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“Language can never be neutral; it creates versions of reality.”[footnoteRef:1]  Yet when we discuss sexual assault, we constantly use the language of consensual sex to describe assaultive acts.  We use euphemisms, erotic or affectionate terms to portray violent acts.  This language often implies consent and romance, rather than criminal acts.  In addition, we describe violence against women in passive terms, which allows the perpetrators of this violence to remain invisible and unaccountable.  We also use language that objectifies or blames sexual assault victims.  This interactive session will explore the language of sexual assault: how we talk about and write about this crime.  We will discuss specific examples of the language we use and explore how to discuss sexual assault in a way that more accurately depicts the crime.   [1:  Bavelas, Janet and Linda Coates, Is it Sex or Assault: Erotic Versus Violent Language in Sexual Assault Trial Judgment, 10 JOURNAL OF SOCIAL DISTRESS AND THE HOMELESS 29 (2001).
] 



Answering the Hard Questions About Sexual Violence

Rape deniers use two main strategies to argue that sexual violence is not a serious problem: (1) they criticize rape statistics as exaggerated reports; and (2) they claim most rape victims lie and most reports of rape are false.  Anyone who ever does a public presentation about sexual violence, or who has to talk about sexual violence to any group of people, is inevitably asked challenging questions about “miscommunications,” false reports, and the role of alcohol.  We often struggle with how to answer these skeptical questions effectively.  This interactive session will help participants formulate good responses to these difficult questions.  

