 e 

8 Most women are sly and 
manipulating when they are out to 
attract a man 

Agree 
D I sagree 
Don't Know ,, 
No Response 
Total c.- 
9 A lot of women seem to get TI-; 

pleasure ~n putting men dow 
Agree ~ 7 .  
D 1 sagree 

\ 
Don't Know L 

No Response 
Total 

Total 

- 

1 0 0  45  5% 
106 4 8  2% 

14 6 4 %  
0 0% 

2 2 0  100% 

6 5  29  5% 
1 4 1  64  1% 

14 6 4 %  
0 0% 

2'50 100% 



Table 6.42 
Crosstabulation of Burt's Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence 

- Scale Items by Sex 

Condition Completed 
Under 

In-C lass 

1 People today should not use "an 
eye for an eye and a tooth for a 
tooth" as a rule for  living 

Agree %* 

D i sagree 
Don't Know 
No Response 
Total 
2 Being roughed up is sexually 

stimulating to many women 
Agree 
D i sagree 
Don' t Know. 
No Response 
Total 
3 Many times a woman will pretend 

she doesn't want to have 
sex but she's really hoping the 
man will force her 

Agree 
D i sagree 
Don' t Know 
No Response 
Tota 1 
4 A wife shou!~ move out of the 

house if her husband hits her 
Agree 
D i sagree 
Don't Know 
No Response 
Total 
5 Sometimes the only way a man can 

get a frigid woman turned on is 
to use force 

Agree 
Disagree 
Don't Know 
No Response 
Total 
6 A man is never justified in 

hitting his wife , 
Agree 
D i sagree 
Don' t Know 
No Response 
Totbl 

.Sei of Respondent 

Male Fema 1 e 

Total 



apparent, i t  was crucial for respondent gender to be controlled; had i t  not been, 
, 

important differknces , between the males and the females would have been 
t 

obscured. So what is the relationship, if any, between (1) sex role stereotyping 

and rape myth acceptance, (2) adversarial sexual beliefs and rape myth accept- 

ance, (3) acceptance of interpersonal violence and rape myth acceptance, and (4) 

the above three v bles combined and rape myth acceptance? 

Begmning with sex r~ le~s tereotyping  and rape myth acceptance, Table 6.43 

shows that  20.5% of the 258 males but only 8.4% of the 251 females fei' into 

the Medium-High category for sex role ~ t e r e o t y p i n g . ~ ~  For rape myth acceptance, 

5.8% of the males fell into the Medium-High cqte'gory compared to 2.8% of the 
8- 

females. A; the crosstabulat~& further reveals, pnly a small percentage' of ha les  

(.02%) and females (.004%) fell into both categories (i.e., Medium-High for both 

sex role ste;eotyping and rape myth acceptance). Calculation of the chi-square . 
statistic showed there to be no statistically significant relationship between sex 

role stereotyping and rape myth acceptance for either the males or- the fe- 

m a l e ~ . ~ ~  It is interesting to note, however, that  the results for the males were 

much closer than those for the females to the'  .05 level of ~ignificance.~'  

As far as the relationship between adversarial sexual beliefs and rape myth 

acceptance is concerned, Table 6.44 reveals a number of particularly fascinating 

, findings. First , .  a much greater percentage of males than females- fell into the 

38(cont'd) questionnaires were completed (i.e.. in-class and out-of-class);- but soon 
found that  this' "condition" did not need to be controlled for in the required 
crosstabula'tions. -, -' 

Q 

39The total number of males is 258 rather than 260 (and 251 females total in- 
stead of 254) due to the missing cases being excluded from the analysis. 

40A chi-square value of 2.5 with 1 degree of freedom and a significance level of 
0.1112 was obtained f9r the males compared with one of 0.0 with 1 degree of 
freedom and a significance level of 1.0000 for the females. 

"Ibid. 



Table 6.43 .. 
Crosstabulation of Rape Myth Acceptance by Sex 

Role Stereotyping 
a 4 

Sex of Respondent 
Male 

(colvmn Total I 

Rape Myth AcceDtance 

Mlssing Cases= 2  (Males). 3 (Females) 

Table 6 . 4 3  
Crosstabulatlon of Rape Myth Acceptance by Sex 

Role wreotyplng 
'i 

g 

Sex of Respondent 
Fema 1 e 

Row Total Sex Role Stereotyping 

Low-Medium 

-c, 
Miss~ng Cases= 2  (Males), 3 (Females.) 

Medium-High 

Rape Myth Acceptance 
Low-Medium 

Medium-High 

Column Total 

-:Medium-High category for adversarial sexual  beliefs- 19.2% of the  255 males 

comparedi with only 5.2% of the  249 females.42 For rape myth acceptance, 5.9% 

of the  males and 2.8% of the  females fell into the .Ibedium-High category. 

Second, a greater percentage of the  males t h a n  the females fell into both 

Medium-High categories (i.e.. hlediurn-High for both adversarial sexual beliefs and  

rape myth acceptance)- 3.9% of the 255 males versus 0.4% of the  249 females. 

42The  total number of males is 255 ra the r  t h a n  260. (and 249 females total in- 
stead of 254) due to the missing cases being excluded from the  analysis. 

Row Total 

2  4 1 
9 7  2% 

7 
2 . 8 %  

2 5  1  
1 0 0 . 0 %  
1 0 0 .  0% 

Sex Role Stereotyping 

Low-Medlum 

2 2 4  
9 7 . 4 %  

6 
2.6% 

2 30 
1 0 0 . 0 %  
' 9 1 . 6 %  

Medium-Hlgh 

2 0  
9 5 . 2 %  

. I  
4 . 8 %  

2  1 
1 0 0 . 0 %  

8 . 4 %  



Tab le  6 . 4 4  

Third. the 

C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  Rape Myth  Acceptance b y  
A d v e r s a r i a l  Sexual B e l i e f s  

S e x  o f  Respondent 
Male 

~- - 

A d v e r s a r i a l  Sexual 
Be1 i e f  s 1 .OW 

Rape Myth  Acceptance 
Low-Medium 

'-! 5 

~ e d  i urn-#, gh 

Medi urn-Hi gh + 
Column T o t a l  2 0 6  4 9 

100 .0% 100 .0% 
8 0 . 8 %  19 .2% 

Tab le  6 . 4 4  
C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  Rape Myth  ~ ' c c e p t a n c e  by  

A d v e r s a r i a l  Sexual B e l i e f s  
:3 

Se pf Respondent 
Fe&l e  

Adversar  i a l  Sexual 
Be1 i e f  s 

Row T o t a l  

a I 
Low-Medium 

Rape Myth Acceptance 
Low-Medium 

Medium-High 

Column T o t a l  

M l s s l n g  Cases= 5 ( M a l e s ) .  5 ( ~ e m a l e s )  

Medium-High 

2 30  
97 5% 

. 6  
2 5% 

2 36 
100 0% 
94 8% 

relationship between adversarial sexual beliefs and rape myth accept- 

ance was found to be statistically signzficant for the males, but  not for the fe- 

males. . chi-square value of 20.0 with 1 degree of freedom and a significance 
2- 

level of 0.00005 was found for the m&'s. In sharp contrast, the chi-square val- 

ue for the -females xvas 0.1 with 1 degree of freedom and a significance level of 

0.8166, which is clearly not statistically significant. And fourth, the relationship 
", : 

betkveen adversarial sexual beliefs and rape myth acceptance in males was found ' 



to be positive.43 In o t h e r  words, as adversarial sexual beliefs increased, so did 

acceptance of rape myths. 

Regarding the relationship between the acceptance of interpersonal violence 

and rape myth acceptance, Table 6.45 ' is equally as fascinating as the one be- 

fore it. A greater percentage of males ' than females fell . in& the Medium-High 

category for the acceptance of interpersonal violence, although the difference - i s  - 
.. . - .. 

not a s  pronounced as i t  was for the adversarial sexual beliefs. Specifically, 8.6% 

of the 256 males compared with 3.2% of the 250 females fell- into the& 

Medium-High category for the acceptance p f  interpersona1 violence..f4 For rape 

m-yth acceptance, 5.9% of the males and 2.8% of the females fell into the 

Medium-High category. Second. a greater percentage of the males than  the fe- 

males fell into both Medium-High categories (i.e., Medium-High for both the ac- 

ceptance of interpersonal .  violence and rape myth acceptance)- 2.070 of the 256 

males versus 0.4% ,of the  250 females. Third, the relakonship between the ac- 

ceptance of interpersonal violence and  rape myth acceptance was found to be 

statistically significant for the males,  but not for tJie females. Calculation of the 

chi-square statistic produced a value of 9.3 with 1 degree of freedom and a sig- 

nificance level of 0.0023 for the males. This compares with a statistically 
--.. 

non-i ignif~cant  one of 0.4 with 1 degree of freedom and a significance level of 

0.5477 for the females. And fourth, the relationship between the acceptance of 

i n t e r~e r sona l  violence and rape myth acceptance in  males was found to be 

O 3  Because the chi-square statistic provides little information, regarding the 
strength and nature of the  relationship between two variables, Goodman and  
Kruskal's Gamma was calculated to fill this void. A gamma of 0.82313 was ob- 
tained for the males in Table 6.34. Sirice the range for gamma is -1 (which in- 
dicates a perfect ~ e g a t i v e  relationship) and + 1 (whrch indicates a perfect posi- 
tive relationship), i t  can be concluded t h a t '  a positive relationship exists between 
adversarial sexual beliefs and rape m ~ t h  acceptance in males. 

aQThe total number of males 1s 256 rather than 260 (and 250 females total in- 
stead of 2 5 3 )  due to the missing cases b e ~ n g  excluded from the analysis. 



1 Table 6.45 

I I 

Crosstabulation of Rape Myth Acceptance by 
Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence 

Sex of Respondent 
,Ma 1 e 

~lsslng Cases= 4 (Males), 4 (Femaies) 
' 2  

Rape Myth Acceptance 
Low,-Med i um 

Med>ium-Hi gh 

Column Total 

- 
Table 6 45 

Crosstabulati~n of Rape Myth Acceptance by n 

Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence 

Row Total 

. 24 1 
-94 1% 

15 
A 5 9% 

2 56 
1 0 0  0% 
100.0% 

Acceptance of 
Interpersonal Violence 

S e x  of Respondent 
F,ema 1 e 

Acceptance of Row Total 
Interpersonal Viol erne 

Low-Medium 

224 
95 7% 

1 0  
4 3% 

234 ' 
100 0% 
91 4% 

Low-Med~um 

Rape Myth Acceptance 
Low-Med i um 

Medium-High 

Mlssing CasesS 4 (Males). 4 (Females) 
. , 

Medium-High 

17 
7? 3% 

5 
227% 

2 2 
100 0% 
8 6% 

Medium-High 

236 
9 7 . 5 %  

6 '  
.- 2.5% 

Column Total 

I 

Crosstabulating the  scores obtained from combining sex role stereotyping, 

242 
lOO.O% 
96 8% 

A 

adversarial sexual beliefs, and the acceptance of interpersonal violence with rape 

myth acceptance resulted in considerable insight into their collectiue relationship 
. . 

p .' . J . i 

;. 
"Calculating Goodman and  Kruskal's Gamma for the  "male data"  in Table 6.45 . 
i e l d e d  a gamma of 0.73633. Since the range for gamma is -1 (which indicates 
a perfect negative relationship j and +' 1 (which indicates a perfect. positive rela- 
tionship), i t  can be concluded - t h a t  a positir.e relationship exists between the ac- . 
ceptance of interpersonal violence and rape myth acceptance in males. 



to the latter v 

later confirmed 

than women fel 

aria%le. As might be surrni%ed from the preceding analysis, and 
1 

by a perusal of Table. 6.46, a much greater percentage of men 
- 

1 into the Medium-High category for the combined three vari-able 
5 

of sex role stereotyping, -adversarial= sexual. beliefs, and -the acceptance of ' ' 

, 
% - = "  

interpersonal vio1ene.e. More precisely, 11 .41  of the 254 males $ompared with a 

mere 1.6% of ,the 246 females fell into the Midium--High category for the com- 
- 

B 
d .r 

bined three  variable^."^ For rape myth acceptance, 5.9% of the males and 2.8% 
Y . . 

< '? : 
'of the females fell into the.  ~ed ium-High  category. Second, and not unexpectedly, 

* 

a greater percentage of males than females fell into both ~ : d i u m - $ ~ h  categories 
* 

( i . . ,  Medium-High for both the three combined variables and. rape m~flh + 

acceptance)- 2.8% for the 254 males and O1Bfor -the 246 females. Third, calcula- 

tion of the chi-square statistic revealed t h a g a  statistically significant relationshi& . 
z. 

existed between the three combined ~lariables and rape myth acceptance .for ther 

males, but not for the females. For: the record. a chi-square value of 16.1 with 1 

"degree of freedom and a' significance level of 0.0001 was obtained for the males. - 
I. . 

In sharp* contrast, a chi-square; value, of 0.0 wit$ 1 degree of freedom and a 

significance level of 1.0000 was obzained fos-the. females which is, of course, not 
* * 

statisticall&.esignificant. Finally, the rela tionship hetween the three combined ,vari- 
i 

.. ables and- rape' lpyth. acceptance in males was foundr to bc positi~1e."~ ; .  -- . 
-? 

'1. a 
- 

-2- 

I .+ ,. -, , . 
I+ 

- ,  ~. 

a, -,- 

* .  
-. ". 

&=The to ta l  number of males is 254 rather than 260 (and 246 females total in- 
stead-of 254) due tb the missing cases being excluded from the qa lys is .  

, "Calculating Goodman and Kruskal's Gamma for the "male data!' i n . ~ & l e  6.46 
yieIded a gamma of 0.79233. Since the .range for gamma is -1 (whick+indicates " 
a perfect negative relationship) and + f (which indicates a perfect posikive rela- 
tionship), it can be concluded t h a t  a positive relationship- exists between the 
three combined variables and rape myth acceptance in males.. 

F \ - -  

\ c-' - 



- Table 6.46. 
'Crosstabulatioh of Rape Myth Acceptance by 
the Combined Scores of Sex Role Stereotyping. . - -  

Adversarial SexuaJ Beliefs. & Acceptance of 
Interpe',rsonal Violence 

Sex of Kespondent 
Male 

I 

Rape Myth Acceptance 
Low-Medium 

Medium-High 

F , u m n  Total 

Combined ; ~revio~s: 1 Row Total 
Scores 

96.4% 

2'2 5 
loo. O%, 
88.6% 

Low-Medium 
< .  

Medium-High 
I 

Misslng Cases- 6 (Ma1es)S 8 (Females) 

2 2 
75.9% 

7 
24. +a%, 

.,2& - 

loo. 0% 
1 1 .4%. 

~a 6 l e  6.46 
crosstabu1 at ion of Rape Myth Acceptance by 

the Comblned Scores o,f Sex' Role Stereotyping. 
Adversarial Sexual Be1 iefs. & Acceptance of 

Interpersonal Violence 

239 
94.1% 

15 
5.9% 

- 254 
1 0 0 . 0 %  
100.0% 

Sex of Respondent 
d 

Fema 1 e 

- 
Rape Myth Acceptance 
Low-Medium 

Medium-Hlgh 

I ~lsslng Cases= 6 (MalesJ. 8 (Females) 

Column T.otal 

The kelat ionship of Rape Myth Acceptance to the Commission and Reporting of 

Row Total 

1 

Combined 3 Previous 
Scores 

235 , c  

97.1%. 
7 

2.9% 

Date  .Sexual Assault 

Low-Medlum, 

242 
100.0% 
98.4% 

Is there a positive relationship betxeen rape myth acceptance and  the 
P 

Medium-High 

4 
100.0% 

0- 
'.O% 

self-reported commission of date sexual assault? Or to phrase the question some- 

A 

4- 
100.0% 

I .6% 

ivhat differently. a re  high rape m~- th  acceptance males more likely t han  low 

239 
97.2% 
. ' 7. 
2.8% 

s, 
. 246 

100.0% 
100. 0% 

.: 



rape my&h 'acceptance males to commit date  sexual assault? And wha t  of the  re- 
rd 

porting of the assault? dis*%mle date  sexual assault  victims who tend to be- 

lieve in  r ape  myths less likely to report their victimization to the  police t han  

victims who tend not to believe such 'myths?  

- .  . 
% Begmning with the first issue, so few of the maIes surveyed reported sexu2- 

ally assault ing their girlfriends or dates t ha t  the scope of the question had to 

be broadened to mclude females in .general ~f any sort of meaningful .statistical , 

a n  1 ses  were to be p e r f ~ r m e d . ~ ~  The question thus  became: Is there a positive .2J 
relationship between rape p-vth  acceptance and the self-reported commission of 

sexual assault? 

As Table 6.47 shows, 22 or 8.8% of the males (19 in-class, 3 out-of-class) . 

responded affirmatively to the question "Have you ever been in a situation 

where you became so sexually aroused t h a t  you couldn't stop yourself from hav- 

ing sexual intercourse even though t h e -  female you were with didn't want  to 

continue?"- In crosstabulating *the replies to this question by levels of rape myth 

acceptance and  comparing the observed frequencies to the expected frequencies, it 

would appear t ha t  a relationship does not exist between these two variabkes. 

CaIculation of the chi-square statistic confirms this suspicion. A chi-square value 

of 1.2 with 1 degree of freedom and  a significance level of 0.2703 was obtained. 

Of course, i t  c'an be argued t h a t '  different results (perhaps even statistically 

Q80nLv 3 or 1.4% of the 220 in-class males surveyed indicated t h a t  they had 
F 
ever 'sexually assaulted a grrifriend o; date.  Lest it be thought t h a t  this finding 
is due to a lack' of sexual experience on the par t  of the males, the following 
statistics (all p e r t a i nkg  to the 220 in-class males)  will be of inbres t :  
1. 90.5% said t h a t  they had petted a female above her waist, 
2 .  88.6% .said they had petted a female below her waist. 
3. 75.0% said they had experienced penile-vagmal intercourse. 
4 .  70.0% said they had performed cunnilingus, 
5 .  73.6% said a female had performed fellatio on them. and 
ti. 1 7 . 7 5  said they had engaged in anal  intercourse with a female. 



Table 6 . 4 7  
Crosstab~lar~on of the Self-Reported Cornrnisslon 

of Sexual Assault by Rape Myth Acceptance 

R o w  Total 

Comrn~tteg S e ~ u a l  
dssabl t? 

Yes 

Column T o t a l  

Rape ~ y t h  Acceptance Row Total 

significant ones) would hai.e been obtained had the sexual assault  measures not 

heen of the self-report h n d .  This is a valid criticism. Not all  sexual assaults  

tha t  have been committed a r e  acknoi~ledged to survey researchers or even to 

e l f .  Future research needs to explore the disparities betx~een elf-reported sexu- 

- aLiy deviant behaviour a n d  ac tual  beha\-iour to determine just  how far a p a r t  the 

two are.  a i d  how the g d f  bettt-een them might be narmxs-ed. 

As far  a s  the  second lssue 1s concerned. tha t  of rape mj-th acceptance and 

~ t s  effect on v ~ c t i m  reporting of da te  sexual assault  to the pol~ce. there 1s a 

h g h t  problem. Onl?; one 'date sexual assault  victim out of 112 reported her VIC- 

timization to the police. Since a sampIe size of a t  least tkventy is required'inso- 

far as the testing of relationships betvieen variables is concerned, the  second. 

0 issue had to be restruct'ured 2% svell. The issue became. ".Are female da te  sexual 

assault  victims kvho tend io belleve in rape mj-ths less likely tu report their vic- 

tlmizaiion to frrerrds, /bmri?. or mt.nbtr.: of the  helping professions t h z n  victims 

x h o  .tend not to believe such  rnghs'?" 



Tab1 e 6 . 4 8  
Crosstabulation of the Reporting of Date Sexual 
Assault (to Friends. Family, and Members of thq 

Helping Professions) bp Rape Myth Acceptance 
\ .  

Row Total 

I f Rape Myth Acceptance I Row Total 1 

From Table 6.48, it can be seen t h a t  a n  almost equal number of respond- 

ents  having a low to medium acceptance of  rape myths reported thelr victimiza- 
' 

A c t  ton Taken After 
Date Sexual Assault 

Reported D.S.A. 

D l d  Not Report  G . S . A .  

Column Tctzl 

tion tr, friends, family members, or members of the  h e l p k g  ._ professions ( N = 5 5 )  
1. 

-\.. 

as those ivho did not (T=53). Similarly, a n  equal number of ;62prdents with 

' *  
rnedl~lrn to high rape rn~-th acceptance (?:=I)  reported their v i c t i m i z a t i o n s  

Low-Medium 

55 
50.9% 

5 3 
4 9 . 1 %  

108 
100.0% 
9 8 . 2 %  

those ~ v h o  did not (N=l j . 99  ~ o i n c i d e $ a l l ~ ,  these obserced frequencies matched the 

e-xpected frequencies exac~ ly .  Knoiving this  informzation, a statistician asked to 

comment on the relationship bet~veen the two variables ivould reply t ha t  they 
I* 

:yere independent of one another ii.e.. not 'dktistically Calculation of 

the chi-square s tatisiic xouid proi-e [he statistician correct. For the record, the 

Medium-High 

1 
50.0% 

1  
50.0% 

2  
1 0 0 . 0 %  

1 . 8 %  

obtained chi-square value v;as 0.0 r:.ith I degree of freedom and  a significance 

level of 1.0060., Clearly. then. a respondent's level of rape myth acceptance is 

5 6  
50.9% 

53 
4 9 . 1 %  

110  
lOD.O"/, 
100.0% 

not statrstieally related to xhe ther  or not she reports being'  sexually assaulted 

"The tdtal* number of dace sexual asszult  victims ivho reported their victimiza- 
tion is 110 rather t h z n  112 d u e  to the missing cases being excluded from the  -. 
analysis. 

'".As Norusis states a t  p. 242 in The SPSS Guide to Dufa .4nalysis. "If the var- 
lab!es are  independent. i the obsened and expected frequencies should be 
close to each other .  and ;h. t.&lue of t h e  chi-square statistic should be small". 



by a boyfi-iend or  date to friends, family, or members of the helping professions. 
# 



CHAPTER VII 

DISCUSSION 

- .  The findings of the present study are many and varied. Only the more sig- 

nificant of these will be discussed in this chapter. Primarily, the "more signifi- 

cant" findings include those from the preceding chapter ('i.e., Chapter VI), al- 

though selected findings from Chapters III (Date Rape and the Law in Historical 

Perspective) and IV (From Kanin Onwards: A Review of the Date Rape 

&search) will be discussed. Findings from these three chapters will be discussed 

under the following seven headings- the prevalence and nature of date sexual 

assault; the offenders; the victims; the criminal justice system response; the rela- 

tionship of sex role stereotyping, adversaria1 sexual beliefs, and acceptance of 

interpersonal violence to rape myth acceptance; the relationship of rape myth ac- 

ceptance to the commission and reporting of date sexual assault; and the study 

of date sexual a s ~ a u l t . ~  

Begmning with the prevaIence and nature of date sexual assault, the find- 

ings of the study provide strong support for the assertion tha t  sexual/ 

assaults in datingicourting relations are widespread among female coHege and 

university students. The results of this study suggest that  one in every four 

post-secondary female students will be sexually assaulted by a boyfriend or date 

a t  some point in her life. Of those who are sexually assaulted, 23% will be 

forced to engage in vagmal intercourse, 13% will be forced to endure digital 

penetration. and 5% wit1 be forced to perform fellatio. If attempts are included, 
. . 

these percentages. will be even higher. And yet, the i,mage many post-secondary 

students have of a rapist is a stranger jumping out from behind the bushes 

'.Although findings from Chapters 111. IV. and VI will be discussed under seven 
headings. these headings \vill not be printed. 



late a t  night wielding a weapon. All too often this image is reinforced by the 

m e h a  4as in the coverage i t  gave the "Paperbag Rapist" and other stranger 

rapists), and by weil-meaning but mismformed individuals and law enforcement 

agencies (who counsel women on how to prevent stranger sexual assault a t  the 

total exclusion of the other types of sexual assault). While not denying that  

strangers do sexually assault women, the more likely t h rea to  to female college 

and university students are men they know, not strangers. Once this reality is 

recognized, society and individual women will be better prepared to deal with 

date sexual assault i*' terms of prevention and remedial measure&. 

As far as date sexual assault offenders are concerned, there were two p&- 

titularly significant findings- (1) the majority of offenders do not appear to be 

"psychopaths", and (2) the males in the present study did not admi t .  enough 

victimizing to account for the number of victimizations reported by the females. 

With respect to the first of these findings, if so-called "normal" men commit the 

majority of date sexual assaults' rather than "psychopaths", what does this tell 

us about the etiology of the behaviour? Does i t  not suggest a "sick" society, a 

'society which does little to discourage and much to .promote sexual assault in 

dating relationships? If so, if the problem of date sexual assault is to be effec- 

tively dealt with over the long term, then the societal ideology which supports 

the continued occurrence of the behaviour must be vigorously and openly chal- 

lenged Just as slavery itself was challenged. For clearly, sexual assault in a re- 

lationship, though it may be labelled "normal" behaviour by some, is still sexual 

assault. As such, it should attract no less legal attention or sanction than any 

other form of sexual assault. Regarding the second finding, that  'of far fewer 

men than women reporting involvement in date- sexual assault, it  is interesting 

I to note that  Koss et al.. in their national study of rape. found the same I 



anomaly. In their words: 

"The -findings of the present study demonstrate tha t  men do not admit 
enough sexual aggression to account for the number of victimizations f '  
reported by. women. Specifically, 54% of college women claimed to be 
sexually victimized, but only 25% of college men admitted any degree 
of sexually aggressive behaviour. "2 

After ruling out the explanation of a few extremely sexually active men victim- 

izing a sizeable number of women, Koss e t  al. concIuded tha t  "...some of the 

victimizations reported by college women occurred in earlier years and were not 

perpetrated by the inen who were ~urveyed" .~  As for more recent victimizations, 

they concluded that  such victimizations may have included community members . 

not attending college or university. A third explanation also comes to mind. 

Perhaps some males were unwilling to admit (even anonymously or to them- 

selves) to having engaged in a disreputable act'. In any event, i t  remains for fu- 

ture researchers to' determine which of these explanations, if any, account for 
0 

the difference in rates between disclosures of sexual victimizing and disclosures 

of sexual victimization. 
w 

As far as the victims of date sexual assault are concerned, three findings 

are of special interest- (1)  not all victims of this crime see themselves as  being 

sexual assault victims, (2) most d a t e ,  sexual assaults are not reported to the 

police. and (3)  date sexual assault is much more likely to result in mental, as 

opposed to physical, trauma. The first finding, in particular, seems hard to be- 

lieve. Can individuals, in this case women, actually be victims of crimes against 

the person and not know it? If they have been socialized to believe tha t  most 

men engage in sexually assaultive behaviour with their srlfriends or dates and 

ZMary P. Koss, Christine A.  Gidycz. and Nadine Wisniew he Scope of 
Rape: Incidence and Prevalence of Sexual Aggression and timization in a 
National Sample of Higher Education Students," Journal o f  Consulting and 
Clinical Psychology 55 (.April 1987): 169. 

Ibid. 



t ha t  such -behaviour is "normal", then is i t  any wonder tha t  such women do 
I 

t 
not see themselves as  victims? Time and time again, women who took part  in ' 

the author's study questionned whether sexual assault -could even occul" 
3 

between two individuals who were dating and, if i t  could, yhether i t  should be 

, labelled as  'such. Still others came to realize tha t  they had been sexually as- 

saulted by dates in the past, but had not labelled their experiences sexual 

assaults' a t  the time. The tendency of some date sexual assault victims to not 

-- 
acknowledge their victimization relates to the second finding. If date sexual as- 

:+ 

- sault  is not acknowledged as  sexual assault, is i t  surprising tha t  the behaviour 
0 

is not reported to the police? Of course not. Why, after all, would anyone report, 
A 

a behaviour they defined as being "normal" and or legal to the police? But even. +,, 

women who realize tha t  they have been date raped or otherwise sexually as- 

saulted in a dating relationship often do not report their victimization to the 

police. Why? According to Warshaw, such women think' that  the police will not 

believe them, will blame them, or simply not consider the incident sexual 'as- 
4 

sault. In her words, "...they (victims of date sexual assault) expect the police to . 

react the way much of society will react- with disbelief and recriminations"." 

Sadly, these fears are not unfounded. In many date sexual assaults, there is a n  

absence of physical evidence (i.e., a lack of torn clothing or physical injuries) to 

indicate lack of consent to the' sexual activity in question. Add to this the fact 

tha t  the victim may have consented to some of the sexual activity or willingly 

gone with her date to the location of the attack, and i t  becomes easier to un- 

derstand. the basis for such fear. And if this fear of not being believed or even 

blamed were not bad enough, victims of date sexual assault (for the most part) 

will also have to contend with mental trauma from the attack itself. The 

4RObin Warshaw, I iVerer Called I t  Rape: T h e  Ms. Report on Recognizing, 
Fight ing and Sumicing Date and Acquaintance Rape  (New York: Harper and 
Row. 1988). p. 62. 



consequences of 'suc'h mental t r auma may include anxiety and  nervousness, de- 

pression, crying, feelings of being alone, difficulty interacting with men, difficulty 

concentrating, sleep disturbances, loss of interest in  sex, suaden mood changes, 

intense fears, job or school difficulties, loss of t rus t  in men, .extreme anger at 

the offender, feelings of helplessness, feelings of guilt, self-doubt, loss of 
a 

self-esteem, thoughts of suicide. and even at tempts a t  suicide. Clearly, the conse- 

quences of date sexual assault ,  with its a t tendant  betrayal of trust ,  can' be , 

enormous and  overwhelming. 

The findings of tde present study with regards to the Canadian criminal 

justice system's treatment of date sexual assault  a re  a s  illuminating as. they are  

shoclung and  shameful. Historically, date  sexual assault  ha s  been treated a s  a 

second class or even third class' crime, if i t  has  been treated as a crime a t  all. 

It h a s  been seen as less deserving or worthy of attention (or sanctions) than  

stranger sexual assault  by bbth the law enforcement community and the judici- 

ary. Given this fact, is 'it any wonder t h a t  date sexual assaul t  is one of the 

most underreported (if not the most underreported) of- all crimes? Contributing to 

this severe underreporting of date  sexual xssault,  it would appear,  are  the 

strained relations between the police and  members of visible minorities in parts  % 

of Canada.  In Ontario, for example, a committee created by the provincial 

, Solicitor-General to investigate alleged police racism concluded t h a t  "(r)elations 

between police and  visible minorities i n '  the province of Ontario are  a t  a 

depressingly low l e ~ e l " . ~  Further,  this  committee found t h a t  members of visible 

minorities (Native Indians included) did not perceive t ha t  they were policed fairly 

in Ontario. With circumstances l$e these, it seems probable t h a t  date sexual 
I 

assault  is even less likely to be reported to the police by visible minority group 

5"0n ta r io  Police Attacks on ILlinoritles Feared," The  Vancou~ler  S u n ,  12 April 
1989, p. A8. 



0 members. Improving relations between the police and  citizens (es~ecial ly 

group members) mus t  accompany change in the criminal justice system 

minority 

handling 

of da te  sexual assaul t  complaints at all leciels if a. greater, number of such vic- . 

- .  
tims a re  to be encouraged to come forward. Until t h a t  time, date  sexual 

. . 
assaults will largely continue to go unreported, undetected, unprosecuted, and 

unpunished. 
a 

h The present study's finding t h a t  male post-secondary students a re  more 

likely t han  their female counterparts to sex role stereotype, hold adversarial sex- 

ual beliefs, accept interpersonal violence, and  subscribe to rape myths i s  deeply 
7 

disturbing. Tha t  statistically significant positiFe relationships .were found for ( I )  
& 

males holding adversari%l. sexual beliefs and believing rape m-vths, and (2) males 

accepting interpersonal violence and  believing rape myths provides further cause \, 

for concern. Although such. beliefs. .in and  of themselves. may not trigger the  ac -  

tual  commission of date  sexual assault .  i t  nevertheless seems reasonable to sug- 

gest t ha t  such beliefs (especially of rape myths) do not provide a n  atmosphere 

conducive to either positive social change or '  one which 'even supports date sex- ' 

ual assault  victims in their hour, of need. As such, these beliefs need to 
_.- 

be challenged. Because many of these beliefs a re  formed prior to and  during 

one's "early dating years" (usually the "teen years"), education or the de-bunking 

of rape myths, dating myths. '  and  myths about females. and  males needs to be- 

n early. Ideqlly, such education should begm in the  d e m e n t a r y  schools and  be 

continued in the junior and  senior secondary schools and  post-secbndary inst'itu- 

tions. 

I 

With respect to '  the relationship of rape myth acceptance to the commission 

and reporting of date  sexual assault .  no statistically significant relationships 

were found. Why? In the case of rape myth acceptance and the reporting of 



\ 

date sexl\,al assault  (to friends, family, or members df the helpind,.:, professions), i t  
\ 
\ 

i would appbar t h a t  a statistically significant r e l a t i p sh ip  between he two varia, t 1 f3 

bles simply ,does not exist: The possibility of a n  intervening third variable ac- 
\ 

counting for :,the finding seems unlikely. In the case of rape q y t h  .acceptance 
\ i 

and the commission of date  sexual assault ,  however, two explanation> for t he '  

finding seem hoth possible and plausible- a statistically sign&cant relationship 

between the two variables does not  exist, or a statistically significant relation- 

ship does exist but is masked. If the reader will recall, the 'measure of the com- 
% 

mission of date sexual assault  was n o t ,  the actual  commission of all  such sexual 

assaults,  but  . merely the self-reported. commission of such acts. Perhaps those who 

- have committed da t e  sexual assault  but  not admitted i t  differ as a group in 
.. 

some way from those who have both committed date sexual assaul t  and'adrni t trd 

it. Perhaps - the  "non-admitters" or "deniers" are  more likely t han  the  "admitters" 

' to sex role stereotype. hold' adversarial sexual bdiefs.  and  accept interpersonal 

violence. Whether the addition of the "deGersn, however large or small a group 
z % 

they may be. to the "admittdrs" followed by the recalculation of the tests of in- 

dependence would result in a different finding (i.e., t h a t  a statistically signifi- 

cant  relationship does 'exist between the  two variables in question) is difficult ti) 

say. Much resekrch remains to be conducted lnto the d~fferences between 

"den~ers" and "adrnitters" of da te  sexual assault  before thls m u e  can be sat ls-  
i 

factorily addressed. 

Given t ha t  date sexual assaul t  is widespread among female college and uni- 

versity students.. and t ha t  the phenomena has tended. until  about the last  six 

years. to be ignored,by much 'of the academic community prompts the question. 

"Whv --has the academic community, for the most part ,  neglected the topic of' 
s 

A, 

datey-5bxual assault for so long?" Dld they not know of the topic or research on 
. . 



it? Possibly, although the topic of date sexual assault and research on i t  h a s '  

been around from a& least 1958 (i.e., for 30 years). Was the topic of date sex- 

ual assault too difficult to study? Very unligely. College and university research- 
F' 

ers are- well known for r e l b g a  on student populations in their research so access 

to potential subjects would not present a problem. Nor would ethical cks t r a jn t s  - 

pose much of a problem as  long as  informed Consent of the subjects was ob- 

tained. Why then the lack of interest? Although purely speculative. the present 

researcher would suggest that  the lack of academic interest was' due to essential- 

ly five factors- funding for such research was scarce; the intefest in doing such 

research was low; date sexual assault was seen as  trivial compared to- stranger 
9 

sexual assault; dating patterns were not seen as  sexually coerciire, or if they 

were, there was r$sistance to changmg such \patterns; and date rape/date sexual 
I ' b  ' 

" 1  4 

assault was seen1 as  being a "woman's issue", and it was believed that  only 

women should study such an  issue (but because the ratio of female to male fac- 

ulty was so low, there, were females available to study the 
. , 

/ 
''1 phenomenon). Clearly, future research must not on y be conducted on date sex- - 

/" fa 
ual assault. but also on the social control of reseah ers and the social control 

1 
1 t- - .  

(and definitiori) of knowled~e. . 1 . 



.+- =\ RECOMMENDATIONSS 

/ 4 3: 

The problem _of date raieldate gexval assault is not - a 3 w  - one, but i t  is - 7'. 
t 

one that  has 02iD w e n t l y  come to- the attention gf the .puf;lk. How can this 

problem be further highlighted, and the myths surroundng i t  puc'to, L rest? How 

can society encourage increased reporting of date sekuaf. assauk to the police, 

rape crisis centres, and other *social agencies? .. How cbn we bettei prevent date 
0 

sexual assaulb? How can we better a s s s t  thi victlms of .such crimes as members 

of the public, criminal justice system, or helping professions? And finally, how 

can we encourage further research into date sexual assault? 

., . 
-There a;e no quick, easy, or ,cheap solutions '= to the Hbove questions. 

Nevertheless, there are social policy deciaons which can be implemented and re- 
1 _I 

search courses charted which can significantly pro? society's chances of ac- 

complishing the objectives sugges'ted by these' questions. It is with the I ,desire to 

see such objectives accomplished tha t  the following recomlfiendations 'are made. 

Specifically, it is recommended th.at: 
(P 

A national resource and referral centre be established; 

be i i )  to kd l ec t  and  . summ"arize published and  on the ' 
- A  T 

- .C 

f o i r  mairi types of sexual assault  ii.e., date,  marital,  acqudintance, and. 

stranger) and to keep copies o< such Gesearch i n  i ts library, i i i )  to collect .. d 

audio-visual materials .on these four m h h  types of . . sexual assault  and to keep 
B . 

copies o f  these mahr ia ls  i n  i t s - h k a r y ,  ii*) . to . collect educational and  lobby; 
a a .  

ing materials for ulork on  the four m a i n  types of sexual assaul t ,  and  to keep 
> rl"; 

copies o f  these materials i n  its lihrary, rioi to provide public accep  ,- to its l i - L  
\ .? !fL 8 * 
\ 

b r a y ,  ( L J  to undertake historical, cross-cultural, and comparatzve research on  < 



t'he four main types . of  sexual.. assault, and (vi)  to undertake legal research 

regarding the criminal and ciuil proxcutim of #he four main types of  sexual 
3 

assault. Besides ibcreasigg the visibility of the problem of date .sexual as- > 
I - i. 

sault (as well as the other ,types of sexual assault), a national resource 
.' 

and referral centre would facilitate and encourage needed research. Such re- 

search, in turn,  could be used for educational and other purposes (i.e., sex- 

/ ual assHult prevention). 'AS well, a national resource And referral centre ' 

-, 
would perform a, symbolic function. ~ e n e r o u s l ~  funded, its continued pres- 

B '  

ence and operation would signify tha.t the government of Canada. recognizes ' 

sexual.. assault to be a serious problem within its-' borders and that  i t  -was 
.) 

committed, a t  Jeast Jhancially, to doing something about the problem. 

2.  A n  international "News Bulletin" be established to bring -to the attention of  + 

its members&$ i i )  brief reports of research and -legislative reform in uarious 

countries regarding the four main types of  sexual assault, ( i i )  commentaries 

* on current issues and controuersies in  the,&e.ld, and (iiil upcoming confer- 

ences on sexual assault. This "International $Jews Bulletin on Sexual, 
. (  

Assault" "might, for . example, adopt a format similar *tot  that  of the 

International Bulletin o f  Law and Mental Health which addresses these three 

key areas in * t h e  space of approximately twenty pages.' Unlike that 
I ' 0  

s 

Bulletin, however, the sexual assault bulletin should also be, for an  appro- 
1 

priate fee, computer transmittable; (or a t  least able to be read on a com-' 

puter &reen) hither than available only in printed form. If this were the 
- ,  

<' . , 

case. the bulletin would achieve' greater circulation and back issues could' 

4 
be more easily $and conveniently retrieved. The benefits likely to be,  derived 

2 - 
from establishing an  International "News Bulletin". with or without the 

' The International Bulletln of Law and LV12n tal Health began publicatioh April 
1989 u i t b  Dr, Simon Verdun-Jones as its editor. 

i 



I 

iuggested computer applications, are  many. Briefly, these benefits include, ~ / > 

qut  are n ~ k  -, , limited to (1) a n  intellectual cornocopia of ideas relating to' the 
2' 

hp ic  of sexual assault (such as  its etiology and prevention), (2) less indi- 

" +dual .time, effort, and expense searching for sexual assault research -pro- 

, &iced outside of Canada, (3) the swifter communication of sexual assault 
I '  

, , 

. - research findings to a broad-based audience, (4) the implementation of sex- 
, * 
ual assault prevention progfams based on these findings, and (5) if the 

prevention programs are successful. a decline in the incidence of sexual as- 

3, <Workshops on date sexual assault, specifically its identification and preuen: 

tton, be developed for use in  public and prmate schools, colleges, and uniuer- 

,- 
~ ~ t i e s .  Ip- 

4 

Date Sexual Assault Workshops in' the Junlor and Senior Secondary High 

Schools 

Currently, date sexual -assault workshops are operating in .,several junior 

, and senior secondary high schhols , in Santa Barbara, Californip and Seattle, 

i Washington. With respect to $anta Barbara, The Adolescent Sexual Assault 
i 

Protection1 Prevention program\ (ASAP) has been operating in the sch'ools 
\ 
\ 

since 1984 and has reached over 4,000  student^.^ Funded by the California 
\ 

office of Griminal ~ u i t i c e .  ASKP runs from one to five days using model- 

ling and role play techniques to hkallenge \ '. myths about male<. females. sex- 

2. - 
x uality. and sexual assault. *Date an$ acquaintance rape issues are empha- 

i 
sized as are conflict -resolution skills and the ,  prevention of sexual assault. 
' * f  

Similarly. .Alternatives to ,Fear's Teen Project is used. in some Seattle schools 

't 
2Marcie Servedio, "Touching the Future." Outcq! (Winter'Spring 1987): 1. 



to focus attention on date  and  acquaintance sexual  a ~ s a u l t . ~  The wotkshop 

a -. focuses on both the  recognition of potentially dangerous situations and  

offers a w d e  range of selfdefence skills rangmg from boundary setting and  

psychologcal assertiveness to the  martial  ar ts .  These a r e  bu t  two examples 

of the t-vpes of programs 'which might be used iq Canada's junior a n d  sen- 

ior secondary high schools. 

Date Sexual Assault  Workshops i n  the ;Colleges and Universities 

At present, the follow~ng colleges and universities have da te  sexual assault  
2 

programs-0 Glassboro Sta te  College (New Jersey), the College of Great  Falls ( 

I 

(Montana), Dartmouth College (New Hampshire), Swarthmore College 

(Pennsylvania), the  Vniversity of. FIorida, the  University of Michigan, - - 

Cojrnell University, the University of ~ e n n s ~ l v a n i a ,  Washington S ta te  

University, Wesleyan University (Connecticut), Ohio S ta te  University 

(Columbus), the University of Minnesota (Minneapolis), and  Grand Valley 

Sta te  University (Michigan). Some of these ..programs (such a s  those a t  

Swarthmore College and Wesleyan University) a re  compulsory for all  first 

Fear students: the majority. however, a re  voluntary. Depending on the pro- 

grams' objectives. they a re  sometimes restricted to females (or males), but  

many of them would appear to be open to both sexes. Most involve 

role-playmg (by student actors) or the use of films followed by discussion. 

.At Cornell University, for example. student actors portray ':Mary1' and 

"Dave". a couple who. after a n  expensive res taurant  meal, re turn  to Dave's 

3Mary Koss and Mary Harvey, The  Rape V x t z m :  Clinzcal and Community 
Approaches to Treatment (Massachusetts: Stephen Greene Press, 1987), p. 146. 

'See Robin Warshaw. I * Y e ~ e r  Called It Rape: The Ms. Report on  R e c o g n ~ z ~ n g ,  
F ~ g h t ~ n g ,  and Sunrrzng  Date and Acqua~ntance Rape  (New York: Harper and 
Row. 1988). pp. 175-177. See also Diana Pace e t  al. .  "Model of a Date Rape 
Workshop for College Campuses." Journal o f  College Student  Deceiopment 29 
1988): 371-72. 



place where Dave sexually assaults Mary.5 The gudience then discusges 

what has  transpired and makes suggestions regarding what could have bee\ 

dohe to prevent the  sexual assault. The student actors then replay.  the 
\ 

- date scenario incorporating the audience's suggestions. The sexual assault is' 
\ 'I 

avoided and, often. "Mary" and "Dave" end up  becoming friends. Although 

somew.hat simplistic, behaviour is modellecf-for the audience tha t  they can 

employ. In contrast, the Rape Education and Preclention Program (REPP)  a t  

Ohio State University emphasizes selfdefence. techniques to use in sexually 
I 

assaultive s i t ' ua t ion~ .~  Still other programs, such a s  t ha t  a t  the University. 

of Florida, are even more comprehensive. Presented by a group called 

Campus Organized Against Rape (COAR), the University of Florida has sev- 

eral different t-ypes of programs. and workshops.' Some of these use a rape 

myth quiz, a slide show of media images tha t  contribute to sexual 

stereotypes, a film depicting a date sexual assault,  discussions of body lan- 

guage and assertiveness in dating, role-pJaying, , and self-defence techniques. 

g a i n ,  these are just a f e w - e d o f  the types of workshops (or varia- 

tions thereof) which might be used in Canada's collages and un ive r s i t i e~ .~  , 

4. Presentations on date sexual assault  be incorporated into high school guidance 

classes, and college and unir.ersit_v classes i .  sociology, criminology, 

5RObin Warshaw, 1T ,Yet.er Called It Rape: The. Ms .  Report on  Rewgniz ing ,  
Fighting, and  Sumlc lng  Date and  Acquaintance Rape  (New York: Harper and 
Row. 1988). p. 176. 

8For further information on date sexual assault workshops, see Robih Warshaw, 
I .Yet.er Called I t  Rape: The  Ms.  Report on  Recognizing, Fighting, and Surviving 
Date and  Acquaintance Rape (New York: Harper and Row, 1988)' pp. 175-177. 
See also Diana Pace et al.. "Model of a Date Rape Workshop for College 
Campuses." Journal  of College S tudent  Decelopment 29 (July 1988): 371-72; and 
Mary Koss and Mar? Harvey, T h e  Rape  Vict im: Clinical and  Communi ty  
Approaches to Treatment (;tlassachusetts: Stephen Greene Press, 1987), pp. 
145-1t51. 



communication, women's studies, human  

assault workshops, date sexual assault 

sexuality, etc.). Unllke date sexual 

presentations would likely reach a 

wider audience by virtue of being part of the c u ~ c u l u m  of existing courses 

rather than purely voluntary courses in and of themselves. As such, they 

are extremely useful tools for educating students about date sexual assault. 

But even if such presentations only reached a small audience, the disci- 

plines of sociology, criminology, cammunication, women's studies, human sex- 

- 
uality, and social work (of which guidance classes may be said to be a 

part) demand tha t  a t  least some time be devoted to important issues fall- 

ing within their scope, one such important issue being date sexual assault. 

5 .  Security personnel on college and unicersity campuses be familiarized with the 

issue o f  date sexual assault. Since date sexual assault happens to many fe- 

male college and university students. often on or near campus, it would ap- 

pear wise to ensure that security personnel on campus are  educated about 
.s 

this crime. That way. if date sexual assaults are reported to them, such 

security personnel will be better prepared to comfort and advise such vic- 

tims. Paid -attendance for selected security officers a t  date sexual assault 

workshops is one way to familiarize them with the issue of date sexual as- 

sault. Alternatively. a speaker could be brought in to deliver a presentation 

o n  "The Role of the Campus Security Officer in Responding to Date Sexual a 

Assault ". 

6 .  The general public be informed about the issue of date se9ual assault and 

preuention programs arailable. 1 sorts of possibilities for educating the 

general public about date sexual assault and its prevention arise, some 

more obvious than others. Specially trained individuals from Victim Service 

agencies could set up information displays in the shopping malls during 

National Crime Prevention LVeek (as well as a t  other times) to educate the 



public about th is  poorly understood crime. Such individuals could also an -  

swer questions which the  public might have about date sexual assault.  

Taped phone messages on da te  sexual assault  a r e  another option, and  could 

easily be incorporated into existing tape libraries such as t h a t  operated by 

the B.C. Branch of the Canadian Bar Association. Dubbed "Dial-A-Law", 

the service provides free legal advice by telephone on a wide variety of 

topics. And last but  not least, the  Theatre could be used as a vehicle to 

educate the general public about date sexual assault.  "Illusion Theatre", 

founded in 1974 in  Minneapolis (Minnesota), operates oq the  premise t h a t  

"...theatre could serve social and aesthetic aims, and  t h a t  the  collective tal- 

ents  of concerned actors, writers, directors, and  producers could yield works 

of unique social i m p a ~ t " . ~  Since the  founding of Illusion Theatre, its mem- 

bers have performed and produced plays dealing with childhood sexual as- 

saul t  (and other important  societal issues)- for child, adolescent, and' adul t  

audiences. With the proper encouragement and initiative, there is no reason 

why a similarly concerned group of actors, writers, directms, and producers 

in Canada could not similarly deal with important societal issues such as 

date sexuar assault .  

7 .  Inforrnption on the topic of date rapeldate sexual assault  be freely made 

a~.ai lable to indiciduals ~uork ing  within the criminal justice system. In order 

to make informed decisions with respect to date  sexual e a u l t ,  the police, 
, 

prosecutors. defence counsel. judges. probation officers-, and ,  parole officers re- 

quire information on the problem of date  sexual assault ,  i ts effects on vic- 

tims, its legal aspects. and its prevention. Having a national resource and  

referral centre on sexual assault .  and workshops for criminal justice 

9?Aary Koss and h.Iary Harvey, The  Rape Vict im: Clinical and Commpni ty  . 
;Ippmaches to Treatment (Massachusetts: Stephen Greene Press, 19871, p. 147. 
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professionals on 

such workshops 

Hopefully, such 

the topic would help immeasurably in this regard. In B.C., 

might be held a t  the Justice Institute or similar facility. . 
measures will not only inform, but result' in better decisions 

being made with respect to date sexual assault victims and offenders. 

Sexual assault peer counselling programs be instituted i n  colleges and univer- 

sities across Canada to provide trained student aides to comfort victims and 

to assist them in  obtaining further help. As this study has shown, female 
,& 

date sexual assault victims turn to their best female friends more than 

anybody else in disclosing their sexual victimization. As such, training stu- 

dents' colleagues and peers in listening and comforting slulls, AND inform- 

ing them about the effects of date sexual assault on victims, may make a 

great deal of difference in whether such victims (1) receive professional 

counselling, and (2) report their victimization to the police. Such sexual as-" 

sault peer counselling programs might be modelled on the Natural Helper's 

Program, a program whose general goal is "...to provide slulled listeners . 

\ 

(not therapists) in a school setting so that  students can get tfte help they: 

need". lo  

Twenty-four hour toll-free sexual assault hotlines be operated in  er7ery province 

and territory across Canada. If sexual assault victims are to receive the 

proper medical care and therapy (i.e., pr.ofessiona1 counselling) that  may be 

required, it is imperative that they have 24 hour toll-free access to sexual - 
assault treatment centres. 

Victim support senlices be coordinated ulith one another. Although it might 

seem obvious that  victim support services should be coordinated 'with one 

1•‹For further information on this program, see Mary Ellen de la Pena and 
Dorothy Lee. "Natural Helpers: Developing Peer Support for Date Rape Victims" 
(Paper presented on May 29. 1987 a t  the Seattle,conference Romance, Rape and 
Relationships: A Cor~ference on Teen Sexual Exploitation). 



another, this is not  always the  case. Staff at some service agencies a re  un- 

aware of similar agencies in  their area ,  or see themselves in competition 

with those agencies. Simply put ,  the needs of sexual assault  victims are  

not well-served by a lack of coordination (be i t  through ignorance or de- 

sign) of the  support services which a r e  available to them in their respec- 

tive communities. 

Counselling centres on college and university campuses and i n  the community 

keep statistics on the number o f  sexual assault ak t ims  coming in ,  what the 

uictim-offender relationship was, and where the crime occurred. In order to 

properly address a problem, one must  first know the  na tu re  and extent  of 

t h a t  problem. By keeping statistics on all reported sexual assaults,  counsel- 

ling centres will have taken this  crucial first step. 

Canadian colleges and universities develop specific oficial policies and proce- 

dures to deal with date sexual. assaults which occur on campus where the 

perpetrator is a student, faculty member, or staf f  member. In developing such 

policies and  .procedures, i t  is suggested t ha t  (1)  institutional action not de- 

pend op the alleged victim filing criminal charges (most victims will not) 

L . .  
crr on a successful criminal prosecution (since criminal prosecutions are  

governed by higher standards of proof than  civil ones)," (2) hue process 

safeguards be strictly adhered to, and  (3)  t h a t  one found to have breached 

college or university policy by having, on the balance of probabilities, corn- 
- - 

mitted sexual assault  be subject i o  any or all of the  following depending 

on the seriousness of hisiher "unbecoming conduct": suspension, probation, 

counselling, having a disciplinary letter piaced in hislher file, demotion. 

andlor expulsion. 

"In criminal cases. the prosecution must  prove the accused guilty "beyond a 
reasonable doubt". In civil cases, however, the plaintiff must  prove the defendant 
guilty or liable "on the balance of probabilties". 



b 

13. Expert witnesses be made available for helping juries, judges, and lawyers in  

criminal and civil prosecutions o f  date skxual assault to understand the crime 

and its effects on the victim. By informing 'juries-,- judges, and lawyers about -, 

date sexual assault, the likelihood of justice being done would appear to be 

increased. 

14. The financial barriers to civil litigation of  date sexual assault be lessened. 

The wider use o f  contingency fees is just one option individual lawyers might 

consider. Because the standards of proof are less in a civil suit than in a 

criminal case (i.e., on the balance of probabilti'es rather than beyond a rea- 

sonable doubt), a decision favorable to the victim is likelier. As such, a 

civil suit combined with a criminal one (or in place of one) may represent 

a sexual assault victim's best chance of obtaining justice. 

15. Date sexual assault victims be informed by the police, prosecutors, and rape 
,-. 

crisis counsellors of their right to bring civil lawsuits against their attackers 

whether or not criminal proceedings are initiated or continued.12 One might 
I 

as  well not even have legal rights if one does not know what those rights 

are. By informing victims of their legal rights (which includes the right to 

bring civil lawsuits against their attackers), one empowers them. One e v e s  

them back some of the control the sexual assault took from them. And 

that  control is a most precious commodity. 

16. FUTURE RESEARCH be conducted in the following underresearched areas: 

f i l  gang date rape; iii)' the date sexual assault o f  males in  both the hetero- 

sexual and homosexual communities; liiij date sexual assault in  different cul- 

tures and countries; [icj date sexual assault in Canada; ( ~ 1 )  date sexual as- 

sault in specific subpopulations such as sorority women, , the mentally 

121n what is believed to be Saskatchewan's first successful lawsuit for sexual as- 
sault, Cora Myers (the victim) received $50,000. in damages. See "$50.000. 
A4ssault." The Pror,ince. 6 Apr~l  1989. p. 12. 



handicapped, the physically disabled, feminists, non-feminists, first year stu- 

dents,  graduate students, and  non-students; (vil  the history o f  date rapeldate 

sexual assault; iL:i) $ate rape and the l a u ~ ; ' ~ ( ~ l i i i i  date sexual assault  preuen- 

tion; ( i x )  ,date sexual assault  treatment; ( x )  why some women marry their 

rapists; ( x i )  date rape attribution or those factors which lead a n  individual 

to label o r ,  not label a gicen act rape; ( x i i )  the relationship between the 

characteristics o f  the victim (race, age, gender, conduct) and sexual assault 

belietlability- i.e., why  Native Indian women and Eas t  Indian women who 

allege hacing been sexually assaulted are belieoed much less often than other 

women who make similar allegations; ( x i i i )  the relationship between the type 

o f  sexual assault  (stranger, acquaintance; date, or marital) and  sexual assault  

beliecability; (xi[.) the relationship between rape myth  acceptance and the 
A 

COMMISSZON o f  the different types o f  sexual assault;  and ( x t ) )  the relation- 

ship between rape myth acceptance and the REPORTING o f  the different 

types o f  sexual assault  

F U T U R E  R E S E A R C H  S T R A T E G I E S  consider incorporating some or all  o f  

the following suggestions: f i )  MULTIPLE methods o f  data collection rather 

than reliance on a single method; ( i i )  D I F F E R E N T .  methods o f  data collec- 

tion rather than reliance on the same method (usuallv  questionnaires) for the 

in~,est igat ion o f  a 'given phenomenon; ( i i i )  ruhere a single method, must  be 

employed for economic. othicczl, or other reasons. V A R I A T I O N  in that method '  

( such  as questionnaires completed in-class and nut-of-class) for comparat i~~e  

purposes; and ( i r , )  the shift ing - o f  emphasis from only studyingisurceying col- , 

lege anci, u n i i ~ r s i t ~ v  students to one stud-ving NON-STUDENT groups as ugell, 

ubith (I c,ieul to comparing thr similarities or differences in results which exist 

hrtrceen the t rw.  



CHAPTER IX 

CONCLUSION 

The present study has major implications for both social policy and future 

research. Discussed below, the ordering of these implicat.ions is not meant  to im- 

ply t ha t  those which cohe  first are  more important than  those which come last,  

or t ha t  those which come first should be acted upon first. Like the layer of 

ozone and the ea r th ,  social policy and  research go together- one 'without the 

other courts disaster. 

Beginning k i t h  the social policy implications. it is evident t ha t  there are 

many, but cinly the major ones will be touched on here. First,  sexual assaults  

i .  

In dating/courting relations are  widespread among female university and college 
* ,  

students. The results of this study suggest t ha t  one in every four post-secondary 

female students will be sexually assaulted by a boyfriend or date  a t  some point 

in her life. Of those who are  sexually assaulted. 23"; will be forced to engage 

in vaginal intercourse. 13% will be forced to endure d i g t a l  penetratiog, and  5% 

will be forced to perform fellatio. If a t tempts  are  included, these percentages will 

be even higher. As far  a s  the formulation of social policy is corherned, if sexual 

assault  prevention is truly the objective, massive societal re-education will need 

to take place. The message t ha t  will need to be emphasized is t ha t  date sexual 

assault is the more l ikely threat  to female university and college students, not 

stranger sexual assault.  Once this reality is recognized, society and individual 

women will be better prepared to deal with date sexual assault  in terms of pre- 

vention and remedial measures. 
- -  

Second, date sexual assault  cannot simply be dismissed a s  a n  act  committed 

only by psychopaths or ~ndividuals on the fringt of society. While such - 



+'- 

individuals have committed date  sexual assault ,  the  overwhelming majority 

such crimes have been committed by so-called "normal men". The implication 

this finding is frightening, bu t  i t  would be a grave error to conclude 

therefore, cannot be trusted. Rather, the finding suggests t h a t  t rus t  

cated or conditional on factors other t han  t ha t  the male is known 

male, t h a t  they have dated, t ha t  - they have had sexual intercourse, or 

t h a t  men, 

be predi- 

to the fe- 

t ha t  they 

have been dating one another for a long time. Trust  should be predicated more 

on a n  individual's current  behavjour, specifically his behaviour towards women. 

Although much research remains to be done, i t  would appear t h a t  males who 

t rea t  women as  chattel. males who don't listen to women voicing their sexual 

limits, males who become easily angered a t  women voicing their sexual limits, 

and males who persist in touching women after they have been told to stop a re  

perhaps greater sexual assaul t  risks to women t han  males who do not exhibit 

such behaviour. 
C 

Third. date sexual assault  is unlikely to be reported to the police, and-, 
'I 

most likely to be reported to the female victim's best female friend. The implica- j 
',+ 

tion of this finding is two-fold- ways must be found to encourage a greater .- 

number of date sexual assaul t  victims to report their victimization to the police, 

<' 
and the victims' peers must be empowered with information so that,  they can 

assist and advise victims in their time of personal crisis. 

Fourth,  the majority of date sexual assault vict s suffer emotional conse- F 
quences. Often. such consequences or symptoms of th,e at tack are  many and var- 

ied. They ma? include anxiety and nervousness. depression, crying, feelings of 
C 

being alone. difficulty interacting with men. difficulty concentrating, sreep 

disturbances, loss of interest in sex. sudden mood changes. intense fears, job or 

schoc~l difficulties, loss of  t rust  in mea,  extreme a w r  a t  the offender. feelings 



- 

of helplessness, feelings of guilt, self-doubt, loss of self-esteem, thoughts of sui- 
- 

kde ,  and  even at tempts at suicide. Clearly, members of the  helping professions 
n 

/ 

'(doctors, nurses, social workers, rape crisis workers) and  those close to the vic- 

t im (friends and  family) need to know t h a t  such consequences can flow from a 

date sexual assault  so t h a t  they can better aisist  and  cohfort  the  victim. 

Fifth, many date  sexual assault  victims have been betrayed twice- first by 

the offender, then by the  criminal justice system. With respect to the lat ter ,  
L 

date sexual assault  has  historically been treated a s  a second class or even third 
a 

,trl 

class crime, if 'it h a s  been treated a s  a crime a t  all. I t  has  been seen+s less 

deserving or worthy of attention (or sanctions) t han  stranger sexual assault  by 
3 

both the law enforcement community and  the judiciary. Such unequal, inequit- 

able, and.  illogical legal discrimination between the four main types of sexual as- 

sault  (stranger, acquaintance, date, and  marital)  must  cease. To quote Lord 

Hewart in Rex c.. Sussex  Ju@ices,' "It is not merely of some importance but is 
* 

of fundamental importance t h a t  justice should not only be done, b u t '  should 

rnanlfestly and undoubtedly be seen & be done". 

And sixth, &I substantial  percentage of both sexes believe rape myths, the 

belief being heavily influenced by sex role stereotypyg,  adversarial sexual beliefs. 
- - 

and the acceptance of interpersonal violence. Although the  present,study did not 

find a s t a t  is tically significant relationship between rape myth acceptance and the 

commission 'crf sexual assault .  it nevertheless seems reasonable to suggest t ha t  

rape myth acceptance does not provide a n  atmoiphere conducive to either posi- 

tive social change or one which even supports date  sexual assault  victims in 

their hour of greatest need. .C 4 

' R e x  r.. S u s s e . ~  pJu.stict.s (1921)  1 K . B .  259. 



As f p ,  a s  the implications of the present study for 
c t  

cerned, there are several. First, many of the females I 
been sexually assaulted by boyfriends or dates, yet few males disclosed t h a t  they 

had ever sexually assaulted a girlfriend or date. ~ x a m i n a t i o n  of th; da ta  

strongly suggests t ha t  disclosures of sexual victimization are  more likely than  

L 
disclosures of sexual vxtimizing. Undoubtedw this is partly due to the 

unwillingness of some males to admit (perhaps even to themselves) ,to a n  

unethical or illegal act. Future sexual assault re'search&b ought to consider ways 

in which the reporting to survey researchers of disreputable or be- 
i 

haviour can be' increased. 
> 

Second, a response bias -was discovered in the out-of-class or low response 

rate g t a .  Females tend to be overrepresented by the da ta ,  particularly if they 
Y 

I 

have been sexually assaulted by a boyfriend or date. This finding confirms what r: 
-4 . , .  

has ,long been known in social science research- questionnaires tend: ta be com? ' 
a' ,. . ; 

a pleted and returned .by those they pertain to the most, exceptions being those 

who have committed certain disreputable acts. Knowing t h a t  such&h s'cenario-$ . 

both possible and probable, future. researchers can structure their methodological 
P 7 

, a  

approach accordingly. - 

And finally, a response bias was discovered in sexual assault victims who . ., 

responded to the classified request to be interviewed. The greater they perceived ' 3 .  
their sexual victimization to be (such a s  when it was accompanied by battering), 

7 

the more likely they were to volunteer to be interviewed.' Given this fact; future 
* 

researchers may wish to structure their methodology so as  to mihimize this bias- 

ing -effect. Alternatively. they should qualify their findings, and point out the 
,> - 

ways in which these findings were affected by their methodolo~cal  approach. 



- ,  

Given the above implications for both ~oc ia l  and -future researoh, sev- P 

% 

enteen specific recommendations were A made. Briefly, i t  was recommended' that: 
' 

- +' 

A national resource and referral centre be established to facil i tak the un-' 
- - 

derstanding and prevention of the four main type3 of se'xual assault (date, 
& 

marital, acquaintance, and stranger); 

A; "International News ~ u l l e t i n  pn Sexual Assault" be est8blished: 
i \ 

Workshops- o n  date sexual assault be developed for use i n .  the schools, col- - 

leges, and universities; 

Presentations on date sexual assault be incorpofated into the educational' . 

system; i! a .  

Security personnel be familiarized with the i s p e  of date sexual assault; 4L 
The general .public be 'informed about how tq prevent date sexual assault; 

I 

Criminal justice practitioners be familiarized with the issue of date sexual 
P 

assault; 

Sexual assault' peer counselling programs be instituted in colleges and uni- 

versities across Canada: 

d # 

Twenty-four hour toll-free sexual a sault hotlines be operated across 
I 

Canada: , . . .. c 

10. Victim support services be -coordinated with one another; 

11. Counselling centres keep statistics. if they are not doing so al,ready, on the 

, number of sexual assault. victims coming in, what the victim-offender rela- 

tionship was, where the crime occurred. and so on; - + 

12. Canadian colleges and universities develop specific official policies to deal 

with date sexual assaults which occur on campus where the perpetrator is 
.&. - 

a student. faculty member, or staff member; . 

13. Expert witnesses be made available for helping juries, judges, and lawyers 

In criminal and civil prosecutions of date sexual assault to understand the 



r crime and  i ts  effects on the victim; I g 

; 
t 

14. The financial - barriers. to civil litigation of date  sexual assaul t  be lessened; - 
.: . 

1 Date sexual assault  victims be informed by t h e .  police, prosecutors, $nd - : 

rape crisis counsellors of their right to b r i n g  civil lawsuits - against  t$eir 
- * 

attackers; 

Fiiture research concentrate on such underresearched areas  as ,  for exalllple, 

gang date  rape. date  sexual assault  prevention, date sexual .assault in-dif- . 
ferent cultures, date  sexual a s i a a l t  and the law. and the date sexual as- 

saul t  of males; - and  . ' . 

17 .  Future research strategies rate m u l t ~ p l e ,  dif ferent,  and/or ~laried meth- 

ods of d a t a ,  collection. . - 

w ?' T e'se r co mendat ns ,  ~f ~mplemented,  should significantly improve society's 

. chances \2j u*derst#in& respondrng to, and  ultrmutely prerentmg the problem 
d 

assault.  In add1t16A. they should help,  to take some of the danger - 

l 
out of dating.: and make it a more pleasurable partners. It js 

important to. realize, however, t ha t  c h a ~ g e  will even if all 

these  recommendations a re  implemented. . Date sexua assault  is not \ 
phenomenon, a rare phenomenon.. or even a n  unrewa ded phenomenon t 

a recent 

its his- 

tory is ancient, its prevalence widespread, and its com ission rarely punished (if 

not encouraged and rewarded). Much damage remains to\ be undone, and  undoing 
\ 

~t will take considerable time. As someone once said, "T e longest journey begms 4 
with a single stepu.* This is no less true making Canada a 

2 
sexual-assault-free rune. But make the jriwney we must  i t  we &e ta deny da te  

\ 
\ 

'\ 
1 

Baternan, ~ h i r l e ~  iisciler. i l i rheal  K a n e  J a n  Loreen k a r t i n  Sonja Martin,  
Connie Rae McCutcheon. .Julie Meyer, Julie Miller. Mdpreen Saylor, Tony 
Silvestrin, and Sheri Thomas. Treatment,  Prosecution, '\and Preuention o f  
Acquaintance and  Date Rape Among Teenagers: Conferen+ Recommendations, 
September 1987 (Seattle: Alternatives to Fear. Sept. 1987). p. ' 2 7 .  
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sexual a&'ault, ,with its attendant betiayal of .trust, a future. 



Study 

1. KIRKPATRICK 
& KANIN 
(February 1957) 

APPENDIX A: 

REVIEW OF THE DATE RAPE / 

Major Hypotheses/ Definition of 
Purpose of Study Date Rape 

- TO investigate "...sexual 
aggressiveness in dating- 
courtship relationships 
on a university campus." 
(P. 52)' 

2. W I N  
(September 1957) 

To investigate "...male 
sex aggression in dating- 
courtship relationships 
with high-school girls." 

. * 
( p  197) 
.@ 

The term "date rape" 
is not used. The tenns 
used include "sexual 
aggressivenesskd 
"erotic aggressive- 
ness", both of which 
appear to be inter- 
changeable. Neither 
of these terms is ex- 
plicitly defined, 
although the latter is 
divided into 5 distinct 

.SF* categories - "necking", 
"pettingn above the . 
waist, "petting"below~ 
the waist, sex inter- 
course, and attempts at 
sex intercourse with 
violence or threats of 
violence. - 

The term "date rape" 
is not used. The terms 
used include "male sex 
aggression" and "erotic 
intirpacy". Neither is 
explicitly defined,: 
although the latter is 
deemed to include the 
5 categories discussed 
above in Kirkpatrick & 
Kanin (Feb. 1957). 



TABLE A.l 

DATE SEXUAL ASSAULT LITERATURE 
. , 

-. 

Methodology Sample Size/ 
. Employed Characteristics 

- Eight page questionnaire 291 female university 
distributed to females - students from 22 varied 
in 22 university classes,. classes, the bulk of 
the males having been whom were first and 
dismissed. second year students. 

Six page ques t io~a i re  
distributed to 10 uni- 
k i t y  classes. - ~ e -  
spondents also asked 
whether they had one 
close friend on campus * 

who woUd be willing 
to fill out a question- 
naire. 

180 first semester female 
university students from 
10 classes in Sociology 
and Enghh. Also, 97 
first semester female 
university students from 
an unknown number and 
type of university 
classes. Although the 
total sample size was 
277, incomplete question- 
naires reduced i t  to a 
final sample size of 262. 

Major Findings 

20.9% of the 291 fe- 
ma@ had dates 
forcibly attempt sex- 
ual intercourse with 
them against their 
will, and 6.2% were 
also threatened or had 
physical pain ihflicted 
upon them. (p. 53) 
Also, 55.7% of the 291 
females reported ex- 
periencing offensive . 

male sexual aggression 
during the 1954-55 
academic year. (p. 53) 

62.2% of a group of 
first semester female 
university students 
reported experiencing 
"...offensive male 
sexual aggression 
during the y e p  prior 
to university 
entrhce." (p. 197) 



Study 

3. KANIN 
(August 1%7) 

3. r n I N  
(Autumn 1967) 
- . 

Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

To determine "...whether 
it (male sex aggression 
directed at females in a 
dating contea) tends to 
be a response of frus- 
trated males unable to ob- 
tain heterosexual outlets 
by more sanctioned means , 

which do not involve the 
application of physical 
force." (p. 428) 

To examine," ... one type 
of heterosexual deviation 
(premarital heterosexual 
interaction or male sex 
aggression) in order to 
determine whether it can 
be relatd to a differen- 
tial &socialion with sig- 
nificant peers whose 
values are congenial to 
the performance of suth 
deviation." (p. 495) 

Definition of 
Date Rape 

The term "date rapen 
is not used. Rather, 
"sex aggression" is the 
chosen term which Kanin 
defines as "...the 
male's quest for coital 
access of a rejecting 
female,during the 
course of which phy3 
ical cbercion is util- 
ized to the degree that 
offended responses are 
elicited from the , 

female." (p. 428) 
It should be noted that 
Kanin is focusing ex- 
clusively on sexual 
assaults occurring in 
the c~ntext of a dating 
or courtship relation- 

C 

ship. 

See Kanin ' 
(August 1967). 



, Methodology 
Employed 3 

4ofl w + e ,  single, 
undergraduate males 
were randomly'selected 
from a large, co- 
educationd Midwestern 
University. Of the 
381 males actually con- 
tacted, all agreed to 
participate. These 
males were then inter- 
viewed in person. Of 
the 381 interview 
schedules obtained, 40 
were rejected as in- 
complete leaving 341 
on which the study is . 

based. Case material 
also obtained through 
direct interview/ 
anonymous autobiog- 
raphy from approx 60 
males. 

See Kanin 
(August 1967) 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

341 single, full-time 
undergraduate males from 
a large, coeducational, 
Midwestern University. 

See Kanin 
(August 1967) 

Major Findings 

"In spite of their 
(the sexually aggres- 
sive males) greater 
success, they tend - 
in contrast with non- 
aggressives - to report - 
themselves sexually 
dissatisfied. (Sexual) 
frustration, then, 
appears to be a quality 
more affiliated with 
the sexually active 
than with the sexually 
deprived. There is 
evidence here that the 
feeling of sexual dep- 
rivation is a state not 
necessarily dependent 
upon a given amount of 
sexual activity." 
(P. 432) 

"...sexually aggressive 
orientations are 
acquired prior to the 
existence of these 
current groups (refer- 
ence groups such as 
fraternities). Con- 
sequently, it is argued 
that the major func- 
tions performed by 
these reference groups 
consists of supporting 
and sustaining earlier 
acquired values." 
(P. 504) 



5. KANIN 
(February 1969) 

Major Hypotheses/ 
, -Purpose of Study 

To examine "...certain 
features of aggressive- 
male-offended-female 
pairings in order to show 
that those relationships 
are not random occur- 
rences among dating- 
courtship couples but 
rather that they tend to 
pattern meaningfully 
with certain personal and 
social variables." 
(P- 12) 

Definition of 
- Date Rape 

See Kanin 
(August l%7). 



Methodology 3 Sample size/ 
Employed Characteristicq 

See Kanin 
(August 1967) 

I .  

See Kanin 
(August 1967) 

Major Findings 

255% of the 341 under- 
graduate males "... 
reported at least one 
sexually aggressive 
episode since their 
entrance into college." 
(p. 12) Also, *...the 
form they (the females' 
reactions) manifest is 
probably more dependent 
upon the nature of the 
pair relationshjp than 
upon the severity of 

i the aggressive act ... 
(Specifically), the 
more violent rejections 
of the aggressive 
advance, screaming & 
figh\t.ig, are more 
frequently elicited 
from females in the 
least involved pair- 
ings." (p.'13) 



6. AMIR 
(1971) 

Study Major Hypotheses/ . 
Purpose of Study -. 

To "...an.alw forcible 
rape occurring ip the , 
Philadelphia area under 
the jurisdiction and 
power of the Philadelphia 
police department." 
C P  6) 

Definition of 
Date Rape 

The term "dating type 
rapen is used but not 
explicitly defined. 
Presumably, this type 
of rape falls under the 
general heading of 
"forcible rape" which 
Amir defines as "...the 
carnal knowledge of a 
woman by a man, car- 
ried out against her 
will and without her 
consent, extorted by 
threat or fraudulence." 
(P. 17) 

To "...draw attention to 
- a phenomenon (male sex 

aggression in dating- 
courtship relations) 

, ' that, although not fre- 
quently reported to 
academic authorities, 
touches the lives of a 
sigdicant ntimber of 
college students." 
( P  107) 

See Kanin , 

(August 1967). 



Methodology 
Employed 

Data was collected on all 
cases of forcible rape 
listed by the Philadel- 
phia police for the years 
1958 and 1960. Only 
those crimes the 
Philadelphia police 
defined as forcible rape 
and which appeared in the 
Uniform Crime Report Code 
under number 211 were 
analjzed. 

Kanin truncates and 
summarizes the fidings 

.from 3 separate invest- 
igations he did in 
February 1957, September 
1957, and August 196?. 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

348 forcible rape cases 
in 1958 and 298 in 1960, 
for a total of 646 cases 
of forcible rape. It 
sbould be noted that ' 

"...the cases of rape are 
counted according to the 
number of victims in- 
volve d..." (p. 38). Of 
these 646 female victims, 
80% were black and the 
majority (38.4%) were 
between the ages of 15 
to 24 years. Most (370) 
were victims of a "single 
rapen, while 105 were 
victims of a "pair rape" 
and 171 were victims of 
"group rapen. 

, See Kanin (February 1957, 
September 1957, & A U ~ U S ~  

1967). 

Major Findings 

Amir found that only 
6% of his sample had 
been raped by a close 
friend or boyfriend. 
This compares with 
14.4% for acquaint- 
ances, 19.3% for neigh- 
bours, 5.3% for family 
friends, 2.5% for rela- 
tives, 42.3% for 
strangers, 9.6% for, 
strangers but general 
knowledgg, & 0.6% on 
whom no information 
was available (p. 234). 
Clearly, then, 
"...girls who trust 
their boyfriends ... may 
not be spared from 
becoming victims d 
rape. In (6% of such 
relationships), gentle- 
men forfeited their 
positions of trust and 
committed the crime of 
forcible rape." 
(P- 235) 

"The accumulated 
evidence suggests that 
sex aggression (in 
dating) is largely thk 
consequence of a par- 
ticular type of social- 

+ization coupled with < 

appropriate situational 
factors." (p. 110). As 
an example of the 
latter, Kanin states 
"In the g e a t  majority 
of cases, females have 
willingly provided sex- 
ual stimulation to the 
point where coitus 
would not be considered 
an unusual male expec- 
tation." (p. 110) 



Study 

8. RUSSELL 
(1974) 

Major Hypotheses/ Definition of 
-Purpose of Study Date Rape 

To "...educate people Russell defines rape as 
about rape from the "...intercourse imposed 
victim's perspective ..." on a female against her 

( P  14) wishes where her 
wishes are known to 
the rapist or where she 
expresses her wishes 
forthrightly, verbally, 
and/or physically." 
(P. d) 
Included in her defini- 
tion are cases where 
consent is not possible 
such as when the wo- 
nian is asleep, un- 
conscious, or drugged. 
The lerm "date rape" is 
not used. 



Methodology- 
Employed 

90 females were inter- , 
"viewed apparently in- 
person by at least 5 
interviewers. All 
interviews were taped. 
This sample of rape 
victims was obtained 
through word of mouth, 

I 

advertising in the 
Berkeley women's news- 
letter, and notices on 
local community/college 
bulletin boards. It 
should be noted that the 
bulk of her book is 
based on only 22 of these 
90 accounts of rape . 
victims. (p. 10) ' 

Sample size/ 
Characteristics '- 

90 females living in the 
Berkeley area, 22 of whom 
the bulk of her book was 
based upon. 

Major Findings 

With respect to date 
rape, Russel states 
"...men who rape often 
see themselves as 
lovers, not as rapists. 
They believe so &ong- . 
ly that wgmen really 
want intercourse with 
them, that they are 
unable to hear women's 
protests to the 
contrary. Women's 
physical and verbal - 

resistance is seen as 
part of the female 
game of pretending 
reluctance, or as an 
expression of a desire 
to be overcome. For 
example, one woman 
;eported that her date 
finally succeeded in 
raping her after a 
PO-hour struggle, but 
he could not understand 
why she was so upset, 
& he was unable to 

i cornprebend why she 
accused him of raping 
her. He considered 
himself a lover in the 
tradition of forceful 
males & expected to 
have a continuing 
relationship with her." 
( P  258) 



I 
i) .. 

' Definition of 
- Date Rape 

Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study ' 

e 

To "...gather information 
about this widespread yet 
highly misunderstood 
crime (rape).""(p. 39) 

'i 

Study 

-;s 

The term "rapen is used, id 

but is not explicitly - 
defied. 

1 

9. BART 
(1975) 

$="o 

P 

The term "date rape" is 
used, but is not explicitly 
defined. 

10: BROWNMILLER 
(1975) 

To show that "%rape is 
nothing more or less 
than a conscious process 
of intimidation by which 
all men keep all women 
in a state of fear." 
(p.3) . 



* "  

* Methodology " Sample Size/ Major Findings . - 
Employed ,Characteristics , 

Questionnaire was pub- 

- - lishcd $ the magazine 
Viva Readers" who had 
been rape victims were 
asked LO complete the 
questiopaire and mail 
it in. Dr. Pauline,Part 
was".then asked td analyze 
the responses. 

- 
1,070 females and niales'. . - W& respecl to'date - . 
who responded to a A - . rape, 3 sig&c&t Pirid- 
questionnaire published in@ emergkd.. Fkst, . 
in Vva .asking ra$e "when th; attacker was 
victims to complete its known, he was most likely 
questionnaire. The to be an a c q d t a n c e  
female victims greatly . * (23%) or a date (12%)." 
outnumbered the male (p. 40) Second, "women 
victkm. although a who were attacked by 
percentage is not given. their hukbands or lovers 
The mean age w S  18 experienced the most loss 
'years, 4 months. 60% . "- of trust, followed by 
were single, 22% were those attacked by dates, 
married, and 15% were - - acquaintances, or 
divorced or separated. relatives. Those who 

were least likdy to 
experience loss of trust 

" 

. Not given, 'although the Not given. 
- methodology employed 

appears to be a combina-, 
tion of literature review 
supplemented by personal, 
.interviews. - 

were attacked by strang- - .r . . - 
< I  ers." (g. 42) And 

, - finally, "...rape by a 
known person seemsmore 
psychologically harmful .: 

, - . .  
(than jape by a strang-, 

- er).(p.42) .- 

Withrespect to date . - 
rape, Brownmiller quotes - 

Brown who states "The . 
closeness of the rela- 
tionship (such as a 
dating couple) was a 
frequently used reason 
for categorizing (rape) 
cases as unf~unded." 
(p. 393) Also, according 
to the Uniform Crime 
Reports, lfnfounded cases 
are "frequently 
complicated by a prior 
relationsbp between 
victim and offender." 

. (p. 393). 



Study ' 

11. CLARK & LEWIS 
(1977) 

Major Hypotheses/ 
" Purpose of Study 

To show +at "(r)ape is 
one of the products of 

. a sexist society; it is > 

the price we must pay 
for a society based on 
coercive sexuality." 
(P- 29) 

'12. KANIN & PARCELL TQ "...replicate and 

(1977) .. exten&he 1957 inves- . . tigation of male sex , 
- 

aggressiom. ..(since 
I I 

'- . --1 

one could) hypothesize 
that the 1957 findings 
are now somethipg of a . 
period piece." (p: 6-7) 

Definition of 
Date Rape 

t 

The  term "date rape" is 
not used. Rather, rape is 
defined under the now 
defunct s. 143 of the 
Canadian Criminal Code. 
(PO 32) 

i .  

See Kanin \ - 
'I 

(September 1957). 

Ta explain what "campus 
rapen (date rape) is, and 
how to prevent it. 

. . 
. I. 

The terms "campus .rapen 
& "sexual' assault" m used. 
Campus rape k'defied as 
sexual intercourse without 
consent occurring on . 
campus. Sexual assault 
is dcfmed as "...sexual . 
abuse without tha btent 'C 

to rape." (p. 2). 



1 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

Methodology 
Employed 

Major Findings 

Clark and Lewis' 
approached the 
Metropolitan Torontb. . 
Police Dept. in Fall 
1973 requesting access to 
allcasesof~apC .r 

reported to them in 1970 
along wirh permission to 
interview the com- 
plainants. First request 
granted. Second request 
denied. 

, 

116 females over the age 
of 14 who reported to 
Toronto police in 1970 
that they had been raped. 
42 or 36.2% of these 
cases were classified by 
the police as founded. 

"The most conclusive 
finding supported by our 
data is that rape only 
occasionally occurs 
between persons very well 
known to each other." 
(~._75) . 

, 
I 3 

*.a 
, 

282 single fembes en- , A replication of Kanin's - 
rolled in 23 varied earlier 1957 study shows , 

~ukstionnaires distri- 
buskd tcu females in 23 
varied dniversity 
classesj Males and 
darriqd females were 
excustd. Of 358 females 

uestiomaires, leaiing 
2 useable question- 

qaires for analysis. 

. . univeriity classes at a - large Midwestern Univer- . 
- .  

sity. - .  

that there has been little 
change in either the 
incidence or frequency of 
unwanted male seyal  ag- 
gression. Specifically, 
50.7% of the282 females 
reported experiencing 
offensive male sexual 
aggression during the r 
1971-72 academic year ' .. . 
(p. 69,75). This 
compares with the 1957, 
study (Kirkpatrick &. , -  . 
Kanin) which found 55.7% 
of 291 females reported , 

experiencing offensive 
male sexual aggression 
during the 1954-55 ' 

academic year. 
(Footnote 2, p. 69) 

"No slngle remedy for the - . 
problem of rape on campus 
exists ... However, if all " 
secfors of @e biversity 
and comm&ty work togelher 
to prevent rape and pro%de 
+him services, the 

Not applicable. Not applicable. 

frequency of rape on campus 
can be lessened ..." (p. 6) 



Study 

14. BYERS 
(1979) 

~ a j o d ~ ~ p o t  hesesl 
Purpose of Study' 

Insufficient informa- 
ti&. 

15. WILSON & FAISON 
(1979) ' 

To examine "...the 
social and social (sic) 
psychological character- 
istics that differenGate 
victims from non-victims 
of sex agression (in 
dating)." (p. 322) 

Definition of 
Date Rape 

Insufficient information. 

The term "date rape" is 
used, but is not explicitly 
defined. Related terms 
include "sex aggressionn and 
"~exual assault", the former 
including 5 levels - 
"petting" above the waist, 
"petting" below the waist, 
intercourse without 
violence, intercourse 
with violence, and ady 
aggression. (p. 324) 



~ethodology . 
Employed 

Questio~aires were 
distributed to female 
university students. 

2.50 full-time under- 
graduates were rBndomly 
selected from University 
files. Due to those who 
were no longer attending 
University or who could 
not be located, the final 
sample dropped to 226. 
Of these, 181 (80.1%) 
completed a questionnaire 
in a room set aside h 
the Dept. of Sociology 
and Anthropology. 

Sample Size/ 
Characieristics 

% fednale university 
students living in the 
West Virginia area. 

174 full-time under- 
graduate university 
students, of which 83 
were male and 91 were 
female. 

Major Findings 

Of the % females 
surveyed, 38% said they 
had been sexually . 
assaulted and of these, 
more than 75% said they 
kn'ew the person prior to 
being sexually assaulted. 
Women reported being 
sexually assaulted by 
distant acquaintances 
(24%), close acquaint- 
ances (17%), boyfriends 
(24%), and to a smaller 
extent friends, former boy- 
friends, & relatives. *.+ 

.";" "...lo% of the women (of 
which there were 91) 
report encountering , 

violence or threat of 
violence from their male 
companions who were trying 
to force sexual inter- 
course." (p. 324) 
Zero percent of men report 
encounteriog the above 
from their female 
companions. (p. 324) 



Study 

16. VOGELMANN-SINE 
(1980) 

Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

To examine "...the 
relationship between 
stereotypical attitudes 
about sex role behaviors 
and judgments of implicit 
consent to intercourse 
in situations depicting 
interactions between 
males and females (i. 
the men make a 
and the women 
varying degrees of 
encouragement)." (p. v) . , 

Definition of 
Date Rape . 

The terms "rapen and 
"sehal  assaultw are used, 
but are not explicitly 
defined. 

The term "rape" is used, 
but i; not explicitly 
defined. 

"The purpose of the 
research was to study 
the ways in which women 
have avoided rape, ex- 
amining the situational 
contingencies (e.g. 
presence of a weapon) and 
rhe coping strategies 
(e.g: screaming, use of 
physical force) that are 
associated with avoid- 
ance, as well as the 
demographic background 
variables and chBdhood 
and adult socialization 
experiences ... for what 
were thought at first to 
be 2 distinct groups of 
women: raped women and 
rape avoiders." (p. 124) 



Methodology 
Employed 

Altogether, 3 studies 
were done. Since the 
bulk of the findings are - 
based on the latter 
study, its methodology is 
described here. The 
latter study consisted of 
2 experiments in which 
undergraduate males and 
females were asked to 

- % judge womep's implicit 
consent to intercourse on 
the basis of how the 
women responded to their 
date's advances. All 
subjectsj,udgedthis . 

information in the 
context of a 'rape trial 
& a.dating situatibn. 
Experiment 1 presented 
information about the 
women's responses to 

, advances which were on 
the lower end of the 
sexual intimacy scale, 
whereas Expe-riment 2 
presented information 
which was on the higher 
end of the same scale. ' 

I, 

U females were inter- 
tiewed. They were part 
of a larger convenience 
sample of 94. women who 
had been recruited 
through ads, press 

- releases, publie service 
announcements, pers ma1 
appearances, and flyels. 
All had either been raped 
or avoided rape. T h e  
ihterciews were taped. 
I t  should also be noted 
that each of the U 

, females served as her oun 
cdntrol. 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

ExDeriment 1: 111 under- 
graduates from the 
University of Hawaii, 
consisting bf 58 females 
and 53 males. Range was 
between 18-38 years, with 
the mode being 19. Most 
(52%) were of American or 
Japanese ancestry. 
Emeriment 2: 110 under- 
gfaduates from the U. of 
Hawaii, consisting of 58 
females and 52 males. 
Range was between 18-39 
years, with the mode 
being 19. Most (55%) 
were of American or 
Japanese ancestry. 

13 females, 18 years and 
older, who had either 
been raped or avoided 
rape when threatened 
within 2 years prior to 
the interviews. . 

Major Findings 

"Subjects with more 
stereotypi? attitudes ... 
enerally udged the 

%men' s behaviors to the 
men's advances as imply- 
ing relatively higher 
degrees of implicit con- 
sent'to intercourse in 
the rape as well as the 
nonrape condition." . 
(p. vii). Also,-"for 
all subjects (irrespec- 
tive of a t t i t u d i n q e -  
.dispositions), the ' \,, 
women's behaviors to the  -, 
advance highest on 
sexual/physical intimacy 
were of ~ i ~ c a n t l y  

'\ 

greater importance for 
overall judgments than 
their behaviors to'the 
advances at relatively a 

lower levels of sexual/ - 
physical intimacy." 
(p. vii). 

likely to be raped 
1 "...when they were 

attacked by men th 

( P  123) 



. Study 

18. KINNON 
(1981) 

Major ~~jmthe;es/ 
Purpose of Study . 

To examine "...sexual 
assault in Canada today 
(1981): what it is and 
what it is not; its 

- victims and assailants; . 
. . how it is dealt with and 

- how adequately or 
inadequately action is 
taken."(p. 2) 

Definition of 
Date Rape 

19. SARREL & SARREL To bring to public 
(1981) attention the fact that 

females have raped and 
sexually assaulted males. 
( P  92) 

20. ABBEY 
(1982) 

The term "sexual assault" 
is used instead of "rape" 
or "date rape". It is 
defined in a somewhat 
circular fashion as 
"...an assault with a sexual 
component: rape, indecent 
assault and incest, and 
will be used in this study 
mainly in connection with 
the crime of ripe." (p. 1) 

To test the hypotheses 
that "...males are unable 
to distinguish females' 
friendly behavior from 
their seductive 
behavior ..." (p. 832) 

The terms "sexual assaultn 
and "rape" are used, but 
aie not explicitly defmed. 

The terms "date rape" and 
"acquaintance rape" are 
used, but are not explicit- 
ly defmed. 



% Methodology 
Employed 

An extensive multiple 
choice questionnaire 
,was given to 5 Sexual 

' Assault Centres across 
Ontario. Counsellors 
and researchers at 
these centres recorded 

a( 

individual cases of 
rape on these question- 
naires which were then 
computer tabulated. The 
data was collected 
between March 1, 1979 and 
February 29, 1980. 

, 

No specific methodology 
was employed. Rather, 
the 7 men who had been. 
sexually assaulted by 
females came to the 
S a d ' s  a'ttention over , 
a 5 year period. 
Specifically, these men . 
were their patients in 
the Sex Counseling 
Program at Yale C 
University. 

A laboratory experiment 
was conducted in which a 
male and female took 
part in a conversation 
lasting 5 minutes while 
a hdden male and female 
observed their inter- 
action. 

sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

274 individuals (264 
females, 10 males) who 
had reported to one of 
5 Ontario Sexual Assault 
Centres that they had 
been sexually assaulted. ' 
53.1% were under the age 
of 20. 

7 males who had been 
sexually assaulted by 
females. 

144 white undergraduates 
(72 males, 72 females) 
from Northwestern 
University who received 
credit toward a course 
requirement of research 
participation. 

Major Findings 

Because the categories into 
which the sexual assailants 
were classified were not 
defined, it is difficult 
(if not impossible) to say 
whether the date and 
acquaintance rapes-.otit~~-~~-..---- --.....-- 

numbered the stranger rapes. 
It is known, however, that 
there were more sexual , 

assaults bebeen  those who 
knew each other well than 
between those who did not 
know each other at all. 
See the Table on p.75 of 
Kimon (1981). 

.According to the authors, 
"...the rape of a man by 
a women, though rare, is 
physiologically possible ..." 
(P. 98) 

"Men do tend to read sexual 
intent into friendly 
behavior. However, this , 

appears to occur because of 
a general male bias rather . 
than an attitude about 
females only. Evidently, 
women are not subject to 
this bias (at least not 
under these circumstances) 
and are, therefore, unlikely 
to misjudge male intentions 
in the way that men misjudge 
those of women." (p. 838) 



Study 

21. KORMAN & LESLIE 
(1982) 

22. RUSSELL 
(1987) 

Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

"(T)o compare the 
incidence of sexual ag- 
gressioq reported today . 

with reports from pre- 
vious studies in this 
.area, to determine if 
adherence to feminist 
ideology is associated 
with fewer episodes of 
sexual aggression on 
dates, (and) to 
determine if the sharing ,' 

of expemes by women on 
dates is associated with 
fewer episodes of sexual 
aggression." (p. 118) 

To bring to the attention 
of scholars and non- 
scholars alike that rape 
in marriage and dating 
relationships is much 
more common than is 
realized. (p. 13, 246, 
257) 

. , . -. , 
, -\., 

Definition of 
Date Rape 

The terms "date rapen and - 
"sexual aggressionn are 
used, but are not explicitly 
defined. 

Despite the presence of a 
Terminology section in 
Chapter 1, the term "rape" 
is not explicitly defined. 
Also, in Chapter 18, Russell 
uses the terms "date rape" 
and "premarital rapen, but 
does not explicitly-define 
them. 

73. LVILSON & 
DURRENBERGER 
(1982) 

To compare rape Lktirns 
with attempted rape 
Lictims. (p. 198) 

The term "rape" is used, 
but is not explicitly . 

defmed. 



Methodology 
Employed 

500 questionnaires were 
handed out to female 

< 

ones were returned for a 
return rate of 80%. 

A combination of cluster 
sampling and systematic 
random sampling was used 
td'obtain the initial 
sample of 2,000 house- 
holds. A further 1,200 
households was later 
drawn. 33 trained, female 
interviewers interiiewed 
930 females. All irrter- 
views were conducted in 
interviewer's homes. It 
should +o be pointed 
out that the refusal rate 
was 19% once the females 
knew the study was about 
rape. The verification 
rate was 22%. 

From 1975- 1980, question- 
naires were dktributed 
to students privately on 
2 occasions and in male - 
female groups during four 
suneys. 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

400 single, undergraduate 
females enrolled in 27 
Social Science classes at 
a large Southeastern 
University. Range was 18 
to 22 years, the mean age 
being 19.9 years. 

930 females living in 
San Francisco. 

447 females from Hurnan 
Sexuality classes, 
presumably from Stephen 
F. A-ustin State 
University. 

L 

Major Findings 

i 

'...the pervasiveness of 
experience-kith offensive 
sexual aggression 4as_not 
changed perceptively during 
a U) - year span, although 
it appears that the 
aggressive advances are 
becoming more coitally - 
directed. Contrary to the , 

hypotheses, adherence to 
feminist ideoIogy and the 
sharing of 'dating expenses 
are shownno~ to be 
associated with fewer 
reports df offense on 
dates." (p. 114) 

-- --- - - .  - 

With respect to date rape, 
Russell examirks the 

- reasons why 6 women married 
their date rapist?* She 
concludes that these women 
married their rapists for a 
number of reasons, among 
them the belief that they 
belong to a man they have 
had sex with, the desire to 
retain or regain purity, 
the desire to be rid of 
certain feelings of guilt, 
and because the particular 
date rapist they married 
was less abusive than 
other date rapists. 
(Chapter 18). 

With respect to date rape, 
"...39% of 52 rape victims 
as contrasted to 12% of 58 
attempted rape victims 
dated their attackers again, 

- after the assault ..." 
( P  193) 



Study Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

24. CHECK & h4ALAMUTH TO "...examine more 
(1983) closely differences in 

people's reactions to 
stranger - versus 

-. acquaintance - rape 
situations." (p. 345) 

, . 

25. HENTON, CATE, - To "...assess the 
KOVAL, LLOYD & incidence and context of 
CHRISTOPHER the use-of yiolence in- 
( 1953) high school dating 

relationships." 
( P  469) 

Definition of 
Date Rape u 

The terms "date rapen, 
"acquaintance rqpe", and 
"stranger r a p "  are used, e' 

but &not explicitly ,- 

defiied. 

. The terms "dating violence" . - 
and "premarital violence" 

t:. 

are used instead of "date 
r 3  

rape" because the article * i, 

focuses exclusively on 
physical violence in dating 
relationships. 

26. WNIN -' To gather support for the 
(1983) hypothesis that 

"...deviant sexual 
behavior (in a dating 
context) can be attribut- 
ed to an absence of 

, 

legitimate sexud outlets 
(i.e. attributed to 
sexual frustration)." 
(p. 133) 

The term "date r q e "  is 
used, but not explicitly 
defined. It is quite 
evident, however, that 
force must be applied 
against a non-consenting . * . , 
female and that penetration 
must occur for &n to - 
consider it "date rape". 



Methodology 
Employed ' 

Experiment was conducted 
in 2 phases. In phase 1, 
subjects completed 
questionnaires assessing 
sex role stereotyping. 
In phase 2, they were 
then randomly assigned 
to read one of 3 sexually 
explicit depictions 
(mutually consenting 
intercourse vs. stranger 
rape vs. acquaintance 
rape) and were asked to 
indicate their sexual 
arousal, their perception 
of the depictions, and 
(for men) their like- 
lihood of behaving as the 
.man-m the depiction. 

A questionnaire was 
distributed to W .. 
high school students. 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

289 male and female 
undergraduates enrolled 
in an Introductory 
Psychology course at the 
University of Manitoba. 

d 

.- 
C 

644 High School students 
males and 293 

f e m 4 ~ )  were selected 
from 5 high schools 
located in various geo- 
graphical areas of 
Oregon. Sample consisted 
enfuely of volunteers 
from required classes. 
Range was 15 to 19 years, 
the mean age being 17.1 
years. 

Sample was solicited ~ 

from university classes 
and campus organbations 

.during a 10 year period 
beginning in 1974. 
Subjects were interviewed 
and given a questionnaire 
to fiU out.. 

71 self-disclosed date 
rapists, all of whom 
are male, white under- 
graduates. ' 

Major Findings 

"...high sex role stereo- 
typing individuals were . 
more aroused to rape and 
perceived that the rape 
victim reacted more 
favorably to the assault 
than low sex role stereo- 
typing .individuals, 
particularlv in the case of 
acquaintance rave." (p. 350) 
As well, "... 44% of the high 
sex role stereotyping men,. 
as compared to only 12% of . 
the low sex role stereo- 
typing men reported some 
likelihood of raping." 
(P. 351) 

I J" 

"Of the total number of 
respondents, 78 (29 males 
and 49 females) had 
experienced some type of ! 

physical violence with 
a dating partner as either 
k t i m  or aggressor." 

, 

"...relative frustration 
is si&icant for under- 
standing of these (71) 
date-rape episodes." 
(P. 134) , 



. 
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- Study - Major Hypotheses/ * Definition of 
Purpose of Study Date Rape j I 

I 
27. SHOTLANr) & To "...investigate The terrhs "date rape", 

GOODSTEIN variables involved in "acquaintance rapen, 

B I -  (1983) deciding that rape has ,. "stranger rape" andnd. - 
* occurred and to test a " "real rape" are used, but % , . - 

model of th_e decision are not explicitly defined. 

process of rape -. . - 1 
.attribution in a dating . 
situation." (p. 2%) 

39. ABARBANEL 
(1984) 

I I - 
, To develop and test three 
"explanations for why a 

substantial n m b q  of men 
- are willing to engage in 

unwpfed sexually ' 

-aggressive behavior-yith . . , 
wQmen they are dating. 
Due to space limitations, 
these 3 explanations have 
been labelled (1) the 

. POWERTHEORY, . 
G 

(2) the GENERATJDNAL 
THEORY O F  VIOLENCE 
and (3) MERTON'S 
THEORY O F *  
DEVIANCE'. 

Apparently to compare 
acquaintance rape with 
stranger rape. (p. 91) 

~ l t h o u ~ h  the study focuses 
on sex aggression during- 
dating, the term "date 

Y ,  

rape" is never used. Sex 
aggression is defined as 1 . 
"...includ(ing)alltypes * 
of erotic intimacy (neckhg, 
petting above the waist, 
petting below the waist, 
sexual intercourse, and 
sexual intercourse with 
violence), but all types of 
sex aggression include a 
ube of force to the extent 
tb.at it offends the woman 
id~volved." (p. 242) 

Insufficient infoim~fion. 



~ e t  hodoIogy 
Employed 

Subjects provided with a 
questionnaire entitled 
"Sexual Behavior in a 
Dating Situation.* Each . 
questionnaire coqtained 
a detailed description of 
a date in which the male 
used low or moderate forct: 
to obt* sex, after the 
female began to protest 
eitherkarb, moderately, 
or laic during foreplay. 

See WILSON & FAISON 
J (1979). It should be 

noted that & the malei 
are included in this 
part of thk study, 83 
or 81%'of whom completed 

' the questiotmaire. ' ' a - 

Sample Size/ 
- ~hzracteristics 

4 .  

287 undergraduates (141' 
males, 146 females) 
enrolled in an Intro- 
ductory Psychology class 
during winter term 1981. 

Major Findings 

"Subjects-were more likely 
- . to blaple ttEe women and to 

,per&ive her as desiring 
sex h t h  low force and 
late on&t of protest.  he 

>man was viewed as more 
'violent and the incident 
more likely to be viewed - %. : 

- , as rape when there was more 
force, more protest, and - ' 0  

earlier-on%et.l, (p, 220) 
. . 

k 83 full-t~me under- 
graduate males from a 
medium-sized Southern 
University. E 

With respect to date, rape, 
the major findingare that * 

"...sex aggression in dating 
is a&despread social 
phenomenon that has remained ' 

f&ly constant over the 
last quarter century." , 

( P  242) 
Also, '... sek aggression 
is a response to struct-urd 
strain (Merton's anomie) . 
that is media@ by cultural 
legitirnations."(p. 241) 

*- /  ' 
i 

c ' 600 rape lictirns u p e  
i inteniewed. I 

e... 

A .  

fXH female rape4ct&s,' 

, 3 

presumably from the  anti 
Monica, California &a. . 

"...acquaintance.rapes - 

cluster on weekends, 
between 10 p.m. and 2 a.m., 
and generally take place 
on the assailant's turf. 
They often last longer than' 

.stranger rapes, sometimes 
* 2 stretcImg+wer four hours, 
' - but are less Kely to 

involve'lethal weapons.' 
(P. 91) 



Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

Definition of ' 

Date Rape \ 

= ,  

See Kank (1983). To "...present a profrle 
of a very different 
rapist and of a very 
different type of rape, 

- I i.e., assaults arisbg 
from intensive sexual b -I  interaction of dating 
pairs." (p. 96) 

* .  

To.assist husbands, - The tefm ",acquaintance 
rape% used and, although . 
not explicitly defined, it 
is deemed to include someone 
who'is known such as a 
friend, former lover, 
or ex-husband who sexually 
assaults the woman. 
(p. 29, 32). , 

fathers, and male friends 
to understand acquain- 
tance rape. (p. 29). 



Met hodolbgy 
Employed 

See Kanin (1983) 

Not applicable 

sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

S e e  Kanin (1983) Of the 71 self-dis@osed . . ,  
date rapists, 75% are from' .' 

Not applicable. 

middle"cl8ss backgropds. .. - e 

&ch1@&6 men from h e  
Cmple, the men.appe&d to - ' 

be college *' '-: - : 
A: . - 

students. 6.98) -- .: i '  
Also, 54% of the dat;. . J 

rapes were both initiated ' . 
and completed in the man's ' - - 

(or his friend's) residence, . . 

and secondly, in the' 1 - . -- , 
victb's (or her friend%) , 

re6dence c31%). @. 99) 
4 

I 

Authors make3 statements 
of special indest:  
(1) ' W h i l ~ a p e  by a toial 
stranger is traumatic and 
frighten&& assault by 
someone w$o u known & - 

- t r u e d  map,-k.even more 
' ~vastat!in~."(b. 29) . , 

(2)- "...victims of this 
form of sexual assaqllt . 

' (3) "~cquaintante rape, 
pq6cularly if it involves 
a former. lover or ex- . 

husbbind, is likely to be 
dismissed by police as-an * 

"unfounded" charge and 
therefore pot worth the 
time and trouble to 
investigatcm (p. 32). 



, Study ,Major ~ ~ o t  hesesl 
Purpose of Study 

To "...obtain information 
about the activities and 
the reactions of young 
women to past stressful 
unwanted sexual 
e~periences.~ (p. 8)' 

Definition of , 

Date Rape 

The study looked at a 
wide range of "unwanted 
stressful sexual exper- 
iences" which included . . 
rnaritd\rape, date rape, 
acquainipce rape, and 
incest. 'An "U.S.S.E." 
was define$ as "...any 

s essful i experience at caused 
great concerh to the - 

:i , 

33. PORTERFIELD To briog to pubfic The terms "date rape" 
( 1984) attention the hidden . . and "acquaintance rppe" r 

crime that is date rape. are used, but are not 

. (P+ 60) explicitly defined. 

21. SIGELMAN, BERRY & To "...move the study of The terms "physical 

U?LES violence in college violencen, "sexual 
f 1981) . student's (datirig) violencen, and "sexual 

relationships beyond aggressionn are used, but 
description and into are not explicitly defined. 
prediction." (p. 533) \ 



Methodology 
Employed 

A 5 part questionnaire 
was presented to females 
affiliated with either 
the m"llitary (1 group), 
college classes 
(3 groups), and 
convenient community 
groups (1 P U P ) .  
Participatioa rate was 
53% for the non-nursing 
college group and between 
78-100% for the remaining 
groups. 

Chiefly LITERATURE 
REVIEW. 

Questionnaires were 
distributed to students 
in Psycholo&, Sociology, 
and Nurshg classes at 
castern Kentucky 
pniversity. 

Sample size/ 
Characteristics 

404 females between the 
. ages of 17 to 35. 168 

were from the military, 
-195 were from college, 
ahd 41 were from the 
community itself. Total 
sample was primarily 
~au&ian ,  single, with 
14 ye'ars of education,. 
and a mean age of 23.3 . 
years. 

Not applkable. 

501 university students 
(116 males, 388 females) 
in Psychology, Sociology', 
and Nursing classes at 
Eastern Kentucky 
University. 893% were 
Caucasian, 66.9% were 
either fust or second 
year students, and the 
mean age was 21.4 years. 

Major Findings -: 

" &W~th respect to date rape, 
2 hajor frndings emerged. 

-First, the rapist "...was 
most often a relative:' 
% (215%); friend odfriend , 

of the family, 93 (20.9%); 
or fiance, boyfriend or 
lover, 88. (19.8%) (p.. 10). 

- 
Secondly, "...the closer 
the relationship or the 
longer the duration of the 
experience, the less likely 
it dll be dkclosed." 
(p. 12). Specifically, 
experiences with husbands 
had the lowest disclosure 
rate (O%), followed by 
boyfriends, fiances, & 
lovers (19.1%), relatives 
(38.0%), neighburs,' - 
friends, & friends of the 
family (24.0%), bosses & 
acquaintances (39.1%), & 
strangers (73.1%). (p. 11) 

According to recent 
statistics, 5 U.S. states 
exemDt a man from being 
charged with rape in the 
fust degree if his victim 
was a "voluntq social' 
companion" (date). These 
states are Delaware, Hawaii, 
Maine, North Dakota, & 
West Virginia. (p. 62) 

' With respect to date rape, 
Sigelman et al. found a 
statistically sigtuficant 
(but modest) relationship ~ . 
between physical violence 
and unwanted sexual 
aggression between dating 
partners. (p. 538) 



s 
Study 

35. BYERS & WILSON 

36. EHRHART & 
SANDLER 
(l?S5) 

Major Fin%t heses/ 
Purpose of Study 

< .  

TO "...measure the 
effeds of several 

* factors that ~ l & k  and . 
Lewis' theoh (of 
coefive sexuality) .F.. 

suggest mlght be related 
to men's compliance with 
and interpretation of 
women's refusal of the& 
sexual advanc&." 
(P. 376) 

"...to describe the 
phenomenon of gang rape 
as it sometimes occurs 
on campuses, some of the 
causes that bring it 
about: its impact on the 
victim and other students; 
how to deal with it, and ' 

most importantly, how to 
prevent its future occur- 

To "...examine the sexual 
histories of (self- 
disclosed date) rapists 
and nonfapists and attempt 
to determine if the former 
are more sexually 
deprived." (p. 220) 

~efinition of . 
Bate Rape 

The terms "sexual assault" 
and "sexual aggressionn 
are used, but tire not 
explicitly defined. 

The terms "campus gang rape" 
& "acquaintance gang rage" 
are used, but are not 
explicitly defined. 



Methodology 
Employed 

50 Volunteers (26 males 
& 24 females) were 
divided into groups 
based on their Attitudes 
Towards Women. The men 
roleplaved their 
responses to wom n's i. refusals in 9 tape-/ 
recorded descriptions of 
sexual dating situations. 
These descriptions varied 
accordmg to the level of 
sexual involvement and 
the type of "NO" 'given. 
The women role~laved the 
response they would I 
expect from most men. :' 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

50 undergrsduate 
volunteers (26 males, 

' 24 females) enrolled in' 
Introductory Psychology 
at the University of 
New Brunswick. AU were 
single. 

Not applicable. Not applicable. 

4 

See Kanid(1983). 
Y 

Major Findings 

Study provides-"...only 
partial support for the 
theory (advanced by Clark 
and-Lewis) of coercive 
sexuality." (p. 376) 

I - 

"The possibility that 
,victims (of campus gang 
rape) will bring third- . 

party liability civil suits 
against institutions is 
growing". 9) 
See p. 10-16 for the study's 
specific recommendations for 
r e e n d i n g  to & preventing 
campus gang rape. 

71 Self-disclosed date Kanin concluded that sexual 
rapists, all of whom are frustration led the 71 date 
male, white under- rapists to sexually assault 
graduates. Control group their dates. Specif~cally, 
consisted of 227 male, he found that these men 
white undergraduates. were hypersexually 

socialized. Because they 
placed such a high value on 
sexual accomplishment, a 
frustration of their r' 

sexual impulse led them 
to feel relatively deprived 
(compared to the controls, V 

however, they were a t  +9 

actually deprived). This 
relative deprivation/sexual 
frustration led them to 
rape. (p. 229) , 



Study 

38. KOSS, LEONARD, 
BEEZLEY, & OROS 
(1985) 

Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

To "...determine if (3 
types of undetected 
sexually aggressivehen 

:/ who had assaulted,'female 
acquaintances) could be 
differentiated on the 
basis of p~ychological - 

characteristics" (p. 983) 
It should be noted that 
the three types of men 
were classified as either 
sexually coercive, 
sexually abusive, or 
sexually assaultive. 

To "...estimate the 
incidence of 4 types of 
courtship violen =...(to) ' 

provide demographic 
profiles of those who 
inflict and those who 
experience courtship 
violence ... and to examine 
different types of sexual 
aggression (amqng dating 
couples)." (p. 46) ' 

Definition gf 
Date Rap& " 

- .  

The term "nonstranger 
sexual aggression4 is used 
instead of "date rape", but , 
is not explicitly defined. 

Authors state "A weaknesz 
of the research reported 
todate is that a clear 
unifom' definition of a 

courtship violence has not 
been used." (p. 46) They - 
propose that "courtship" 
be broadened to include 
". experiences that you may 
have had with acquaintances, 
friends, partners, or 
dates,.." (p. 47) . 
"Violtnce" is de f ied  as 
"...one partner attempting 
to h u t  or maim the other 
through physical force ..." 
It is seen as being one of ' 

4 categories, these being ., 
Conflict, Abuse, Violence, 
& Assault. (p. 49) 



Methodology 
Employed 

Participants recruited , 
through a 2 stage 
sampling procedure. ,In 
first stage, the Sexual 
Experiences Survey was 
given to 1,846 males in 
randomly selected 
university classes. % 
Males were then das- 
sified as either 
Sexually Assaultive, 
Sexually Abusive, 
Sexually Coercive, or 
Sexually Nonaggressive. 
In second stage, 143 of 
these males *ere inter-. 
viewed. 

Questionnaire was mailed 
out to a sample of under- 
gadiates at a large 
Northwestern University. 
The sample had been draua 
from the University's FALL 
1982 registration list of 

. approximately 12,000 
students, Response rate 
was 55.5% with 325 
students returning useawe 
questionnaires. 

. Sample Size/ . 
Characteristics 

143 male university; 
students were in the 
final sample. Of these, 
17 were classified as 
"sexually assaultiven, 23 
as "sexually abusiven, 53 
as "sexually coercive", 
and 50 as "sexually non- 
aggressiven. 

325 university students 
(50.9% were males & 49.1% 
were females) f~om a 
large Northwestern 
University. Because 
females and-upper level 
students were slightly 
overrepresented in the 
sample; the data was 
weighted to more accurate- 
ly represent the student 
body population. 

Mqjor Findings 

The results sipport a social 
" control/social conflict 

explanation of nonstranger 
sexual aggression as opposed 
to a psychopathological one. 
(P. 981) 
It should also be noted that 
"...acquaintance and 
stranger rape may require 
different theoretical 
explanations." (p. 990) 

12.9% of the females and 
1.6% of the males reported 
having been physically 
forced by a date to engage 
in kissing, fondling, or 
sexual intercourse. (p. 55) 



Study .; 

40. MUEHLENHARD, 
FRIEDMAN,- . 
& THOMAS 
(1985) 

31. SANDBERG 
(1985) 

33. SCULLY 
& MAROLL4 
(1985) 

MajorHypotheses/ * Definition of 
Purpose of Study Date Rape 

To determine the 
"...circumstances (which) 
increase the justifiabil- 
ity of (date) rape 6 
men's eyes." (p. 298) 

Idsufficient information. 

To demonstrate that 
"...the popular image 
of rape, a nonutilitarian 
act committed by a few 
"sick" men (the 
psychopathologi&l model), 
is too limited aview of 
sexual violence because 
it excludes culture and 
social structure as pre- 
disposing factors." , 

(P. 251) 

The term "date rape" is 
used, but is not explicitly 
d e h e d .  . 

Insufficient information. 

I 

.;j. -.' 
Y 

The terms "date rapen and 4 

"acquaintance rapen are 
used, but are not'explicitly 
defined. 



Methodology 
Employed 

Two studies were done, 
both of w&h relied on 
questionnaires describing 
dates involving the hypo- 
thetical characters John & 
Mary. Different variables 
such as (a) who initiatgd 
the date?, @) who paid 
for,the date?, and (c)the 
dating activity? were 
manipulated. 

Questionnaires were 
distributed to under- 
graduate students. 

During 1980 and 1981, 113 
convicted rapists were 
interviewed using an 
89 page inteniew 
schedule. Each inteniew 
took place inside the. 
prison and lasted between 
3 to 7 hours. 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

268 male undergraduates 
enrolled in Introductory 
P s y c h o l ~  (for Study 1 
N = 100; for Study 2,. 

. , 
N = 168) presumably at 
Texas A & M University. 
Their mean age was 19 
years. 

An unspecified number of 
male and female under- 
graduates at the 
~ b e r s i t y  of South 
Dakota. 

114 convicted, 
incarcerated rapists 
serving out their time 
in a Virginia prison. 
46% were white and 54% 
were black. Age range 
went from 18 to 60 years 
with the majbrity between 
18 to 35 years old. 

Major Findings 

*...rape was rated as 
significantly more 
justifiable (a) if the 
couple went to the man's 
apartment rather than to 
a religious function, (b) 
if the woman asked the man 
out rather than vice versa 
(s@icant in Study 1 
only), and (c) if the man 
paid all the dating 
expenses rather than 
splitting them with the 
woman." (p. 297) 

"...more than 20% of the 
women surveyed said they 
had been forced by their 
dates to have inter- 
course against their will." 
@. 41) 

-1 

Scully & Marolla describe 
several cases of "gang date 
rapen. As they relate, 
"...one member of t k g a ~ g  
would make a date with the 
victim. Then without her 
knowledge or consent, she 
would be driven to a pre- 
.determined location & 
forcibly raped by each 
member of the group. One 
young man revealed this 
practice was so much a , a 

part of his group's rec- 
~eational routine, they 
had rented a house for 
the purpose. From his 
perspective, the rape was 
justified because "usually 
the girl had a bad 
reputation, or ws knew it. 
was what she liked."" 
(P. 260) - 



Study 

/". 
- 44. BRISKIN & GARY 

( 19%) 

Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

To "...present a pre- 
liminary version of a 
model of date rape that 
focuses, in part, on 
...g ender differences . 
in' the perception of 
sexual intent." (p. 187) 
It should be noted that ' 
"(a) major tenet of the 
model is that date rape 
can be divided into two 
types ... relational date 
rape and early date 
rape." (p. 187-188) 

Definition of 
Date Rape 

~ h o t l b d  does not explicitly . 
define "date rapen, although 
he uses the' term frequently. 
~e does, however, divide 
date rape into 2 varieties - 
"early date rapen and 

- "relational date rape". He . 
defines the forme; as rape ' 
that "...occurs early in the 
relathonship, after only a 

- few dates ..." (p. 188). He 
defines the latt,er as * 

"...rape that occurs in the 
context of ap ongoing 
relationship ..." (p. 188). 

To "...describe awareness 
workshops in which 
(sexual assault and the 
prevention thereof) were 
addressed." (p. 207) 

The terms'"acgu&ntance- 
rape" and-"date rape" are 
used, but am not explicitly 
defined. "Sexual assaultn 
is also used and defined as 
"...forced sexual aggreqion 
or contact with or witho~t 
penetration against a 
victim's will ..." (p. 207) 



Sample Size/ 
" Ckaracteristics 

Not applicable. 
h 

W E  LITERATURE 
m@ed so as to lend 
credence to a particular 
model of date rape based 
on a pkrceived gender 
difference in the 
perception of sexual 
intent or interest 
between the 2 sexes. 

Not applicable. Not ap$cable 

v. Major Findings 

Shotland suggests that 
"early date rape" and 
"relational date rape" are 

, caused by a different 
combination of factors.&'*) 
Specifically, he sees the 
former as being primarily 
due to the male's anti- 
social & misogynist 
personality traits (the 
"sick theory). The 
latter, on the other hand, - 
is seen to be part of a 
"normal" socid process. As 
he explaihs, "Research . 
evidence suggests that 
men perceive sexual interest 
when women do not.. It is 
hypothesized that misunder- 

- standings around sex when 
matched with situational and 
personality factors of both 
the male and female leadlo 
relational date rape." 
(the "sick society"-theory) 
(p. 187). 

J 

":..acqLaintance rapes are 
one of the least reported 
of all sexual assaults. 
Studenrs tend to not define 
an act 'as a sexdal assault 
if it is committed by a - 
known assailant (e.g.,'date, 
fellow student, friend of a 
friend):" (p. 208) 



W E  LITERATURE 
arranged so as to lend 
credence to a particular 
model of date rape based 
on a plrceived gender 
difference in the 
perception of sexual 
intent or interest 
between the 2 sexes. 

SampIe Size/ 
" Characteristics 

Not applicable. 

Not applicable. 
t 

Not ap$cable ' 

Shotland suggests that 
"early date rape" and 
"relational date rapen are 

, caused by a different 
combination of factors. "' " 

t ,- 
Specifically, he sees the 
former as being primarily 
due to the male's anti- , 

social & misogynist 
personality traits (the 
"sick theory). The 
latter, on the other hand, 
is seen to be part of a 
"normal" soci2 process. As 
he explaiiis, "Research 
evidence suggests that 
men perceive sexual interest 
when women do not.. It is 
hypothesized that misunder- 

^ standings arouncl sex when 
matched with situational and 
personality factors of both 
the male and female leadlo 
relational date rape." 
(the "sick society" theory) 
( P  187). 

2 0 

":..acqbintance rapes are 
one of the least reported 
of all sexual assaults. 
Students tend to not define 
an act 'as a 'sewal assault 
if it is committed by a - 
kno? assailant (e.g.;date, 
Ellow student, friend of a 
friend):" (p. 208) 



De 1 rnition of Study Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study : DteRape  . 

. t 
To "...identify what kind 
of person does not 

consider such a situation 
(where a date r a p  occurs) 
rape and/or does notL 
regard'the male's 
behavior as definitely 
unaccebtab~e.~ (p 458) 

"dale rapen and 
rapen are " 

I 

I 
, 8 -  

\ 1 

P . 

" 

.To "...determine whether 
acknowledged (acquaint- 
ance) rape victim's, , 

. unacknowledged (acquaint- 
,pee) rape victims, and * 
(acquaintance) rape 
avoiders Add be dis- $.& 

crimbated by situational . 

. variables including the . 
response stratQies used _ 

* 
in,the assault." (p. 311) 

The term "acquaintance rapen 
is used, but is not ex- 
plicitly defined. 

4. LEVINE-MACCOMBIE 
& KOSS 
(1986) I 



/ 
, . 

Sample Size/ - 
Characteristics ? 

\ 
823 students enrolled in 
Introductory Psychology 
and Human Sexuality 
courses over 2 successive 

For the former 
c o u r w 0 6  were surveyed 

rl 

in the Fall of 1983. 

,/ 

Participants recruited 
through a 2 stage 
sampling procedure. In 
first stage, the Sexual 
Experiences S w e y  was 
administered to 2,016 
females in randQdy 
selected classes at a 
midwestera state v 

university., l2.% of 
"53 ,- theshomen had a sexual 

e ~ t ~ . r i ? e e t i n g  the 
legal de&tion of rape. 
In thec;econd stage, 

-these women (231) werk 
inte,@ewed. Classifica- 
tiodbto 3 goups 
further r&duce+i the 
useable sample size to 
52. 

82 female university 
studem aged 18 to 25 
years selected from a - midwestern state 
university of 20,000 
students via a 2 stage 

. PL. $ampling procedure. 
~ b e i f k e a n  age was 21 
years, their mean age at 
victimization was 18 
years, 92% were white, 
a d  72% were single. 35 
were classified as "rape 
avoidersD, 26 as 
"acknowledged rape - 
victims", and 21 as 
"una~knokled~ed rape 
~ictirns." 

Major Findings 
'%; .. .:r' - 

"...persons relatively more 
accepting of forcible date 
rape are less sure it really 
is rape, have more 
traditional attitudes ' 

tpwards women, are more 
se1f;sexually permissive ..., 
haGe less accurate sexual 
knowledge and, though a 
large majoriv blame the 
male, are sli%tly Fore 
inclined to blame society or 
the situation." (p. 457) 

\ 



Study 

47. PIROG-GOOD 
& STETS 
(1986) 

r 

48. STETS 
- & PIROG-GOOD 

(19%) 

Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

To "...document the 
frequency of gender 
specific patterns of 
sexual abusg in white, 
h e t e r ~ ~ x u a l  dating 
relationships [and to 
develbp) a model in 
which sexually abusive 
behavior may be under- 
stood in terms of'an 
individual's need to 
control his or her 
partner." (p. 1) 

See PIROG-GOOD 
& S E T S  (1986). 

Definition of 
T .. _ 

Date Rape 
I 

The terin "sex& abuse" is 
used instead of "date rape", 
-and defined as ',..(s)exual 
acts which are clearly 
iqitiated against the will 
of one's partner." (p. 1) 

See PIROG-GOOD 
& S E T S  (1986). 



.- 
4 Methodology 

~ P ~ O Y &  L 

D&kg !$ring 1986, a 
!-: r sdom sample of 56 

c , ,  ?C 

P .: upper level classes at " 
a+ 

a Midwestern University 

- -,& . was obtained. ~ e t k r s  
@ were then sent td 56 

professors asking if 

sarnplg size/ - - - Characteristics 

MS &re, upper level 
undergraduat'es (++I 
males, 351 females) 
drawn from 25 cl&ses at 
a large Midwestern 
University. 

;hey wodd allow their " - - 
+< 

dasses to be surveyed. 
25 professors agreed. 
Questionnaires were 
then distriiuted to -- . 
these 25 classes. 

See PIROG-GOOD 
& S E T S  (1986). 

See PIROG-GOOD 
& STETS (1986). 

Major Findings 

s 

(1) "25% of the men who ' 
dated within the past yeir ir 

.2 

report initiating sexual 
abuse compared to 7% of 
woken." (p. 9) 
(2) "(M)ilder forms of 
sexual abuse are most 
Likely to OCCUI for both 
men and wopen.". 10) 
(3) "...the experience of 
violence, r& the witness-. 
ing of violence, increases. 
male sexual abuse." (p. 11) 
(4) "(M)en who frequently 
date are more likely to 
use sexual abuse." (p. 12) 
(5) "(men & women are " 

sexually abusive for 
diierent reasons." (p. 14) 

/ 
Exactly the same as 
PIROG-GOOD 
& STETS (1986). 
(1) "...the generational 

, theory of violence, 
personality dimensions of 
instrumentality and expres- 
siveness, & seriousness of 
the relationship explain * 

dating violence for men 
while a situation of 
jealousy explains dating 
violence for women." 
(Abstract) 
(2) "violence is more likely 
to occur in more serious 
relationships." (p. 14) ' 



i . 
Study Definition of 

Date Rape 

.The terms "aquaiqtance 
rape" & "date rape" are 
used, but are! not explicitly . 

defined. 

r To summarize the recom- 
mendation from the 1987 
'bnference "Rbmance, ~ a *  

- and Relationships: A 
Conference on Teen 

d 

: Sexual Exploitatio~." 

e 

"...to investigate 
' factors that might 

mediate the occurrence of 
male sexual aggression in 
dating  relationship^" 
ip. 321) * 

50. BYERS, GILES, 
gi PRICE 
(1987) 

The term "sexual aggressionn 
is used instead of "date 
rapen, but is not explicitly - 
defined. 



Over~UK3 conference 
*rparticipants collectively . 

- 'devised3pedfic recom- 
mendations for treating, 
prosecuting, and prevent- 

P 
ing acquaintance & date I 

rape among teenagers. :T * 
I 

$ .  

Two exper&ents were 
conducted. "In 
Experiment 1, 33 female 
undergraduates role- 
played their refusal of 
unwanted sexual advances 
in dating situations 

. that varied in the level 
of the woman's romantic 
interest in her date 
and in the intimacy 
level of the sexual 
actiiities ... 1n 
Experiment 558 male 

- 4  

S college students rated 
selected women's 
responses differing in v 

verbal definiteness for t 
their effectiveness in 
stopping unwanted 
sexual advances." 
(p. 321). 

W t  applicable. 

Experiment 1 - 33 
unmarried females enrol- 
led in Introductory 
Psychology at the 
University of 
New Brunswick. Median 
age was 19 years; 
Expwiment 2 - 58 
unmarried mdgs enrolled 
in Introductory 
Psychology at the 
University of New 
Brunswick. Median age . 
was 20 years. 

- i s  
MaJor Findings 

d 

When we assess the 
acculturation, sodaliza- 
tion, and educational 
processes historically as 
they relate to acquaintance 
rape, we can learn from the 
past and discover the path 
to a future free of sexual 
exploitation. Only by 
becoming familiar with these 
procesSes and their 
functions can we hope to 
modify them and create a 
safer and more pleasant 
envirdnment for all." 
(P. 27). 

"...the (33) women were 
found to be less verbally 
definite in situations in 
which they werc romantigally. 
interested in their dates '. 

and in the low intimacy 
situatior&..women may a 
decrease the likelihood of 
being victims of sexual 
aggression by being more 
verbally definite in 
refusing unwanted sexual 
advances." (p. 321) 



P 
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S& dy Major Hypotheses[ 
9 Purpose of Study 

C 

To '...dete&e whether, 
within a college wpula- 

_ tion, attitudes condoning 
sexual ho~ence (date B 

r$pe) as part of the 5 1 
coprtship ritual are 
generally present and 
accepted throughout, are 
accepted by only certain 
segments, or whether the. 
existence 01 these 
altitudes is generally 
rejected by college 
students':' (p. 177) 

52. ESTRICH To put forth "...an 
(1987) 64 * argument for (legal and * - social) change: for an 

. understanding of rape 
. * 

that recognizes that a 
t "simplen rape (rape by 

9 a date, a,quaintance, 
ex-lover,.or neighbour) 
IS a real rape." (p. 7) - . . 

53."'IUGHES "...ta,show...what to 
& SANaLER watch out for'(with 
(1987) 

F '  
respect to date rape), 

[* why it (date rape) occurs, 
and what to do should it 
happen to you or a 
friend." (p. 1) C 

Definitionrof t k .  

. Date Rap6 . - - a  

,- 

- The t&rms "date rape" 
A. 

and "aquaintaoce rape" 
are used, but are not 

S 
' explicitly defined. 

.The terms "date rape" and 
"acquaintance rape" are used 
and apparently deemed to be 
"SIMPLE RAPES" as opposed 
to "AGGRAVATED RAPES". 
This distinction between 
aggravated rapes and simple ' 

rapes can be traced to 
Professors Harry Kalven & 
Hans Zeisel of the 

% 

University of Chicago. They 
defrned an aggravated rape 
as one with extrinsic 
violence (guns, knives, or 
beatings) or multiple 

7 assailants or n o  pfior. 2 

relationships between the 
victim and the defendant. 
A simple rape had none of 

- 

these aggravating factors. 
(P. 4). - 
The term "date rape" is 
used interchangeably with 
"acquaintance rape", & is 
defined as "...forced, . 
unwanted intercourse with 
a person you know." Q. 1) 



Methodology 
Emp1lW-d 

Mly'or Findings ' Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

In April 1984, question- 
naires were administered 
to a probabilistic 
sample1 of 50 under- 
graduates out of an 
undergraduate population 
of 2l,000. 449 under- 
graduates completed 
useable questionnaires. 

449 undergraduate 
enrolled in 1ntrod&ory 
Sociology and ~rim"liial ' 
Justice c o u r k  at a 
major university in the 
Mid-South. Of this total, 
254 were female (57%) and 
181 were male (40%). 
Also, -90% of the sample 
was single, 68% were 
white, 29% were black, 

- and the median age was 
19.8 years. 

Sr 

' d 
"...males (are) far more 

- likely than females to hold 
- attitudes that wndone 

aggressive sexaal \ 

- behavior.". 188) - * \ 

'A cluster sampling 
techriique w& used. 

Chiefly a REVIEW and 
SUMMARY of the LEGAL 
LITERATURE and U.S. 
CASE LAW on rape. 

"Conduct is labeled criininal 
"to announce to society 
that these actions are not , 

to be done and t 6  secure 
that fewer of them are 
done." It is time - long 
past time - to aqnounce to 
society our condemnation of 
simple rape, and to enforce 
that condemnation "to secure 
that fewer of than are . - 

done." The message of the 
law to men, and to women, 
should be made clear. 
Simple rape is real rape." 
CP. 104) 

Not applicable. 

Not applicable. Not appliqble. There is a need for 
colleges and universities 
to have rape prevention ., 

progr&s not only to help 
@'' women protect themselves 1 

- 1 + -4: 
Ir -- but to help men understand 

/ '. --. . . % issue of rape and 
$ +- therkby make the college 

campus a safer environment 
for everyone." (p. 7) 



Study 

54. KOSS, GIDYCZ, 
& WISNIEWSKI 
(1987) 

" M-ajorHypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

To "...ex-tend previous 

/ 
research (on rape and - 

i sexual aggiession to a 
i national basis ..." 

(p. 163) 

The term "ape" is used and 
defined as "...carnal 
knowledge of'a female 
forably and against her 
consent." (p. 162) 

55. MAKEPEACE To compare "...social The term "courtship 

( 1987 i factor differences violence" is &ed, but is 
*I between: (1) respondents , not explicitly defined. 

I -. with and without court- 
I 

ship violence experience 
and, (2) offenders (male 
only) and victims (female 

.F only)." (p. 87). 
P - .  

a 



Methodology 
Employed 

~7 
T: 

Questionhires were jb  

administered to a 
national sampe of 6,159 
U.S. students enrolled in 
32 institutions of higher 
learning. 

Questionnaires were 
administered to 2,338 
studentsat 7 colleges 
in the U:S. 

< .  

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

1 

';7 6,159. U.S. studints 

43,187 females, 2,972 9 
males) enrolled in' 32 
colleges, universities, 
and technid schools in 
America. 85% were single, 
86% were white, and the 
mean age was 21.4 years. 

2,338 stadents drawn from 

,1 7 American colleges. 
Both males and females 
were surveyed, although 
: the precise number or 

percentage is not given: 

"...since the age oR4, 
. 275% ~f college women 

r% report exueriencing and ,. 
7.7% of college men 
reportqdpemtrating ah 
act that met legal defini- 
tions of rape, which in- 
clades attempts." (p. 168) 
TI& translates into a 
victimization rate for 
women of 38 per 1,000 who . 

experienced a rape meeting 
the FBI definition for a 
6 month period. For,males, 
ihe perpetration rate was 9 

- per l,000 which represented 
the number who admitted an 
act in a 6 month period 
meeting the FBI definition" 
of rape. 

"Having been fuFd on 
multiple occasions waS the 
single condition most 
related to courtship 
violence." (p. 89) 



57. RIVERA 
& REGOLI 

b(1987) 

4 ,  
~ a j o r - ~ ~ p o t h e s e s /  
Purpose of Study 

&ss "..the 
incidelice of and the 
risk factors for date 
rape and other forms 
of male-against-female. 
sexual $&ression (SA) 
in dating situations." 
(P. 1%) - B 

g> 

Definition of 
, Date Rape ' 

The terms "date rapen and 
. "sexual aggressionn are 

used, but are not explicitly 
defined: Other terms used 

, in~luct~~heterosexual .< dating" and "gutwanted sexual 
activity". The Patter is 
dkfingd as "w&n theqemale 
does not w h t  to engage in 
some sexual activity, aqd 
she makes this clear to 
the male either verbally 
or nonverbally, but he does 
it anyway. The unwanted 
sexual activity could be 
anything ranging from . 
kissing to sexual inter- 
course.r(p. 188) 5' + 

To investigate the The term "sexual assaultn 1 " 

incidence & prevalence is used, but is not 
of sexual assault among explicitly defined. ' 
sorority women. 
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Methodology sample Size/ 
Employed - Characteristics 

Over t&e course of two 
semesters, question- 
n a i r ~  w&e administered 
to students enrolled in 
Introductory Psychology 
classes at a large, 
. southwestern, public . 
university. 

' Final sample conshed of 
6$5 undergraduates (294 
males, 341 females) , 

enrolled in Introductory 
Psychology classes at a 
large, southwestern, a 

public universit);. The 
mean age was 19.5 years 
for men and 18.8 years 
for the women. 

Questionnaires mailed 
to 400 members of 12 
sororities at a large 
state university in 
the southwestern U.S. 
174 were returned for . ' 

a return rate of 43.5%. 

174 females from 12 . 
sororities at a large 
university in the 
southwestern U.S. 

Msljor Findings 

"... 77.6% of the women and 
- 573% of the men had been 

involved in sexual 
aggression; 14.7% of-the 
women 'md 7.1% of the men 
had been involved in rape." 
(p. 193) 
"Variables that appear to 
be risk factois are the Ge+ 
man's initiating the date, 
paying all the expenses; 
miscommunication about 
sex; heavy alcohol or drug 
use, "parking"; and men's 
acceptance of traditional 
sex roles, interpersonal 
violence, adversarial 
attitudes about relation- 
ships, and rape myths." 
-(P. 1%) 

"... 51% of sorority women 
reported that their life , 

experiences had included 
forced touching of intimate 
parts. 35% said that at- 
tempts at penetration (Va- 
ginal, oral, or anal) had 
been made, and 17% had 
been sexually assaulted 
through penetration." ,, 
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.. 58. AIZEPhdAN - 
& KELLEY 
(1988) . . 

/ 
- * 4 # ---. 

f' 

Major Hypotheses/ ' . Definition of' * 
Purpose of Study . DateRape 

To investigate the The i"erm "aqliaintance 
incidence and n a t m q  rapeR-is 

note$::a violence ahd acquaintance 
rape in dating relation- ' , 

, - 1 - ships among college men 
and women. 

59. BYERS & LEWIS 
t 1988) 

" (To  determine how 
frequently (sexual dis- 
agreement) occurs in 
dating relationships, to 
determine the types and p ,  

frequencies of the 
various strategies that 
men use when their 
partner indicates that 
she h unwilling to 
engage in a partic'dar 
sexual activity, and to 
aescribe the character- 
istics of disagreement 
situations and relate - 
these to male compliance 
with the woman's ref id ."  
(P. 15). 

The te>rms "sexual 
disagr&men{" & "sexual 
coercion" are used. Sexual 
disagreement is defined as 
one "...in which the man 
desire(s) tqengage in a . 
bigher level of sexual 
activity.than ... the wotuan." 
(p. 15). ~ e x d  coercion 
is not defmecj. 



Sample Size/ Major F dings - 
Characteristics 

t, 
7.. 

Final sample consisted of - "Of the women, 51% ipdicat- ,- 
344 undergraduate ' .k  ed that they bad- successfully 

. stude~ts &om Rutgers avoided an gquaintance 
University (204 females, 

6C. - I40 males). q e  mean age - 
was 203&Z % females 
& 20.9"for the Mes ,  

a w 
")d 

?- btudents$l4% mentimed 2 
*r ? having bccn fb&ed (i a - 

s dating situation) to have %., 
S 

intercoyse against their 
'. 

= 7 ' will and f7% "indicated h 

. & 
vc 

that they had been pressed 

3 to have sexual contact when 
c, ,,N they did not want to." 

--% 

b (P. 3081 - 

Methodology 
Employed 

Questionnaires were 
mailed to 800 under- 
graduate students 
(40 males, 400 females) 

- at Rutgers University. 
43% (51% for-the females 
and 35% for the mak) 
were returned. 

-% 
&estia&aires were 

. h & t e r e d  to the 132 
subjects. Alsodhe 

- 4 

?' 

or more (sex8a1) 
disagreements.were reported 

E? by 47% of articipahts, %- 
but disagrk %h, qqb occurrd 
in only 7% of reported- I 

dates. In 61% of 
disa~eement situ 
man comp&d with the 3 . 
woman's refusd without 
question. Verbal and/or 
physical coercion yas 
reported in 25% of the 
disagreement situations." 
@w. . .  

221 unmarried studi%s - - 
(67 women, 54 men) 
enrolled in Introductory 
Psychology at the . 
university of 
New Brunswick. The mean 
age was 18.7 for the 
women & 203 for the men. 

t 



61. DEKESEREDY 
(19W I 

62. DEKESEREDY 
(19%) 

* -. - --- 
-.P ' -a ( 

1 

.' f 

\ 
I # 

' t  
I 

P ' ' a  

a/lajor Hypotheses/ \ Definition of 
Purpdse of Stddy - + ,, +,,, Date Rape 

'...to investigate the 
,effeas of accepta& of 
rape supportive beliefs 
(RMA), sexual intimacy, 
iand sexual arousal or 
behavior in sexual dis- 
agreement situatidns." 
(P. 235) 

"...to describe Social 
Support Theory (where 
male social networks may 
perpetrate and legitirpate 
various means of women 

,abuse) & (to butline its) 
...p artial contribution 
to the study of women \ 

abuse in dating relation- 
ships." (p. 1) 

To-critically evaluate 
research and theory on 
women abuse in dating 
relationships. 

. \  

See BYERS & LEWIS 
(1988). 

P 

The term "woman abusen is .z 

&ed instead of "date rapen : j ,  ,- 2 & is defined as "...any - 

intentional phj&al ,  * 

sexual, or psychological 
assault on a woman by a * 

boyfriend, lover, live-in 
lover, or date." cp. 3) 

* 

The term "woman abuse" is 
uied instead of "date rap>, ' 
& is'defmed as "...any' 
intentional physical, 
sehal, or psychological 
assault on a woman by a 
boyfriend; lover, live-in 
lover, or date." (p. 79) ' 



Methodology a 
Employed @+ 

* -. i 

Two experiments were 
conducted. "In 
Experiment 1,67 college 
women-role-played their 
responses to their date's 
initial ande@ntinued . 
unwanted sexual advances 
after viewing either an , 
erotic or a neutral 4 

videotape ... In Exgerim'ent 
2,78 college d e n  role- 
played their responses to 
their date's f ist  and 
second refusal of their 
sexual advances." (p. 235) 

The literature on the 
topic of social support 
& woman abuse in dating 
relationships was 
reliewed. 

The literature on woman 
; abuse in dating relation- 

shps*as reviewed. 

QB + 

2 - 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

See BYERS & LEWIS 
(1988). 

Major Findings 

"...both acceptance of rape 
supportive beliefs, as well 
as the sexual intimacy 
involved, affect men and 
women's behavior in sexual 
disagreement situations." 
(P. 253) 

Q 

Not appiicabte. - "Peer group support can 
influence men to deal with 
{heir problems by abusing 
their girlfriends. Social 
support can also motivate 
men to mistreat these wo- 

. men, regardlessrof stress." 
( P  10). 

- - 

Not applicable. 

* 

, , "In order to develop a 
theory of woman abuse in 
dating relationships, 
scholars must formulate 
explanations that incorpor- 
ate the major variables 
identified in their 
empirical studies. They are 
also encouraged to include 
wider structural forces in 
their explanations. Like 
wife-beating, prem,arital wo- 
man abuse may be a micro-. 
sociological expression' of 
a k d e r  social problem- 
patriarchy. Micro - macro 
linkages should be 
articulated." @. 90) 
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63. GEORGE, 
G O U R I C ,  " . . 
& IM-E 
(19%) 

Major Hypotheses/ 
Parp~se of Study 

"To examine the postdate 
rhrat the drinking woman 
5s ~iewed differently 
than her nondrinking , i 

counterpart." (p. 1295) 

To rhe circum- 
stances contributing 
to the differential 
perception of 
acquaintance & stranger 

Definition of 
Date Rape 

Because thestudy wasnot 
about date rape, the term 
is not used. 

The terms "acquaintance 
rape" and "stranger rape" 
are used. The former is 
defined as a rape "...in 
which the victim and rapist 
were previousty known to 
each other and may have 
interacted in some socially 
appropriate manner." 
(p. 38) Stranger rape 
i5 not defined. 

G j  KIKUCHI To investigate students' Sot given. 
[Rhsde Island Rape attirudss towards sexual 
Crisis Centre Study] assault in dating 
(19%) relationships. 



Methodology 
Em pbyed 

Drtnking habits 
questionnaire & the 
modified Southwick et al. 
(1981) instrument (which 
assess both moderate ; 
dosage & high dosage 
expectancies for 
alcohol's perceived 
effects on the self) 
administered to 174 
undergraduate students. 

Subjects told to read a 
passage-iqvolwg a 
sexud encounter between 
a male & a female. The 
passage described a 
situation in which.2 
students were assigned to 
work together, & where 
the male made sexual 
advances. Two conditions 
were manipulated - the 
attraaion level between 
them & the woman's 
response to his advances 
(mbiguous versus 
unambiguous conditisn). 

Quzstionnaires 
distributed to 1,700 
srudents in grades 5 to 
9 between Feb. to Dec, 
12157 who participated 
in the Rhode Island Rape 
Crisis Centre's assault 
awueness program at 
schools aaoss the state. 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

174 undergraduate 
students (61 men & fl3 
women) enrolled in a 
psychology course at an 
unnamed university 
(probable the State 

. . University of New York 
at Buffalo). .. 

120 Introductory 
Psyohology students (60 
males, 60 femalesj at the - 
University of 
Nodh Carolina. 

m - 

Major Findings 

"Subjects rated the drinking 
woman as significantly more 
aggressive, impaired, 
sexually available, & as 
s;g.;ficantly more likely- 
to engage in foreplay & 
intercourse. Perceptions of 
her sexual &inhibition & 
likelihood of ;ex play were 

- 

signifJcantIy enhanced if 
the mmbought the drinks." 
( P- 1295) 

"...perception tended to 
, be less favorable toward the 

victim and more lenient 
toward {he defendant when 

there  was ambiguity in the 
victim's desire for h e r -  
course. Additionally, when 
compared to females, males' 
perception tended to be 
less favorable toward the 
tidim and more lenient 
toward the perpetrator." 
( P  3T) 

1,700 students in grades 
6 t o 9 .  * 

4 

"50% of the students said 
a woman who walks alone at 
night and dresses 
seductively is asking to 
be raped. 51% of the boys 
& 41% of tbe girls said a 
man has the right to force 
a woman to kiss him if he 
has spent a lot of money 
(defined by 12-year-ofds . 
as %lo. to $15.) on her. 
65% of the boys and 57% of 

* 

the girls in gsades 7 
- .  through 4 said it is 

acceptable for a man to 
force a woman to have 
sexual intercourse if 
they have k e n  dating 
for more than six months." 
fp. A10) 



Study Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

65. KOSS, DNJZRO,. To compare the experiences 
SEIBEL, & COX of stranger rape victims 
(1985) to those of acquaintance 

rape victims, & to then 
compare the experiences 
of women assaulted by 
different types of 
acquaintances (Le. non- 
romantic acquaintances, 
casual dates, steady 

. dates, and famiIy 
members). 

63. 3iS. REPORT 
( 19%) 

. To suggest ways in which 
date rape might be 
prevented. 

'...TO dzfme and demon- 
State the prevalence of 
acquaintance rape, (and) 
to point toward ways to 
reduce such assault." 
( P  3)  

Definition of 
Date Rape 

The terms "stranger rape" 
and "acquaintance rape" are 
used. Examples are given to 
illustrate each term's 
meaning, but neither 
term is explicitly defined. 

The termndate rapen is used. 
& is defined as "...an 
interaction that begins 
between a man & a woman 
in the context of a social 
event or gathering, and 
ends with one partihpant 
forcing the other to 
participate in sexual 
activity against his or 
her will." (p. 553) 

The terms "date rape" & 
"acquaintance rape" are used 
interchangeably. Each is 
defmed as "(r)ape that 
occurs on dates or between 
people who know each 
other ..." (p. 20) 



- Methodology 
Empl oged 

See Koss, Gidyez, & 
Wisniewski (1987). 

Some of the date rape. ' 9  

literature was reviewed. 

see KOSS et al. (1987). 
Also, see Robin Warshaw, 
I Xever Called It Rave: 
The Ms. Revert on R e c n ~  
nizing, Fighting and 
Smiving Date and 
Acquaintance R a w  
(New York: Harper and . 
ROW, 1988), pp. 189-210. 

Sample Size/ 
Characteristics 

489 rape victims located 
among a national U.S. 
sample of 3,187 female 
college students. 

Not applicable. 

6,159 U.S. students, 
(3,187 ferpales, 2972 
males) enrolled in 32 
colleges, universities, 
and technical schools in 
U.S. 85% were single, 
86% were white, and the 
mean age was 21.4 years. 

Major Findings 

"Rapes by acquaintances, 
compared with strangers, 
were more likely to involve 
a single offender and 
multiple episodes, were less 
likely to be seen as rape 
or to be revealed to anyone, 
and were similar in terms 
of the victim's resistance." 
(P. 1) 

'The reported research 
' indicated that among college 

students, sexual aggression 
is rare among strangers, 

-occurring more commonly 
among acquaintances. Thus, 
the geneial focus of rape 
prevention methods that 
emphasize stranger-rape 
prevention, such as 
increased lighting or extra 
security locks, misses the 
point entirely." (p. 553) 

"1 in 4 (of the 3,187) women 
surveyed were victims of 
rape or attempted rape, 84% 
of those raped knew their 
attacker, (and) 57% of the 
rapes havDened on dates." 
(P. 11) 



P 

Study 

69. MUEHLENHARD 
& HOLLABAUGH 
(1988) 

70. PACE & ZAUGRA 
(1988) 

71. PRITCHARD 
(1988) 

Major Hypotheses/ 
Purpose of Study 

To investigate 
"...whether women ever 
engage in tokesresist- 
ance to sex - saying no 
but meaning yes - and, ' 

if they do, what their 
reasons are for doing 
so." (p. 872) , j 

To describe whzt the 
authors believe is a 
"modeln of a date rape 
workshop for college 
campuses. 

Definition of 
Date Rape 

Not appiicable. 
.- . 

\ 
- 

The term "date rape" is- 
, used, but is not explicitly 

defined. 

To discuss the s The terms "date rape" & 
prevalence of date and "acquaintance r a p e k e  
acquaintance rape & the used, but are not explicitly 
characteristics of such v defined. 
rapists (for Chapter 2 
only). 



Methodology 
Employed 

Questionnaires were 
administered to 610 
undergraduate females. 

Not applicable. 

Not applicable. 

Sample Size/ 
characteristics 

610 female Introductory 
Psychology students from 
Texas A & M Uiiversity. 
Their mean age was 19 
years. 

M-ajor Findings 

"...393% of the (610) women 
had engaged in token 
resistance at least once. 
Their reasons fell into 
three categories: practical 
(i.e. fear of appearing 
promiscuous), inhibition- 
related (i.e. emotional, 
religious, or moral 
concerns), and manipulative 
reasons (i.e. game-playing 
reasons)." @. 872) 

Not applicable. "Student evaluations 
indicate that the workshop 
is effective in increasing 
participants' awareness of 
the sociocultural forces 
contributing to date rape, 
helping them to better 
uderstand how to awid 
a misunderstahding about 
sexual matters;with another 
fierson, & giving them a 
-greater sense of 
responsibility in sexual 
situA&ions." (p. 371) 

N; applicable. 
C 

"...17-23% of female 
students have been victims 
of acquaintance or date +. 

rape; many others have been 
threatened."~. 17) 



Study Major Hypotheses/ .I 
Purpose of Study - 

- \ 

72. STRUCKMAN-JOHNSON "To document and to 
compare the proportions 

- of men and women 
students &pall 
midwestern ur&ersity who 
have been coerced to have 
sexual intercoliise by a 
dating partner." G235) 

~egnition of 
Date Rape 

Qe term "forced sex" is 
used, but is not explicitly 
defined. 

'i 



, 

Methodology 
Employed 

Questionnaires 
distributed to over 600 
students at the , 

University of South - 
Dakota in September 1985 
over a 2 week period. 
A sub'sample of respon- 
dants was later contacted 
to obtain written 
descriptions of forced 
sex episodes. 

Sample Size/ . Major Findings 
Characteristics 

Final sample consisted of 
- 623 students (355 women, 
268 men) obtained from 2 
large psychology classes, 
3 university residence 
halls, 5 fraternities, ' 

& 4 sororities at the 
University of 
South Dakota. The mean 
age of the respondents 
was 20 years, with women 
& sophomores being 
overrepresented. 

,- 
L. 

. -  22% of the 355 women 
reported that they "....had 
been forced to engage in 
sexual intercourse on a 
date at least once during 
their lifetime. In 
comparison, 43 (16%) of the 
268 men had reported at 
least one forced sex episode 
in their lifetime ..." 
(p. 237) 
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APPENDIX B: F E . '  Q U E S T I O N N ~  O N  SEXUAL AGGRESSION 

T; be completed by FEMALES d g .  

This qu&onnaire is divided into three sections. Section one deals with attitudes towards women, 
section two with attitudes toward sexual aggression, and section three with your sexual aggression 
experiences. The instructions appearing at the b q g h h g  of each section ask you to supply the infor- 
mation requested or to indicate the akernative which best represents your feelings on the issue in 
qufstion. 

I 

Thank you very much for taking the time to complete this questionnaire; your participation is greatly 
appreciated. If you have any qn'estiom about this questionnaire, pl&e feel •’re to ask the person 
who gave it to you and/or contact the p r o e t  director, Ken Garley (291-3213) or Dr. Margaret 
J a c b n  (291-3213) at Shun Fraser University. P h e  note that an repties to this questionnaire will 
be held in strictest confideme. 

Please ensure that you have read the LWFORMATION SHEET FOR SUBJECTS and fully under- 
stand it before checkhg O h 1  of the two boxes. If you have any questions at all, please ask. 

***Do you agree to participate in the Sexual Aggression Research Project by answering this ques- 
tionnaire? 

1. [A Yes. I agee to participate in the research project , 

2. [I No, I do not agree to participate in the research project 

K3STRUCTfO:t'S: Prior to beginning section one, you are asked a few questions about YOU. Please 
note that your reponses to these questions wil l  not be used to identify you in any way, but rather 
are merely to help us describe the sample of persons who complete this questionnaire. Please check 
ONLY ONE box for each question u n h  otherwise specified. 

' 
A. What is your sex? 

1. [A Male 

2. [I Female 

B. hi what  yea^ were you b m ?  



C. Are you married, single, widowed, segarated, or divorced? 

1. E ' 1  : Manied/Common-law 

. 2. Single (never married) 

3. [A Widowed 

Separated 

Divorced 

D. What is the HIGHEST kvel of education you Rave completed? 

No schooling 

2. [I Some elementary 

3. [A Completed elementary 

Some High School 

5. [I Completed High School 

6. [I Some Community or Technical college or Nursing 

7. [A , Completed Community or Technical College or Nursing 

8. t7 Some University or Teachers' C o m e  

9. [A Completed University or Teachers' College 

lo. [A' Some ~ o r t - g & d ~ t e  University stumes 

11. ['I Completed Post-graduate University studies 

12. [A Other education or training (please specify) 



-E. What is your race? 

White 

Black 

Chinese 

Japanese 

East Indian 

Native Indian 

7. [.] Other (please specify) 
-U) 



P 4 
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INSTRUCTIONS: The statements listed below describe attitudes &t different people &ie towar@. ., 
women There are no right or wrong answers, only opinions. ~lease;6circle the one answer that BEST 
expresses your feelings about each statement. ,* 

A man should fight when 

Strongly .P M,oderately 
Agree. Agree 

1 2 ; :& -, 

Strongly Moderately 
Agree %. - Agree 

1 "'a 

" ,  2 

the *woman he's with is insulted by another man. - 
Slightly Slightly  oder rat el^ !&ongly Don't * " 
Agree Disagree Disagee Disagree . Know* 

3 4 5 6 7 
P 

-9 
1' are on a date, it is acceptable for the woman to pay for the date. , 

* \ 

Slightly Slightly Moderqely Strongly ' Don't 
Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree p o w  , 

3 4 5 6 7 
B 

A womh should be a virgin whe~i she marries. 
-4 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly ' Moderately Strongly 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree w g r e e  Disagree 

1 2 3 ', 4 5 6 

There is something wrong with a woman who doesn't want to raise'a family. 

Strongly Moderately ~ l i g f i t l ~  Slightly Moderately Strongly 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree 

1 . 2 - 3 4 5 6 

A wife should never contradict her husband @ public. 

Don't 
Know 

7 
7 

Strongly $4oderateTy Slightly Slightly ~ d l e r a t e l y  Strongly Don't 
Agree Ag~ee  Agree - Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 -& 3 *  4 
* 

5 '*P 6 7 
8 \a 

6. It 'B better for a no&- to use her feminine charm to get rhat  sht?wants $ther than,ask for 'it 
outright. 

"t 
4 

d 

_ Strongly Moderately ' Sligh&y Slightly Moderately Srtrongly %+? Don't 
. Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree . Disagree 

1 
x 2 - 3 4 ' 5 6 v 

ri 
8 

7. A man shouldibe a virgin when he marries. 
* + 

Strongly * Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly . Don't 
Agree Agree , Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 '2 3 4 ., 5 '  >>-6 7 
P 

8. It looks worse for %'woman to bgedrunk in public than for a man to be drunk in public. 

Strongly Modemely Slightly' Slightly - Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree - 

.A 
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 * 4 5 6 h' 7 



i- - 9. There is nothing wrong yith a woman sitting alone in \a bar. 
G 

1 

Strongly Moderately Slightly. Slightly - ' Moderately Strongly &nYt 
Agree Agree Agree ,Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 3 4 5 a 5 7 * 

10. A woman dfl only respect the man she js dating if he will lay down the law to her. 
-=, 

L 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly ~odera te ly  Strongly Don't 
Agree 

1 
Agree 

2 
Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

3 . -  .- & 4  5 6 \ 7 
\ 3- ' 

11. Many women are so demanding sexually that a man just can't satisfy them. 
s f l  

Strongly ' Moderately Slightly s ~ i a d y  Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree , Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 L 2 3 0 4 5 6 .  7 - 

12. A man must show the woman that he is the boss right from the start or he'll end ip henpecked. 

Strbngly Moderately Slightly Slightly  oder rat el^ Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 o @.- - 3 4 5 6 - 7  
.( 

6 

13. Women & usually s p i t  until they've- caught a man, but then they let their true self show. 
:&j 

Strmgly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly ,. Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Bsagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 , =-  5 6 -  7 
r - 

14. -,- A lot of &n talk big, but when it comes down to it,'they can't perform well sexually. . .. 
L* \ 

Srrongly ~ o d e r a i e l ~  Shghtly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agr& Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3' 4 5 6 '-7 
8 s . k < 

15. In a datingklationship a woman is primarily out to take advantage of a man. 
'\ & 

. %  . 
, Strongly ~ o d ' & ~ t e l ~  *- f <lightly Slightly Moderately . Strongly Don't 

Agree Agree - 
i 

Agree 
\ Disagree . Disagree Disagree Know 

1 - 2 - 3 4 5 6 7 

16. Men are out for only one thing- sex. 

~ t r h b ' .  Moderately ' Slightly - 

Agree <Agree 4gree 
1 2 > 3 

Slightly ~ ~ d e r a t e l ~  Strongly Don't 
Disagree asagree Disagree Know 



17. Most women are sly and manipulating when they are out to attract a man, 

Strongly  hera at el^ Slightly tl y  oder rat el^ Strongly Don't 
Agree 

1 
Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

3 ,  4 5 6 7 

18. A lot of women seem to get pleasure in putting men down. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Dsagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 .  

19. People today should not use "an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth" as a rule for living. 

Strongly Moderately SIightly Slightly Moderately - Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree. Disagree 'msagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 - 6  . 7 

20. Being roughed up is sexually stimulating to many women. $+ : -. -. 

Strongly Moderately, Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

21. Many times a woman will pretend she doesn't want to have sexual intercourse because she 
\ 

doesn't want to seem loose, but she's really hoping the man will force her. 
\ 

q o n g l y  Moderately Slightly , Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't - 
& q e  Agree Agree Disagree C h g r e e  Disagree Know 

1 ,\ 2 3 4 5 6 7 
\ 

? 

22. A M e  sh Id move out of the house if her husband hits her. y, % 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree 'Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

23. Sometimes the only way a man can get a frigid woman turned on is to use force. 

~ t r o n i l y  Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

+ I {  1 2 3 .4 5 6 7 

24. X man is never justified in hitting his wife. 

<Snongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Xgree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 



IXSTRUC;TIONS: The statements Iisted below describe attitudes that different people have towards ' 

sexual aggression and rape. Rase circle the one answer that BEST expresses your feliigs about 
each statement. 

25. A woman who goes to the home or apartment of a man on their first date implies that she is 
dl ing  to have sex with him. 

Strongly Moderately SIightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree  now 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

- 26. Any female can get raped. 

~uongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

, 1 .  2 3 4 5 6 7 

27. One reason that women falsely report n rape is that they frequently have a need to call attention 
to themselves. 

Strong1 y Moderately SlightIy Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree 

1 2 
Agree Dsagree Disagree Disagree Know 

3 4 5 6 7 

23. If she really wa& to, any health) woman can sucressfully resist being raped. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strong1 y Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree nsagree Disagree Know 

1 2 .  3 4 5 6 7 

29. When women go around braless or wearing short skirts and hght tops, they are just asking for 
trouble. 

r' 

Strongi y Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Dmgree Bsagree Dsagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

30. In the majority of rapes, the victim is promiscuous or has a bad reputation. 
d 

Sxrongf y Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately SuongIy Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disaggee Disagree Dsagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

31. If a girl engages in necking or petting &'she lets things get out of hand, it is her o m  fault if 
her partner forces sex on her. 

Suonglq Mcdera~el:~ Slightl! * Sllghrly Moderatelk Strongly Don't 
.;tgec Agree Agree asagree Dsagree Disagree Know 

1 7 3 4 5 6 7 



32. Women who get raped while hitchhiking get what they desene. 

Suongiy Moderately Slighdy Slightly Moderateiy Strongly Don't 
A p e  Agree Agee Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

33. A woman who is stuck-up and thinks she is too good to talk to guys on the street deserves to 
be taught a lesson. , . 

Strongly Moderatefy Slighdy Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree ' Dsagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 "d 

34. .Many women have an unconscious wish .to be raped. \ 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree 

1 
Agree 

2 
Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree -- Know 

3 ,  4 5 6 7 

35. If a woman gets drunk at a party and has sexual intercourse with a llll~n she's just 'met there, 
she shouid be considered Ifair game" to other males at the party who want to .have sex with her 
too, whether she wants to or not. 

Suongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Chsagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

36. What percentage of women who report a rape would you say are lying because they are angry 
and want to get back at the man they accuse? 

Xbi3ut 
Half 

3 

A b u t  Almost 
1 /4 None 
4 5 

37. %%at percentage of reported r a p  wouM vou guess were merely &vented by women who discov- 
ered they were pregnant and wanted to protect their own reputation? 

About 
3 /it 
2 

About About 
Half 

. 
1 /4 

3 4 

Almost - 

- None 
5 



, 38.' A person comes to you and claims theg were raped. How likely would you be to believe their 
statement if the person were: 

y o m  W FEMALE friend? 

Always Frequentl y Sometimes Rarely Never 
1 2 3 4 5 

your best MALE fiend? 

Always Frequently Some times Rarely Never 
1 2 3 4 5 

an East Indian woman? 

Always Frequentt y Sometimes Rarely Never 
1 2 3 4 5 

' 7  

a Native Indian woman? 

Always Frequently Sometimes Rarely 
- 1 2 3 4 

Never 
5 

an elderly woman? 

Always Frequently ~ornetfmis 
1 3 3 

Rarely 
4 

Never 

.a young boy? 

Frequently Sometimes 
2 3 

Always Never 
5 

a young girl? 

Frequently 
2 

Sometimes 
3 ,> 

Rarely 
14  

Rarely 
4 

Never 
5 

Always 
1 

a black woman? 

Always 
1 

Frequently 
2 

Sometimes . 

a white woman? 

Frequently 
7 

Sometimes 
3 

a Chinese woman? 

'41 ways 
1 

Sometimes 
3 

Rarely - Never 
4 5 



Il'r'STRUCIlONS: The foElowing 
e x e s  regarding sexual aggression. 
dence. Please. check ONLY ONT 

questions are specifically intended to tap your beliefs and experi- 
Just a reminder that all questions will be held in strictest confi- 

box for each qwsdon unless otherwise specified. 

39. in your opinion, how does a male h o w  during sexual foreplay that the female is ready and in 
agreement to voluntary sexual intercourse? (Read the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

1. [A Female offers no resistance to increasing degrees of sexual intimacy : 

2. [A Female gives clear verbal consent 

3. [I Female fondles male's genital area 

4. [I Female talks of sex and contraception 

5. [A Female returns french kissing or breathes heavily 

6. [I "Nice" females never suggest sexual intercourse in word or deed so he will never 
know 

7 .  [A " Don't know how t 

8. [f Other (please specify) 

40. Ln your opinion, how does a female clearly communicate to a male that she is in voluntary 
agreement to sexual intercourse? (Bead the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

1. [A , Female offers no resistance to increasing degrees of sexual intimacy 

2. Ll Female gives clear verbal consent 

. 3. [f Female fondles male's genital area 

4. [I Female talks of sex and contraception 
a- 

2-4 

5. [A ,i' 
Female returns french kissing or breathes heavily 

6. [I "Nice" females never suggest sexual intercourse in word or deed 

7.  ['t Don't know how 

8. E1 Other (please specify) 

41. Have you ever experienced unwanted male sexual aggression? 

1- C 1  Yes 

2. [A No 



42. If ou answered YES to the previous question (#41), what forms did such unwanted male sexual 
ion take? (Read the list and check successful or attempt only in all appropriate boxes) 

Success- Attempt 
ful only 

[] 1. Held my hand against my wishes 

[A [] 2. Hugged me against my wishes 

[A [] 3. Kissed ,me against my wishes 

[A [] 4. Placed his hands on my breasts against my wishes 

[I [] 5. Placed his hands on my legs or thighs against my wishes 

[A [A 6. Placed his hands on my vagina against my wishes . 

' $[-I [] 7. Removed my blouse against my wishes 

[A [] 8. Removed my bra against my wishes 

[A [] 9. Removed my slacks, shorts, or skirt against my wishes . 

[-.I [] 10. Removed my panties against my wishes 

[A [A 11. Forced my legs apart against my wishes 

[A [] 12. Exposed his penis against my wishes 

E i J  [] 13. Pl d his penis in my vagina against my wishes 

Ll 
r 

[] 14. Placed his penis in my anus against my wishes 

[-I [] 15. Placed his penis in my mouth against my wishes 
i 

[A [ 16. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my vagina against my wishes 

[-I [] 17. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my anus against my wishes 
* 

[A [] 18. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my mouth against my wishes 

[I [] 19. Placed his mouth on my vagina or anus against my wishes 
I- 

[A [ 20. Came (released. seminal fluid) in my vagina, anus, or mouth against my 
wishes 

[-I [A 21. Other (please specify) 



7 

43. Have you ever experienced unwanted male sexual aggression from a BOYFRIEND or DATE? 

1 . [ 1  Yes 2. [A No 3 . [ J  Don'tknow 

44. If you answered YES to the previous question (#43), what forms of sexual aggression did. a 
boyfiend or date use- on you? (~ead the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

Success- Atteqpt 

Held my hand against my wishes 

Hugged ainst my wishes 

Kissed me against my wishes 

Placed his hands on my breasts against my wishes 

Placed his hands on my legs or thighs against my wishes 

Placed his hands on my vagina against my wishes 

Removed my blouse against my wishes 

Removed my bra against my wishes, 

Removed my slacks, shorts, or skirt against my wishes 

[] 10. Removed my panties against my wishes 
$, 

[A' 11. Forced my legs apart against my wishes 

[A 12. Exposed his penis against my wishes 

[A 13. Placed his penis in my vagina against my wishes 

[] 14. placed his penis in my anus against my wishes 

[A 15. Placed his penis ,in my mouth against my wishes 

[] 16. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my vagina against my wishes - 

\ 2 

[A 17. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my anus against my wishes 

[A 18. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my mouth against my wishes 

[A 19. Placed his mouth on my vagina or anus against my wishes 

[ 20. Came (released seminal fluid) in my vagina, anus, or mouth against my 
wishes 

[A 21. Other (please specify) k 



45. If you answered YES to questions 41 or 43 (having experienced unwanted male sexual 
aggression), on how many SEPARATE occasions have you experienced such unwanted sexual aggres- 
sion from: 

males (strhgers or otherwise)? 

1. [] One occasion 

2. [] 2-5 occasions 

3. [] 6-10 occasions 

4. [] 11-15 occasions 

5. [] 16-20 occasions 

6. [] Over 20 occasions 

bowends or dates? 

1. [] Zero occasions 

2. [] One occasion 

3. [] 2-5 occasions 

4. [] 6-10 occasions 

5. [] 11-15 occasions 

6. [] 16-20 occasions 

7. [] Over 20 occasions 
I 

the same boyfriend or date? 

1. [A Zero occasions 

2. [] One occasion 

3. [] 2-5 occasions 

4. [] 6-10 occasions 

5. [] 11-.15 occasions 
9 

6. [] 16-20 occasions 

7. [] Over 20 occasions 



I A- ,, 
--. 'r 

46. If you YES to questions 41 or 43 (having experienced unwanted male sexual aggres- 
describe the experience that upset you thrmost. 

2 >g 

\ -. 
'- . 

47. ifyo% answered YES to question #43 (unwanted sexual aggression t o m  a boyfriend or date), 
please indic-how long you had KNOWN this person. If NO to question #43, skip to question 
#75. 

L [A 

2. [A 6 months to one pear '.. . 
, 

3. [A 1-2 years ----., 

5. [A 3-4 years 

6. [I 4-5 years 

7. [I * Over 5 years 

48. At the time the unwanted sexual aggression took place, how long kad yuu been DA 
person? 

\ 
t., 

1. [A -. 
Under 2 days \ 

\ 

2. [1 2-30 days 

3. [I 1-3 months 

4. [A 3-6 months 

5. [A 6 months to one year 

6.  E7 1-2 years 

7 .  1 7  2-3 years 

8. 1-3 3-4 years 

9. [A 4-5 years 

10. EL Over 5 years 



49. Was this penon married, single, widowed, s e i h t e d ,  or divorced at the time the unwanted sexual 
aggression happened against you? 

1- Married to another person ' 

2. [I Living common-law with another person 

3. [1 Married to me 

4. [-I - Living common-law with me 

5. [A Single (never married) . . - 
6. [A Widowed 

7. [1 Separated 

8. [A Divorced 

9. [I Don't know 

50. Approximately how old was this person? 

1- [A 10 ye& or under 

2. [1 11-15 - 

3. [I 16-19 

4. [I 2&24 

5. [A 25-34 

6. [I 35-49 

7. C 1  50-64 

8. [A 65 years or older 



51. What was this person's occupation-at the time the unwanted sexual aggression took place? 

3. [A Factory worker or labourer 

4. [A - Office worker 

5. [A- Doctor or health m e  professional 

6. [A Professor or teacher . . 
7. [1 Don't know 

0. 1 1  Other (please rpeci fy) 

52. What was the HIGHEST level of education this person completed at the time the unwanted 
sexual aggression took place? 

.-- - 

No schooling 
- 

Some elernenmy 

Compleqed elementary 

Some high school -. - 

Completed high school :* _ 

Some Community or Technical College or Nursing 

Completed Community or Technical College or Nursing 

Some University or Teachers' College 
' 

Completed University or Teacheis' College 
& 

Some Post-graduate University studies 

Completed Post-graduate University studies 

Other educaGon or training (please specify) 

Don't know 



53. What is this person's race? 

1. [A ' white 
L( 

2. [I Black 

Chinese 

4. [A Japanese 

5. [A East Indian 

6. [I Native Indian 

7. [I ' Other (please specify) 

54. *proximately how old were you at the time of the unwanted sexual aggression? 

1. [A 10 years or under ' 
. . 
> - 

8. [A 65 years or older 

55. Were you married, single, widowed, separated, or divorcd at the time of the unwanted sexual 
aggressian? 

- 

1 .  1 MamedKommon-law 

2. [I Single (never marked) 

3. [A Widowed 

4. [A Separated 

5. [A Dt vorced 



I 

56. At the time the unwanted sexual*aggression took &ce, had YOU asked him out on the date br 
had @'asked you out on the date? 

% - 
c ,  - 4,-- 

b 
I had &ked him out +' 

- . *  
4 %  , 1 

2. 1-l He had-ased  me out 
-* - 

3. [A We w e e g o t  on a date , * 
1 0  

4. [I Don't know 

5. 12 Other (please specify) PS 

57. If you were on a date when the unwanted sexual~aggression occurred, fiho PAID for the date? 
t ,i 

1. [A I paid for the date 

2. [--.I He paid for the date * a 
3. 1-l We split the cost of the date 

/ - 
4. [I , -- 

The date did not cost us anything 

s: ! 
5. [1 Don't know , 7 .. 

.# * 
Q [A Other (please specify) - - a 

58. Where did the unwanted sexuhl aggressionSbe place? ,.. 
A 

1. [I Your house or apartment . e 

'u 
P 

2. [A His house or apartment LT s 

3. [A ~cmeone  else's house or apartment a 

d 

4. [I Other buildings or enclosed structures such as schools, stairwells, empty,cbuildings, 
etc. (please specify) 

5. [I MoteVhotel room 

6. [A Car, van, mck, or other vehicle 

7. [I Boat, ship or other sea-going vessel 
w 

8. [I Plane or other &craft 
D -r 

kt 9. [A Street or alley 

10. [A Other outside area such as beach, field, in .the hills or mounhins, backyard, ,etc. 
(please specify) 

Q. 

11. [I Other area (please specify) t 

- - \\ 
, 



59. How long did the unwved sexual aggression kt? 
ZI 

(L 
c-. 

1. [A Under 15 minutes 

2. [J 15,minutes-a half hour 

3. [A A half hour-one hour 

4. [I 1-2 hours 
6 

5. [A 2-3 hours 

6. [A 3-4 hours 

7. [I 4-5 hours 
-2 

8. [A Over 5 hours 

60. On nkat DAY ofLthe week did the unwanted sexual aggression take 
., 

1. [A Monday 
.h 

2. [I Tuesday 

3. [A , Wednesday 

4. [I Thursday 
% 

5. [I Friday 

6. [I Saturday 

7. [I Sunday 
a 

61. .4pproximately what TIME did the unwanted sexual aggression start? 
P 

Midn~ght-3:00 A.M. 
' 7 

3:88 A.M.-640 A.M. 

6:00 A.M.-9:00 A.M. 

9:00 A.M.-12:OO Noon 

12:00 Noon-3:OO P:M. 

3:00 P.M.-6:00 P.M. 

6:00 P.M.-9:00 P.M. 
?F 
$:w P.M.-Midnight 



\ 

ei -. -. . . 
-@ _ PP 

ich of the following kinds of pressure or force were used on you just before or during the 
sexual aggression? (Read the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

-Verbal persuasion, such as "If you love me you will" or "I'll break up with you 
if you don'tn , . 

Verbal threats of injury . . 

Physical intimidation (the person was bigger and stronger) 

You were made drunk 

You wgre drugged (type of drug?) 

You we; taken by surprise. such as being asleep 

You were pushed, slapped, and treated with mild roughness 

You were threatened with a weapon such as a knife, bottle, cigarette lighter, gun, 
etc. (type of weapon?) 

You were physically beaten 

-, You were choked 

You were injured with a weapon, such as being cut with a knife or ,burned with 
a lighter (type of weapon?) 

No pressure or force was used on me 

Other (pleas'e specify) 

63. What did you do or say, < anything, to try to stop your boyfriend or date from forcibly kissing, 
touching, fondling, undressing, or penetrating you against your will? (Read the list and check all ap- 
propriate boxes) 

I tried reasoning with him 

I used an excuse, such as "I'm pregnant", "I have my period", or " I  have a ve- 
nereal disease " 

, - 

I got hostile or angry 

I screamed and yelled, made noise 

I physically resisted and fought back 

I tned running away, escaping 

I froze 

Other (please specify) 



64. What did you do AFTEX pour boyfriend or date forcibly .tried or succeeded in kissing, touching, 
fondling, undressing, or penetrating you against your will? (Read the list and check all appropriate 
boxes) 

1. [A I notified the police 

2. [A I called a Rape Crisis CEnue 

3. [A I told my parents 

4. [+I I told my closes FEMALE friend 

5 .  [A I told my closest MALE ffiend 

6. [A I contacted a k a l  worker 

7. [A I contacted a priest, minister, or member of the clergy 

8. [A I took no action .% all ci 

I 

9.. [A Other (please specify) 

65. How long did you wait before calling the police after your boyfiiend or date forcibly tried or 
succeeded in kissing, touching, fondling, undressing, or penetrating you against your will? 

1. [A Less than one hour 

2. [A 1-24 hours 

3. [I 1-3 days 

4. [A 4-7 days 

5. [A 1-4 weeks 

6. [A 1-3 months . 

7.- 3-6 months 

8. [A Over 6 months 

9. [A I never called the police 

66. Did you launch a 'CIVIL SUIT  (sue your boyfriend) for what he did to you? 



67. If you answered YES. to the p re~ons  question (#66), what was the outcome of the case? 

1. [--.I I won my case (amount awarded?) 
I > 

2. [A I lost my case, 

3. [A I volunrarily wirhdrew my case 

4. [I Case hasn't yet gone to court 

5. 1 1  Case has gone to court but hasn't yet been decided 

6. [A Other (piease specify) 

68. Did you seek MEDICAL ATTE\TIO& after your boyftiend or date forcibly tried or succeeded 
in kissing, touching, fondling, undressing, or penetrating you against your will? 

1. El Yes . . . *  

69. If you answered YES to the previous questid(#68),  which INJURJES (if any-of the following) 
did the doctor discover were caused by the actions of your boyfriend or date? (Read the list and 
check all appropriate boxes) 

1. [A Ihscovered bruises on my body 

2. 1 Discovered slight to moderate cuts on my body 

3. [A Ihscovered deep cuts on my body , 

4. ['1 Ihscovered burn marks on my body 

5. ~~ Discovered sprained bones 
>. 

6. [A Ihscovered broken bones 

a 7. [A I3scovered loose or broken teeth 

8. [A 'Dmvered  venereal disease 

9. [A Dscovered I had become pregnant 

10. [A Found no evidence of physical injur), venereal disease, or pregnancy 

1 f Other (piease specify) 



70.'Whieh of the following EMOTIONAL CONSEQUENCES did you suffer because your boyfriend 
or date forcibly tried or succeeded in kissing,' touching, fondling, undressing, of penetrating you 
against your witl? (Read the list and chetk all appropriate boxes) - 

1. [A Anxiety and nervousness 

2. [1 Depression . 
- 

3. [A Sleep disturbances 

4. E 1  Crying 

5. [1 Feelings of being done 

6. E 1  Difficulties in concentration 

7. [A Difficulty with or loss of job . 

8. E 1  ~ifficulty interacting with men 

9. [A Loss of interest in sex 

10. E 1  Intense fears 

11. E 1  ~ u i c k  mood changes 

12. [J Thoughts of suicide ' 

13. [A Attempted suicide 
- ,  

14. [I Suffergl no emorional consequences 

15. E 1  , - Other (please specify) 

71.' If you suffered emotional consequences, how LONG did they persist? 

2. [A 1 day-1 week 

3. E l  1 week-1 month 

4. [1 1-6 months - 

5.  [A 6 months-1 year 

6. [I 1-2 years 

7. [] 2-5 years 

8. [A Over 5 !-ears 



32. Are you physically attracted to the opposite sex (males), the same sex (females), or both sexes? 

1. [A ~ttracted to opposite sex 

2. [A Attracted to same sex 

3. [A Attracted to both sexes 

73. How SUPPORTIVE were the following individuals or agencies when they learned what your 
boyfriend or date had done to you? (Please circle the one answer that BEST represents your feel- 
ings) 

Police 

Extremely 
Supportive 

Rape Crisis Centre 

Extremely 
Supportive 

Parents 

Extremely 
Supportive 

Closest Female Friend 

Extremely 
Supportive 

1 

Closest Male Friend 

Extremely 
Supportive 

Moderately Slightly Not Never 
Supporiive Supportive Supportive Learned 

What 
Happened ' 

d 2 3 4 5 

Moderately 
Supportive 

Moderate1 y 
Supportive 

Moderately 
Supportive 

Moderately 
Supportive 

Slightly 
Supportive 

Slightly 
Supportive 

3 

Slightly 
Supportive 

3 

SttghtEy 
Supportive 

3 

Not 
Supportive 

4 

Not 
Supportive 

4 

Not 
Supportive 

4 

Net 
Supportive 

4 

Never 
Learned 

What 
Happened 

5 

Never 
Learned 

What 
Happened 

- 5 
KP- 

Never 
Learned 

What 
Happened 

5 

- - Never 
Learned 

What ' 

* Happened 
5 



Social Worker 

Extremely Moderately 
Supportive Supportive -. 

Member of the Clergy , 

Extremely Moderately 
Supportive Supportive 

Slightly, 
Supportive 

Slightly 
Supportive 

Not 
Supportive 

Not 
Supportive 

Never 
Learned 

What 
Happened 

5 

Never 
Learned 

What 
Happened 

5 

Doctor 

Extremely Moderately Slightly Not Never 
Supportive Supportive Supportive Supportive Learned 

What 
Happened 

1 2 3 4 5 

Other (please specify) 
1 

Extremely Moderately Slightly NO; Never 
Supportive Supportive Supportive Supportive Learned 

What 
Happened 

1 2 3 4 2 5 



74. How would you evaluate the services you received? (plea& circle the one answer that BEST 
represents your feelings) 

Medical 

Excellent - Good Adequate 

Excellent Good - Adequate 

1 2 3 
i 

Counselling 

Excellent Good . Adequate 

i 1 2 3 

Police 

Excellent Good Adequate 

1 2 3 

Poor 

4 

Poor 

Poor 

4 

Didn't 
Use 

5 

Didn't 
Use 

5 

Didn't 
Use 

5 

Didn't 
Use 

5 

Other (please specify) 
9 

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Didn't 
Use 

1 2 3 4 5 
A 

75. Which of the following precautions are you taking to PREVENT future unwanted sexual aggres- 
sion? (Read the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

1. [A Self-defence training 

2. [I Assertiveness training 

3. [I Buddy system (Reliance on friend) 

4. [I Reliance on security persome1 

m 

5.  [I Carrying of a weapon (type?) 

6.[J p -  - - -  Avoidance of sccial - interaction - with men 
-- - 

Not taking any precautions 

8. [A Other (please specify) 



+3 
0 . 

376. If you have ever experienced unwanted male sexual aggression from a BOYFRIEND OR DATE 
(however mild or severe), would you be willing to be interviewed if your identity -were kept secret? 

1- [A yes, preferably over the phone 

2. [A Yes, preferably in person 

)Yes, either by phone or in person 

77. .If you answered YES to question R76 (wil1ing"to be interviewed), please give @y your fikt 
name (or a fictitious first name for contact purposes) and a phone number where you can be 
reached or a message left. Thank you. 

\ 

Contact Name: 

Phone number: 

Best time to call: 

In the remaining space you are welcome to add any comments that you wish to make about either 
this questionnaire, sexual aggression, relations between the sexes, the role of women, or any other 
related issue. If there is insufficient space, please feel bee to use the back of this page. 

THANK YOU very much for your participation in this study. Your willingness to share your per- 
w l  ketbgs and experiences is greatly appreciated. If you would like a copy of the results of this 
study, they will be available free of charge at the Criminology General Office at Simon Fraser 
University ON OR AFTER July 1, 1987. 



APPENDIX C: MALE QUESTIONNAIRE ON SEXUAL AGGRESSION 
tr 

*To be completed by MALES only. . - 

This questionnaire is divided into three sections. Section one deals with attitudes towards women, 
section two with attitudes toward sexual aggression, and section three with your sexual aggression 
experiences. The instructions appearing at the beginning of each section ask you to supply the infor- 
mation requested or to indicate the alternative which best represents your feelings on the issue in 
question. 

Thank you very much for taking the time to complete this questionnaire; your participation is greatly 
appreciated. If you have any questions about this questionnaire, please feel free to ask the-person 
who gave it to you and/or contact the project directot, Ken Garley (291-3213) or Dr. Verdun-Jones 
(291-3213) at Simon Fraser University. Please note that all replies to this questionnaire will be held 
in strictest confidence. . . 

Please ensure that you have read the lNFORMATION SHEET FOR SUBJECTS and fully under- 
stand it before checking ONE of the two boxes. If you have any questions at all, please ask. 

"*Do you agree to participate in the Sexual Aggression Research Project by answering this ques- 
tionnaire? 

1. [A Yes, I agree to participate in the research project. 

2. [A No, I do not agree to participate in the research project 

INSTRUCTIONS: Prior to beginning section one, you are asked a few questions about YOU. Please 
note that your responses to these questions will not be used to iden@. you in any way, but rather 
are merely to help us describe the sample of persons who complete this questionnaire. Please chick 
ONLY ONE box for each question unless otherwise specified. 

A. What is your sex? 

1. [A Male 

Female 

B. In what year were you born? 

19- 



% C. Are you married, single, widowed, separated, or divorced? 

2. [A Sir?gle (never married) 

3. [-J 
E 

Widowed 

4. [J Separated 

5.  [A Divorced 9, 

D. What is the HIGHEST level of education you have completed? 

1. [A No schooling 

2. [A Some elementary - 

3. [A Completed elementary 

4. [I Some High School 
' * 

5. [I Completed Yigh School 

6- LA Some Community or Technical College or Nursing 

7.  [A Completed Community or Technical College or Nursing 

8. [A .Some University or Teachers' College' 

9. [] i Corhpleted University or Teachers' College 

Some Post-graduate University studies 
- 3 

Completed Post-graduate University -- audi~ - 
- 

other education or training (please specify) 



- 
E. What is your race? 

Chinese 

4.. [I Japanese 

5. [A East Indian 

6. [A Native Indian 

7 .  [A Other (please specify) 



INSTRUCTIONS: The statements listed below describe attitudes that different people havez towards 
women. There are no right or wrong answers, only opinions. Please circle the one answer that BEST 
expresses your feelings about each staterhent. 

f 

1. A man sfiould fight when the woman he's with is insulted byn another man. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

2. When a man and woman are on a date, it is acceptable for the woman to pay for the date. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree 

1 
Agree 

2 
Agree Disagree ' Disagree Disagree b o w  

3 4 5 6 7 

3. A woman should be a virgin when she marries. 
'5 

Strongly Moderately Slightly , Slightly Moderately Smngly , Don't *.* 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagee Know @T t , 

1 2 3 4 " 5 6 7 

4. There is-something wrong with a woman who doesn't want to raise a f ~ i l y .  
d 

Strongly M erately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

5. A wife should never contradict her husband in public. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

6. It is better for a woman to use her feminine charm to get what she wants rather than ask for it 
outright. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Sfrongl y Don't 
Agree 

1 
Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

3 4 5 6 7 

7. A man' Should be a virgin when he marries. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately \, Strongly Don't 
Agree 

I 
Agree 
2. 

Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 
3 4 5 6 7 

8. It looks worse for a woman to be drunk in public than for a man to be drunk in public. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree 

1 
Agree 

2 
Agr%e ,,, Dmgree Disagree Disagree Know 

3 1  8 4 5 6 7 



~i 9. There is wthing"wrong with a woman sitting alone Jin a bar. 
-v -. =@7 

-- - -. Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly ~ o d e r a t e l j '  Strongly ' DGn't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 e 5 6 7 
-- 
. * 10. A woman will only respect the man she is dating if he will lay down the law to her. h 

4 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree - Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
, 

11. Many women are so demanding sexually that a man just can't satisfy them. 
ff 

- Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't - 

Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know . 
1 3 4 5 6 7 7, 

2 

12. A man must show the woman that he is the boss right from the start or he'll end up henpecked. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

13. Women are usually sweet until they've caught a man, but then they let their true self show. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly ' Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree . Agree . Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

14. A lot of men talk big," but when it comes down to it, they can't perform well sexually. 
> 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly  oder rat el^ Strongly * Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 ,  7 

15. In a dating relationship a woman is primarily out to take advantage of a man. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

16. Men are out for only,one thing- sex. a 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Suongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree IIisagr$e Disagree Know 

1 2 3 , 4 5 6 7 



17. Most womb are sly and ,mipulating when they are out to attract a man. 

Strongly Moderately . Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

- - 1  2 3 4 5 6 7 
\ 

C 

-18. A lot of women seem to get pleasure in putting men down. 

Strongly- Moderately Slightly Slightly ~ o & a t e l ~  , Strongly Don't 
Agree - Agree - Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 - 5 6 ,  7 

19. People today should not use "an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth" as a rule for living. . 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly, Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 %  3 > 4 5 6 7 

20. Being roughed up is sexually stimulating to manypornen. 
a - 

Strongly Moderately Slightly . Slightly Moderately . Strongly Don't 
v Agree Agree , Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 . 5 6 7 

21.* Many times a woman will pretend she doesn't want to have sexual intercourse because she 
doesn't want to seem loose, but she's really hoping. the man -will force her. 

. ,  

Strongly Moderately, Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 s 4 5 6 7 
f . 1 

22. A wife should move out of the house if her husband hits her. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly ' Mdderately strongly ., 

Agree Agree Agree ' . Disagree Disagree Disagree 
1 2 3 4 ' 5 6 

! *  
- . . 

23. Sometimes the only way a man can get a frigid woman turned on is to use force. 

Suongl y Moderately ' Slightly Slightly Moderately Suongly 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Dmgree  Disagree 
4 2 w 3 ,  4 5 6 

, 

24. A man is never justified in h i h g  his wife. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly ~ l ight l ' i  Moderately s;ongly 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Dsagree 

1 .  2 3 . 4  5 6 
9 

Don't 
Know ' 

7 

Don't 
Know 

7 

Don't 
Know 

7 



- 

INSTRUCTIONS: The statements~listed betm Besrribe attitudesthat different people have towards 
sexual aggression and rape. Please circle the one answe that BEST expresses your feelings about - 
each statement. 

25. A woman who goes to the home or apartment of a man on their first date implies that she is 
willing to have sex with him. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

26. Any female can get raped. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
-.x ,- L Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 a2 - 3 4 5 6 7 

27. One reason that women falsely report a rape is that they frequently have a need to call attention 
to themselves. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly 9lightly Moderately 'Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disag~ee * Disagree . Disagree Know 

1 2 - 3 4 "  5 6 7 
i 

d 28. If she really wants to, any healthy goman can sbccessfully resist being raped. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 & ,  6 7 

29. When women go around braless or we.aring short skirts and tight tops, they are just asking for 
trouble. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly . Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Dtsagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

30. In the majority of rapes, the victim is promiscuous or has a bad reptation. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Dtsagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 + -  

31. If a girl engages in necking or petting and she lets things get out of hand, it is her own fault if 
her partner forces sex on k. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Dmgree  - Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 - 4 5 6 7 



32. women who get raped while hitchhiking get what they deserve. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree _ Agree Disagree Disagree Disagre~ Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

33. A woman who is stuck-up and thinks she is too good to talk to guys on the street deserves to 
be taught a lesson. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly- Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree 

1 
Agree 

2 
Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

3 4 5 6 7 

34. Many'women have an unconscious wish to be raped. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Disagree Know 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

35. If a woman gets drunk at a party and has sexual intercourse with a man she's just met there, 
she should be considered "fah game" to other males at the party who want to have sex with her 
too, whether she wants to or not. 

Strongly Moderately Slightly % Slightly Moderately Strongly Don't 
Agree Agree Agree Dsagree Disagree Dmgree Know 

1 2 3 '  4 5 6 7 

36. What percentage of women who report a rape would you say are lying because they are angry 
and want to get back at the man they accuse? 

Almost About 
All 3 /4 
1 2 

About -About Almost 
Half 1 /4 None 

3 4 5 
- 

37. What percentage of reported rapes would you guess were merely invented by women who discov- 
ered they were pregnant and wanted to protect their own reputation? 

Almost 
All 
1 

About G-. 

3/4 
7 

About 
Half 

3 

About 
1 /4 
4 

Almost 
None 

5 



38. A person comes to you and claims they were raped. How likely would you be to believe their 
statement. if the person were: 

-1 

your 'best FEMALE friend? 

Frequently 
2 

Some times 
3 

Rarely 
4 

Never 
5 

your best MALE friend? 

Rarely 
. 4  

Always Frequently Somegmes 
1 2 3 

an East Indian woman? 

Never 
5 

Always 
1 

Frequently 
2 

Sometimes 
3 

Rarely 
4 

. + 

a Native Lndian woman? 
r ' 

Rarely -.<<*.*..*.< Never 
4 5 

Always ~ r e ~ u e n t l y  Sometimes 
1 2 3 

an elderly woman? 

Sometimes 
3 

Rarely 
4 

Never 
5 

Always Frequently 
1 2 

,a young boy? 

Frequently 
2 

Sometimes Rarely 
4 

Always 
1 

a young girl? 

Sometimes Rarely , Never 
4 5 

Always Frequently 
1 2 

a black woman? 

Rarely 
4 

Never 
5 

Always 
1 

Frequently 
2 

Sometimes 
3 

a white woman? 

Never 
5 

Sometimes Rarely 
4 

Always Frequently 
1 2 

a Chinese woman? 

Never 
5 

Rarely 
4 

Always 
1 

Sometimes 
3 



INSTRUCTIONS: The following questions are specifically intended to tap your beliefs and experi- 
ences regarding sexual aggression. Just a reminder that all questions will be held in strictest confi- 
dence. Please check ONLY ONE box for each question unless otherwise specified. 

39. In your opinion, how tfcm a male know during sexual foreplay that the female is ready and in 
agreement to voluntary sexual intercourse? (Read the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

1. [A Female offers no resistance to increasing degrees of sexual intimacy 

2. [I Female gives clear verbal consent 

3. [I Female fondles male's geniral area 

4. [A Female talks of sex and contraception 

5. [A Female returns french kissing or breathes heavily 

6. [A "Nice" fe-males never suggest sexual intercourse in word or deed so he will never 
know 

Don't know how 

8. [A Other (please specify) 

40. In your opinion, how does a female clearly communicate to a male that she is in voluntary 
agreement to sexual intercourse? (Read the list and check all appropriate boxes) *- 

Female offers no resistance to increasing degrees of sexual intimacy 
- 

Female gives clear verbal consent 

Female fondles male's genital area 

Female talks of sex and contraception 

Female returns french kissing or breathes heavily 

"Nice" females never suggest sexual intercourse in word or deed: 

Don't know how 

Other (please specify) 

41. Have you ever PETTED a female above her waist? 

1. [A Yes 

2. [A No 

3.  [A Don't know 



42. Have you ever PETTED a female below her waist? 

. '1 Yes -. 

2. [I No 

3. [I Don't know 

43. Have you ever had VAGINAL intercourse with a female? 

1. [A Yes 

2. [I No 

3.  [I Dm2 know 

44. Have you ever stimulated a female's genitals ORALLY? 

1. [I Yes 

\ Don't know 
$- * 1 

45. Has a female ever stimulated your genitals ORALLY? 

Yes 

Don't know 

46. Have you ever had ANAL intercourse with a female? 

Yes 

Don't know 
b $ . 

47. Have you ever been in a situation where you became' so sexually aroused that you couldn't stop 
younel  from having sexual intercourse even though the female you were with didn't want to con- 
tinue? 

Yes 

Don't know . 



3. [A Don't know 1 i 
j 

I i 

51. Have you ever threatened to use ph sical force to make a girlfriend or date engage in KISSING 
OR FONDLIIVG? I i 

2. [I NO i 

3. [A Don't know i i 

1 52. Have you ever threatened to, use physical force to make a girlfriend or dhte engage in SEXUAL 
LUTERCOURSE? i 

I 

Yes 
I 

3. [A Don't know 



\ '> 
the following have you said to a girlfiiend or date in order to obtain sexual inter- 
the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

1 \ I love you (you were speaking the truth). \ 
'$ 

2. [I I love you (you were suetching the truth). 
I 

3. [I If you love me you will. 

4. [1 I'll break up with you if you don't. 

5.  [A Life is too short to wait. 

6. [A You're not a virgin so what's the big deal? 

7. [A Don't make me use force. 

8. [A Other (please specify) 

. 54. Have you ever TRIED to remove a girlfriend's or date's clothes when she didn't want them re- 
moved? 

3. [A Don't know 

55. Have you ever SUCCEEDED in removing a girlfriend's or date's clothes when she didn't want 
vbV 

them removed? 
1 

1. [A Yes 

2. [I No B 

3. [A Don't know . 
56. Have you ever PETTED a girlfriend or date above her waist when she didn't want you to? 

1. [A Yes 

2. [I No 

3. [I Don't know 

57. Have you ever PETTED a girtfriend or date below her waist when she didn't want you to? 

1. [A Yes 

2. [A No 

3. [A Don't know 



58. Have you ever had VAGINAL intercourse with a girlfriend. or date when she didn't want to? 

1. [A Yes 

2. [I N o  

3. [A Don't know 

59. Have you ever stimulated a girlfriend's or date's genitals ORALLY when she didn't want you to? 

1. [A . Yes 

2. [A' . , N o  (.. 
. 

3. [I Don't know 

60. Has a girlfriend or date ever stimulated your genitals ORALLY when she didn't want to? 
' "  

1. [I -Yes 

2. [I' N o  

3. [I Don't know 

61. Have you ever had ANAL intercourse with a girlfriend or date when she didn't want to? 

1. CI Yes 

3. [A Don't know 

62. If you answered -YES to any of the previous eight questions (#54- #61), please briefly describe 
the incident and what happened after it was over. 
(If there was more thin one incident, please specify how many, but relate only the most memorable 
or most recent) 



63. Which of the following methods have you used in order to obtain sexual intercourse from a fe- 
male? (Read the list and check method worked, method failed, or both in all appropriate boxes) y 

-* 
W F B  

Z 

[] [] [] 1. Verbal persuasion i 

[A [] [] 2. Verbal threats of injury 

[] [A [A 3. Ignoring her protests 

[J [] [A 4. ~ h ~ s i c a l l ~  restraining her 

[] [] [] 5. Getting her drunk 

[A [] [] 6. Drugging her (drug type?) 

] [] [] 7. Taking her by surprise, such as when she's asleep 

[] [] [] 8. Pushing, slapping, and treating her with mild roughness 

[A [] [] 9. Threatening her with a weapon (type bf weapon?) 

[] [] [] 10. Physically beating her 

[A [] [] 11. Choking her 
\ 

[A [] [] 12. Injuring her with a weapon (type of weapon?) 

[A [] [A 13. Other (please specify) 



64. Which of th? following methods have you' used in o~der to obtain sexual intercourse from a 
GIRLFRIEND or DATE? (Read the list and check methh worked, method f-a or b& in all 
appropriate boxes) 

W F B  
o a o 
r i t 
k 1 h 
e e 
d d 

[] [A [] 1. Verbal persuasion 

[A [] [] 2. Verbal Shreats of injury 

[A [] [] 3. Ignoring her protests 

[] [] [] 4. Physically restraining her 

[A [] [] 5. Getting her .drunk 

[] [] [ ]  7.  Tiking her by surprise, such as when she's asleep 

[] [A [A 8. Pushing, slapping, and treating her with mild roughness 

[] [] [] 9. Threatening her with a weapon (type of weapon?) 

[] [] [] 10. Physically beating her 

[] [] [] 11. Choking her . d 

', - 
[] [A [A 12. Injuring her with a weapon (type of weapon?) 

J 

[A [] [J 13. Other (please specify) 

9% 

65. Have you ever us* physical force _(i.e. twisting her arm, holding her down, etc.) to get a 
girlfriend or date to engage in KISSIN& OR FONDLING? , 

Yes 

Don't know 



66. Have you ever used physical force to make a girlfriend or date engage in SEXUAL 
INTERCOURSE? 

Yes 

No 

3. [I Don't know 

67. Have you ever useh a knife, gun, or other weapon to make a girlfriend or date engage, in 
kissing, fondling, or sexual intercourse? 

Don't know 

68. Have you ever physically injured a girlfriend or date to make her engage in kissing, fondling, or 
sexual intercourse? 

Yes 

3. [A Don't. know 

69. Are you physically attracted to the opposite sex (females), the same sex '(males), or both sexes? 

1. [A Attracted to opposite sex 
.j. P 

2. [I Attracted to same sex 

3. 11 Attracted to both sexes 

70. Under what CIRCUMSTANCES would you make a girlfriend, date, or other female engage in 
kissing, fondling, or sexual intercourse with you when she didn't want to? 



71. Why would you NOT make a girbiend, date, or other femhle enga& in kissing, fondling, or 
sexual intercourse with you when she didn't want to? 

In the remaining space you are welcome to add any comments that you wish to make about either 
this questionnaire, sexual aggression, relations between the sexes, the role of women, or any other .. . 

related issue. If there is insufficient space, please feel bee to use the back of this page. 

TH-43K YOU very much for your participation in this study. Your willingness to share your per- 
sonal feelings and experiences is greatly appreciated. If you would like a copy of the results of this - 
study, they will be available free of charge at the Criminology General Office at Simon Fraser 
Uni~ers i ty  OX OR AFTER July 1, 1987. 



APPENDIX D:_ FEMALE INTERVIEW SCHEDULE (TYPE 1) , . 

T o  only be used for FEMALES who h j a  completed a questionnaire. 

Date of Interview (Month, ~ a ; ,  Yeu): 

Name of Interviewer: -. 
: 

Type of Interview (check appropriate box) - 
E 1  ~ h b n e  Interview ,-- 

[A Faceto- face Interview ~$ecify'  meeting place) 

Name of Interviewee: 

Phode  umber of Interviewee: \ ' . , 

-V 

Time Interview Began (use 24 hour clock): 

Time Interview Ended (use 24 hour clock): * +  

Interviewer's Asjessment of Inte~ewee's Truthfulness 

[A Person appeared to be telling the truth , 
, 

[A Person appeared to be lying o 

m 

[A Other (please specify) b 

Interviewer's Comments (use back page if needed): 

j. Signature of Interviewer: 



a & 

" LVTRODUCTION: First df all, let b e  thank you for taking the time to- be interviewed; your parti- 
cipation is greatly appreciated. If you have any questions about this interview, please feel 6ree to ask. 
As you know, this interview deals with your sexual aggression experiences. Some of the questions 
asked may make you feel uncomfortable. This is quite natural, and only to be expected. Yo$ should 
know that you can refuse to answer any questions, although it is hoped that you will answer them 
all to the best oflyour ability. Also, you are free to withdraw your participation in this Study at any 
time should you so wish. Finally, let me reassure you that all your replies to my- questions will be 

-held in strictest codidence. Do you have any questions? 
CJ 

i '  

' Before we begin this i n t e ~ e w ,  you should know that you can contact Dr. Margaret Jackson or the ' 

project director Ken Garley at S.F.U.3 School of Criminology if you have any questions or com- 
plaints about this interview. They can be reached at 291-3213 weekdays during regular office hours. ' 

[At ,this point, ALL interviewees are to be handed a card dith this information on it if they ;tre 
being interviewed in person. If interview is being cmducted over the phone, allow the person suffi- 
cient time to write this information down. - 

> .  

ETERVIEWER INSTRUCTIONS: As the interviewer, it is your professional and ethical responsi- 
bility to ensure that the person you are interviewing k fully made aware of the ab6ve and that she 
completely understands it. Only once this task has been fulfilled may you ask the following question.* 
[Please check only ONE of the two boxes. If neither box is checked or if the "NOn box is checked, 
then any responses that may have been collected will be considered non-useable. For responses to be 
useable, IIVFORMED CONSENT must be obtained (that is, the "YES" box must be checked).] 

***Do you agree to partkipate in the Sexual Aggression ~esearch '  Project by being interviewed? 

1. L J  Yes, I agree to participate in the research project 
4 

2. [A No, I do not agree to participate in the reseach project 
* 

LVSTRUCTIONS: At the outset, I am 'going to ask you a few questions. so that I may verify that 
you are indeed the person who earlier completed a questio~aire.*Please not; that your responses to 
these questi,ons will not be used to idenhfy you in any way, but rather are merely to help us de- 
scribe the sample of persons who are interviewed. [Please check ONLY ONE box for each question 
u n l ~ s  othervise specified.] . I; 

- 
t 

a 

4. What is your sex? 

-1. [A Male 
cO 

2 3 1  Female t 

B. In what  year were you born? 



C. Are you married, single, widowed, separated, or divorced? 

2. [A Single (never mirried) 

3. [1 - Widowed 

4. [A " . Sepqated 

5. [I Divorced. 

D. What is the HIGHEST level of education you have completed? 

1. 1 1  No schooling 

2. [A Some elementary 

3. [A Completed elementary 

4. [I - Some High School . 
+ 

5.  [1 Completed High School 

6. [A Some Community or Technical College or Nursing 

7 .  [--.I Completed Community or Technical College or Nursing 

8. [A Some University or Teachers' College 

9. [1 , Completed University or Teachers' College 
I 

-+ 
10. [] Some Post-graduate University studies 

11. [A Completed Post-graduate University studies 

12. [A Other education or trainink (please specify) 



E. What is your .race? 

2. [A .- Black 

3. [I Chinese 

4. [A Japanese 

5. [A East Indian 

6. [A Native Indian 

7.  [I Other (pleqe specify) . 



INSTRUCTIONS: The following questiohs are specifically intended to tap your beliefs and experi- 
ences regarding sexual aggression. Just a reminder that all questions will be held in strictest confi- 

-dence. [Please check ONLY ONE box for each question unless otherwise specified.] 

1. When you first completed the, q&stionnaire, you indicated that you had experienced unwanted 
male sexual. aggression from a boyfriend or date. You then proceeded to briefly describe the experi- 
ence that upset you the most. Could you please ELABORATE on your earlier response? [See #46]. 
Specifically, would you please describe in detail the chain of events leading up to your edperience of 
unwanted sexual aggression, the incident itself, and what you did immediately after the incident? 

A. Before Incident: 

B. During Incident: 

C. After Incident 



2. How did you and the person who committed the act of unwanted sexual aggression against you 
first meet? I 

1. [A We met through friends 

2. [A We met through our parents I 

3. [ I  We met on o ~ i r  own without $elp from others 

4. [ A  We met through a dating service 
* 

5. [A Other (please specify) - 

3. Could you please describe in detail the kinds of PRESSURE or M)RCE that were used on you 
just before or during the unwanted sexual aggression? [See #62]. Specifically, what did 
s a  and to you? 

4. Could you please describe in detail what you did or said (if anything) to STOP your boyfriend or 
date from forcibly kissing, fondling, undressing, or penetrating you against your will? [See #63]. 



5. Why did you not call the police? Or, why did you wait the time you did to call the police? [See 
#64 & #65]. 

4' 

6. CIVIL SUIT [See #a. If in te~ewee  launched a civil suit, find out as much as you can about 
the case. This is a TOP PRIORITY request, and is well worth extending the interview for. For ad- 
ditional space, use back of page.] 

Among other things, you should determine the following: 

(a) how long ago civil suit launched? 

(b) province suit launched in? 

(c) court suit launched in? 

(d) her lawyer's name (if she is willing to give it)? 

(e) whether suit launched on contingency fee basis? 
r 

(0 her out-of-pocket expenses? 

(g) outcome of case? 

(h) amount awarded? 

(i) whether she'd go to court again? 



L 1. 
the following EMOTIONS did you experie ce as a direct result of the'unwanted sexual 

the k t  and check all appropriate rdonses)  
1 

1. [A i Anger 

Hate 

3. [A Fear 

4. [A Betrayal 

5. [I Guilt 

6. [A Other (please specify) 

t?: *Why did you experience GUILT? [If applicable] 

9. When you completed the questionnaire, you indicated that certain individuals and agencies were 
NOT SUPPORTIVE when they learned what your boyfriend or date had done to you. [See #73]. 

List Nonsupportive Individuals/Agencies: 

In what ways were these individuals and agencies not supportive? Why do you think they were not 
supportive? 



10. When you completed the questionnaire, you indicated that certain services you received were 
POOR. [See #74]. 

List Poor Services: 
a 

Ln what ways were these services poor? Why do you think these services were poor? 

11. How would you improve the following services for victims of unwanted sexual aggression apd 
rape if it were in your powerrto do so? 

Medical: 

Legal: 

Counselling: 

Police: 

Other (please specify): 



12. How do you think unwanted sexual aggression can BEST be prevent@? 

13. How do you think boyfriends or dates who rape their girlfriends should be PUNISHED? 
Specifically, should they be punished moreseverely, less severely, or the same as a man who rapes a 
female stranger? 

1. [A Pumshment' should be MORE severe 

fl - 2 .  [A Punishment should be LESS severe 

3 .  [ A  Punishment should be the SAME 

- 4 .  [l There should be NO punishment 
'r* 

. .  5. [ ]  Don't know 

6. [] Other (please Specify) a \ 

\ 

14. Have any of your female frieids (past or pese& received unwanted sexual aggression from a 
I boywend or date? If YES, what f o m  did such uoaant&sexual aggression take? 



. 
# 

15. Is there anything else you'd like to add? Any question you think I should have asked but diddt? 

THASK YOU very much for your participation in this study. Your willingness to share your per- 
sonal feelings and experiences is greatly appreciated. If you would like a copy of the results of this 
study, they will be available ftee of charge at the Criminology General Office at Simon Fraser 
University ON OR AFTER July 1, 1%7. 



APPENDIX E: FEMALE INTERVIEW SCHEDULE (TYPE 2) 

*To only be used for FEMALES who @ve completed a questionnaire. 

a. Date of Interview (Month, Day, Year): 

b. Name of Interviewer: , 

c. Type of Interview (check appropriate box) 

1. [A Phone Interview 

2. [A - Face-to-face Interview (specify meeting place) 

d. Name of Interviewee: 

e. Phone  umber of Interviewee 

f. T i e  Interview Began (use 24 hour clock): 

g. Time Interview Ended (use 24 hour clock): 

h. Interviewer's Assessment of Interviewee's T~lthfulness 

1. [A Person appeared to be telling the truth 

2. [A . Person appeared to be lying 

3. [A Other (please specify) 

i. -Interviewer's Comments (use back page if needed): 

j. Signature of Interviewer: 



INTRODUCTION: First of all, let me thank you for taking the time to be interviewed; your parti- 
cipation is greatly appreciated. If you have any questions about this interview, please feel free to ask 
As you know, this interview deals with your sexual aggression experiences. Some of the questions 
asked may make you feel uncomfortable. This is quite natural and only to be expected. You should 
know that you can refuse to answer any questions, although it is hoped that you will answer &em 
all to the best of your ability. Also, you are fkee to withdraw y . 0 ~  participation in this study at any 
time should you so wish Finally, let me reassure you that all your replies to my questions will be 
held in strictest confidence. Do you have any questions? 

Before we begin this inten&,--you skafd-know that you can contact Dr. Margaret Jackson or the 
project director Ken Garley at S.F.U.3 School of Criminology if you have any questions or com- 
plaints about this interview. They can be reached at 291-3213 weekdays during regular office hours. 
[At this point, ALL inteniewees are to be handed a c a ~ d  with this information on it if they are 
being interviewed in person. If interview is being conducted over the phone, allow the person suffi- 
cient time to write this information down.] 

INTERVIEWER INSTRUCTIONS: As the in te~ewer ,  it is your professional and ethical responsi- 
bility to ensure 'that the person you are,interviewing is fully made aware of the above and that she 
completely understands it. Only once this task has been fulfilled may you ask the following question. 
[Please check only ONE of the tsRo boxes. If neither box is checked or if the "NO". box is checked, 
thmany responses that may have been collected will be considered non-useable. For responses to be 
useable, INFORMED -CONSENT must be obtained (that is, the "YES" box must be checked.)] 

***Do you agree to participate in the Sexual* ~ ~ g e s s i o n  Research Project by being interviewed? . , 

1. [A . Yes, I agree to participate in the 

- 2. [A No, '-1 do dot agree to participate 

research project. 
* - 

in dfe reskarqh project. 

LVSTRUCTIONS: At the outset, I am going to ask a few q u ~ s t i ~ a s  i b o u i ' ~ 0 . 0 ~ .  Please note that 
your responses to these questions will not be used to identify you in 'ay w i y ,  but rather are merely 
to he@ us describe the sample of persons who are interviewed. [Please check ObLY ONE box for 
each question unless otherwise speajied.] 

, 
-. * 

A. What is your sex? 

1. [A Male 

2.: [A Female 

F, 

B. In what year were you -born? 



* 

* C. Are you married, single, widowed, separated, or divorced? 

1. [A MarriedKommon-law 
P 

2, [A Single (never rnamed) 

3. [A Widowed 

4. r~ Separated 

5. [A . Divorced 

D. what is the HIGHEST level of education you havg completed? 

1. [A No schooling 

2. [I - Some elementary 

3. [A , Completed elementary 

4. [A Some High School 

5.  [A Completed High School 

6. [-.-I Some Community or Technical College or Nursing 

7. [A Completed Community or Technical College or Nursing 

8. [A Some University or Teachers' College 

[A Completed University or Teachers' College 

[A Some Post-graduate University studies 
4 * .. 

[A Completed Post-graduate University studies 

I] Other education or training (please specify) 



E. What is your race? 

White 

Black 

Chinese 

4. 1 1  Japanese 

5 .  [A East Indian 

Native Indian -- a 

w 

Other (please specify) 



- - 

? . 
:INSTRUCTJ~NS: The following questions p e  speclcally intended to tap your beliefs and exp&- 

= . enc? regarding sexual aggressioh Just a reminder that all questions will be held in strictest c o d -  .. dence. [Please eh&k ONLY ONE box for each question unless otherwise specif~ed.] 

39. Io your ojiinion, how dm 'a male h o w  during sexal- foreplay that the female is ready and in 
agreement to voluntary sexual intercourse? (Read the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

- * 

1- [A Female offer; no iesistance to increasing degrees of ~exual  h m a c y  
I 

2. [A Female gives clear .verbal consent . ' ' ' 

$. CJ Female fondles M ' s  genital area . - 
' ," 

I 

- - 4 .  ['A Female 'talks of sex and contraception , - 

5 .  [A Female k t u m s  french kissing or ,breathes heavily . 
6. C . 1  -. "Nice'! females never suggest sexuai intercourse in w ~ r d  or deed so he wlPl never 

. .. know R P 

7. C l  Don't know how 
3 

8. 4 1  O t h p  (please s p ~ c i  % -  fy) 
* d 

.a 
40. In your opinion, how does a femhle clearly communicate to a male that she is in voluntary 
agreement to sexual intercourse? (Read the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

-: 

, % . '  
1. [A ' . . F-ernale offersno resistance to increasing degrees of sexual intimacy . 

I . < - -  

a 'i . ~ e m i l  ,gives clear verb& consent 
/ * 

Femdle fbndles mge's genital area . 

4. [A Female talks of sex and cbnuaception - 
5. ,A Female renhns french 'kissing or breathes heivily 

6: [A in ice" females never suggest sexual intercourse in wqrd or deed 
- ? , I  . .  
' 3, 

7.[] , .  Don't know 'how 9 
- p' 

41. Have you ever experienced inwanted male sexual aggression? 
' 



42. If you answered 'YES to the previous question ( f41) ,  what f m  did such unwanted male sexual ' 

aggression take? (Read the list and check successful or attemt only in all appropriate boxes) 
I * .  

Success- Attempt ,. 
ful only z - 

t 

* ' 

, [A [] 1. Held my hand against my wishes 

[A [A, 2. Hugged me against my wishes 

[A [ 3. Kissed me against my wishes 

[I [] 4. Placed his hands on my breasts against my wishes 
1. 

[A. [A 5. Placed his hands cn  my legs or thighs against my wishes 
0 

Ll 
, - [J 6. Placed- his hands on my vagina against my wishes , A 

L [A 7. Removed my blouse against my wishes 1 ,  
4 

. . 
' kb 

[A [] 8. Removed my bra against my. wishes 
" 

[J 
. . 

[] 9. Removed my slacks, shorts, or skirt against my wishes 

[A [A '10. Removed my panties against my wishes 
s :*, +, - / 

W'L 

[A [] 11. ~ o r c e d m ~  l egs  apart against my wishes 

[A [] 12. Exposed his penis against my wishes 

[I 
-. 

[] 13. Placed his perm in my vagina against my wishes ., . ' .  ' 

[,A [] 14. Placed his penis in my anus against my wishes 

[] 15. Placed his penis in my mouth against my wishes .= ~. . #  

s 

[I I * 
[] 16. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my vagin$against my wisheS . -. . . 

4 

[A [] 17. Placed his finger or d foreign object in my -anus agairist my wishes . 
. . 

' ?  . 

[A [] 18. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my mouth agai$sl my wishes . . 
,' 

[A [] 19. Placed his mouth on my 'vagina or anus against my' wishes .. 
-. . 

[A [] 20. Came (released seminal fluid) in my vagina, anus, .or mouth against my ' 
i -  . C 

wishes . I 

B 

[-.-I [A 21. Other (please specify) . 
. - - - 

-.. . 



43.'.Have you ever expirienced unwanted male sexual aggression from a BOYFRIEND or DATE? 

1. [A Yes ' 2. [A No 3. [] Don't know 

44. I f '  you answered YES to the previous question ( t43) .  yhat form of sexual aggression did a 
boyfriend or date use on you? (Read the list and check all appropriate, boxes) 

Success- Attempt 
ful on1 y 

- a. 
[ 1. Held my hand against my wishes 

[A [A 2. Hugged me against r p  wishes 

1-J [A 3. Kissed me against my wishes 

[A - [A 4. Placed his hands on my breasts against my wishes 

[A [A 5. Placed his hands on my legs or thighs against my wishes 

, [-.I [j 6. Placed his hands on my vagina against my wishes 
. * 

[A [A 7. Removed my blouse against my wishes 

[A [A. 8.Jemoved my bra against my wishes 
F- L 

[A [A 9. Removed my slacks. shorts, or skirt against my wishes 

[A, [A 10. Removed my panties against my wishes - 
Q 

[A [A 11. Forced my legs apart against my wishes 

Ll [A 12: Exposed his penis against my wishes 

[.A [ 13. Placed his penis in my vagina against my wishes 

[A [A 14. Placed his penis in my anus against my wishes 

[A [_11 15. Placed his penis in my mouth against my wishes 

[A . [A 16. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my vsgina against my wishes 

[A [A 17. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my anus against my wishes , 

(1 [A 18. Placed his finger or a foreign object in my mouth against my wishes 

[A [A 19. Placed his mouth on my* vagina or anus against my wishes - 

[A , [A 20. Came (released sem~nal  fluid) in my 'vagina, anus, or mouth against my 
wishes '. 

[A [A 21. Other (please specify) 



\ 

, 45. If you answered YES .to questions 41 or 43 (having experienced unwanted male sexual 
aggression), on how many SEPARATE occasions have you experienced such unwanted sexual aggres- 
sion from: s,? 

males (strangers or otherwise)? 

1. [A One occasion 

2. [A 2-5 occasions 

3. [] 6-10 occasions 

4. [] 11-15 occasions 

5. [] 16-20 occasions 

6. [] Over 20 occasions 

boyfriends or dates? 

1.. [] Zero occasions 

2. [] One occasion 

3. [] 2-5 occasions 

4. [] 6-10 occasions 

5 .  [] 11-15 occasions 

6. [] 16-20 occasiops " 

7. [A Over 20 occasions 

the same boyfriend or date? 

1. [] Zero occasions 

2. [] One occasion 

3. [] 2-5 occasions 

4. [] 6-10 occasions 

5.  [] 11-15 occasions 

6. [] 16-20 occasions 

7. [A Over 20 occasions 



46. I f  you answered YES to questions 41 
sion), please briefly describe the experience 

or 43 (having experienced unwanted male sexual aggres- , 

that upset you the most. 

47. If you answered YES to question #43 (unwanted sexual aggression from a boyfriend or date), 
please indicate how long you had KNOWN this person. If NO to question 4743, skip to question 
# 75. 

1. Under 6 months 

- 2. [A .. 6 months to one year 

3. [ 1  1-2 years 

4. [ 1  2-3 years 

5 .  [A 3-4 years 

6. [ I  4-5 years 

7. [ A  Over 5 jears \ 

48. At the time the unwanted sexual aggression took place, how long had you been DATING this 
person? 

Under 2 days 

a 2-30 days 
? 

> 
1-3 months 

3-6 months 

6 months to one year 
- 

1-2 years 

2-3 years 

3-4 years 

4-5 years 

Over 5 years 



I 

49. .Was this penon makied, single, widowed, separated, or divorced at the time the unhanted sexual ' 
aggression happened. against you? \ -  

\ a 

1. [A Married to another person \ i 
r' \ 

2. 11 Living common-law with another person .- I 

3. [] - .  Married to me 

4. [A Living common-law with me 

5 .  [--.I Single (never married) 

6. [--.I Widowed 
. . 

7 .  [A Separated . . 

8. [A Divorced 

9. [A Don't know 

50. Approximately how old was this person? . !  

1. [A 10 years or under 

8. [I 65 ,years or older 



51. What aas this.person's occupation at the time the unwanted sexual aggression took place? 

1. [I Unemployed/Retired 

2. [A Student ' 

3. [A Factory worker or labourer 

4. [I Ofice  worker 

5.  [A .Doctor or health care professional 

6. [A Professor or teacher 

7.  [I Don't- know 

8. [A Other (please specify) 

/ 

52. . What was the HIGHEST level of educatio? this person completed at the time the'-unwanted 
sexual aggression took place? 

,- No schooling 

Some elementaq 

Completed elementary 

Some high school 

Completed high school 

-Some CO-unity or Technical College or Nursing 

Completed Community or Technical College or Nursing 

Some University or Teachers' College 

Completed University or Teachers' College 

.Some Post-graduate .Univers'ity s t h i e s  

Completed Post-graduate University studies - 

Other education or uaininp (please specify) 

Don't know 



\ '\ 
53. What is this person's race? 

White 

Black 

Chinese 

4. [1 Japanese 

5.  [-I East h d i h  

6. [I Native Indian 

7. [J Other (please specify) I ; 

', , & , 

54. Approximately how old were you at the time of the unwanted sexual aggression? 

1. [I] 10 years or un'der 
t 

2. [I 11-15 

8. [A 65 years or older 

55, Were you magied, single, widowed, separated, or divorced at the time of the unwanted sexual 
5: .aggression? I 

1 

1. [-I MamedKommon-law C 

' *  
Single (never married) 3 

Widowed 

4. [A ' Separated 

Divorced 



\ 
I 

1 - 
' I  

56. At the time the unwanted sexual aggressi* place, had YOU asked him out on the date or 
had HE asked you out on the date? .', 

. ,. \ 

I had asked him out 

He had asked me out 

k 6 
3 .  [A We were nbt on a date 
\ 
4 [-I Don't know 

\ 

5. [A Other (please specify) 

57. If you were on a date when the unwanted sexual aggression occurred, who PAID for the datey 

1. [A I paid for the date 

He paid foc the date 

3. [A We split the cost of the date- ? . . 
C 

' . 
4. [A The date did not cost us anything , 

\ $ .  

.. . 
5. [A Don't know '-,..+ + , 'a 

6. [A Other (please specify) 4 

58. Where did the unwanted sexual aggression take place? 

1. [A ,,J \ '  - 
Your house or apartment 

.; --.\ 
2. [I HIS house or apartment \ 

. . \ 

3. [A Someone else's, house or apartment \ 

4. [A Other buildings or enclosed structures such as schools, stairwells, empty ~ buildirlgs, " 

etc. (please specify) 

5 .  [A MoteVhotel room <, % 

6. [-I Car, van, truck, or other vehicle b \ 
J- 

7.  [A Boat, ship, or other 'sea-going vessel . 

8- [A Plane or other aircraft 
I 

9. [A Street or alley . >  

10. [A Other outside area such h, field, in the hills -br mountains, backyard. etc. - 

(please specify) i 

11. [A Other area (please specify) 



5 9 . p ~  long did the unwanted sexual 

. >  ,&Under '15 minutes 

aggression last? 

' 2. [J 15 minutes-a half hour 
, '. 

3. [A A half hour-one hour 

- 4. [A 1-2 hours 

7. [J 4-5 hours 
., 

8. [A .Over 5 hours 

60. On what DAY of the week did the unwanted sexual aggression take place? 

1 . Monday 
- .. 

2. [A Tuesday 

3. [> ' Wednesday 

Friday 
, 

Saturday 

Sunday 

what TLME did the unwanted sexual aggression start? 

Midnight-3:00 A.M. 

3:00 A.M.-6:00 A.M. 

6:00 A.M:9:00 A.M. 

9:00 A.M.-12:00 N m n  

1 2 % )  Noon-3:OO P.M. 

3:00 P.h4.-6:00 P.M. 

6:00 P.M.-9:00 P.M. 

9:00 $.M.-Midmght 



.62: Which of the following kinds of pressure or force were wed on you just behre or during the 
unwanted sexual aggression? (Read the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

1.' [A ' Verbal persuasion. such as "If you love me you willw or "I'll break up with you 
if you don'tn 

2. [A Verbal threats of injury 

3. [I Physical .intimidation (the person was bigger and stronger) - f 3 

4. [A You were made drunk 

5. [--I you were drugged (type of drug?) 

6. [A You were taken by silrprise, such as being asleep 

7 .  [I You were pushed, slapped, and treated with mild roughness 
t I 

8. 'El You were threatened with a weapon such as a knife, bottle, cigarette lighter., gun, 
etc. (type of w'eapon?) 

9. [A You were bhysical~y beaten - -  

lo. [A flou were choked . I -  

11. [] You were i ~ j u r e d  with a weapon, such as being cut with a k n i k  or burned with 
a lighter (type of weapon?) 

, .> 

12. [A No pressure or force was used on me 

13. 11 Other (please specify) 

63. What did you do -or say, if anything, to try to stop your boy•’riend or date from forcibly kissing, - 
touching, fondling, undressing, or penetrating you against your will? (Read the list and check all ap- 
propriate boxes) , . 

' "* 

-> 

I tried reasoning with him 

2. [A I used an excuse. such as "I'm pregnant", "I have my period". or "I have a ve-w 
nereal diseae" -. 

3. [A I got hostile of angry 
.. . , - 

4. [A I screamed and yelled. made noise 

5. [I I physically resisted and fought back 
.. 

6. [A I uied running away, escaping 

I froze - 
8. [I Other (please specify) 

s5 



64. What did you do AFTER your boyfriend or date forcibly tried or succeeded in kissing, touching, 
fondling, .undressing, or penetrating you against your will? (Read the list and check all appropriate . 
boxes) 

1. [I 
2. 1 1  

3. [I =, 

-4. [_1 I 

5.  [I 
6. [I 
7. [I 

8.' [A 

9. 

65. How long did 

I notified the police 

I called a Rape Crisis Centre 

I told my parents 

I told my closest FEMALE friend 

I told my closest MALE friend 

I contacted a social worker 

I contacted a priest, minister, or member of the clergy 

I took-no action at all 

Other (please specify) 

you wait before calling the police after your boyfriend or date forcibly tried or 
succeeded in kissing, touching, fondling, undressing, or penetrating you against your will? 

1. [A Less than one hour 

1-24 hours 

'3 .  [A 1-3 days 

4. 1 1  4-7 days 

5. [ 1  1-4 weeks 

6. [A 1-3 months 

7. [A 3-6 months .. 

8. [A .. Ove; 6 months 

9. [A I never called the police 

66. Did you launch a CIVIL SUIT (sue your boyfrieid) for what he did to you? 



67. If you answered YES to the previous question (#66), what -was the outcome of the case? i ' 

1. [A I won my case .(aniount awarded?) 

2. [I I lost my case . 
L 

3. [I I voluntarily withdrew my case 

4- [I . I 

Case hasn't yet gone to court 

5.  [A Case has gone to court but hasn't yet been decided .- 
- ,. . 

6. [I Other (please spenfy) = I 

68. Did you seek MEDICAL A ~ E N T I O N  after your boyfriend- or date forcibly tried or succeeded 
in kissing, touching, fondling, undressing, or penetrating you against your will? 

1 

Yes 

i 9 .  If you answered YES to the previous question (#68); which INJURIES (if any of the following) 
did the doctor discover were caused by the actions of your boyfriend or date? (Read the list and 
check all appropriate boxes) 

1. 11 Discovered bruikes on my body 
i 

, \ 

2. [A ascovered slight eo moderate cuts on my body 

3. [A Discovered deep cuts on my body 

4. [I Discovered'bum marks on my body 

5. [A Discoveied sprained b d e s  

Discovered broken bones 

Discovered loose or broken teeth 

Discovered venereal disease 

Discovered I had become pregnant -. 

Found no evidence of physical injur) v&ereal disease. or 'pregnancy vz 

Other (please specify) 



@ .  - 0 

.' ' 1 1  . . 
70. Which of the following E M O T ~ N A L -  CONSEQUENCES .did $$u suffei beraw your bayheod 
or date forcibly tried gr succeeded in kissing, touching,- fondling, undressing, or penetrating yow + 

, against your will? (Read the list and check 311 appropriate boxg) .. 
I $  c 

1.- L J  id nervousness .: - .  , ._ 
I .  

> 2 , .  *. ' . 
. . 

2. [I . ~ Depression I ,  

. 

Anxiety an 

. . 
b . Sleep disturbances 

< 

Crying 

Feelings of being alone 
. . 

Difficulties in qoncenuation 

* Difficulty with or loss of job . . , 
A - 

Difficul'ty interacting with men 

' 9. [A Loss of interest in sex 

10. [A . , Intense fears 
. - 

@hick mood changes 

Y 

13. [I Attempted suicide a / -  % d 
* 

Y 

14. [A Suffered no emotional consequences 

15. [A Other (please specify) 
u 

71. If you suffered emotional consequences, how LONG did they persist? 
(. 

1. [] - Less than one day 

2 4 1  - . 1 day-1 week 

1-6 months I 

\,. 

6 months-1 year - 
1-2n years - . . 

7 .  [-I - 2-5 years 
h 

8. ['7 .Over 5 years , 



72. Are you physically- amacted to the opp&ite ser (males), the sank se~-(femplcs)? or both sexes? 

Attracted to opposite sex ' 

2. [A - Amacted to same sex 
,' "I 

. H-J Attracted to both sexes . A 

r 
lh 

73. How SUPPORTlVE were the folloaing individuals or agencies when they learned what your 
boyfriend or date had done to you? (Please Circle the one answer that BEST represents your feel- 
ings) 

d f 

4 

Police = 11 

$3 
Not Never Extreme1 y Moderately " Slightly 

Supportive Supportive Supportive Supportive Learned 
What 

Rape Crisis Centre 

Extremely 
Supporuve 

J 

4 f  * ' -  

closest Female ~riend 

Exuemely 
Supportive 

<:I 
1 ; 

.c ' B 

Closest Male Friend 

s, . 
-J 

t 

Moderate1 y 

2 

Moderately 
Supportive 

2 

Moderately 
Supportive 

Slightly 
Supportive 

Slightly 
Supportive 

- ,  

Slightly 
Supportive 

Not 
Supportive 

Not 
Supportive 

Not 

/ Extremely ~dde ra t e l  y Slightly ~ o t  
Supportive Supportive Supportive Supportive 

Happened 
5 

  ever 
Learned 

What 
Happened 
" 5 

Never 
Learned 

What 
Happened 

5 

Never 
Learned 

What 
Happened 

5 

Never 
Learned 

What 
Happened 

5 



Social Worker 

Extremely , Moderately Slightly Not . Never . 
Supportive Supportive Supportive Supportive Learned 

i 
pa 

What 

< ' . b  
Happened . 

1 **a 2 3 ,= . 4 5 

Member of the Clergy 

Extremely Moderately Slightly Not Never 
' Supportive , SuppO$ive Supportive ' , Supportive Learned 

What 
Happened 

1 2 3 .  4 5 

Doctor 

Extremely Moderately Slightly Not Never 
Supportive d Supportive Supportive Supportive Learned 

What 
Happened 

1 i 3 4 5 

Other (p$ease specify) 
P 

Extremely Moderate14 Slightly Not ' Never 
Supportive Supporuve Supportive Supportive Learned 

What 
Happened 

s 1 2 3 4 5 



. 74. How would you evaluate the services yoli received? (Please circle the one answer that BEST 
represents y o w  feelings) 

Medical : , 

1 

Excellent , GQod Adequate Poor ' Didn't 
use 

1 ' 2 ,  3 4 " 5  - 

Counselling 

Excellent 

Police 

Good Adequate Poor Didn't 
uss 

2 - 3 b r  - 4 -  5 

G m d  Adequate Poor Didn't , 

Use 
7 3 4 5 

a 
Good .s Adequate Poor Didn't 

Use ." 
2 3 4 5 1 

Other (please specify) 

Excellent Good ~ d e ~ u a t e  Poor .Didn't 
Use 

1 2 3' 4 - : 5  

75. Which of the following precautions are you taking to PREVENT future unwanted sexual aggres- 
sion? (Read the list and check all appropriate boxes) 

1. [A Self-defence training 

2. [A Assertiveness training a 

3. [A Buddy system (Reliance on friend) 

4. [.A Reliance on security personngl 

5'. [.A Canj ing  of a weapon (type?) 

6. [,A Avoidance of wad interaction with men 

7 .  E 1  Not tahng any precautions 

8. [A Other (please specify) 



Do you have any comments that you wish t e  make about either this interview, sexual aggression, .- 
relatiom between the sexes, the roleAof women, or any other related issue? (If there is insufficient 
space, please feel free to use the back of this page) 

,THAXK YOU very much 'for your &uticipatioo in this study. Your willingness to share your pdr- 
sonal feelings and experiences is 'greatly appreciated. If you would like a copy of the results of this 
study, they will be available free of c h a r s  at the Criminology General Office at Simon" Fraser 
University OX OR GTER July  1, 1987. 



P- 

i-. 

TO only be used fo i  ADULTS who wish to answer a g u e s t i o ~ i r e .  

Note:'Simon Fraser university and those conducthg this project ~tronglp believe that research should 
be carried out in an ethical manner in order to fully protect at all times the interests, comfort, and 
safety of subjects. This form and the in.rmgtion it contains are given to you for your own protec- 
tion, and- to ehure that ybu fully understand the procedures, risks, and benefit. involved. Your sig- 
nature on this form will signify that you have received the INFORMATION SHEET FOR 
SUEMECTS, that you have received ample opportunity to consider this information, and that you 
voluntarily agree to participate in this project. 

4 

Having been asked by Ken Garley of the School of Criminology at Simon Fraser University to par- 
ticipate in a research project, I consent to completing a questionnaire dealing with sexual aggression. 

I understand that I have the right to withdraw from the project at any time. I also understand that 
any complaints about the questionnaire may be made to the chief researcher Ken Garley or to Dr. 
Verdun-Jones, Director of the School of Criminology at S.F.U. The number is 291-3213. 

I may obtain a FREE copy of the results of this study, upon its completion, by contacting: 
Q 

Ken D. Garley 
School of Criminology 
Simon Fraser ~niversi'ty 

@ Burnaby, B.C. 
V5A 1S6 * _ 

DATE: 

" 

SIGNATURE: 



T o  only be used for MINORS~W~O Wish to amaer a auestionnalre. 

Note: Simon F r y  University and those conducting this project stfongly betieve that research should 
be carried out m an eth&al e e r  in order to M y ,  protect at all times' the interests,,comfort, and 
safety of subjects. This form W the 'infomation it contains are given to you fpr your own pratec- , 
tion, and- to ensure that you fully understand the prweduies, risks, and benefits Ginrzed. 4'ourkig- 
nature on this form will signify .that you have received the WORMATION SHEET . F O K  

-SUBJECT'S. that you have received ample oqportunity to consider this info&tion,* 
voluntarily agree to allow your son, daughter, or other person for whom you* are respo 
'ticipate in this project. 

4 
5 a 

\ .  

As the parent or legal guardian of , 
I consent to hindher comBleting a questionnaire dealing with sexual-aggression in* a research project 

4 supervised by Ken-Garley of the School of,Criminology at Simon.*Fraser Un iv&y.  % 
C .  

1 certify that I have explained to 
that he/she has the right to withdraw kom the project at any time. I understand that any- 2 ' 

about the questionnaire may be made to the chief researcher KenbGarley or  'to Dr. Verdun-Jones, . . . , 

Director of the Scho,ol of Criminology at S.F.U. The number is 291-3213. 6. 

. ' 

I may obtain a FREE copy of the results of'this study, ttpon its completi~n,~ by contacting: . * .  

Ken D. Garley 
School of Criminology 

0 

Simon Fraser University - 

Burhaby, B.C; . 
V5A 1S6 

s .  

d DATE: B b 3 

? 

, a. 



AP$ENDD( H: GUARDIAN CONSENT FORM (TYPE 2) i 
B 

T o  Wy be d far MINORS w b  wish,, to, be interviewed. .s 

~ o t e :  Simon F&r University and those conducting this pioject strongly belide that research shoild . 
be carried out in an ethieal manner in order to'fu1lyo protect at alP times th interests, copfort, and -? 

sdety of subjects. This form and the information it contains are given to y u for your own potec- r 

tion, and to ensure that you fully understand the procedyres, risks, and.be efits involved. Your sig- 
nature on this form d l  signify that you have recefved the mFO TION SHEET FOR s SUBJECTS, that you have received ample opportunity to copidef this miormation, and that you 
voluntarily agree to allow your son, daughter, or other person fbr whom gou are responsible to par- L 

ticipate in this project. 0 

r . 0. 

As the parent or 'legal guardian of - - by . 
I consent to him/her being interviewed on the topic of sexual aggrepion in a research projqt su- 
penised by Ken Garley of the School of ~ & i n o l o ~ ~  at Simon Frase,k University. 4 

i 

I certify" that I have e~pla~ined to - @ 

that he/ske has the right to withdraw from the project at any time/ I understand that any complaints 
about the interview may be made to the Zhief researcher Ke Garley, or to Dr. Verdun-Jones, 
Director of the School of ~ ~ o l o g y  at S.F.U. The number is 

I may obtain a FREE copy of the results of this study, upon its completion, by contijc*: , 

Ken D. ~ a h e y  =.. 
~ c k b o i  of Criminology 
Simon Fraser University f 

' Burnaby, B.C. 
V5A 1S6 9 = 



* 

APPENDIX II INFORMATION F O ~ B J E C T S .  
Title of Project: Sexual Aggression Research I 

Pnor to com'pletkg the cfbebtionnaire, t ha t  yo$ be told the , 

ossible risks and benefits of your so tha t  you will 
e better able to decide if you wish 

-. \ 
2 .r 

, As far a s  the iisks he? are  ps~hologica l  ones., In other 
words, because the - .  a! aggrpsiori,> some of the questions 
asked may cause you feel embarras ed, ashamed, guilty, or -. 

* some sihilar feeling. The $ cause such feelings - 
. +a surface, however, a w separate one's feelings 

from one:s experiences. 5 certain questions, that  
- is your right, ,although i u will answer them all to the best 

of your ability. Let tha t  ALL REPLIES TO THIS 
+- : QUESTIONNAIRE WILL RICTEST CONFIDENCE. Also, you. 

a r e .  &ee to withdraw yo this study a t  any time should you 
so. desiie. 

i 
You may .wonder i ating in this study. You may ask 

"What do I stand to g n?" In a nutshell, you get to tell 
your side of the* stqry e who is truly interested in what 
you have to * say. B in this study, you- also help others. The 
$rst step i n  preventin nted sexual aggression is to un- 
derstand the condition Your participation will help us 

. to understand, and p acts of unwanted aggression. As 
a professional courtes hank-you for participating", you 
will receive (if you w results of this study. : 

Should you req information or wish to register a complaint, 
you may contact eith ect director Ken Garley, Dr. Margaret Jackson, 
or Dr. Verdun-Jones ogy a t  Sinion Fraser University. 
The number is 291-3213. 



APPENDIS J: MISCELLANEOUS TABLSS 
,. P . w 

I Table J.  1 
Crosstabula$.ion of Believabtlity of Sexual Assault * C 

Victims r5ith Specific Characterist~a by Sex 
s.* (Out-of-Class Sample) 

. 1 -  
C*d~tion Completed 

Under 

i 

-., - 

1 Respondent's Bes; Female Friend 
Always or Frequently 
Somet i rnes 
No Response 
Total 
2 Respondent's Best Male Friend 
Always or Frequently 
Some t i mes 
Rarely or Never . 
No Response 
Total 
3. fast Indian Woman 
Always or Frequently 
Sometimes ' 
Rarely or Never 
No Respqse 
Total 
4 .  Native Indian Woman 
Always or Frequently 
Some t i mes 
Rarely or Never 
No Response 
Total 
5. Elderly Woman 
Always or Frequently 
Somet i rnes 
Rarel y or Never 
No Response 
Tota 1 
6. Young Boy 
Always or Frequently 
Somet i mes 
Rarely or Never 
No Response 
Total 
7. Young Girl 
Always or Frequently 
somet i rnes 
Rarely or Never 
No Response . - 
Total 
8. Blacb Woman 
Always or Frequently 
Some t i rnes 
Rarely or Never 
No Response 
Total 
9. White Woman 
Always or Feequently 
Somet i rnes 
Rarely or Never 
No Response 
Total - .I 

10. Chinese woman 
Always or Frequently 
Sornet i rnes 
Rarel y or Never 
No Response 
Total 

Sex of Respondent 

Male , Female - 

See T z S 1 e  6 38 for the In-C?-ass Sample - .  - . - . - 



Cross tabu l  a t i o n  0% Be1 ievab-k l  i t y  o f .  Sexual A-ssaul t 
V i c t i m s  w i t h  S p e c i f i c  C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  Sex 

- -  ( I n - C l a s s  & Ou t -o f  -Cl ass ~ a m p l  es,_~-ombi ned)  

* 
+. 

1 Respondent 's Best  Female F r i e n d  
Always or F r e q u e n t l y  
Some t i mes 
No Response . 
T o t a l  
2 Respondent 's Bes t  Male F r i e n d  
Always o r  F r e q u e n t l y  
Somet i mes 
R a r e l y  o r  Never 
No Response 
T o t a l  
3 East I n d i a n  Woman 
Always o r  F requen t l y  
Some t i mes , ' Y 
Ra re l y  o r  Never 
No Response 
T o t a l  
4 N a t i v e  I n d i a n  Woman 
A 1  ways o r  Frequent  1 y  
Some t i mes 
Ra re l y  o r  Never 
No Response 
T o t a l  
5 E l d e r l y  Woman 
Always o r  F requen t l y  
Somet i mes 
Rare1 y  o r  Never , 

No Response 
T o t a l  
6 Young Boy 
dlways o r  F requen t l y  
Somet imes 
Ra re l y  o r  Never 
No Response 
To ta l  
7 Young-Gi r l  
Always o r  F requen t l y  
Some t i mes 
Ra re l y  o r  Never 
Yo Response 
To ta l  
B B lack  Woman 
Plways o r  F requen t l y  
Some t i mes 
?are1 y  o r  Never 
Vo Response 
To ta l  
3 Whi te  Woman 
l l w a y s  o r  F requen t l y  
Some t i mes 
?are1 y  o r  Never 
40 Response 
r o t a i  
10 Chinese woman 
il ways o r  Frequent 1 y 
;ome t i mes 
7a re l y  o r  Never 
Jo Response 
r o t a i  

Male Female 

T o t a l  
', 

See Tab le  6 38 f o r  t h e  I n - C l a s s  Sample & 
Tab le  J . l  f o r  t h e  Ou t -o f -C lass  Sample. 
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Table J . 3  '(Part 1 of 1) A / / 

Crosstabulation of Burt's Rape M@h Acceptance ,/ 

Scale ,Items by Sex (Out-of-Class Sample) =, , 

, Condition Completed 
Under . 

Out-of-Class 

1 A woman who goes to the home of 
a man on their first date imp1 ies 
that she is will ing to have sex 
with him 

hgree 
I i sagree 
3on ' t Know 
Total 6 2 Any fem le can get raped 
4gree , 

2 i sagree 
Ion't Know 
Total 
3 One reason that women falsely 

report a rape is that they 
frequently have a need to call 
attention to themselves 

4gree 
3 i sagree 
3on't Know 
Total 
4 'ff she really wants to. any 

healthy woman can successfully 
resjst being raped 

4gree 
3 i sagree - --A 

Ion' t Know 
Total - 
5 When women go around braless or 

wearing short skirts and tight 
tops. they are just asking for 
trouble 

4gree - 
3 i sagree 
3on't Know 
Uo Response 
rota1 
5 In the major1 ty of rapes. the 
-victim is prom~scuous or has a 
bad reputation 

lgree 
3 i sagree 
Ion't Know 
Total 
7 If a girl engages in necking or 

petting it is her own fault if 
her partner forces sex on her 

igree 
1 i sagree 
>on ' t Know 
rota1 
3 Women who get raped while 

hitchhiking get what they 
deserve 

igree 
3 i sagree 
3on't Know 
rota1 

/ 

'sex of Respondept 

Male 

See Table 6 . 3 9  for ~n-class Sample & 
Table J . 4  for the Combined Sample. 

*a 

Total 



.d 

Tab le  J . 3  ( P a r t  2 o f  2) 
c;osstqbul,at i o n  o f  B u r t ' s  Rape Myth  Acceptance 

Sca le  I tems,qy Sex (Out-*of -Class Sample) 
: s 8, 

Condi-t i o n  Completed 
Under 

OU?-o f - c l ass  

Sex o f  Respondent * 

Fema 1 e Male 

9 .  A woman who i s  s t uck -up  and 
t h i n k s  she i s  t o o  good t o  t a l k d t o  
guys on.the s t r e e t  deserves ti3 be 
t augh t  a l esson .  

Agree 
D i sagree 
Don ' t  Know 
T o t a l  
10. Many women have a n  unconscious 

w i sh  t o  be raped .  
Agree 
D i sagree 
Don' t Know 
T o t a l  
1.1. I f  a woman g e t s  drunk a t  a p a r t y  

and has sexual i n t e r c o u r s e  w i t h  a 
man she 's  j u s t  met t he re .  she 
( i s )  . . .  f a i r  game . . .  

Agree 
3 i sagree ." 
2 o n ' t  Know 
To ta l  
12.  What % o f  women7who r e p o r t  a 

rape  would you say a r e  l y i n g  
because they  a r e  angry  and -waiit 
t o  g e t  back a t  t h e  man. /<< 

4bout 75% o r  More 
About 50% 
4bout 25% o r  Less 
yo Response 
To ta l  
1 3 .  What % o f  r e p o r t e d  rapes would 

yau .guess  were mere ly  i nven ted  by  
women who d i scove red  they  were 
pregnant  . . .  ? 

Pbout 75% o r  More 
Pbout 50% 
about 25% o r  Less 
Vo Response 
To ta l  - 

See Tab le  6 . 3 9  f o r  t h e  I n - C l a s s  Sample 8 
Tab le  J . 4  f o r  t h e  Combined Sample. 



-. 
Jable J . 4  (Part 1 of 2 )  % %- 

Crosstabulation df Burt's Rape Myth Acceptance" Scale 
Items by Sex (In-Class -3 0ut;of-Class Samples Combined) ' 

Tota 1 
i P, 

i ;r 

i . .  . 
1 .' A woman who goes e0l.the home. .- 0 
,, a man on their first date rmpl;i% 
' that she is willing to have sex 
with Cim. ,;* 

Agree 1 7 ~ '  

Disagree 
Don ' t Know 
Total 
2. Any female can get raped. 
Agcee 
Disagree. . - \ 

Don ' t Know 
, - -.- 

Total 
3. pne reason that women falsely 
$,*report a rape. i s that ihey 
+requently have a need to call 

. attention to themselves. 
Agree 
D i sayee 

:?( 4., If she really wants to, any 
heal thy woman can Su~ceS~full y 

',,, resist being raped. . 
Ag%ee . 
Disagree B 
Don't Know 
Total . h x 

5. When women go around>b;aless or 
wearing short skirts and tight 
tops., -they aTe ju3t asking for 
trouble. 1. 

Agree * %  

D i sagree 
Don't Know 
No Response 
Total 
6. In the majority of rapes. the 

vicfim is promiscuous or has a 
bad reputation. 

Agree 
a .  

D i sagree 
Don' t Know 
Total 
7. If a girl engages in necking o n  

petting . . .  if is her own fault if 
her partner forces sex on her. 

Agree 
D i sagree 
Don't Know 
Total 7 a 

8. Women who get raped while 
hitchhiking get what they 
deserve. , 

Agree 
D i sag~ee 
Don't Know \ 

Tota 1 .. z-- 

Male Female < 

- 
Sex o f  @espondent. 

* 

See Table 6 . 3 9  for the In-Class Sample & 
Table J . 3  for the Out-of-Class Sample. 

349 
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Tab le  J . 4  ' (Pa r t  2 o f  2 )  
C r o s s t a b u l a t l o n  o f , B u r t ' s  Rape Myth Acceptance Sca le  

I tems b y  Sex ( 1 n 2 c l a s s  8 ou t -o f - - c l ass  Samples Combined) 

To ta l  

T o t a l  

Fema 1 e  

3 A woman who 1s s tuck -up  and & 
t h i n k s  she 1s t o o  good t o  t a l k  t c  
guys on the s t r e e t  deserves t o  be 
t augh t  a  lesson  

igree. 
1  I sagree + 

A .  

1on ' t  Know 
r o t e l  
10. Many women have  an  uncpnsclous 

w i sh  t o  be F p e d  
i g ree  
)I sagree 
)on '  t Know 
' o t a l  
I 1  I f  a  woman g e t s  drunk a t  a  p a r t )  

and has sexual intercourse w i t h  2 

man she ' s  j u s t  met t h e r e .  she 
( I S )  f a l r  game 

g r e e  a 
1 1  sagree 2' 

Ion t Know , 
o t a l  

About 75% ob  More *,, 
dbout 5Q.3 
About 25% o r  Less 
No Response 
T o t a l  
1 3 .  What % o f  r e p o r t e d  rape  

you guess were m e e l  y - i n  
women who d i scove red  t h e  
p regnant  . . .  ? 

Lbou t  75% o r  More 
About 50% ' 
?bout  25% o r  LessA 
\lo Response 
ro ta1  

' 14 

See Tab le  6 . 3 9  f o r  t he  In -C 
Tab le  J 3 f o r  t h e  Ou tzo f -C !  



# 

d 

. , - 
Tab le  J 5 ( P a r t  1 o f  2) 

C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  B u r t ' s  Sex Role S t e r e o t y p i n g  
Sca le  I rems by Sex ( O u t - o f - C l a s s  'Sample) 

, * 

Cond i t i o n  ~ o m p  1 e ~ ~ d  
Under ', 

O u t - o f - C l a s s  

Male 
I' , 

1 A man shoui  ci + i g h i  when t h e  komar 
h e ' s  w i t h  i s  1nsu;l &d  by  ano ther  
man 

agree 
3  i sagree - ,  1 

3 o n ' t  Know 
T o t a l  
2 When a  man and voman a r e  on a  

d a t e .  l t  i s  a c c e o t a b l e  f o r  t h e  
woman t o  pay f o r  tPte oa:e 

Agree 
r l 

J i sagree  .' r$ 
3on'  t Know * 

T o t a l  
3 A woman shou ld  be  a  virgin wr'en 

she m a r r i e s  
Agree 
D 1 sagree  
D o n ' t  Know 
No Response 
To ta  1 
4 There i s  someth ing d rong  w l t h  a  

woman who doesn t * a n t  t o  r a i s e  i 
f a m i l y '  

Agree 
D  i sagree  
Don t Know 
T o t a l  
5 . A  w i f e  shou ld  never  c o n t r a d i c t  

he r  husband i n  pub1 i c  
Agree 
D  i sagr  ee 
Don' t Krow 
No Response 
T o i a l  - 
6 I t  IS  b e t t e r  f o r  a  wonan ;o use 

he r  femine  charm to g e t   pat She 
wants r a t h e r  t h a n  ask f o r  ; t  
o u t r i g h t  

Agree 
D 1 sagree  
D a n ' t  Know 
T o t a l  
7 A m a n s h o u l d S e a  \ i r g l n , r e n h e  

marr  i e s  
Agree 
D  i sagree  
Don' t Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  

Female 

See -2C'e 5 13 for t he  I n - C l a s s  Sampie 8 
7 z z : e  J 6 f o r  t - e  Cornblned Sample, 

T o t a l  



Tat:e J 5 (Part 2 of 2 )  
Crcsrtao~iatisn of Burt's Sex Role 'Sterectyplng 

S r a i e  I ? e r s , b y  Sex (Out-of-Class Sample) 

Csrg: t :on Comp1e:es 

S 2 ?  - c f  -C! ass 

Sex, of Respondent 
A Total 



Table J . 6  (Part 1 of 2) 
Crosstabulation of Burt's Sex Role Stereotyping Scale 
Items by Sex (In-Class 8 Out-of-Class Samples Combined) 

Total 

7 

1 .  A man should fight when the woman 
he's with is insulted b y  another 
man 

Agree 
Disagree 
Don ' t Know 
Total 
2. When a man and woman are on a 

date. i t  is acceptable for the 
woman to pay for the date 

Agree 
G i sagree 
Don ' t Know 
T 2 t a !  
3 ' A  woman should De $ virgin when 

she marries 
Agree B 
3 1 ~ g r e e  
Don't Know 
No Respdnse 
iztal 
1 There 1 s something *<ro.-g. W !  th a 

woman who doesn't %act :c rarse a 
fan1 1 y .  

Agree 
D i sagree 
D 3 n '  t Know 
Tctal 
5 A w-:fe should never ~3r,tr&ziict 

her husband in puc1-ic =' 

Agree & 

D ? sagree 3% 
ton't Knov 
Nc Response 
Tc:al 
6 !t is Detter for a woman :3 use 

her femine charm to get -,ha: she 
wacts rather than ask for !t 
outright 

Agree 
Disagree 
k n '  t Know 
T3tal 
7 A m a n  snould be 2 v r r g .  n ,nen he 
- marries 
Agree 
n .  

% sagree 
O c n '  t K.mu 
Nc Res~onse 
Total 

- - 

Sex of Respondent 

Malg Female 

Total 

See -as'e 6 GO for :re In-Class Sample 6 
Tab's , 5 for the Out-of-Class Sample 



Table J 6 (Part 2 of 2) 
Crosstabulatlon of Burt's Sex Role Stereotyptng Scale 
Items by Sex (in-class & out-of-class Samples Combined) 

Total 

a I t  looks worse for a woman to be 
drunk in pub1 ic thanefor a man tc 
De drunk in pub1 ic 

Agree 
D 1 sagree 
Dcn ' t Know 
iota'l 
9 There I S  nothing wrong kith a 

woman sitting alone ln a bar 
Agree 
3 : sagree 
)on' t Know 
Total 

Sex' of Respondent 

Male' Fema 1 e 

Total 
~ - 

See Table 6 10 for the In-Class Sample 6 
TaDle J 5 for the Outlof-class Sample 



Table J . 7  (Part 1 f 2) 
Crosstabulation of Burt's Adver rial Sexual Belief 

Scale Items by Sex (Out- f f-Class Sample) 

Condition Completed - 
Under 

Out-of-Class 

1 A woman will only respect the ma 
she IS  datlng lf he will lay dow 
the law to her 

Agree 
3 I sagree 
3on't Know 
htal 
2 Man/ women are so demanding 

sexually that a man just can't 
satisfy them 

:gree 
) i sagree 
jon't Know 
40 Response 
rwtai 
3 A man must show the woman that hc 

1s the boss right from the start 
or he'll end up henpecked 

agrge 
1 i sagree 
)on' t Know 
-otal 
I Women are usua 1 1 y sweet unt i 1 

they've caught a man, but then 
they let thelr true self shod 

\gree 
I 1 sagree 
!on't Know .A 

otal 
I A lot of men talk big. but wnen 

i t  comes down to l t ,  they can t 
perform we1 1 sexJallg 

grse 
lsagree - 
on t Know 
o Response 
ctzl 

;n a datlng relatlonshrp a roman 
: s  prirnarlly out tb take 
advantage of a mzn 

gree 
i sagree 
on' t Knod 
otal 

Men are out for onlj one thlng- 
sex 

gree 
i sagree 
OR t Know 
3t2l 

Sex of Respondent 

Male 

See iac'e 5 Z 1  fsr tne In-Class Sample 8 
T a t ' e  J 8 for the Cornblw Sample 

Total 



Tab le  J . 7  ( P a r t  2 o f  2 )  
C r o s s ~ u l a t i o n  o f  B u r t ' s  A d v e r s a r i a l  Sexual B e l i e f  

S c a l e  I t e m s  Dy Sex ( O u t - o f - C l a s s  Sample) 

C o n d ~ t i o n  Completed 
Under 

Out-of  -C lass  

8 .  Most women a r e  s l y  and 
manipulating when t h e y  a r e  o u t  t c  
a t t r a c t  a  man. 

Agree 
D isagree  
Don ' t  Know 
No Response 
To ta l  
9 .  A l o t  o f  women seem t o  g e t  

p l e a s u r e  i n  p u t t i n g  men down. 
hgree 
3 i sagree 
3 o n ' t  Knod 
Vo Response 
To ta l  

Sex o f  Respondent 

Male Female 

See Tab le  6 4 1  f o r  t h e  I n - C l a s s  .Sample & 
Tab le  J 8 f o r  t h e  Combingd Sample.' 



Tab le  J .8  ( P a r t  1  o f  2 )  
C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  B u r t ' s  A d v e r s a r i a l  Sexual B e l i e f  Sca le  

I tems by Sex ( I n - C l a s s  & Ou t -o f -C lass  Samples Combined) 

T o t a l  

I A woman w i l l  o n l y  r espec t  t h e  mar 
she i s  d a t l n g  i f  he w i l l  l a y  dowr 
t h e  law t o  her  

Agree 
D I sagree 
Don' t Know 
Tota 1 
2 Many women a r e  so demanding 

s e x u a l l y  t h a t  a man j u s t  c a n ' t  
s a t i s f y  them 

Agree 
D  i sagree 
D o n ' t  Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  
3 A man must show t h e  woman t h a t  he 

i s  t he  Doss r i g h t  f r om  t h e  s t a r t  
o r  h e ' l l  end up henpecked 

Agree 
D  i sagree 
Don' t Know 
T o t a l  
4 Women a r e  u s u a l l y  swee't u n t i l  

t h e y ' v e  caught a  man, b u f ' t h e n  
t hey  l e t  t h e i r  t r u e  s e l f  inow 

Agree 
D  i sagree C 
D o n ' t  Know 
T o t a l  
5 A l o t  o f  men t a l k r b ~ g .  b u t  when 

~t comes down t o  i t .  they  c a n ' t  
pe r f o rm  we1 1 sexua 1 1 y  

Agree 
D i sagree 
D o n ' t  Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  
6 I n  a  d a t i n g  r e l a t i o n s h i p  a  woman 

i s  p r l r n a r l l y  ~ u t  t o  t ake  
advantage o f  a man 

Agree 
0  i sagree 
D o n ' t  Know 
T o t a l  
7 Men a r e  ou t  f o r  o n l y 4 0 n e  t h i n g -  

sex 
Agree 
D i sag ree  
Don t Know 
T c t a l  

Sex o f  \Respondent 

Female 

To ta l  

See Table 6 4 1  f o r  th@ I n - C l a s s  Sample & 
Table J 7 f o r  t h e  Ou t -o f -C lass  Sample. 



' 4  
Table J . 8  (Part 2 of 2 )  

Crosstabulation of Burt's Adversarial '.S.exual Belief Scale 
Items by Sex (In-Class B Out-of-Class Samples Combined) : 

Total 

Sex of Respondent Total 

Fema 1 e 

8. Most women are sly and 
manipulating when -they are out t 8  
attract a man. 

Agree 
Disagree 
Don' t Know 
No Response 
Total 
9. A lot of women seem to get 

'pleasure in puttlng men down. 
Agree 
Disagree 
Don't Know 
No Response 
Total 

See Table 6 \ 4 1  for the In-Class Sample & 
Table J . 7  f$r the Out-of-Class Sample. 



f a b l e  J . 9  
C r o ~ s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  B u r t ' s  Acceptance o f  . I n t e rpe r sona l  V i o l e n c e  

- Sca le  I t e m s  b y  Sex ( o u t - o f - c l a s s  Sample) 

Cond i t i o n  cornp 1 e i  ed  
Under 2J 

Out -o f -C lass  

Sex o f  Respondent ' 

1 People today s h o u l d  n o t  use  "an  
eye f o r  an  eye and a t o o t h  f o r  a 
t o o t h "  as a r u l e  f o r  1 1 v i n g  

Agree 
D i sagree 
D o n ' t  Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  
2 B e i n g  roughed up  i s  s e x u a l l y  

s t i m u l a t ~ n g  t o  many women 
Agree 
D i sagree 
Don ' t  Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  b 

3 Many t imes  a woman w i l l  p r e t e n d  
she doesn ' t  want t o  have 
sex b u t  s h e ' s  r e a l l y  h o p ~ n g  t he  
man w i l l  f o r c e  h e r  

Agree 
D 7 sagree  
Don' t Know 

t 
No Response 
T o t a l  
4 A wife s9ou ld  move out*,of t h e  

house i f  her  husband h i t s  h e r  
Agree * .  

D i sagree 
Don t Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  
5 Sometimes t h e  o n l y  way a man can  

g e t  a f r i g i d  woman t u r n e d  on i s  
t o  use f o r c e  

Agree 
D i sag ree  
D o n ' t  Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  
6 A man i s  never  j u s t i f ~ e d  ~n 

h i t t ~ n g  h i s  w ~ f e  
Agree 
D i sagree 
Dqn t Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  

Male Fema 1 e 

See Tab le  6 . 4 2  f o r  t h e  I n - C l a s s  Sample & 
Tab le  J .10 f o r  t h e  Combined Sample. 

T o t a l  



See Tab le  6.42 f o r  t h e  I n - C l a s s  Sample & 
Tab le  J.9 f o r  t h e  Ou t -o f -C lass  Sample. 

J 

Tab le  3.10 ' 
C r o s s t a b u l a t i o n  o f  B u r t ' s  Acceptance o f  I n t e r p e r s o n a l  V i o l e n c e  
Sca le  I t e m s  by Sex ( I n - C l a s s  & Ou t -o f -C lass  Samples Combined) 

- 

T o t a l  

1 .  Peop le  today  s h o u l d  n o t  use  "an  
eye f o r  an  eye and a  t o o t h  f o r  a 
t o o t h "  as a  r u l e  f o r  l i v i n g .  , , 

Agree 
D  i sagree 
D o n ' t  Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  
2. Be ing  roughed u p  i s  s e x u a l l y  

s t i m u l a t i n g  t o  many women. 
Agree 
D i sag ree  
D o n ' t  Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  
3. Many t imes  a  woman w i l l  p r e t e n d  

she d o e s n ' t  want t o  have 
sex . . .  b u t  s h e ' s  r e a l l y  h o p l n g  t h e  
%an w i l l  f o r c e  h e r .  

Agree 
D  i sagree 
D o n ' t  Know 
No Response 
T o t a l  S. 

4 .  A w i f e  shou ld  movh, o u t  o f  t h e  
house ~ f  her ,  h u s b a i d  h i  t s  h e r .  

A,Qree , '\, 
D  i sagree 2, 
Don ' t Know 
No Response. 
T o t a l  5 
5. 5ometimes t h e  o n l y  way a  man can  

g e t  a  f r i g r d  woman t u r n e d  on i s '  
t o  use f o r c e  

Agree 
D  I sagree 
D o n ' t  Know 
No Response 
T-otal  
6. A man 1s never  j u s t i f l e d  l n  . 

h i t t i n g  h i s  w i f e  
Agree 
D i sag ree  
D o n ' t  Know 
No .Response 
Tota, l  

T o t a l  

353 68.7% 
132 25.7% 
26 5.1% 
3 .6% 

514 100% 

63, 12.3% 
384 74.7% 
65 12.6% 
2 .4% 

.'514 100% 

I00 19.5% 
361 70.2% 
52 10 . 1 % '  
1 .2% 

514 100% 

361 70.2% 
128 24.9% 

. 24 4.7% 
1 .2% 

514 100% 

24 4.7% 
435 84.6% 
54 10.5% 

1 .2% 
514 100% 

434 84.4% 
76 14.8% 
3 .6% 

, 1 .2% 
514 100% 

Sex o f  

Male 

173 66.5% 
72 27.7% 
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2 .8% 

260 130% 

35 13.5% 
188 72.3% 
36 13.8% 

1 4 % 
260 100% 

'65 25.0% 
163 62.7% 
31 11.9% 
1. .4% 

260 ,loo% 

165 63.5% 
79 30.4% 
15 5.8% 
1 .4% 

260 100% 

17 6.5% 
214 82.3% 
28 10.8% 

1 .4% 
260 1 0 0 %  

107 79.6% 
. 51 19.6% 

1 .4% 
1 .4% 

260 100% 

Respondent 

Fema 1 e  

I80 70.9% 
60 23.6% 
13 5.1% 
1 .4% 

254 1 0 0 %  

28 11.0% 
196 77.2% 
29 11.4% 
I ' .4% 

254 100% 

35 13.8% 
198 78 .O% 
21 8.3% 
0 . 0%. 

254 1C9% 

196 77.2% 
49 19.3% 
9 3.5% 
0 . 0% 

254 100% 

9 2.8% 
221 87.0% 
26 10.2% 
0 0% 

254 100% 

227 89.4% 
25 9.8% 
2 .8% 
0 .O% 

254- 100% - - 
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