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Convicted Rapists’ Vocabulary of Motive
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mn rated rapists. We use tl oncept of a previous sex otfenses. Therr sentences for ripe their perces
counts (Scott and Ly J05) a8 a tool to org: weompanying crimes mnged from 10 vears ind their
mze and analvze 1l abulan ol tive weumulation by one man of seven life sentenc Mute sour
ich this group of rapists used to expluin them plus 380 years; 43 percent of th rapist I [ ccord
1 their acuol An analvsis of their ac | from 10w 30 vears and 22 percent we ¢ fed. Wit "
count onstrates how 11 wa ossible for | t least one life term. Forty , it of 10 record m
a3 percent in = | 14)° of these convicted rapists 1 apists were white und 34 percent were black Yhile hand re
iew themselves as non-rap Pheir ages ranged from 18 10 60 years: 88 per Inta, it did
When rapists” accounts an amined typol vere between 18 and 33 years, Forty-two perce nfiden
oy emerges that con of admitie o deniers vere either mamed or cohabitating at the s ws witl
Admutters (n 17) ncknowledy th f their offense. Only 20 percent ha igh schos even b ;
forced sexual acts on their victims and defin education or better, and 85 percemt came | half hours. M
Havior as mpe. In contrast, demiers™ either es working-clas Despite the pog nd the inter
! d sexual 1t or all associmtion with the belict that rape 1s due 10 a personality disord d, the men w
ctim (n = 35 mitted Lo s 1 acts but did mly 26 percent of these mpists had any histo meant. fo
10t define their behavi ipe (n=32) motional problems. When the myj i th L f the ren
e remainder of this paper is diy vere compared 1o a statisti profile of f¢ uing,™ validii
ections. In the first, we discuss n all Virginia prisons, prepared by the weh. Althe
hich the rapists used to jusnfy thes Department of Corrections, rapists who ‘ s 10 obtain th
the second, we discuss those accounts which at feered Tor this research were disproportion ts, it was als
tempted i Isc By and large, the de white, somewhat berter educated, and voune vhich the
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une thems lereotypes. and images: somk We <ent o letter 10 everv inmat = 3500 Arison research
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Dehiavy | Semng o alcobol or drug use. al our rescarct a study of men s athitudes o { Athen ‘
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one follow-up lettes ipproxmatel S percel m 2 psvehol
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willingness 10 be interviewed b 1's or police’s
From Seplember 1950, through Septembx farmanon sneet 1o us uf the um | I these
WSL. we mnterviewed |14 male convicted rupists pool of volunteer W onstru important ‘
who were mncarcerated i seven maximum of apists based on age | ton at had oceus
medium secunty prisons in the Commonwealth current olliense ind previoy niencinge ¢
of Virginia, All of the rapists had been convicted  Obviousty. the ample was not random ung nd. second ¢
ol the rape or uttempted rape (n = 8) of an adult may not be representative ol all rapist I PISIS” acc :
woman, although a few had teenage victims as Each of the authors—one womun und indor po
well. Men convicted of incest, statutory rape, or  man—ints rviewed half of the ramists. Bott n the pre-sen "
domy of 2 male were omitted from the sample thors were able 1 iblish rapport and obta ¢ between
Twel percent of the rapists had been con formation. However, th m iuntecred mn effe th -
icted of more than one rape or attempied ragx about their feelings and emotions to the [ N Prson befire «
9 percent also hud convictions for burglary o wihor and her interviews lasted longes m | thin on
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my. and 11 | nt for hirst o md which mcluded a general back psych e wWere n ,‘.:.I”‘
nurder. Eighty-two percent had a previous cnm cal, crimn ind sexual histor titud ained their crir
led { 1 who had d nied |
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TABLE 1 Comparison of

ind Denier's Crimes Police/Victim Version
in Pre-Sentence Reports
_"v re { y >
Wh H
k
\S | |
\ n »
\
Fhis contrust betw { niet eport
1na mnterviey jpeest i sriiicant fack

isked o expluin therr behavior. our sample of
nvicted rapists (except demers wmed admit
er sponded witl counts that had changed
Irprisingiy ke since thewr tnals, Second. admit
lers interview pccounts were busically the same
15 other ersions of thei in vhile den

wstematically pur more blame on the

Vichim

Justifying Rape

Penters anempted 10 justify

presenting the victim 1 a lig

ippear culpable, regardless of their own action
Five themes run through attempts to just Iy then
rape 1) women as fuctresses: (2) women

mean “'ves when they sav “n
evenrually relix enov it (4

YUY of

ind mee girls don't

:_"l ape oand (1 FINmor wrg

(1) Women as Seductresses

Men whi

nguage

rape need not search far tor cultural

which supports the premise that women

provoke or are responsible for mpe. In addition

to common culturyl stercotypes, the fields of psy
chiatry and criminology (particularly the subfield

victimology) have traditionally provided justi-

abons tor rape, often by portraving raped

vichims or thewr own sceduction
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(Albmn, 19 M la and Scully, 1979), For ex- In additio
imple, Hollander (1924:130) arpuc 31 of th
. P had n |
nng 1 i lieat int pe ¢
! It I prove T ent
( JUC | ' I | N (
the prelude 1o int (a1 I
||Y_“ y
nce women are supposed 1o be o out thei em 1o exy
sual avilabihity, refusal o compiy
xual demands lacks meaning

normal. The fact that vielence and. often. o w ano _*': Women [\,
e used o o mplish the rape s not considered ‘ >dyY “No
As an example, Abrahamsen (1960:61 ) writ '
\ Ir pes
Ihe ! U ) | hol U thets tn
1| ”vl l m i i ..4..1 | A 5 1"‘ > "' ‘,
iy on il it of 1t oward 1 nb I no. Desniy
i her pu ! } inn IS ta £ 10 pre.s
\ | tent. be I \ | oo 6
| (N 1 un ' ) l IS u
{i ’ i tl { ) | Peer ( { ther th
B
Like P Gynt, the demers we inter ved n = I" g
to demonstrate that th tim \ g an e denier
In some ca rninusiastic parncipants. In s |l'.[ '
wccounts. the rmpe became more dependent L ‘ y
he victim's behavior than upon their own actio ;.’ ; ICtually
Thirty-one percent (n = 10) of the deniers pre , T, eun
sented an extreme view of the victim. N > ‘ Fin
villing, she was the ageressor cductress ] *he nuy
lured them, unsu i acti ‘“,‘v - ;
[ypical wa denie f h It e ted
and accompuanvinge cn lury, sodomy | hi | i n
bduction. According 10 the pre-semtence reg t0echli e
he had broken into the victim's house and rape “KI “% €Yoy
her at knife point. While he admitted to the bre . e .
imng and entrv, which h Lmed w for altru | (Ha
purposes (“to pav for the prenatal care of a fri n :IJ,A N
girlinend™). he also argued that n the vi A I won
discovered hum, he had med 10 leave but h il !
wked him t 1y, lellmg him that she cheate "
her husband, she had voluntanly removed b o he « :
Clothes and duced him. She wus, accardin ) ! ‘
him, an exemplary sex partner wh 10YE (
very much and asked for oral sex Can | ha
now " ne reported her as saving. He claime Al I %l
hised nt hours i bed, aner which the victim b '
old him he wis good-looking und asked 1
m again. “Who would believe 1'd meet a '} N
like this?" he reported her as saying e Cldn
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phing and a5k

1 mect a le

1 cxtreme group, 2 i | 1) ol a \ !
n=24y tl nel ud 1l 1 \ willin incrdent. ti | the victi
nd had mad i \ Iving An add that 1 WEre not rapis Il

{ i Were not rapine 1 "
[ ) | ! 1 |
| 19 1 th | as wi e err untl some tim ]
12 to ha lor mon | Uy In mwo of | | i admitter who used a )
the thr tl th of
I \ he 1 W Been erither we threaten h am, an employee of the <
Juaintn or picked uy hich the rapi

ot e 1 dady nnx 1l I | just 3
| | she didn'y |
2) Women Mean Yes" When hey | ‘ { ; 1 had mi I o lv v :
Sav *N I o .
»ay “No Ii I omg o schoaol n
Thinv-four p Hin=11)of the denies e ] % Yy s
IDCd Ihelr victim a 1willin "1'1\’"l“!'l |L‘ ‘.'. — T 5 : ’
e DN (i o e oS I , 15 1 dudnt hurt anye ! 1
ed or that rong. At the didn't think 1 would go to pri
! said no. Despite 1l nd even though | ! thought T would beat
lng o m nter report eap il
r in 64 | nt (1 af 1 | Another | I ¢a nvoived o gang rape |
the 1 tifi their bel 1Ot \ viuch th iim was abducted ar Knie pomt
thut either th tim had not resisted enoush ne walked home about midnight According 1
that no | reall it '\ [ "y WO ol the mpists, both of whom e intes
1 one denter whi ving time { €d, ar the ume they had thought the ictin
r - quently convicted of had willing cepted a nde from the 1} rd rapi
ting 1 ipe a m hospital nu He i (who was 1

not mterviewed). The laimed the vi

ompleted 1he ond rap tm didn't IS and on fTponed her as saving
ud of hi 1in h mi-strugeled but 41 vould do inythin | th would take et
down inside I think she fal fanta nome. In this rapist’s view, “She ted like sh
t;l e nurse, accondis to him. had Chjoyed at, bur mayvbe she wy | et Sh
juestion about his comviction foe e wasn't <rvis h engaging in He
he interpreted Ieasine It wane like she ported that shie had bcen tnendly K« tl U
f pe m Further, he stuted that she  Who abducted her un aming not (o have
I him alon ith arnl nd “from her  home phone, she eave him e u.l':‘ P number—y
e w N ng it” In anoth ise. o tachc eventually used (o catch th three. In retro
d ma cted bducting and pect, this young man hod decid d, “She w
3 wr-old teena t knif oint a red and just relaxed and njoved it o pyvoid
Uked on beach laimed i pickup cting hus Note how er. that while he |
Is | men i 0 be overpowered  tedefined the act us rpe, he continued to heli
bt Iy ite after it heg ne enjoved i
| Men who claimed 1o have 1 n unaware that
L ‘ 9. ! they ere rapin liewed TR ression a
hl i | ot mai prerogats i the time of : ‘ Il
. ‘ : . 1 he
. ‘ ) regarded ther act as little more thuy
 "130r™ | = : e vrongdoin 0 though most possessed or
{ Al PR 2 o a weapon. As lon 15 the victim survived
out mujor phvsical injury, from thean
‘ Lve rape had not twuken place. Ind
Yo cours have often twken the nosit
the victm didn't resist o it she did hvsica INJUrY I8 4 necessar !
enougl e i tsed by 24 percent rape conviction
Convicted napists Vocabulai f Motiy 277




(3) Most Women Eventually Relax
and Enjoy It

} o }
image, drown from cultur | nyp i«
the rupe began, the victim relaxed and enjoved it
Indeed. 69 percemt = 22) of deniers justified
thewr behavior by clmming not only that the victim
viis willing, but also that she enjoyed hersell
1" m 1 i mm ~ I 1 men
uggested that they had fulfilled their victims
dreams. Additionally, while most admitters used

idjecty such as “dirty.” "humiliated.” and *'dis

I,” 1o describe how they thought rape made

0 0 percent (n = 9) believed that their
victum enjoved he If. For ex mple, one demer
had posed as a salesman to gain entry 1o his vic

ie. But he claimed he had had P
sexull relutionship with the victim, that sh

ngreed to have sex for drugs. and that the opportuy
mty o nave sex with hum produced a glow, be

wse she was really into oral stuff and fascinated
oy the idea of sex with a black man. She (el satis
fied, fulfilled, wanted me to stav, but | didn't want
her. In another case, o denier who had brokes
mro hus vicum s house but who insisted the victim

was hus lover and let him in volunanly, declared

ind wanted me 1o

vV i g T i me
And an hid in hi tin
loset vhi I \r-

o thn o ot hirst once ¢
got mto i, she was ok.” He continued to believe

wan t committed mpe because “she enjoyed i

ind 1l was ke she consented

(4) Nice Girls Don't Get Raped

I'he belief that “mice girls don’t get raped™ af

fects perception of fault, The tm s reputntion

e normatve sex role expections, are perceived
ontributing to the commuission of the crime

for example, Nelson and Amur (1975) defined
ntchhike mpe as a vicume-precipiated offens

in ow OY percent (n = 22) of demers and
percent (n = 10) ol admutters referred 10 thenr
exual reputation, thereby evoking the

itype that “n irls dot ! I
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cluimed that the victim was known 1o have b
prosutute. or o “loose™ woman, or to have had a lot
OF afirs, or 10 have given birth to o child out of
vedlock. For example, a denier who cliimed he
nhad picked up his victim while she was hitchhik
ing stated, “To be honest, we [his family] k

he was o damn whore and whether she scres
one or 50 guys didn’t matter”” According 1o pr
senience reports this victum didn’t know her ut
tacker and he nbducted her ar knife point from the
street. In another case, a demer who clmed 1

mave known his victim by reputation stated

When other types of discrediting brogruphic
I 1o these sexual slur

total of 78 percent (n = 25) of the deniers

information were addes

the victim's reputiation to substantiate their
counts. Most frequently, they referred 1o the
iim s emotional state or drug use. For exami
lenier cloimed his victim had been knows
be loose and, additionally, had tumed state
lence ogainst her husband to put him in pr
ind save hersell from o burglary conviction
her, he asseried that she had met her cu
boylrend, who was himself i and our of pn

n a drug rehabilitation center where they

Evoking the stereotype that women pr
rape by the way they dress, o J.g.“li‘dl--!

vicum as seductively attured appeared

iccounts of 22 percent (n = 7) of denier
I7 percent (n = 8) of admitters. Typically
les ons  were used 10 substantiate

cloims about the victim's reputation. Son
wenl Lo extremes 10 pant a tarmished pic
the vicum, describing her as dressed i
black clothes and without a bra: mn one

iKm wiss portrayed as sexually provog
Iress and camage. Not only did she we
Kirts, but she was observed 1o “spread |
while getting out of cars.” Not all of the

iempied 1o assassinate their victin ¢
vith equal vengeance. Numerous time
mude subtle and offhand remarks like, S

wantress and you know how they arc

|
' vim
nn
Hnp ne «
Cen o {
Cl pro 11

anyinm
rs als SN
sed them ind

1 perjure hers

5 O”’Y a Mir

f niers
blame. In

d guilty 1o 4
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a0 1o have been o
to have had a lot
1o o chuld our ol
who cluimed

vas hitchhik
his family] knew
sther she screwed

According to pre

n't know her at
fe point from the
who clammed to

i\ill;'.‘.x;'hlt..:
sl slurs, @
the deniers used
their ac

iermmed o the vik

For example
wl been known 1o

med stale s evi

conviction, Fu
net her current
indd out of prison

here they wen

men i-y.n.nL £

jescription of the
ippeared 1n the
i denters and
faf'lg.lﬂ} the
bstantiste they
n. Some nx
pished picture of
Iressed 1n tight

n ¢ case. i
roOvOCatIve
{ \ il '!
nread her be
Pre
{ the men
Ltm reput

e intemt of these disc diting statements
lear. Denic vued that tf VOITIAN Wits |
Hma vicum who got wi he deserved., For
sample, one demer stated that all of hi victims

had been P
cated they VeT

reports indi-

unng fus
erview, he referred 1o 1

m s “dinty sluts,” and
argued “anything 1 did 10 them was justified.’
Deniers also claimed their victum had wrongly

iceused them and was the tvpe of woman wh
\ perjure herself in cour

(5) Only a Minor Wrongdoing
The majority of denters did nor clhum 1o be
completely innocent, and they also weepted some
accountabihity for their actions Only 16 percen
(= 3) of deniers argued that they were totally
iree of blame. Instead, the majority of demers
pleaded guilty 1o a lesser charee That is, they ob-
fuscuted the 1

ape by pleading guilty 10 1 less seri-
Ous, more acceptable charge. They nccepred being
over-sexed. accused of poo judgment or tnickery
even some violence, or eyl

f{.’"l;lll} 10 the delinguency of

adultery or con-
4 I OArgces
that are hardly the equivalent of rape

Typical of this reasonimg 1s a demer who met

s victim in a bar when the bartender asked him

it he would trv 1o repair | stalled car. After ar-

empung unsuccessfully, he claimed the victim
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