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have any conception of the male nature that might make
rape understandable to them.” Indeed our interpretation of
rape is a product of our conception of the nature of male
sexuality. A common retort to the question, why don’t women
rape men, is the myth that men have greater sexual needs,
that their sexuality is more urgent than women’s. And it is
the nature of human beings to want to live up to what is ex-
pected of them.

The theory that women like being raped extends itself by
deductions into the proposition that most or much of rape is
provoked by the victim. But this too is only myth. Though
provocation, considered a mitigating factor in a court of law,
may consist of only “‘a gesture,’”’ according to the Federal
Commission on Crimes of Violence, only 4 per cent of
reported rapes involved any precipitative behavior by the
woman.

The notion that rape is enjoyed by the victim is also
convenient for the man who, though he would not commit
forcible rape, enjoys the idea of its existence, as if rape
confirms that enormous sexual potency which he secretly
knows to be his own. It is for the pleasure of the armchair
rapist that detailed accounts of violent rapes exist in the
media. Indeed, many men appear to take sexual pleasure
from nearly all forms of violence. Whatever the motivation,
male sexuality and violence in our culture seem to be in-
separable. James Bond alternately whips out his revolver
and his cock, and though there is no known connection bet-
ween the skills of gun-fighting and love-making, pacifism
seems suspiciously effeminate.

In a recent fictional treatment of the Manson case, Frank
Conroy writes of his vicarious titillation when describing the
murders to his wife:

“Every single person there was killed.” She didn’t move.

“It sounds like there was torture,” I said. As the words
left my mouth I knew there was no need to say them to
frighten her into believing that she needed me for protec-

tion.”
Pleasurein violence

The pleasure he feels as his wife's protector is inex-
tricably mixed with pleasure in the violence itself. Conroy
writes, ‘I was excited by the Killings, as one is excited by
catastrophe on a grand scale, as one is alert to pre-echoes of
unknown changes, hints of unrevealed secrets, rumblings of
chaos. .

The attraction of the male in our culture to violence and
death is a.tradition Manson and his admirers are carrying on
with tireless avidity (even presuming Manson's innocence,
he dreams of the purification of fire and destruction). It was
Malraux in his Anti-Memoirs who said that, for the male,
facing death was the illuminating experience analogous to
childbirth for the female. Certainly our culture does glorify
war and shroud the agonies of the gun-fighter in veils of
mystery.

And in the spectrum of male behavior, rape, the perfect
combination of sex and violence, is the penultimate act.
Erotic pleasure cannot be separated from culture, and in our
culture male eroticism is wedded to power. Not only should a
man be taller and stronger than a female in the perfect love-
match, but he must also demonstrate his superior strength in
gestures of dominance which are perceived as amorous.
Though the law-attempts to make a clear division between
rape and sexual intercourse, in fact the courts find it difficult
to distinguish between a case where the decision to copulate
was mutual and one where a man forced himself upon his

partner.
Sexual politics

That the basic elements of rape are involved in all
heterosexual relationships may explain why men often
identify with the offender in this crime. But to regard the
rapist as the victim, a man driven by his inherent sexual
needs to take what will not be given him, reveals a basic
ignorance of sexual politics. For in our culture heterosexual

. love finds an erotic expression through male dominance and

female submission. A man who derives pleasure from raping
a woman clearly must enjoy force and dominance as much or
more than the simple pleasures of the flesh.

Though this measure of masculinity seems to be more
publicly exhibited among ‘‘bad boys’ or aging bikers who
practice sexual initiation through group rape, in fact, “‘good
boys" engage in the same rites to prove their manhood. In
'Stockton, a small town in California which epitomizes silent-
majority America, a bachelor party was given last summer
for a young man about to be married. A woman was hired to
dance ‘‘topless’’ for the amusement of the guests. At the high
point of the evening the bridegroom-to-be dragged the
woman into a bedroom. No move was made by any of his
companions to stop what was clearly going to be an at-
tempted rape. Far from it. As the woman described, *‘t tried
to keep him away — told him of my Herpes Genitalis, et
cetera, but he couldn’t face the guys if he didn't screw me."
After the bridegroom had finished raping the woman and
returned with her to the party, far from chastizing him, his
friends heckled the woman and covered her with wine.

In an unpublished study of group rape by Gilbert Geis and
Duncan Chappell, the authors refer to a study by W.H.
Blanchard which relates, “The leader of the male group. .
.apparently precipitated and maintained the activity, despite
misgivings, because of a need to fulfill the role that the other
two men had assigned to him. ‘I was scared when it began to
happen,’ he says, ‘I wanted to leave but I didn’t want to say it
to the other guys — you know — that I was scared.’

Thus it becomes clear that not only does our culture teach
men the rudiments of rape, but society, or more specifically
other men, encourage the practice of it.

Double standard

In a study euphemistically entitled *‘Sex Aggression by
College Men,” it was discovered that men who believe in a
double standard of morality for men and women, who in fact
believe most fervently in the ultimate value of virginity, are
more liable to commit ‘‘this aggressive variety of sexual
exploitation.”

(At this point in our narrative it should come as no sur-
prise that Sir Thomas Malory, creator of that classic tale of
chivalry, The Knights of ‘the Round Table, was himself
arrested and found guilty for repeated incidents of rape.)

In the system of chivalry, men protect women against
men. This is not unlike the protection relationship which the
mafia established with small businesses in the early part of
this century. Indeed, chivalry is an age-old protection racket
which depends for its existence on rape.

But women do not get chivalry for free. According to the
logic of sexual politics, we too have to civilize our behavior.
(Enter chastity. Enter virginity. Enter monogamy.) For the
female, civilized behavior means chastity before marriage
and faithfulness within it. Chivalrous behavior in the male is
supposed to protect that chastity from involuntary
defilement. The fly in the ointment of this otherwise peaceful
system is the fallen woman. She does not behave. And
therefore she does not deserve protection. Or, to use another
argument, a major tenet of the same value system: what has
once been defiled cannot again be violated. One begins to
suspect that it is the behavior of the fallen woman, and not
that of the male, that civilization aims to control.

According to the double standard a woman who has had
sexual intercourse out of wedlock cannot be raped. Rape is
not only a crime of aggression against the body: it is a
transgression against chastity as defined by men. When a
woman is forced into a sexual relationship, she has, ac-
cording to the male ethos, been violated. But she is also
defiled if she does not behave according to the double stan-
dard, by maintaining her chastity, or confining her sexual
activities to a monogamous relationship.

The myth of bad girls

One should not assume, however, that a woman can avoid
the possibility of rape simply by behaving. Though myth

would have it that mainly “‘bad girls’ are raped, this theory
has no basis in fact. Available statistics would lead one to
believe that a safer course is promiscuity. In a study of rape
done in the District of Columbia, it was found that 82 per cent
of the rape victims had a *‘good reputation.” Even the Police
Inspector’s advice to stay off the streets is rather useless, for
almost half of reported rapes occur in the home of the victim
and are committed by a man she has never before seen. Like
inciscriminate terrorism, rape can happen to any woman,
and few women are ever without this knowledge.

But the courts and the police, both dominated by white
males, continue to suspect the rape victim, sui generis, of
provoking or asking for her own assault. According to Amir’s
study, the police tend to believe that a woman without a good
reputation cannot be raped. The rape victim is usually
submitted to countless questions about her own sexual mores
and behavior by the police investigator. This preoccupation
is partially justified by the legal requirements for
prosecution in a rape case. The rape victim must have been
penetrated, and she must have made it clear to her assailant
that she did not want penetration (unless of course she is
unconscious). A refusal to accompany a man to some
isolated place to allow him fo touch her does not in the eyes of
the court, constitute rape. She must have said “no’’ at the
crucial genital moment. And the rape victim, to qualify as
such, must also have put up a physical struggle — unless she
can prove that to do so would have been to endanger her life.

Police interest degrading

But the zealous interest the police frequently exhibit in
the physical details of a rape case is only partially explained
by the requirements of the court. A woman who was raped in
Berkeley was asked to tell the story of her rape four different
times “‘right out in the street,”” while her assailant was
escaping. She was then required to submit to a pelvic
examination to prove that penetration had taken place.
Later, she was taken to the police station where she was
asked the same questions again: ‘‘Were you forced?" **Did
he penetrate?’ **Are you sure your life was in danger and you
had no other choice?'" This woman had been pulled off the
street by a man who held a 10 inch knife at her throat and
forcibly raped her. She was raped at midnight and was not
able to return to her home until five in the morning. Police
contacted her twice again in the next week, once by telephone
at two in the morning and once at four in the morning. In her
words, *“The rape was probably the least traumatic incident
of the whole evening. If I'm ever raped again. . .1 wouldn't
report it to the police because of all the degradation. . .”’

As a final irony, that same system of sexual values from
which chivalry is derived has also provided womankind with
an unwritten code of behavior, called femininity, which
makes a feminine woman the perfect victim of sexual
aggression. If being chaste does not ward off the possibility of
assault, being feminine certainly increases the chances that
it will succeed. To be submissive is to defer to masculine
is to lack muscular development or any interest in defending
oneself; is to let doors be opened. to have one's arm held
when crossing the street. To be feminine is to wear shoes
which make it difficult to run; skirts which inhibit one's
stride; underclothes which inhibit the circulation. Is it not an
intriguing observation that those very clothes which are
thought to be flattering to the female and attractive to the
male are those which make it impossible for a woman to
defend herself against aggression?

Each girl as she grows into womanhood is taught fear.
Fear is the form in which the female internalizes both
chivalry and the double standard. Since, biologically
speaking, women in fact have the same if not greater
potential for sexual expression as do men, the woman who is
taught that she must behave differently from a man must
also learn to distrust her own carnality. She must deny her
own feelings and learn not to act from them. She fears her-
self. This is the essence of passivity, and of course, a
woman's passivity is not simply sexual but functions to
cripple her from self-expression in every area of her life.

Passivity itself prevents a woman from ever considering

idVd




