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Abstract

Under the fact that most rape victims are women, rape has always been an issue
tangled with gender equality. In addition to the commitment of the crime itself, the
bias against women in patriarchal society is also revealed through the rape myths in
the minds of every participant of criminal procedures. Due to the inequality in rape
trials, many did not report the crime. Although there has been many discussions
regarding rape law reform in Taiwan, few is centered on the reform of evidence law.
This thesis will first address the dichotomy between “man” and “woman” in the
patriarchal system, and how does it influence our understanding toward rape, rape
victim, and rapist, thus create the bias against the non-typical “acquaintance rape”.
Next, the thesis will discuss the evidence law reforms. in rape trials in the U.S., and
using feminist theories to .examine the application of these reforms in judicial
practices. The thesis will conduct a case- by-case analysis to see if the exclusion of
victim’s prior sexual history, the use of RTS expert testimony, and the admission of

the defendant’s past misconduct will deconstruct the gender stereotypes in rape trials.

Key Words: Rape Myths, Feminist Legal Theories, Rape Shield Law, Rape Trauma

Syndrome, Acquaintance Rape, Federal Evidence Law 413
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3% TASLITZ, supra note 33, at 33.
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REALITY RECONSIDERED 113, 115-116 (Vanessa Garcia & Janice E., Clifford eds., 2010).
% Morrison Torrey, When will We be Believed? Rape Myths and the Idea of a Fair Trial in Rape
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0" JOANNA BOURKE, RAPE, 48 (2007).
*!' Torrey, supra note 39, at 1013.
2 Aya Gruber, Pink Elephants in the Rape Trial: The Problem of Tort-Type Defense in the Criminal
Law of Rape, 4 WMMIWL 203,213 (1997).
* Melton, supra note 38, at 116-117.
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Understanding the Limitation of Rape Reform. 8 HSTWLIJ 365, 367-368 (1997).
8 Lisa Frohmann, Discrediting Victims’ Allegations of Sexual Assault: Prosecutorial Accounts of Case
Rejection, in RAPE AND SOCIETY 199, 202 (Patricia Searles and Ronald J.Berger ed. 1995).
" Jeffrey J. Pokorak, Rape Victims and Prosecutors: The Inevitable Ethical Conflict of De Facto
Client/Attorney Relationships, 48 STXLR 695, 705 (2007).
% Frohmann, supra note 78.
8! Lisa Frohmann, Convictability and Discordant Locales: Reproducing Race, Class, and Gender
Ideologies in Prosecutorial Decisionmaking, 31 LSOCR 531, 535 (1997).
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8 1d. at 203-204.
8 See id. at 204-210.
8 See id. at 210-213.
% Id at 213-214.
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! See Frohmann, supra note 77, at 380-393.
%2 Frohmann, supra note 81, at 394
% TASLITZ, supra note 33, at 15.
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™ Id. at 17-19.
% Aviva Orenstein, No Bad Men! : A Feminist Analysis of Character Evidence in Rape Trials, 49
HASTINGS. L. J. 663, 700 (1998).
% Corey Rayburn, To Catch A Sex Thief the Burden of Performance in Rape and Sexual Assault Trials,
9175 Colum. J. GENDER & L. 437, 438 (2000).

Id.
% TASLITZ, supra note 33, at 23-24 (1999).
? Id. at 24.
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' Id. at 460-461.
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BAE B 4@ Ae 0 L1 0 K0 v S Ll P R R G 0 R i
TR > ARV R A G EAAEA A W5 4P H05 (sameness theory)
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EEHAD A RSP I KL AL AEAPIRFTEERAATIEE
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WL EREAE R T AN T ERPAE TR E TR 2R
fEflepd ARSI BRI EHELLERD D 2 TR SRl iRk

B3 bldei BRI S X RS DR S MR FEBFEP X TR

1% JOHNSON, supra note 25, at 112.
105 [d
1% Nancy E. Dowd & Michelle S. Jacobs, Introduction to PATRICIA A. CAIN ET AL., FEMINIST LEGAL
THEORY 9, 9-10 (Nancy E. Dowd & Michelle S. Jacobs eds., New York Univ. Press 2003).
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i CRER - RIS SR a1 jﬁl:‘ﬁ*'&g%gq "t TLR
CEE: F U I L 3 R %‘i’ % Greenberg % 14 Geduldig v. Aiello % 3% p ke
PTEav G R LR R R R BRI D~ e E g2 R Fa
L Ee g FRIER LM AIoR § BT 975 AR FRT JF"SF‘ X e &2 5
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197" JOHNSON, supra note 25, at 114.
1% See Judith G. Greenberg, Introduction to Mary Joe Frug, POSTMODERN LEGAL FEMINISM ix,
xi(1991) ; Dowd & Jacobs, supra note 106.
19" JOHNSON, supra note 25, at 115.
"0 1d. at 114-115.
" Dowd & Jacobs, supra note 106, at 10.
"2 Greenberg, supra note 108, at xii.
'3 Geduldig v. Aiello, 417 U.S. 484 (1974).
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"4 Greenberg, supra note 108, at xii.
115 Kahan, supra note 49, at 734.
116
Id.
17 Dowd & Jacobs, supra note 106, at 10.
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SMAER AL A B T B oo @ Bk A (sexuality) SR ¢ 4 5 fE
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pEALE 59 Ma of feenft £ fl(sexual beings) ot ZT M2 MBWE XA 4K

"8 See generally C. GILLIGAN, IN A DIFFERENT VOICE (1982).
"9 Judith Resenik, On the Bias: Feminist Reconsideration of the Aspirations for Our Judges, 61 S.
CAL. L. REV. 1877, 1877 (1988).
120" Greenberg, supra note 108, at xiii.
! 1d. at xiii -xiv.
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122 See generally CATHERINE A. MACKINNON, TOWARD A FEMINIST THEORY OF THE STATE (1989);
ANDREA DWORKIN, MEN POSSESSING WOMEN (1971).
12 MARTHA CHAMALLAS, INTRODUCTION TO FEMINIST LEGAL THEORY, 52-53 (2003).
124 Melton, supra note 38, at 118.
31



BAGBE TN L AR w4 A REHOE F *351*4\35-"‘?*3&.1

— B3 4B & F(essence)sNBRYE > 4 IR GE S A RE G R NEHRAEFT > ir L
R A PEFEE R B R R B uE el L Rard kg B UEsk o
L R A 1980 R4 b B KK AS T FIR 0 B4R B K e

Kimberle Crenshaw ,T*#L FEATHROR A BRI FG T s g R

Crenshaw 4p it » &+ 423 K4 5 L A LB PRI ~ ALds ~ 2055 2 8 4 P il
FRCEIRETCE SRR S e R N E ol S U RN
BT BT NS ﬁ%?%‘*ﬁm°

F ﬂ\%‘r/__‘:m""rﬁgp’% 5 APREEY A SN A R u o SN A KA
T - By o » 3B A (individual) st £ 5 7 7 e cPIZfE o 5 B30
d A ZEHAREBALD L BHEFFEAY RETNEROIE SRAL

W
3
-4
R
e
\\-\

hE_p A AL g BN A0 L S A2 H

REEE SRR RS SN BN T AN SRR LN S R

IR B A £ (modern legal thought) 3% 2 % & #_¢b & (external) @ % B

Co

(objective) » EfHF o Fokibsho SIS R R F IR w3l B T
(roots) | ML E F P F ARG enE IR pIRT E A E - A B i+ B el ' o
SN %,;—‘Ffféi}r}%d N IR g AE #E‘TFU'//,}L&J":;% N TNV B < d
iR oo it (discourse) M R AR LR & o HRR AL %z—%" &
l HzT* Agd &2 anpiterEfpa S 3 At A 'Ié‘_i%z'%‘%ir MacKinnon
BREIRNL P PR GRS I K T PR G b

BF ALY - TR (interpret) o T - E B A 6 TR AR S HRF oD

125 See Kimberle Crenshew, Demarginalizing the Intersection of Race and Sex: A BlackFeminist
Critique of Antidiscrimination Doctrine, Feminist Theory and Antiracist Politics, 1989 U. CHI. LEGAL
F. 139 (1989).
126 CHAMALLAS, supra note 123, at 92.
127 peter Goodrich & David Gray Carlson, Introduction to ALAIN POTTAGE ET AL., LAW AND THE
POSTMODERN MIND 1, 2 (Peter Goodrich & David Gray Carlson eds., the University of Michigan
Press 1998).
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128 Greenberg, supra note 108, at xix.

129 See Mari J. Matzuda, When the First Quail Calls: Multiple Consciousness as Jurisprudential
Method, 11 WOMEN’S RTS. L. REP. 7 (1992).

130 CHAMALLAS, supra note 123, at 93.

Bl See generally Catherine A. Mackinnon, Points Against Postmodernism, 75 CHI-KENT L. REV.
687(2000).
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132 See Cristina Carmody Tilly, Feminist Repudiation of the Rape Shield Laws, 51DRAKE L. REV 45,
53-57(2002).
133 See Michelle J. Anderson, From Chastity Requirement to Sexuality License: Sexual Consent and a
New Rape Shield Law, 70 GEO. WASH. L. REV. 51, 61-64 (2002); See also Pamela J. Fisher, State v.
Alvey: lowa's Victimization of Defendants Through the Overextension of lowa's Rape Shield Law, 76
IOWA L. REV. 835, 837-38 (1991).
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28 1d, at 1097-1098.

2% Young v. State, 562 So.2d 370, 370 (Fla. App. 3 Dist., 1990).

210 14, at 371.
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215 Anderson, supra note 133, at 110.

21 N.c GEN. STAT. § 8C-1, Rule 412(b)(3) (2009).

21" Doe v. United States, 666 F.2d 43 (4th Cir. 1981).
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218 Galvin, supra note 32, at 851.
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226 Galvin, supra note 32, at 872.
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228 U.S.C.A. Const. Amend.6 “In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to ....be
confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his
favor, and to have the Assistance of Counsel for his defense.”

229" Chamber v. Mississippi, 410 U.S. 284 (1973).

20 Id. at 284-93.

1d. at302.

22 Id. at295.

23 Davis v. Alaska, 415 U.S. 308 (1974).

>4 Id. at 310.
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235 [d
26 1d. at 311.
237 [d
238 14 at 315.
29 Id. at 318-319.
240 14, at 319.
2! Rock v. Arkansas, 483 U.S. 44 (1987).
242 1d. at 45.
23 1d. at 47.
244 1d. at 48-49.
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246 14 at 51-52.

27 1d. at 55.

28 1d. at 55-56.

249 1d. at 58.

2014 at 61.

21 Olden v. Kentucky, 488 U.S. 227 (1988).
22 14, at 228.

23 1d. at 229-230.
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28 Commonwealth. v. Black, 487 A.2d 396 (1985).
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266 parker v. Board of Educ. of Byron Center Public Schools, 582 N.W.2d 859, 865(1998).
7 Mo. REV. STAT. §491.015.
268 State v. Brown, 636 S.W.2d 929 (1982).
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e i BET 4% %% ¥ (Rape Trauma Syndrome) &% R F 73}

35

»
>
>
>

Phok 2N RO AT T 4 &F Sl T BIRE e R
REELE TR AGHAER Fs - An AT L PE R RRILELARL P £
W8 BB - BOI KRR PR AL P ET 6 g TR
Fle R pF 28 2B~ FR-BIE-FHRE ATE S LR EH K

R B n E R R g e ek BFRISARE 0 - BRI § 4

pijud

e it A @{Ff v @ tgE et & ﬂ;‘f‘gﬁgng)g%, X AWNBHIFLHEA DV S HELZ
AT B2 S o BT AR T LR T RA IR uEARY AT H E
Brde g R T AT A TR e A 0 AL TR 3 A1 R 23 ) (Rape Trauma
Syndrome, RTS) « 12 & % £ 5 A% BUH A R F 1 § KGLenpl § 8R4
iz ¥ (Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder)2 — £ {5 B4 g iF ¥ (f§ 417 PTSD)id ¥
LG F B s R R (e AT ) 1 4 :".wvmz”so'ri%
TRIGE R A LTS R A R %.'ﬂ CETE jpp el Zo XA B ik
BRBFTLMET T AFI RN 77 BT AF 2P BT A GRG
HEBLLE G ABEY (-) MEF ~EZZ R BB E LB EAF
S E MR T A 3 ER RS BRI EUREe (2 ERAR T LB
MESFF P N e FE FH T ARG B F R ERL e
B d - BRI AeRARFE FHFRRRES T IR

(counterintuitive) | 5177 5 70 # 42T L R iEH L FHE T & F LA PP D

327 Melton, supra note 38, at 120.
328 See Susan Stefan, The Protection Racket, Rape Trauma Syndrome, Psychiatric Labeling, and Law,
88 Nw. U. L. Rev. 1271, 1295-1296 (1994).
329 Kenneth Winchester Gaines, Rape Trauma Syndrome: Toward Proper Use in the Criminal Trial
Context, 20 AM. J. TRIAL ADVOC. 227, 229 (1997).
330 Stefan, supra note 328, at 1319-1320.
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i ¥ (syndrome) % § F AR F A gl ¥ A d - =HER A F Burges® £ - =
i€ 8 pHolmstrom* T4 &> #ldoin ARl L 3 ZFmEB x4 7 p ¢ 2 I
RIpLeFog LI EP QR G HTHRT OF BEFFY 2k
v FERT AL EDT Sk BA & & P (acute phase) 3 £ 47 (long-term) & ¥
ﬂ’j$¢%4?ﬁmmﬁm%iﬂ”$ FEMREFHH e b4 =2 1w B D
SR BF R EEAg dtR> N7 - kT A g4py P fE T s
%\%ﬁ\gw\ﬁﬁiﬁ}ﬁéﬁﬁ’ﬁ%ﬂ EEHEFRY b Fa il 3
gHRNERPEE R BT Sy o R EiES z»;’ﬁﬁ.ﬁ. R R HIRA PN EEOR SR
Foul RAEES R AT KL ARIFE T 4 ¢ B 4o F B (reorganization)

e AR ENIREF - HERE P AVR N E -5 - R
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il
=
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‘—aj‘é

ot B R BT D F S SR AR LT 6T

“;E.r

Bt £ o tg TR EH B TV ASAT KRS AR LT RS A G
T, -2 Rt AR BV AL ime: 2 TRASENRFEE

AANMBRELE ) KT ARLEETS L aERY X 54 ’mﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂé%iﬁ
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T EF Ty R 2 4 31 p 1 Burges®? Holmstromp* & ~ £ 3% 4 15 » 30z
TR G REHEATTEL NN 0 1970# R is o M BT A g g H g
TOEAVED  RBTETHLE ER T B R A (expert witness) 1! i P 14

3= % & el d A E"ﬁ PCREESR o LIFRE TR T £ h; JE 1 FH g FFETENE

I3

B AR Rt A4 A g R g e -

BT A G R E RGOS TS R B FEEA U2 BRI L i el E
ERAAIEALF A ERE VR 2B TG 2 £ Lo i B
TRIGREHE FEAE a4 DN 2 RE S 7EAL ki S
EFryez Pl G AR ek B 7EA 2B I VB RGFET o0 2 B LY bR
2 4 R p| (general acceptance) » ¥ ¥ i¥ 5 3> o WFryei Bl s » % FmNE

B 7% P2 21993 & Daubert % # $130 74 83 3 ) 3702 745 8 Y o Dauberti# Y #

B P T R AR R ST E R R B R T (—) RS AT

\

TSR T G (2 )L ML S S B AL F A 5 (2)
¢ e A P IES 5 (2 )Eryektdh T o i £ B R A1 o %A@ > Daubert
* = 2P-EFryei2 Bl 3% 5 2l § bR s PR BERER N 4 DI L2
A

PEL BT AR R E Y SRR AR T L AR L DL L P ERR
37 L BE * Fryest £ Daubertiz B 5 A %> & gz L7 AR5 § B2 8

L K e, A IR #E% i‘-miﬁ*" iljjxpﬁ.»’/ﬁ[g_ﬂ'ﬁ’ ”ﬁf»rg/z‘]xm State v.

Marks% ® # % Fryeiz | > 325 M3 E T Al G iz E s RET © S hA%AE
¥ e Y i< (be generally accepted) » FIut ¥ AL L3FE X F XA A R € 3 15

31 See generally Ann Burgess & Lynda Holmstrom, Rape Trauma Syndrome, 131 AM. J. PSYCHIATRY
981 (1974).

332 Stefan, supra note 328, at 1273.

33 See Frye v. United States, 293 F. 1013 (D.C. 1923).

3% Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 509 U.S. 579 (1993).

335 Id. at 593-594.

336 See e.g., State v. Leahy, 882 P.2d 321 (1994).
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T iﬁﬁéﬁ}‘g % B 2P o 400 BB 2 1 A People v. Bledsoek ¥ 3% 1 i

Rl RGEHOE FETEr FLRLEPBET FF 2 PIELS F i Lo %
Flac BB hink ? 3ui o d ARG R T LG R EE S RnF E P Lt

R EART e rinR S E 0@ A B R ET R RS B - BAE
FE AP TREZRFEEET A G REFREK  Flr i dERT AW
B - AR Es B AR RS ST MR L AT Aaigp e At
BARRT R ORI GEREZRI DT L 2L ize 4o gttt
- A RS T R T A R TR A R B RGE A L B

338

ERA U ECR E e feState v. Black P& ¢ snh i e T2 A
BERY BT AR GE O SRERT L E eI SR g o]
w0 - AR T o AN BRI G E  HeE A P e 3 Y R

:Ft,"

%t ihE P MO e s BB R A 232 % Fryeit B > i Y

R NS
MEIRGEFEEPMRERT AT RN ET I3 I - pREF P LT
3 AR g 2 0

¥ Vg2t aComyv. Gallagher’*% 12 2 14 % Com. v. Balodis®¥ % % i ¢ 32,
o TATAEF AL RTIAGREGHES ARFS P B R HRARE | &
FHefpmamphE 7ET 2R F DH/B AT A 7 & 1 (improperly
enhanced the credibility of the victim)**® » % iz AR 1R % BIGERL epE e SHR

LA TR R Ak iF o B AARAY .

337 See State v. Marks, 647 P.2d 1292 (Kan. 1982).
338 See People v. Bledsoe, 681 P.2d 291 (Cal. 1984).
339 State v. Black, 745 P.2d 12 (1987).
0 Id. at 16.
1 Id. at 16-17.
2 Id. at 18.
3 Id. at 19.
3 Com v. Gallagher, 547 A.2d 355 (1988).
3 Com. v. Balodis, 747 A.2d 341 (Pa. 2000).
Gallagher, supra note 344, at 358.
347 [d.
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HET GRS R RGBT S AIGRRS g iRES- o RTRT 4D
FLEAY - P EL R S AN TR MR A R
Nk RFE T ANAR AL BEE R T R FHBR UEP AR T A FF ST A

OB ETAGRGHEA A Ak kL £ d N R A KK
PHERT A S T ASHIRT A LR L HRTAGRGER DL L A
EAEF R FMELEF %mﬁ Y

BE ARG K B20004 A7 iF iyt B ST BT A G G HE A T B
LR34 5 B 320N B ET LG RGEAMES TR F AR
b % G ROF 0o fe RUpIF St WAL P T A G R FHE i M b RE A AR

P iuiF et G| (% B o e F | 'uﬂ;? PR N T A I~ B AR o

Pen 2 oG L R R R Vo R R R T A G R T
HT AN E LG kL B e R B S0 v B et o

P PRI AIGEGHE AR &P I Sk

BT AR FEOE FE T EFERAR LR BT 5 -

)4

FRV g FIARETEREASNRA TR T LY L BT R
8 R REAR AR LT vhE o ST WAREL R B P
EEE R TSR SRR EF S R ER T SR R
$AL PR S T R R B R R G B RGES T 0 ) kAU F W

it A R H T AR T AR Y @ ROE R HED A iR e

|

LA ok g g e R AR G HEE bt Rl K

8 State v. Kinney, 762 A.2d 833, 843 (Vt. 2000).
** Id. at 843.
30 Arthur H. Garrison, Rape Trauma Syndrome: A Review of a Behavioral Science Theory and its
Admissibility in Criminal Trials, 23 AM. J. Trial Advoc. 591, 629 (2000).
31 See Richard Klein, An Analysis of Thirty-Five Years of Rape Reform: A Frustrating Search for
Fundamental Fairness, 41 AKRON L. REV. 981, 1019-1020 (2008).
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LAY M B AT - B R AR AR A T

e B bl RIGF $HEET AR G HEAL FRT & FERA I
W T A G2 BEFEI G AR A D LEFHEE é]'?lﬁaﬂf gﬁg——ﬁ%%

Boo REREBEIHTAGEER LTS CRRTAGREREIRL TR BT
e L AR T AT R IR T A BN RERET A G REERED LET o

B4R 2 B I e

}
'
tt

- A PR RTAIGREGEE REES B FHAES  REREEIRT LK
3# 7% (Rape Shield Law) % i % =
FEERL OB R AGRGE L ERE @R R i - L
RY A4 TR T AR O FheS AN BAREREFERE SR
PUE N FEFRRY R ER TR A R L o

VLB S b RTINS F 404()(2) 2 RF L B F 2 R

MAR T A B VB H BT T B s R R ERS  iho i £ s
ETREY LRI RFMARRETH L ALY BET AT A PEARE S
TR TR LB FRET B 2 F RS S 412 65 1 5

I’,’;,,J::L%%ﬁ,:;gﬁ,’;,.JﬂJ ;kzs ,L;ﬁ;t'* ] j\i:z;mfﬁgm%t:{’ A A TR IT5 &

P

’fépy_#;: #Rm ,ur}&i’é%&,.f p’;r/},;};:{r‘a' r:;?ﬂtm@f S NEd BR ?

332 See Stefan, supra note 328, at 1273-1275.
333 See Id. at 1273-1275.
3% Fed. R. Evid. 404(a).
335 Orenstein, supra note 95, at 669.
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B GAET RRNERFRY DM E 00— L BT A R i E S
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ME D EARRGERE R FRTRTAFALZRNE RE T NS RHE P > A
SRR AR T AR R S 2 B LIS E S A MR R R ek R
FEAE XD EEE FREA L FHARA CMEFFERF cEP I ER
BEIRT A FER L L S AR AM R T CEANT L Ep g%
ZooF G BHG  peFi M A RT LG R FHOE FES B FER

& T;f»}';_’f AR E 2k enihe I%, 2 357,

o RETAGRGHEIML MRS B0 UATET A ST R

Aok BT A G EGEHE > FHARAUE AT A LB FEY TR
BOTRAEE RS AT REP AT ANEFE A PERIIMBET S A - kA

T A £ P4 2T ? A Hensonv. State’™- % ¢ 42 Henson EETT EAamE A

Q¢

BT R LF DRGSR T A L0 A ALY Ao & Gl

R N B0 7 S i Mo U EFES BB TR T o A R

7
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—
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sehfpxait o AT A e IR - BIFPTAF) BRI EA g0 &
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3% Stefan, supra note 328, at 1325.
337 Kathryn M. Davis, Rape, Resurrection, and the Quest for Truth: the Law and Science of Rape
Trauma Syndrome in Constitutional Balance with the Rights of the Accused, 49 Hastings L. J. 1511,
1513(1998).
3% Henson v. State, 535 N.E.2d 1189 (Ind.1989).
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= JER AR HE I SR 3 RN M SR A B ) A A AL S
NN REZTAFZEPIOFTF N7 i B BB ETA G T AT
ATAARF O FPEREEAAER AP RIFR I 3LV B B AEY
L REARME o A ARE TR R TEA R AR EL LA L E i s
WS A RERE AR TR R S G LA amEAR TS AR T ek
PN AN RARRT IR F AR AR SR R
G NPT L Tt R F 2 AR TR DR RET XA RS
T o R R NEF R A BRERGIONF L EY S BT AR
AEfF R d - Ko EAREM TR OEI TR AT B L EE R FEALR
3 hT P IR LA e e
“&ﬁaﬁmvﬁ*’%ﬁﬁg4w£@%@ﬁﬁé§%ﬂi%ga@%ﬁﬁmﬁm
AEFREBGES FRREFESF ERINMAMLAFILIMEL AR &
Ikt P2 S i MES T Tt Grover ¥ 4 ey A G w7
MR Erdn o HARH Y G hSimmonsk ¢ KRR BT RO ERT A R
BRGEAPRFR c rhBRT AER BT ARG R EHE T R
Bood BV A RN REER R R g 2EE 7 ST e Fpt s AT Ra)
MEBERRZ ORETRE AR RT LG EEE HELRIEAUEN A
T AJ02Z FLEBETRTAGFL - R
S REET > LFERTAGRGEE N FHRE D - TRRERT AR

Bod P ETAHGREGHEH AT AL RN FERBA S - FHPLFEET

39 1d at 1191.
30 14 at 1192.
31 14 at 1193.
32 1d.
393 14 at 1194.
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395 1d. at 1328.
3 1d. at 1329.
7 Id. at 1324.
38 1d. at 1330.
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39" Garrison, supra note 350 at 630.

30 1d. at 602.
3 1d. at 626.
372 1d. at 632.
373 Stefan, supra note 328, at 1278.
34 1d. at 1276.
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373 See Charlotte Perkins Gilman, THE YELLOW WALL PAPER (2009).
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376 Stefan, supra note 328, at 1331.
7 Id. at 1333.
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presumed behavior of sexual assault victims )3 817}?1 o Mkte W B % 2 feBledsoek

5
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s
fren

BB P SR B 0 BV ECF £ Al aPeople v. Taylor'® - % @

meng Lo Taylork ? o 3 — G194k e f 32 Taylorft &2 > g2k $ £ @

3”8 Karla Fischer, Defining the Boundaries of Admissible Expert Psychological Testimony on Rape
Trauma Syndrome, 1989 U. Ill L. Rev. 691,716(1989).
37 Ppeople v. Bledsoe, 681 P.2d 291, 299 (Cal. 1984).
30 Id. at 298.
381 State v. Robinson, 431 N.W.2d 165, 169 (1988).
32 People v. Taylor, 552 N.E.2d 131 (N.Y.1990).
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