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A

Correctness

The women at brown uni-
versity play hardball. Three
years ago, fed up with an
administration that wasn't
hopping into action, they
scrawled the names of alleged
rapists onthe bathroom st^s.
Brown woke up, revamped

its disciphnary system and instituted man
datory sexual-assault education for fresh
men. But that really hasn't calmed the siege
mentality. This faU, Alan S., class of '94,
returned to Brown after a one-year suspen
sion for "non-consensual physical contact
of a sexual nature," the first student to
come back after such disciplinary action.
And two weeks ago, all over Brown—on
the doors of dorms, on bulletin boards,
by the mailroom in Faunce House—post-
era cropped up. Under a mug shot cut from
a class book, it read, "These are the facts:
[Alan S.] was convicted of 'sexual mis
conduct' by the UDC, was sentenced to
a one-year suspension; he has served
his term and is back on campus." It was
signed"rosemaryand time."As thesepost
ers go, it was low-key. But that doesn't
matter. Alan S. had been publicly branded
as an "assaulter."

No big deal, said senior Jennifer Roth-
blatt, hanging out in the Blue Room, a cam
pus snack bar. "As a protest against the
system, it's valid and necessary," she said,
brushing her long, golden-brown hair off
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Has it gone too far?
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Watch what you say,
watch what you do.
Will the new rules of
feminist politics set
women free—or set

them hack?

her face. Besides, she added, the posters
simply state the facts.

Well, wait. What are the facts? Who is
the victimizer here and who is the victim?
In the ever-morphing world of Thou Shalt
Not Abuse Women it's getting mighty con
fusing. Crimes that hurt women are bad; we
know that. But just as opportunities keep
ej^anding for women, the list of what hurts
them seems to grow, too. A Penn State
professor claims Goya's luscious "The Na
ked Maja," a print of which hangs in her
classroom,hurts her ability to teach; it sex
ually harasses her. A Northwestern Uni
versity law professor is trying to make
street remarks—your basic "hey baby"
stuff—legally punishable as assaultive be
havior that limits a woman's liberty.Verbal

coercion can now constitute rape. But what
is verbal coercion—"Do me or die"? Or,
"C'mon, Tiffany, if you won't, I'm gonna go
off with Heather." If the woman didn't
want it, it's sexual assault. And thanks to
nature, he's got the deadly weapon.

Feminist politics have now homed in like
missiles on the twin issues of date rape and
sexual harassment, and the once broad-
based women's movement is splintering
over the new sexual correctness. "The
Morning After: Sex, Fear and Feminism on
Campus," a controversial new book by Ka
tie Roiphe, argues that issues like date rape
reduce women to helpless victims in need
of protective codes of behavior. The much-
publicizedrules governing sexualintimacy
at Antioch Collegeseemto stultifyrelations
between men and women omthe cusp of
adulthood. Like political correctness on
campuses, there's pitifully little room for
debate or diverse points of view. For ex
pressing her ideas, Roiphe has received
threats. A Newsweek photographer at An
tioch—a woman who had permission to
photograph—was attacked by a mob of stu
dents and, yes, sexually harassedbyseveral
who exposed themselves.

The workplace, the campuses and the
courts are the new testing grounds of sexual
correctness. Complaints of harassment on
the job have ballooned in the last three
years (page 57) as men and women try to

j^ort out when they can and cannot flirt.

SARAH BRIGHTON
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Thefeminist battlefri
(counterclockwisefrom
above):Clarence Thomas
and protesters at his
1991 confirmation
hearings, motherand
child.Justice Ginsbu7%
jape accuser Patriciatowman and William

ennedy Smith, Goya's
: leaked Maja,' prom pair,
working mom and son,
Antioch students,
Bostonrape-crisis center
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flatter, offera friendly pat. Too many rules?
Maybe. The obsession with correct codes of
behavior seems to portray women not as
thriving on their hard-won independence
but as victims who can't take care of them
selves. Will the new rules set women free?
Or will they set them back?

Young men and women used to be sent
off to college with a clear sense of how it
wouldbe. Back in the dark ages,when guys
still wielded mighty swords and girls still
protected their virtue (which is to say, the
mid-1960s), in a militaryschooloverlooking
the Tennessee River,a colonel gathered his
graduating cadets for the everything-you-
need-to-know-about-sex lecture.

"Gentlemen," he drawled, "soon you'll
go offand get married and before you do,
you need to understand the differences be
tween men and women."

He began to draw a chart on the black
board. At the top of one column he wrote
MEN, at the top of another, women. It
looked like this:

MEN WOMEN
LOVE

"That's what men and women believe
in," he said, and then went on to describe a
tj'pical wedding night. When the bride fi
nallyclimbs intobedand seesthe groom, he
warned, "chances are she'll scream and
probably throwup.Don't worry: this isper
fectly natural."

Bette Midler had a name for a night like
that. Back in the early '70s, she sang of
romantic disappointment in a little ditty
called "Bad Sex." Everyone had bad sex
back then and, to hear Aem tell, survived
just fine. Now feminists on campus quote
Andrea Dworldn:"The hurting ofwomen is
... basic to the sexual pleasure of men."

Rapeandsexual har^sment are real.But
between crime and sexual bliss are some
cloudy waters. To maneuver past the
shoals, corporations and universities try a
two-pronged approach: re-education and
regulations. Some rules make sense: "It is
unacceptable to have sex with a person if
he/she is unconscious." Others seem silly.
After attending mandatory sexual-harass
ment seminars at Geffen Records where
she works, Bryn Bridenthal is rethinking
everymoveshe makes. "Everybody is look
ingforanything to be misinterpreted." Bri
denthal used to quite innocenUy stroke the
arm ofa manwhohad a penchantfor wear
ing luxuriously soft cashmere sweaters. "I
never thought anj^ng about it, but
through the seminars I realized that I
shouldn't do that," she says. "It's not worth
doing anything that might be construed by
anyone as sexual harassment."

If it's chilly in the workplace, it's down-
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right freezing on campus. No
schoolhas concoctedguidelines
quite as specific as Antioch Col
lege's. Deep among the corn
fields and pig farms of central
Ohio in the town of YeUow
Springs, Antioch prides itself
on being"A Laboratoryfor De
mocracy." The dress code is
grungeand black; multiplenose
rings are de rigueur, and green
and blue hair are preferred (if
you havehair). Seventy percent
of the student body are womyn \
(for the uninitiated, that's wom- 1
en—without the dreaded m-e- I
n).Andthe purposeofthe Sexu
al Offense Policy is to empower
these students to become equal
partners when it comes time to
mate with males.Thegoalis100
percent consensual sex, and it
works like this: it isn't enough
to ask someone if she'd like to have sex, as
an Antioch women's center advocate told a
group of incoming freshmen this fall. You
mustobtain consent everystep of the way.
"Ifyouwanttotakeherblouse off, youhave
to ask. Ifyou want to touchher breast,you
have to ask. Ifyouwantto move yourhand
down tohergenitals, you have toask. Ifyou
want to put your finger inside her, you have
to ask." WeU, MollyBloomwoulcl do fine.

How silly this all seems; how sad. It
criminalizes the dehcious unexpectedness
of sex—a hand suddenlymoves to here, a
mouthto there.Whatis the pinrpose ofsexif
not to losecontrol? (To be unconscious, no.)
Theadvocates ofsexual correctness aretry
ing to take the danger out of sex, but sex is
inherently dangerous. It leaves one ex
posedto everything fromeuphoriatocrash
ing disappointment. That's its greatunpre
dictability. But of course, that's sort of what
we said when we were all made to wear
seat belts.

What is imphcit in the new sex guide-

Roiphe condemnsfeminist hysteria
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lines is that it's the male who does the
initiating and the woman who at any mo
ment may bolt. Someyoung women rankle
at that. "I think it encourages vrimpy be
haviorby women and[the idea] that wom
en need to be handled with Idd gloves,"
says Hope Segal, 22, a fourth-year Antioch
student. Beware those boys with their
swords, made deaf by testosterone and,
usually, blinded by drink.

Drink—the abuse of it, the abuses that
occur because of it—is key. In up to 70
percent of acquaintance rapes, alcohol
plays a role, says Manhattan sex-crimes
prosecutor Linda Fairstein, author of "Sex
ualViolence: OurWar Against Rape." And
because alcohol poses such a powerful
problem, it is the rule at almost every
school (and the law in most states) that
"consent is not meaningful" if given while
under the influence of alcohol, drugs or
prescription medication. If she's drunk,
she's not mentally there, and her consent
counts for zip. If the manis just as drunk as
thewoman, that's noexcuse. Mary P. Koss
is a professor of psychology at the Univer
sity of Arizona and the author of a highly
regarded, if controversial, survey of rape
and college-age students. "The Scope of
Rape"indicates that onein fourcollege-age
students hasbeen thevictim ofa rapeor an
attempted rape. In those numbers Koss
includes women who have been coerced
into having sex while intoxicated."The law
punishes the drunk driver who kills a pe
destrian," she argues. "And likewise, the
lawneeds to be there to protectthe drunk
woman from the driver of the penis."

"Menand women just think differently,"
Antioch president Alan Guskin says, "and
we've got to help the students understand
the differences." It's a pohcy, he says, de
signed to create a "safe" campus environ
ment. But for all the attemptsto makethem
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both out-of-date and so conservative that
most people dismiss them. The FBI recog
nizes rape only as invoMng forcible pene
tration ofthevagina with a penis. Or^ sex,
anal sex,penetration with an object—these
do not officially constitute rape. It doesn't
matter to the FBI if a woman was made
incapacitated by alcohol or drugs, and the
agency certainly isn't interested in verbal
coercion. Rape is as narrowly defined by
the FBI as could be imagined.

So, in the rape-crisis mentality, the nxim-
bers keep being bloated. Which is crazy,
considering the fact that even the most
conservative numbers are Korrifying. Col
lege students are a high-risk group. The
No. 1 group to be sexuallyassaulted in this
country are 16- to 19-year-olds. The second
largest group hit are the 20- to 24-year-old
age bracket. Women are four times more
likely to be assaulted during these years
than at any other time in their lives. Forty-
five percent of all rapists arrested are un
der 25. And as for the most conservative,
yet trustworthy, numbers: according to the
National VictimCenter survey last year—a
survey that did not include intoxication—
13 percent of adult women are victims of
forcible rape. That's one in seven.That's alot. but it doesn't

mean all women are victims—or

survivors, as we are supposed to
call them. And it sure doesn't mean
all "suffering" warrants attention

or retribution—or even much sympathy.
When New York state Assemblyman Har
vey Weisenberg misspoke during a speech
and said "sex" instead of "six," he covered
up his error by looking at Assemblywoman
Earlene Hill (Democrat of Hempstead) and
joked, "Whenever I think of Earlene, I
think of sex." Another brutish colleague
wouldn't move his legs so she could get to
her seat and made her climb over him. Sex
ual harassment, she cried, saying:"IfI don't
speak up, then they won't realize it's wrong
and there will be a new victim." Oh, please.
A student at the University of \^i^inia told
The New York Times that she favored a ban

on all student/faculty dating because "One
of my professors asked me out and it made
me really uncomfortable." So tell him to
bug off. Artist Sue Williamsplopped a six-
feet-in-diameter piece of plastic vomit on
the floor of the Whitney Museum as her
protest against the male-dominated beauty-
obsessed culture that makes women stick

fingers down their throats. Tell them to get
some therapy and cut it out. You want to
talk victimization? Talk to the mothers all
over America whose children have been
slaughtered in urban cross-fire.

"I'm sick of women wallowing in the
victim state," says Betty Fried^. "We
have empowered oumelves. We are able to
blow the whistle on rape. I am not as con-
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try to claim it was consensual. "Aren't they
virile specimens?" Don Belman boasted to
a New YorkTimes reporter about his three
Spur Posse sons, one of whom was await
ing trial for allegedly trying to run over

several girls with a pickup
truck while another hadFrosecutor , , , i
been arrested on sexual

rairstein says ,alcohol pla:^ ahuge = Not aH boys
role tn date rapes . . . r>.j c .

^ turn mto Glen Ridge, Spur
Posse, Tailhook-grabbing
beings. But when it comes

g'g to human sexuality, the
messages that are being

^1^ sent to kids—male and fe-
' male—remain cloaked in

. myth. In 1993, girls who
nOX want sex are still sluts,

__ those who don't are still

flily teases. And those who fi
nally make it to college are

, and completely befuddled.
^^^ch is why it's time

011 _ for everyone who doesn't
have a serious problem to
pipe down. What is hap
pening on the campuses is

• scary, because it is polariz-
ing men and women. Rath
er than encouraging them
to work together, to trust
one another, to under

stand one another, it is intensifying suspi
cion. Brown sophomore David Danon
complains, "Women have all the power
here on sexual conduct... It's very danger
ous for us." If women are so profoundly
distrustful of men, how will they raise
boys? And if men are so defensive about
women, how will they raise little girls? The
most pressing problem the majority of
American women face isn't rape or sexual
harassment. It's the fact that, in addition to
holding down full-time work, they still are
burdened with the Ron's share ofparenting
and housework responsibility. Add it up,
says sociologist Arhe Hochschild, and it
comes to a full month's worth of 24-hour
days. Line up the 100most involved fathers
you know and ask one question: what size
shoes do your children wear?

Real life is messy, rife with misunder
standings and contradictions. There's no
eight-pageguide on how to handle it. There
are no panels of mediators out there to turn
to unless it gets truly bad. Those who are
growing up in environments where they
don't have to figure out what the rules
should be, but need only follow what's
been prescribed, are being robbed of the
most important lesson there is to leam.
And that's how to live.

Wif/iDebra Rosenberg in Providence, Stanley
Holmes in Yellow Springs, Ohio, Martha Brant

inNewyork, Donna Foote mLosAngles,
NiNABiDDLEtn NewOrleans and bureau reports

If she's
JEFFREY LOWE

cemed with that as I am
with violence inour whole o Ka '
society." Slie

It does seem ironic that
the very movement creat- llier
ed to encourage women to
stand up and fight their then
own ba^es has taken this
strange detour, and in- heP
stead is making them feel
vulnerable and in need of CAnf* I
protection. From the grade
schools to the workplace, «
women are asking that ev- TOi
erything be codified: How
to act; what to say.Who to
date; how to date; when to
mate. They're huddling in packs, insisting
on a plethora of rules on which to rely, and
turning to authority figures to complain
when anything goes wrong. We're not cre
ating a society of Angry Young Women.
These are Scared Little Girls.

For all the major advances in the status of
women in the last 25 years, the shifts in
attitudes don't seem to have percolated
down to our kids. Parents still raise girls to
become wives, and sons to be sons. "I think
to some extent we're dealing with a cultural
lag," saysJanet Hansche, a clinicalpsychol
ogist and director of the Counseling and
Testing Center at Tulane University. "Soci
ety still trains women to be pliant, to be
nice, to try to avoid saying no, and my guess
is that that's most everywhere."

And we're not doing any better raising
boys. Obviously something's still screwy in
this society. Boys are stiUbeing brought up
to believe it's the height of cool to score-
as if ejaculation were a notable achieve
ment for an adolescent male. Young men
still "get tremendous status fi-om aggres
siveness," says Debra Haffher, executive
director of SECUS (the Sex Information
and Education CoimdJ of the U.S.). "But
no one teaches them how to live in the real
world." It is a weird real world when
"nice" boys in a "nice" community, good
students, good athletes, good family, rape a
mentally handicapped girl with a broom
stick handle and a plastic baseball bat, and

drunk,

she's not

mentally

there, and

her con

sent counts

for zip
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Abused and Confused
Though sexual-harassment complaints have soaredfrom office to
schoolyard, complex legal definitions make settlements toughITWAS ONLY THE SECOND TIME IN

history that the Supreme Court
took on the question of sexual har
assment—but the first time with
new Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg
on board. In terms of plain speak
ing, that made all the diiference in
the world.Whilelawyers and jus

tices wrangled over the dense legalities
of what constitutes sexual harassment,
Ginsburg cut to the quick in characteristic
no-nonsense fashion.Why, she asked impa
tiently, can't there be a simple standard for
wrongdoing: conduct that, on the basis of
sex,makesitmore difficultforoneemployee
than another to do a job. "How about just
saying that?" said Ginsburg, who built her
early legal career charting new
ground on women's rights. "Is it
really more complex?"

For now it is. But that's •

quicklychangingas sexual har- • ,
assment becomes central to the .Z
courts, corporations and even '
schools. Two years after the feya&M
confirmation hearings of Su- ||h|b
preme Court Justice Clarence
Thomas spurred a national
teach-in on the issue, record IHRI
numbers of women are step-
ping forward with allegations. P/-: .j|
The number of complaints filed
with the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission and OBH
state agencies has nearly dou- E|^H
bled, from 5,694 cases in 1990 to
10,900 cases in the first eight
months of this year. "Are wom- HHH
en getting better treatment?
Yes. Is harassment lessening? HflH
No. But more are reporting it
and more are talking to people
about it," says Ellen Bravo,
executive director of the 9to5
National Association of Work-
ing Women. Yet bosses and
judges still have trouble sepa-
rating harassment from merely
oafish behavior. And confusion
abounds over legal remedies as
well as the limits of the law.

In the case before the Supreme Court,
manager Teresa Harris charged that
Charles Hardy, the president of Forklift
Systems. Inc., of Nashville, Tenn., had
overstepped the bounds with her. She says
that he'd suggest, "Let's go to the Holiday
Inn to negotiate your raise." He'd call her a
"dumb-ass woman." He'd ask her and other
women to put their hands in his pants pock
et to retrieve change. According to a lower
court. Hardy's behavior was "annoying and
insensitive" but wasn't harassment because
Harris didn't prove it caused her "severe
psychological injury."

Ironically, the Supreme Court itself cre
ated the confusion over the definition of
sexual harassment. Seven years ago the

Kl

court ruled that the Civil Rights Act of
1964 protects workers fix>m sexual harass
ment that fosters a "hostile environment,"
whether it's firom boss to employee or
worker to worker. But the justices didn't
spellout the mechanics for proving it. Some
lower courts insist women show the harass
ment interfered with their jobs, while oth
ers demand measurable psychological inju
ry. It's rarely clear-cut. In a harassment suit
brought against Hooters restaurants, sever
al former waitresses argued that just be
causetheyagreed to wear the chain's body-
baringuniforms, theydidn't signon for the
overtures they claim came firom bosses and
customers. 'The company can'tmerelysay,
'Yes, we're sexist, everyone knows it, in-

'The company

can't merely

gfj say, "Yes,
^H| we're sexist,
^B|| everyone

knows it -.. "

That's

like saying,

"We're

racist,

so get

used to it".'

JANET JAHMIN-MIAM1 IIEBALD

A hoot? Or harassment?
For some Hooters

waitresses, the uniform
is no joke.

B Y MICHELE INGRASSIA 1
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RONTHOMAS-BEUTER

Harris afterSupremeCourt hearing

Separating

harassment from

oafish behavior

confounds bosses

andjudges

eluding the women who work here'," says
Lori Peterson, the women's Minneapolis
attorney. "That's like saying, 'We're racist
so get used to it'." Hooters vice president
Mike McNeil insists the point of the uni
forms is sex appeal, not sexual harassment.

Despite new awareness of harassment, a
Working Woman magazine survey shows
that just 26 percent of women who say
they've been harassed report the incident.
Many women are just too afi^d of retribu
tion, and often their fears are justified.

FBI agent Suzane Doucette says that's
why she announced last week she was quit-
tingherjob. Doucette, who became an agent
in 1984, says her boss, Herbert H. Hawkins
Jr., sexually assaulted her in a Tucson,
Ariz., hotel four years later. (Hawkins, now
retired, denies the allegation.) Doucette
claims she didn't complain because he
threatened to bar her husband's transfer
from an FBI job in New York to Arizona,
where she was stationed. But though she'd
becomeahighlycommendedagent, shesays
harassment from other colleagues contin
ued. Last April, Doucette filed a discrimina
tion complaintwith the JusticeDepartment.
A month later, as she was to testify before a
Senate committee about her treatment by
the FBI, she learned she was the target of
what shecallsabogus criminalinvestigation
into allegations that she'd passed unspeci
fied classified documents to an attorney.

NEWSWEEK OCTOBER 25, I993
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"The FBI wasan organizationI trusted," she
said. "I expected they'd say, 'Sue Doucette.
you're a loyal worker and we'll help you'."

In corporate America, nearly all large
companies now have policies against har
assment. But simple economics may be do
ing more to stem harassment than political
correctness ever could. Sexual-harassment
cases cost a typical Fortune 500 company
more than $8 million a year, including lost
productivity and talent, says consultant
Freada Klein of Cambridge, Mass. Pro
grams to sensitize workers cost 36 times
less. Most firms also have "slush funds" to
quietly settle suits that could otherwise re
sult in messy public trials. "They're willing
to pay substantially to avoid that," says Mi
chael Duffy,chairman of the Massachusetts
Commission Against Discrimination. Ex
perts say the numbers can easily reach six
figures—but that's a bargain next to the
multimillion-dollar judgments that juries
typically award in harassment cases.

School policies: In probably the boldest
turn in the post-Thomas era, feminists are
now taking the harassment battle from
boardrooms to elementary and junior-high
schools. "Peer harassment is an issue that's
just coming out of the closet," says Pat Call-
beckHarper, a Montana"genderequity spe
cialist." A Seventeen magazine survey this
year found that 89 percent of young girls
said they had been the target of the
most common harassment—sexual com
ments, gestures and looks. Yet Minnesota
and California are the only states that have
separate laws barring sexual harassment in
schools and requiringschoolpolicies cover
ing peer harassment.

Distinguishing a joke from assault can
be difficult, especially among hormonally
charged adolescents. For them, it can be
paralyzing. That's the claim in one of the
most closely watched cases in the country,
broughtbya 12-year-old girl at Kennilworffi
Junior High in Petaluma, Calif. She began to
be teased by two pubescent boys. "I hear
you have a hot dog in your pants," they'd
say. The taunts soon came from girls, too.
Eventhe havenofthe classroom was punc
tured when a boy asked, "Did you have sex
with a hot dog?" After two years, the girl's
parents sent her to another school, but the
ugly joke followed. Now she attends a pri
vate high school—and she's suing the Peta
luma school district for SI million. A federal
judgehas ruled that tauntingis peer-to-peer
harassment if it creates a "hostile environ
ment,"buthe alsosaid that to win damages,
the girl would have to prove, "discrimina
tory intent" by officials.

Are the courts getting mired in frivolous
charges? When a 15-year-old boy fondled
the breasts of two 13-year-old girls at
Longfellow Intermediate School in Fairfax
County, Va., last year, he landed not in the

principal's office, but at the police station.
Clark University law professor Christina
Hoff Siunmers asks, "Why call it harass
ment when the real problem is discipline?"

The next battleground could be the
streets. Northwestern University law pro
fessor Cynthia Bowman argued in a Har
vard Law Review article last January that
the remarks and catcalls that rain down
on women from construction workers and

investment bankers alike can be "assaul
tive." She wants women to fight back in the
courts, even if the proposal does run head
long into the First Amendment. Isabelle
Katz Pinzler, director of the Women's
Rights Project of the American Civil Liber
ties Union, says streets must be protected as
free "marketplaces" ofideas. "Having to en
dure unpleasant speech is the price we pay
in order to preserve free speech, and some
people feel that price more keenly than oth
ers." Then there are the practical aspects of
taking onan abusivehard hat. "What doyou
do," asks Pinzler, "stop the person who's
harassing you and ask for their name and
address so you can sue them?" Women still
have to pick their battles and, for now.
they're standingup to the boss. And they're
finding some success—even in a chaotic le
gal landscape.

With Melinda Liu in U'aiiimjlon.
CarlHolcombeih San Francisco.

Seema Nayyab in NewYork and bureau reports
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Many women are

Just too afraid of
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are Justified
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SEXUAL CORRECTNESS

Whose Hype?
Date-rape revisionists attack the victim mind-set.

But victimization ofwomen is nofantasy.Didyou get the same
irksome feeling oideja
vu as I did reading
about Katie Roiphe's
book, "The Morning
After," that much-
ballyhooed attack on
so-called victim femi

nism? You'renot imagining things. Youmay
have read an excerpt from the book "Rape
Hype Betrays Feminism," in the June 13
New York Times Magazine, or you may
remember Roiphe's "Date Rape Hysteria"
on the Times's op-ed page ofNov. 20,1991.
Or maybe you saw a reprint of her op-ed
piece—in Playboy. Strange times we live in
when Playboy finds its best misogynist fare
in the pages of the Times.

Or maybe you didn't enter the Roiphe
echo ch^ber but just read one of the
many recent features that deem acquaint
ance rape a nonproblem and paint feminists
as "neo-Victorian" prudes terrorizing gals
with rape tall tales. What you probably
missed was the coverage that viewed ac
quaintance rape as legitimate. Not your
fault; it went by in a flash. When the media
discover a feministconcern, it gets less than
five minutes of serious consideration; then
comes a five-year attack. Most stories have
raised a doubting eyebrow; "Crying Rape"
or "Date Rape. Part 2: The Making of a
Crisis" (complete with cartoons).

Roiphe and others "prove" their case by
recycling the same anecdotes of false accu
sations; they all quote the same "ejq)ert"
who disparages reports of high rape rates.
And they never interview any real rape
victims. They advise us that a feeling of
victimization is no longer a reasonable re
sponse to sexual violence; it's a hallucina
tory state of mind induced by witchy femi
nists who cast a spell on impressionable
coeds.These date-rape revisionists claimto
be liberating young women from the victim
mind-set. But is women's sexual victimiza
tion just a mind trip—or a reality?

Roiphe's book says the feminist assertion
that one in four womenis a victimof rape
or attempted rape can't be right because,
"If 25 percent of my women fiiends were

CWKNDOLlvN CATi;S-SYGMA

Faludi debunks the debunkers

Stand-tall new

feminists use wit,

not whining, to

make their point

being raped—wouldn't I know it?" Roiphe
must've skipped Statistics 101: one's fiiends
don't constitute a scientific sample. She
then bases her entire argument on the
"findings" of University of California pro
fessor Neil Gilbert. Gilbert has actually
never done any research on rape, but he's
denounced feminist scholarship on rape in
suchconservative periodicals as The Public
Interest. And he's not a neutral academic;
he successfully campaigned to cancela Cal
ifornia school sex-abuse prevention pro
gram and is now crusading against federal
funds for rape prevention. He argues that
the one-in-four rape/attempted rape figure
is basedon a "radical feminist" study that
labeled anything from "the slightest pres
sure" to "sweet talk" as rape. The real num
ber, he says, is one in 1.000.

Gilbertgets this figure from the National
Crime Survey (NCS), a poll that even its

own researchers fault for undercount-
ing rape. Until recently, the NCS asked
the people polled if they had experienced
just about every crime but rape; victims
had to volunteer it on their own. The sur
vey uses an old definition of rape that
doesn't fit current laws; for instance, the
NCS doesn't term forced oral or anal sex as
rape. And the one-in-l.OOO figure is based
on rapes and attempted rapes in a six-
month period; the one-in-four figure re
flects how many occurred since a college-
age woman turned 14.

Despite Gilbert's claim, the one-in-four
figure does not include women who felt
sweet-talked into sex. It's true the survey
(funded not by a feminist cabal but by the
National Institute of Mental Health) asked
women if they ever felt pressured into sex,
but that data was not included in the final
count. Numerous other studies bear these
figures out. The bottom line: the number of
sexual assaults in the FBI files has risen
four times as fest as the total crime rate in
the last decade.

The date-rape revisionists claim a femi
nist-provoked rape hysteria is causing
young women to "wallow in victimhood."
According to a Senate report, at least 84
percent of rapes go unreported. So where
exactly have these chroniclers of "rape
hype" spied hordes of victim-emoting gak
anyway? Maybe in Hollywood films or on
TV where "women in jep" clot the screen.
Maybe in the fashion ads featuring wan,
cowering waifs. But not in feminist cir
cles where the most striking recent de
velopment has been a massive influx not
of hanlQ'-clutching neo-Victorians but of
such stand-tall feminist groups as Riot
GRRRL, Guerrilla Girls, WHAM, YELL,
and, my pemonal favorite, Random Pissed
Off Women. These new feminists use wit,
not whining, megaphones, not moping, to
deliver their point.

There is indeed a national "hysteria"
over this new forceful feminism—but it's
male hysteria. The real cultural fear is not
that womenare becoming too Wctorian but
that they're becoming too damn aggres
sive—in and out of bed. Let's recall where
this victimhood argument first surfaced: in
conservative journal articles by men. Near
ly two years before the Times printed
Roiphe's "Rape Hype," Commentary pub
lishedNorman Podhoretz's seven-page de
nial of date rape. This "brazen campaign"
by feminists, he warned, will deny men
their privilege of "normal seduction" and
"male initiative." "The number of 'wimps'
... will multiply apace," as will—drum
roll—"the incidence ofmale impotence."

NowI askyou, justwho's spouting hype?

Faludi, author of the best seller "Backlash,"
is writinga book on the"masculinity crisis."
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problems, shifting attention from real ones. |
The latest trendy, anti-man, women-as- |

victim, anti-individual-responsibilities P.C. i
policy is institutional "courtship manage
ment." Students at Antioch College must
get verbal consent before any act of intima
cy—from kissing to sex—or risk expulsion.

1on the overhyped
rape. The hype is

based on the man-hating extremist notion
that all heterosexual males are testoster
one-mad, uncontrollable rapists (and we
get mad at them for asking about PMS!).
Feminists claim one of four coeds is a vic
tim of rape or attempted rape. As Katie
Roiphe, author of '"The Morning After,"
rightfully notes, the campus feminists prop
agating these statistics "were not pre
senting facts. They were advertising a
mood." Well, get these moody girls a pre
scription of Motrin and water pills, quick.

•N^at does thisfeminist P.C. policy teach
young people? (A) Laws are made to be
broken. Sorry. It was ever thus: when elec
tric connection is in the air, neither he nor
she is gonna whip out a three-ring binder
and record for campus police the actual
recitation of consent to kiss. (B) Women are
powerless, innocent victims; men are over
powering, sex-crazed barbarians; both are
infants who, without written instruc
tions, are incapable of mature communica
tion. (C) Individuals have no free will or
responsibility for their actions. Roiphe
notes that 73 percent of the "rape victims"
in the coed study did not initially define
their experiences as rape. They affirmed
theyhad intercourse when theydidn'twant
to becausea man gave them drugs or alco
hol. Warping the statistics trivializes the far
fewer but real cases of acquaintance rape.

The feminist hype follows young women

Thefeminist fringe frets about oppression, hut
mainstream women want economic equalityThefeminist movement

has a problem: it has lost
control of its message
and its image. American
women still feel a need
for a strong women's
movement, yet an over
whelming majority reject

the feministlabel.Thisparadox is the result
of feminist extremists who have come to
define the whole movement (not unlike a
few vocalhomophobesand bigots who ren
dered the whole GOP an ugly, intolerant
caricature in 1992).

Perceptions die hard. In an insightfulAt
lantic article, "Feminism's Identity Crisis,"
Wendy Kaminer notes that "the popular
image offeminism asa more or less united Matalinis tiredoftheP.C. police
questforandrogynous equality.. .is at least
10 years out of date." Ask any woman why
she's not a feminist and she's likely to say: I
don't want to emulate men to succeed—I
like being a woman; I respect the right of
women to stay home; I don't hate men.

Though feminist leaders are mostly
aligned with those sentiments, they can't
separate their quest for economic equity
from the inane political correctness of their
extremist sisters. Mainstream women, who
stiUmake only 76 cents for every $1of male
earnings, are dispirited by a movement that Though feminist leaders profess an eco- into adulthood. Remember the screamer
seems to have abandoned the objective of nomic-empowerment agenda, their efforts headlines: super bowl Sundayworst day
economic equity for fuzzy-headed forays are diluted by the proponentsof victimiza- of year for violence against women.
into cultural P.C. tion and their sensationalized tales of end- This invented fraudulent data impairs the

It is feminist heresy to speak out against less, inescapable oppression at the hands of efforts to help real battered women. Mean-
these cultural cracl^ots, but the conse- testosterone-mad, women-loathing, capi- while, in the workplace, the P.C. police are
quences of permittingtheir lunacy to con- talist-pig, Cro-Magnon brutish men. busyferretingoutmalepigs. Since 1991, the
tinue unchecked are dire not just for the A right-wingreaction, a backlash sellout, EEOC reports a 58 percent increase in har-
women's movementbut for all women. you say? Let's go to the Mecca of P.C. assment claims. Spmred on by the propo-

These extremists have tragically trans- feminism: the "womyn's movement" on nents of victimization, frivolous claims clog
muted the energizing battle ciy "I am worn- college campuses. For a recent Mother the system while real cases go unremedied.
an, I am strong" to the neurotic "I am Jones article, Karen Lehrman "toured the Mainstream feminists,get a grip. There's
woman, I am oppressed, victimized, pow- world of women's studies," where she a reason 63 percent of those you purport to
erless." These women do not represent found classes operating off of several re- empower spurn you. We are not victims;
people likeus. For women like you and me, gressive principles: "Women were and are our daughters are not infants: our sons are
to paraphrase a 1992 political cliche, "It's oppressed ... Men, capitalism and West- no brutes; our men are not monstrous pigs,
economics, stupid." ' .. - . _

Women want equality. Equality in a capi- problems." Victimized women are elevat- pulpit; your hard-earned successes are be-
talist society means economic equality, ed; individual merit is downplayed. A few ing mutilated by their excesses. They rede-
Money is power. Power is equality. campus radicals? No, activists whose theo- fined the last 30 years—don't let them de-

Men always imderstood money is power, ries become policies hyping nonexistent fine the next.
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Get those moody

girls a prescription

of Motrin and

water pills, quick

em values are responsible for women's The extremists have hijacked your bully

Matalin, political director of the Bush cam
paign, cohostscable TVs "Equal Time."



JOHN AND MARY ARE COL"
lege classmates. They go
out on a date. He comes

back for a drink. She
asks him to leave. He
refuses. He kisses her.
She tells him to stop. He
pushes her down, pulls

off her clothes, forces himself on her.
Is it rape? Five or 10 years ago most

prosecutors wouldn't have touched the
case, even if they beheved her. Today they
would. That's a major step forward. iTiere's
just one problem. What if she's lying?

There were no witnesses, ofcourse. There
were no bruises, no beatings. It's a case of
she says, he says. So how does John defend
himself without destroying her? And how
do we protect his right to defend himself
without giving every man accused of rape
the right to humiliate his truthful accuser?

Date rape, increasingly, is rightly being
viewed as rape. The legal definition of rape
turns on force and nonconsent, not on the
relationship between the accuser and the
accused. That doesn't mean that all or near

lyall heterosexual sex is rape—a straw man
initially constructed by a few radical femi
nists and conveniently embraced by the
media cave men and their neofeminist

CWE.NDOLEN C'^TES-SYGMA

Estrich offers advice about consent

Nuts and sluts is

the new defense of

choice in sexual-

abuse cases

readers, and regrets the next morning do and psychologically unstable,
not makesex rape. Butmen are expected to

harassment, while the lines remain fiiz^, maybe the only game in town,
there is a growing consensus that the more

to compensatory damages.
WUiam Kennedy Smith's lawyers and sex-ual urges. Today, if you're tiying to de- to protect innocent women and innocent

Clarence Thomas's defenders did not ar- stroy a woman'scredibility, you argue that men. Butevenin thebestofsituations, even
gue, as they might have a few years before, she's sexually permissive (so she consent- with the bestbalancing, rape prosecutions
that no means yes, or that sexual harass- ed) andunstable (so sheBed about it). Why wiU notbe easy for women because, fortu-
ment is a trivial complaint. Instead they else would a grown woman consent to sex nately forall ofus, weBve in a system that
argued that Patty Bowman and Anita Hill andthen turnaround andendure all ofthe prefers to free 10 guilty men rather than

... ^ ^ ^ punish a single innocentone.were liars, and they sought everyopportu- difficulties ofa rape prosecution?
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The traditional feminist viewpoint is that
the privacy of the woman must be protect
ed, that rape shield laws prohibiting inquir
ies into a woman's sexual past must be
strictly construed. Which makes perfect
sense if you put yourself in the shoes of a
woman who really has been abused (or of

She says rape, he says she's lyin^. How can the
man rti-\ In, ni^ flnnin n-L ' . o men go free by humihatmg them victims a

rights ofbothvictimand accusedhepreserved? second time? Why go back to the old days,
when the victimwas put on trial instead of
the accused? No wonder many feminists
see a disquieting trend in recent court deci
sions nibbling at, if not wholly eviscerating,
protections once taken for granted.

They're right, as long as you assume that
all men accusedof rape are guilty. That's an
assumption I can't make.

Credibility contest: No study has ever
found that womenlie about rape more often
than men do about other crimes. Quite the
contrary, the larger problem seems to be
that womenwho really havebeen raped are
imderstandably afraid to come forward.
But even if it's only one man in a thousand
who is wrongly accused, ovu: system de
mands that the innocent man has a right to
defend himself. And how do you defend
yourself in a credibilit}' contest if you don't
have the tools to destroy the cre^bility of
your opponent?

Two years ago the Massachusetts Su
preme Judicial Court held that the defend
ant in a rape case had a right to examine the
psychiatric records of his accuser. The par
ticular case was full of the kind of trouble
some facts that help explain the court's un
ease: the man and woman were college
friends; they remained close friends after
the alleged attack, she even invited him to
join her at her family's home. Maybe she
really was unstable. Maybe he really was

friends. Men are not expected to be mind nityto portraythemas sexually permissive an innocent man. The problem is that the
\ ' J \ " • coint's decision applies to eveiyone. In-

Nuts and sluts is the new defense of stead of a careftd balance between the
takeno foran answer,and if theydon't,and choice in sexual-abuse cases because in rights ofaccuser and accused, the courtde-
overpower the woman instead, it's nolong- many cases, it's theonly choice. Ifyoucan't dared open season onallvictims,
er a defense that she was asking for it by argue thatdate rape isn't really rape, or that When I was raped, nearly 20years ago,
going ona date or coming back fora drink, sexual harassment comes vrith thejob, then therewasonly onekind ofrape. Astranger
If deterrence works atall, dating should be you have toargue thatthewoman islying. If held a gun or a knife to your throat. The
safer today thanit used to be.Asfor sexual culpability isn't an issue, then credibility police were more likely to bepersuaded if

' the stranger was black. That was rape. The
Butdestroyingthe credibility of an adult rest wasyourfault. That'schanged, but sad-

extreme forms of harassment that used to woman is no easy task. In the old days you ly, it may be just as difficult today for the
come with thejob today come witha right could argue that women lied about sexual woman sitting in theback ofthepolice car.

' . ' „ . abuse because theywere ashamed of their The challenge is to getthe balance right:

When I was raped, nearly 20 years ago,

Susan Estrich, author of "Real Rape," ispro
fessoroflawand politicalscience at USC.
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The Urge to
'Startle People'

Ideas: Nobels for two
maverick economists

IF YOU HEARD AN ECONOMIST SAY THAT
slavery, despite its immorality, is a prof
itable and efficient system, you'd expect

it to touch offa thunderclap ofprotest. That,
in fact, is exactly what happened 19 years
ago when University of Chicago economist
Robert W. Fogel coauthored "Time on the
Cross: The Economics of American Negro
Slavery." But last week Fogel heard more
welcome noise—a round of applause from
Sweden. At 67, the iconoclastic scholar was
named a winner of this year's Nobel Prize
in Economics.

In fact, Fogel is one of two mavericks
who will share the S825.000 prize. The
Academy also honored Douglass North, a
Washington University professor who has
criticized traditional economics for its fail
ure to recognize the role government plays
in economic development. "Both Bob and
Doug like to starde people," says Peter Tem-

Sweetreward: Winner Fogel with his wife,

in, a professor of economics at the Massa
chusetts Institute of Technology."They like
to lake controversial opinions and argue
them articulately. The debates they spark
lead to research, and in that sense they've
been very helpful to the field."

The revisionists have lit sparks around
some of the profession's most widely held
ideas. North, 72, spent more than 50 years
pondering the question "Why do some
countries become rich, while others remain
poor?"; in recent years he has counseled
leaders of developing countries in Eastern
Europe and South America. Fogel conclud-

I ed that slavery languished be
cause of politics, not econom-
ics, and that slaves were treat-

^ i " ed better than historians had
4 f thought. He also argued that
« ,s.~2 railroads had little signifrcance

on America's economic growth
|H i in the 19th century.
B ;• Last week's announcement

marks the first time the Nobel
Committee has chosen eco-

nomic historians for its award.

Both Fogel and North have
been credited with founding
the discipline of cliometrics,

iE.NNETr-AP the application of economic
Enid theory to history, a subject tra

ditional economists have large
ly ignored. The two say they hope the prize
will draw more attention to the field they
helped pioneer. "Economic history has a
lot to contribute to understanding how the
world works," says North. Other experts
agree that the recognition helps show that
there's more to economics than mere num

bers. As Donald McCloskey, professor at
the University of Iowa, puts it, "Alot of the
a\vards in economics have gone to people
for work done on the blackboard." This
time the highest award of all went to two
men who weren't afraid to scratch on it.

Annetta Miller with Carey Monserrate
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