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WE ARE EXCITED ABOUT… 

 
Producing another play that sparked so much debate each time we brought it up for 
consideration. Like it did with Ayad Akhtar’s Disgraced or Robert Askins’ Hand to God, Our artistic 
meetings often went sideways when this play came up, as we all passionately shared our opinions on 
the play and the subject matter it brought up. This is a telling sign that this play is one that will get our 
audiences talking as well…a hallmark we pride ourselves in at The REP.  

Then, when Anna Ziegler was in town for The Old Globe’s production of her latest, The 
Wanderers, we got a chance to sit down and talk with her, gathering a bit of insight into her 
background, inspiration, and hopes for this play.  

As it turns out, Ziegler’s husband is a lawyer who 
was immersed at one time reworking and revising the 
sexual misconduct policy for New York University. He also 
served as someone who helped judge various issues of 
sexual (mis)conduct on college campuses. So she knew 
intimately the struggle one can have when faced with 
deciding such cases.  

She noted that, with Actually, she tried to write a 
play that explored the question of ambiguity’s relationship 
with truth. And surprisingly said that even after seeing the 
same actors perform the play on different nights, she left 

the theater siding with one character or another, but never the same person each night. Subjectivity is 
paramount in this play. The perspective each audience member brings to it will inform much of their 
experience of it. 

Ziegler herself said, “I'd love for folks not to be quite sure what to take away from the play. I 
hope it gets some debates going about what constitutes consent and what constitutes its opposite, 
and about the complicated baggage that every person is always carrying. I hope it brings up 
questions of race and gender as they relate to unconscious bias on the part of the audience. Mostly I 
hope that the audience feels like they've been through something intense alongside these 
characters.” 

Actually brings up so many issues for us to have within our overall communities.  Regardless 
of gender, race, class, education, age, or sexual orientation, topics related to sexual abuse, consent, 
the policing of sexual conduct, and preconceived biases, we all have someone or something at stake 
in this conversation. So we are excited to help foster discussions about these topics in our theatrical 
townhall. 
  We are also thrilled to welcome back Jesca Prudencio, the director for last season’s hit, 
Vietgone. She was recently hired to teach at a local college and noted how perfect it was to be 
surrounded by college energy during the rehearsal of this play. She will be working with two UCSD 
MFA graduates: Deleon Dallas, who you may recognize from our production of Honky, and Emily 
Shain, who makes her San Diego REP debut in this show.  
 We invite you to come and listen to two people’s stories as they open up and reveal their  
truths. Listen with open ears, minds, and hearts…and then please share your own thoughts when it is 
over. 
  

The mission of San Diego Repertory Theatre is to 
produce intimate, exotic, provocative theatre. We 
promote a more inclusive community through vivid works 
that nourish progressive political and social values and 
celebrate the multiple voices of our region. San Diego 
Repertory Theatre feeds the curious soul.  
 

http://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwit7v26prHdAhXD6IMKHQ8FAYgQjRx6BAgBEAU&url=http://annabziegler.net/&psig=AOvVaw0vz-Sedliqrck7tXy5psaE&ust=1536698576533124


Leslie Odom as 

Aaron Burr Jr. in 

Hamilton 
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 Old Nassau 
Lyrics by Harlan Page Peck 1862, Music by Karl Langlotz 

 
Tune ev'ry heart and ev'ry voice, 
Bid ev'ry care withdraw; 
Let all with one accord rejoice, 
In praise of Old Nassau. 
Let music rule the fleeting hour, 
Her mantle round us draw; 
And thrill each heart with all her pow'r, 
In praise of Old Nassau. 
And when these walls in dust are laid, 
With reverence and awe 
Another throng shall breathe our song, 
In praise of Old Nassau. 
Till then with joy our songs we'll bring, 
And while a breath we draw, 
We'll all unite to shout and sing: 
Long life to Old Nassau. 
 
CHORUS 
In praise of Old Nassau, we sing, 
Hurrah! Hurrah! Hurrah! 
Our hearts will give, while we shall live, 
Three cheers for Old Nassau. 

 
Princeton University Band Fight songs 
https://puband.mycpanel.princeton.edu/media/lyrics/ 
 

In 1987, the university 
changed the gendered lyrics 
of “Old Nassau” to reflect the 
school’s co-educational 
student body. As a result of a 
1979 lawsuit by Sally Frank, 
Princeton’s social eating clubs 
were required to go 
coeducational in 1991, after 
the prominent eating club 
Tiger Inn’s appeal to the U.S. 
Supreme court was denied.  
 

Aaron Burr Sr. (the father of 
Aaron Burr Jr. - à la Hamilton) 
was the 2nd president of the 
College of New Jersey 
(Princeton). John 
Witherspoon, the 6th 
president of the College of 
New Jersey was one of the 
signers of both the 
Declaration of Independence 
and the Articles of 
Confederation.  
 

 

Aletheia, Greek goddess of truth, is known as Veritas 
in the Roman pantheon.  
 
Veritas is the motto of many colleges and her image 
appears on federal buildings and courthouses. 
 
The photo on the left is the goddess atop the Supreme 

Court in Canada. 

DID YOU KNOW? 

 
 
 

 

 

 

John Chavis was the first 
African-American to attend 
Princeton. He was also the 
first Black American in the 
United States to obtain a 

degree. 

During the American 
Revolution, Nassau Hall 
survived occupation by 
soldiers from both sides 
and today bears a 
cannonball scar from the 
Battle of Princeton (Jan. 3, 
1777). In 1783, the 
Continental Congress met 
in Nassau Hall, thus 
making it the capital of the 
United States for a short 
time. 

 

https://puband.mycpanel.princeton.edu/media/lyrics/


 
In September 2014, Gov. Jerry Brown 
signed a controversial new bill mandating 
that students engaging in sex get an 
affirmative consent – that is, a verbal or 
non-verbal “yes” before having sex. That 
new standard of consent would come into 
play when a university is investigating a 
Title IX complaint asserting sexual assault. 
The bill is the first of its kind in the country. 
 

 
 
 
 

“Pregaming” is 

the action or 

practice of 

drinking 

alcohol before 

attending an 

event or social 

function, often 

because the 

alcohol will be 

expensive at 

the event. 

 

                                                                                                                                   
 

 
 
 
  

DID YOU KNOW? 

SDSU Consent policy states, “Being intoxicated 

by drugs or alcohol does not diminish a 

person’s responsibility to obtain consent from 

the other party before engaging in sexual 

activity.” However, being intoxicated does 

diminish a person’s ability to give consent. 

DID YOU KNOW? 

Alabama was the last state to remove an 

anti-miscegenation statute from its state 

constitution, having only done so in 2000.

 

Mildred and Richard Loving c. 1969 

The Clery Act: The law was originally enacted in 

1990, as the Crime Awareness and Campus 

Security Act of 1990. It was an amendment to the 

Higher Education Act of 1965, but was renamed in 

1998 after a first-year student named Jeanne Clery 

was raped and murdered in her dorm room at 

Lehigh University. 

 
The Violence Against Women 
Act of 1994 amended the 
Clery Act to require specific 
statistics about dating 
violence, domestic abuse, 

and stalking. 



1: WHAT THE PLAYWRIGHT SAYS  
  

  
When a new play like Actually successfully hits the stage, 
there is a lot of buzz—and that’s a good thing. Authors 
want audiences to be drawn into the world of their work. 
They want people to postulate and grapple with the themes 
and concepts they’ve painstakingly costumed in dialogue 
and characters. But what does the author have to say 
about those same themes and concepts in the buff? Before 
the play was a play, what were the seeds that imbedded 
themselves in the playwright’s brain? 

Luckily, Anna Ziegler sat down a couple of times to 
share her process and thoughts on our featured play. 
Back in April of 2017, our playwright spoke with Gil Kaan of 
Broadway World on the origins of Actually. (The 
interviewer’s questions are in bold.) 
 
“Chronologically, in regards to your other plays, when 
did you write ACTUALLY? 

 

I started writing ACTUALLY in December 2014 in a workshop at the Lark in New York, and then put it 
down for a while. Before I picked it up again, I worked on other plays –THE LAST MATCH, BOY, 
revisions of PHOTOGRAPH 51 for the production in London, and revisions of ANOTHER WAY 
HOME for a production in Washington DC. Then the work I'd done on ACTUALLY started to gnaw at 
me and I went back to it to see if there was anything there. 
 
What sparked you to write ACTUALLY? 
 

A few things. As I said, I wrote it at the Lark in a workshop and it happened to be a fast-paced, write-
a-play-in-a-week workshop. So, I didn't have time to think or second-guess myself, which was lucky. I 
knew I wanted to try writing a two-hander, which I'd never done, and I knew that the complicated 
dynamics at play on college campuses now, and specifically, in certain kinds of campus sexual 
assault cases, presented an interesting opportunity to imagine a story where two opposing truths 
could exist at the same time. I also wanted to explore how difficult it can be to determine what 
happened at any given moment between two human beings.” 
 
One month later, Ziegler dove a little deeper with Victoria Meyers.  
 
Did you do research for Actually? 
 

Yes and no. I have a pretty good source in my husband, since he’s surrounded by this topic all the 
time. I watched The Hunting Ground, which is a documentary about sexual assault on campus. I just 
recently read a book by Laura Kipnis called Unwanted Advances, which in some ways illustrates the 
other side of the coin. In it, she cites male students who are not, in her mind, getting a fair shake. 
There’s a lot of debate around this standard of proof on college campuses now, which is the 
preponderance of the evidence. So yes, I’ve done some research, but you can’t read a newspaper or 
a magazine without encountering one of these stories every week. It’s hard not to do research; we’re 
kind of surrounded by it right now. 
 

In a panel interview with Raising the Curtain’s John Horn, Ziegler encourages us to face and embrace 
the uncomfortable struggle with what she terms “exquisite ambiguity.”  



2: A BRIEF HISTORY OF PRINCETON 
          By Rachel Mink 
 
As the fourth-oldest institution of higher education in 
the United States, Princeton University has a rich and 
fascinating history, as well as a long list of notable 
graduates. It is also one of nine colonial colleges 
chartered before the American Revolution. Today, 
Princeton is also unique in combining the strengths of 
a major research university with the qualities of an 
outstanding liberal arts college. Princeton's unofficial 
motto, "Princeton in the Nation's Service and the 
Service of Humanity," speaks to the university's 
commitment to community service. 
 
Princeton University began as the College of New Jersey, founded by New Light Presbyterians to 
train ministers dedicated to their views. The Province of New Jersey granted the school’s charter on 
October 22, 1746, which was unusual in specifying that “any Person of any religious Denomination 
whatsoever” might attend. In 1748, a class of six men became the first to graduate.  
 
In 1756, the college moved to the newly built Nassau Hall in Princeton, New Jersey. In 1768, John 
Witherspoon became the 6th president of the College of New Jersey, He set about transforming the 
school from an institution designed predominately to train clergymen, into a school that would equip 
the leaders of a revolutionary generation.  
 
In the early 19th century, the Princeton Theological Seminary was established as a separate 
institution, as college authorities agreed specialized theology training required more attention than 
they could give. In the Civil War Era, the college tended to fall on the conservative side (not so much 
favoring slavery as opposing radical anti-slavery) as an adherence to the “old school” wing of the 
Presbyterian population. Ironically, the surrounding town had a lively free black community during this 
period, which formed its own Presbyterian congregations. By the late 1850s, the conservative middle 
gave way and increasingly supported President Lincoln and the Republican Party positions on slavery 
issues. 

 
In 1887, the university maintained 
and staffed a sister college, Evelyn 
College for Women, in the town of 
Princeton, but it was closed after 
roughly a decade of operation. In 
1961, Princeton enrolled its first 
female graduate student, Sabra 
Follett Meservey, as a PhD 
candidate in Turkish history. From 
1963 on, a handful of 
undergraduate women had studied 
at Princeton, while they were there 
they were considered regular 
students, but were not candidates 

for a Princeton degree. It was not until April of 1969 that the Princeton Board of Trustees voted to 
admit women for the following fall. 



 
In the late 19th century, as part of the 1896 sesquicentennial (150th anniversary) celebrations, the 
College of New Jersey officially changed its name to Princeton University.  
 
Today, Princeton continues to be a renowned center of learning, due in large part to its commitment 
to undergraduate teaching. Its faculty are known throughout the world and it is not unusual for 
students to learn from Nobel laureates, Pulitzer Prize winners, and MacArthur fellows. 
 
Also, through its groundbreaking financial aid program, Princeton ensures that all qualified students 
who are accepted can afford to attend the University, and provides housing for all four years. Over 60 
percent of the currently enrolled first-year class receives aid, and the average grant is $50,600 per 
year, while the university’s tuition and fees are $47,140 (2017-18). Students who applied for aid with 
family incomes up to $160,000 typically pay no tuition. 
 
Students receiving offers of admission to the Class of 2022 come from 48 states, plus Washington, 
D.C., Guam, Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands. International students represent 12 percent of the 
admitted students and are citizens of 77 countries. Of the students offered admission, 50.5 percent 
are women and 49.5 percent are men; 53.4 percent have self-identified as people of color, including 
biracial and multiracial students; 64.5 percent of the admitted students come from public schools, and 
17 percent will be the first in their families to attend college. 
 
As of August 2018, Princeton can boast of 63 Nobel laureates (16 of which are alumni). Also, 15 
Fields Medalists and 13 Turing Award laureates have been affiliated with Princeton University as 
alumni, faculty members or researchers. Additionally, Princeton is associated with 21 National Medal 
of Science winners, 5 Abel Prize winners, 5 National Humanities Medal recipients, 209 Rhodes 
Scholars, 139 Gates Cambridge Scholars, and 126 Marshall Scholars.  
 
Famous Princeton graduates include President James Madison, Brooke Shields, John Nash and 
former first lady, Michelle Obama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Princeton_University 
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/princeton-university-2627 



3: NOT IN THE HANDBOOK    

                                   by Kimberly King 

In a rented a truck, with her grandparents 
convoying behind us in an SUV full to bursting 
with all the sundries, sheets and mini-
appliances we thought she would need to 
conquer her first year of college, we barreled 
up to San Francisco State University because 
my daughter had decided to be a Gator. I 
thought, “How in the wide world did San 
Francisco conclude that they were Gators? 
What a strange and interesting story it must 
be,” but it is not.  
 
They chose their mascot for its strength and 
steadfastness; have you ever considered an 
alligator steadfast? At first, they spelled it with 
an “e”, as in Golden Gate “Gaters”- get it? The 
things you learn when you take your child to another city with the intent of leaving them there to 
acquire an education could fill a small and somewhat boring novel. In fact, it’s been written; it’s called 
a Parent Handbook. “Wow, where was this thing at 3am 7 years ago?” I thought to myself chuckling. 
But there was at least one freshman phenomenon I didn’t find in the handbook that gave me pause. 

 
As we rolled the loaded dolly down this and that 
hallway, we passed herds of families engaged in the 
very same ritual. The thought occurred to me that this 
was just as much a rite of passage for the parents as 
was for the children; our lives were about to change 
drastically too! Rooms in our once bustling homes will 
be empty, hours of our busy days will be free, 
previously half-filled refrigerators will be full—the 
surreal future sparked in me a little panic attack. Words 
began to just spill out, “You know you can call 

whenever you want, you know that right? It’s never too late. I’ll just be sitting up thinking of you.”  
“I will, mom!” Her grin consumed her face, filled up the dank hallway, and my panic increased, “She’s 
not ready! She’s too happy! She’s got no idea what’s about to happen!” my mind raced. “What if she 
runs out of money when she’s out at night with some new “friends”? What if she gets lonely at night in 
this weird, unfamiliar room? What if she panics surrounded by foreign smells and sounds?” Then, as 
quickly as they flooded my brain, all those thoughts melted away when I saw the “Warning Signs of 
Binge Drinking” sticker on the inside of the dorm room door. That was not in the handbook.  
 
I had to find out more about this college binge drinking, because it sounded like a good reason to 
march right back home with my kid and all her stuff! I went to the National Institute of Alcohol Abuse 
and Alcoholism (NIAAA) and found this: 



 
A scary batch of facts all by themselves, but the equal and opposite reaction to this problem is what 
talked me down from the ledge. Colleges aren’t ignorant or complacent concerning the heartbreaking 
issues of under-age drinking, binging or any of the collateral repercussions taking place on their 
watch. Campaigns promoting healthy living are active on campuses across the country. In an NPR 
article, “Can Fear of Cancer Keep College Kids from Binge Drinking” I found that the publication of 
known correlations between excessive alcohol intake and health problems is an effective deterrent,  

Drinking at college has become a ritual that students often see as an integral part of their higher 
education experience. Many students come to college with established drinking habits, and the college 
environment can exacerbate the problem.  
 
According to a national survey, almost 60 percent of college students ages 18–22 drank alcohol in the 
past month, 1 and almost 2 out of 3 of them engaged in binge drinking during that same time frame. 

 
estimate that each year about 1,825 college students between the ages of 18 and 24 die from alcohol-
related unintentional injuries, including motor-vehicle crashes.  About 696,000 students between the 
ages of 18 and 24 are assaulted by another student who has been drinking.  About 97,000 students 
between the ages of 18 and 24 report experiencing alcohol-related sexual assault or date rape.  
https://pubs.niaaa.nih.gov/publications/CollegeFactSheet/Collegefactsheet.pdf 
 
According to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention: 

  

 About 90% of the alcohol consumed by youth under the age of 21 in the United States is in the 
form of binge drinks.  

 Binge drinkers are 14 times more likely to report alcohol-impaired driving than non-binge 
drinkers.  

 The proportion of current drinkers that binge is highest in the 18- to 20-year-old group (51%)  

 Most people who binge drink are not alcoholics or alcohol dependent    

What is “binge drinking?” Many college alcohol 
problems are related to binge drinking. Binge 
drinking is a pattern of drinking that brings blood 
alcohol concentration (BAC) levels to 0.08 g/dL. 
This typically occurs after 4 drinks for women and 5 
drinks for men—in about 2 hours. Drinking this way 
can pose serious health and safety risks, including 
car crashes, drunk-driving arrests, sexual assaults, 
and injuries. Over the long term, frequent binge 
drinking can damage the liver and other organs.  
 
Drinking affects college students, their families, and 
college communities at large. Researchers  

https://pubs.niaaa.nih.gov/publications/CollegeFactSheet/Collegefactsheet.pdf


“ A new study from researchers at University at Buffalo, State University of New York, found that 
talking about the link between alcohol and cancer may be one of the better strategies to get college 
kids to reconsider their upcoming binge.” 
 
And then there’s the Alcohol Intervention Matrix (AIM) developed by the NIAAA specifically to help 
college officials combat the problem. AIM is a series of “Environmental-level strategies target the 
campus community and student body as a whole, and are designed to change the campus and 
community environments in which student drinking occurs. Often, a major goal is to reduce the 
availability of alcohol, because research shows that reducing alcohol availability cuts consumption 
and harmful consequences on campuses as well as in the general population.” They are getting their 
arsenal together, piece by piece. 
 
Their first year away from home: we couldn’t get to them quick enough in an emergency, so our 
college bound kids are officially out of our hands, beyond our reach. Alcohol, however, will be 
completely within their reach, so should we turn the truck around? Call the whole thing off?  
Naw. 
 
Before I read that sticker on the door, I 
was ready to trust her to be on her own 
in the wide world. Now, I had to trust 
that I had raised a person who values 
her life, and health; a person who 
knows the difference between a harmful 
environment and one in which she 
could thrive. There will be a lot of peer 
pressure to manage. She can go many 
different ways, after all, the NIAAA 
statistics represent real sons and 
daughters lost and damaged by alcohol 
consumption.  
 
It’s simply not in the handbook. So on this issue, we must step out on trust, faith and crossed fingers. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
http://time.com/37002/mixology-classes-cash-and-other-creative-ways-colleges-combat-binge-drinking/ 
 
https://www.cnn.com/2015/09/22/health/college-binge-drinking-new-help-for-campuses/index.html 
 

  

http://www.npr.org/blogs/health/2014/03/25/294184369/can-fear-of-cancer-keep-college-kids-from-binge-drinking
http://time.com/37002/mixology-classes-cash-and-other-creative-ways-colleges-combat-binge-drinking/
https://www.cnn.com/2015/09/22/health/college-binge-drinking-new-help-for-campuses/index.html


4: DEAR COLLEAGUE 
When a report prepared in 2007 by the 

National Criminal Justice Reference 

Service for the National Institute of 

Justice found, “1 in 5 women are 

victims of completed or attempted 

sexual assault while in college,” and 

“approximately 6.1 percent of males are 

the victims of completed or attempted 

sexual assault while in college,” red 

flags went flying all over D.C., and the 

Obama administration decided to throw 

down some red cards in the form of 

threats…monetary threats. The 

Department of Education along with the 

Obama administration decided to 

withhold funds from federally funded 

institutions of higher learning if they did not make concerted, verifiable and measurable steps to 

remedy the problem of campus assault which was preventing affected students from enjoying the 

opportunity of receiving an equitable education as promised under Title IX.  
 

If you are fortunate enough not to have been part of the victimized 20% of college women or 6% of 

college men, you might think, “Look, I understand that sexual violence isn’t right, but how does sexual 

assault prevent a person from going to class and getting an education?” As a veteran teacher of 22 

years, I can tell you that one of the first things a teacher does when preparing for a new school year is 

to evaluate the classroom for safety and accessibility. Can the students reach the supplies they 

need? Can they navigate the room without obstacle? If not, the students are going to experience 

reluctance to engage, disconnection and alienation in a setting where they spend most of their waking 

hours. College is no different; just a grander scale. How can you evaluate 19th Century film 

aesthetics if the viewing screen is torn? How can you study in the library on your one night off if you 

fear you will incur sexual violence when you walk back to your dorm? And how can you focus in class 

if the person who assaulted you in a campus restroom is sitting right behind you in lecture? 

 

Sexual harassment is a hurdle, and a form of sex discrimination which 

the federal government decided is the responsibility of a university to 

combat proactively with literature and education; investigate and 

adjudicate after the fact if they want to continue receiving those federal 

monies. 

 

To that end, in April of 2011, the Assistant Secretary of the United States 

Department of Education’s Office for Civil Rights, disseminated a 19-

page document now known as the “Dear Colleague” letter in which were 

specified the federal government’s expectations of the schools in order to 

curb the troubling trend.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Department of Education considers this document with all its voluminous footnotes to be a 

sufficient and “significant guidance document,” furthermore, “This letter does not add requirements to 

applicable law, but provides information and examples to inform recipients about how OCR evaluates 

whether covered entities are complying with their legal obligations.”  

 

Since “Dear Colleague was published, federally funded universities 

have been scrambling to construct and implement their form of 

compliance to avoid a cash shutdown. 

 

The U.S. Department of Education’s Office of Civil Rights maintains a 

site of open/pending cases currently under investigation at schools 

from elementary to post-secondary. As of June 2018, there were 7 

UC campuses on the list for sexual violence or harassment 

violations. Princeton is also on the list with a claim of sexual violence 

as recent as April 2018. 

 

 

Check it out here: https://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/docs/investigations/open-investigations/tix.html 

 

 

Dear Colleague: 

 

Education has long been recognized as the great equalizer in America. The U.S. 

Department of Education and its Office for Civil Rights (OCR) believe that providing all 

students with an educational environment free from discrimination is extremely important. 

The sexual harassment of students, including sexual violence, interferes with students’ right 

to receive an education free from discrimination and, in the case of sexual violence, is a 

crime.  

 

Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972 (Title IX), 20 U.S.C. §§ 1681 et seq., and its 

implementing regulations, 34 C.F.R. Part 106, prohibit discrimination on the basis of sex in 

education programs or activities operated by recipients of Federal financial assistance. 

Sexual harassment of students, which includes acts of sexual violence, is a form of sex 

discrimination prohibited by Title IX...Sexual violence, as that term is used in this letter, 

refers to physical sexual acts perpetrated against a person’s will or where a person is 

incapable of giving consent due to the victim’s use of drugs or alcohol. An individual also 

may be unable to give consent due to an intellectual or other disability. A number of different 

acts fall into the category of sexual violence, including rape, sexual assault, sexual battery, 

and sexual coercion. All such acts of sexual violence are forms of sexual harassment 

covered under Title IX. 
 

You can read the letter in its entirety at 

https://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/letters/colleague-201104.pdf 

 

https://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/docs/investigations/open-investigations/tix.html
https://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/letters/colleague-201104.pdf


On the Title IX website of San Diego State University (SDSU), this definition is found in the 

“Rights and Options” section: 

 

“Consent means an informed, affirmative, conscious decision by each participant to engage in 

mutually agreed-upon sexual activity.   

 

Consent must be voluntary, and given without coercion, force, threats, or intimidation.  

 

Consent requires positive cooperation in a particular sexual act, or expression of intent to 

engage in that sexual act through the exercise of free will.   

 

5: DEFINITONS OF CONSENT 
The year was 1991. Hubble Telescope launched, the U.S.S. R had come to a formal end, Home 
Alone was dominating the big screen, and Antioch College was suffering ridicule for its enactment of 
policy requiring their students to “obtain affirmative, conscious and voluntary sexual consent.”  
A popular Saturday Night Live skit poked fun at the Antioch rule: 

 
Him: May I kiss you on the mouth? 

Her: Yes, I would like you to kiss me on the mouth. 

Him: May I elevate the level of sexual intimacy by feeling 
your buttocks? 

Her: Yes, you have my permission. 

Karen Hall, the director of Antioch’s sexual offense prevention 

program, along with the numerous other female policy pioneers at 

the time tried to clarify their stance, “We are not trying to reduce 

the romance, passion, or spontaneity of sex; we are trying to 

reduce the spontaneity of rape.”                                                      

Twenty-three years later in 2014, California becomes the first state 

to write affirmative consent into law and the Antioch women look 

more like visionaries than laughingstocks. 

In an interview with public radio affiliate NPR, Kristine Herman, another policy developer at Antioch 

back in 1991 recollected, “...the conversation around consent had focused on, does someone say no. 

And so at Antioch we really focused on defining consent in a very different way and asking a very 

different question, which is did somebody say yes?” 

Now, very developed policies on consent can be found on college campuses nationwide. Many states 

also boast policies signed by their governor. See an interactive map of consent policy progress 

across the United States here, http://affirmativeconsent.com/affirmative-consent-laws-state-by-state/ 

Here are the consent policies of two of our larger universities in San Diego. 

http://affirmativeconsent.com/affirmative-consent-laws-state-by-state/


Consent can be withdrawn or revoked. Consent to one form of sexual activity (or one sexual act) 

does not constitute consent to other forms of sexual activity (or other sexual acts.) 

 

Consent to sexual activity given on one occasion does not constitute consent to sexual activity 

on another occasion. The fact that two people are or were in a dating or sexual relationship does 

not constitute consent to engage in sexual activity. There must always be mutual and affirmative 

consent to engage in sexual activity.  

 

Consent to a sexual act may be withdrawn or revoked at any time, including after penetration. 

The victim’s request for the perpetrator to use a condom or birth control does not, in and of itself, 

constitute consent.  

 

Once consent is withdrawn or revoked, the sexual activity must stop immediately.  

 

Consent cannot be given by a person who is incapacitated. For example, a person cannot give 

consent if s/he is unconscious or coming in and out of consciousness. A person is incapacitated 

if s/he lacks the physical and/or mental ability to make informed, rational judgments. Examples of 

incapacitation include unconsciousness, sleep and blackouts. Whether an intoxicated person (as 

a result of using alcohol or other drugs) is incapacitated depends on the extent to which the 

alcohol or other drugs impact the person’s decision-making capacity, awareness of 

consequences, and ability to make fully informed judgments.  

 

A person with a medical or mental disability may also lack the capacity to give consent. 

 

Being intoxicated by drugs or alcohol does not diminish a person’s responsibility to obtain 

consent from the other party before engaging in sexual activity. Factors to be considered include 

whether the person knew, or whether a reasonable person in the accused’s position should have 

known, that the victim did not give, or revoked, consent; was incapacitated; or was otherwise 

incapable of giving consent.   

 

Sexual intercourse with a minor is never consensual when the victim is under 18 years old, 

because the victim is considered incapable of giving legal consent due to age.” 

 

 

Interpretation of consent by University of California at San Diego (UCSD), from their 2017 Annual 

Security and Fire Safety Report: 

 

Consent is defined under University of California policy as the following: Consent is affirmative, 

conscious, voluntary, and revocable. Consent to sexual activity requires of both persons an 

affirmative, conscious, and voluntary agreement to engage in sexual activity. It is the responsibility of 

each person to ensure they have the affirmative consent of the other to engage in the sexual activity. 

Lack of protest, lack of resistance, or silence, do not alone constitute consent. Affirmative consent 

must be ongoing and can be revoked at any time during sexual activity. The existence of a dating 



relationship or past sexual relations between the persons 

involved should never by itself be assumed to be an 

indicator of consent (nor will subsequent sexual relations 

or dating relationship alone suffice as evidence of consent 

to prior conduct). The Respondent’s belief that the 

Complainant consented shall not provide a valid excuse 

where:  

 

1. The Respondent’s belief arose from the Respondent’s 

own intoxication or recklessness;  

 

2. The Respondent did not take reasonable steps, in the circumstances known to the Respondent at 

the time, to ascertain whether the Complainant affirmatively consented; or  

 

3. The Respondent knew or a reasonable person should have known that the Complainant was 

unable to consent because the Complainant was incapacitated, in that the Complainant was:  

A. asleep or unconscious;   

B. due to the influence of drugs, alcohol, or medication, unable to 

 understand the fact, nature, or extent of the sexual activity; or    

C. unable to communicate due to a mental or physical condition. 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

  



6: AN IMPERFECT PROCESS 
     ONE UNIVERSITY SEXUAL ASSAULT HEARING 
 

 

In December of 2015, Sara Ganim and Nelli Black of cnn.com posted, An Imperfect Process: How 

Campuses Deal with Sexual Assault in which they told a story that would become a watershed 

moment, not only for UC San Diego, but all universities in terms of overhauling how they handle 

sexual assault claims.  

 

Here is the super short version: 

 

“They're known as John Doe and Jane Roe. They were 

both sophomores at the University of California San 

Diego in 2014—friends  who fooled around. She said 

she was a virgin until one night, fueled by too much 

alcohol, they had sex. 

Jane said she was drunk and doesn't remember exactly 

what happened that night. Jane has said that the next 

morning, John tried to touch her vagina when she 

repeatedly told him to stop. Later that night, they had 

sex again. 

Months after the sexual encounters took place, Jane Roe filed a complaint with school officials at 

UCSD, accusing John Doe of sexual misconduct when he touched her the following morning. 

Doe said all their sex acts were consensual and said he had text messages to prove it. 

He was investigated and tried by his own university. The tribunal found Doe responsible for violating 

the school's policy on sexual misconduct for trying to digitally penetrate the woman the morning after 

they had sex. 

But Doe says the hearing was one-sided and unfair. He was allowed to have a lawyer, but the lawyer 

couldn't speak. 

He submitted questions for his accuser, but not all of them were asked. He wasn't allowed to dispute 

the testimony or examine the evidence. 

"I tried to object a few times," he told CNN, "and they reminded me that it was just a school hearing 

and it wasn't criminal so I wasn't allowed to do that." Doe declined to testify on his own behalf during 

the proceedings on the advice of his attorney. 

He was suspended from school for one semester, and each time he appealed, his punishment was 

increased without explanation until he was facing a suspension of more than a year. 



So, he sued UCSD, and a state judge agreed with him, finding the tribunal process was skewed and 

violated John Doe's rights.” 

Now, in no small part due to this traumatic event, the guidelines set forth in the Obama 

administration’s “Dear Colleague” letter of 2011, are under tremendous scrutiny by the Trump 

administration.  

While the letter put schools under tremendous pressure to construct “fair and prompt” methods of 

discovering and dealing with the truth, no specific directives regarding the structure of the hearings, 

appropriate punishments, or recourse for the accused were provided. 

Although universities cannot prescribe criminal penalties on students who are found responsible for 

sexual assault in campus proceedings, they do have the power to suspend students for several 

terms, and even expel them. These hearings or tribunals, do have a quasi-judicial nature, addressing 

society’s most heinous crimes, including rape and sexual misconduct, which generates concern for 

the lack of true criminal proceedings. Shouldn’t a guilty perpetrator be subject to incarceration? If you 

are accused of a crime, is it not your right to representation? Who are the judges, and what are their 

qualifications? 

Frustrated over the 2011 mandate, and the obstacles faced in campus proceedings, the president of 

the University of California system, Janet Napolitano, recently wrote in the Yale Law and Policy 

Review that schools "were left with significant uncertainty and confusion about how to appropriately 

comply after they were implemented." 

Because the Department of Education's guidelines aren't uniform rules, schools have been left to 

come up with their own procedures, and the blowback from that strategy has got all parties looking for 

a better way. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.cnn.com/2015/11/22/us/campus-sexual-assault-tribunals/index.html 

 

https://www.cnn.com/2015/11/22/us/campus-sexual-assault-tribunals/index.html


7: TRUTH TALE      by Kimberly King 
 

“Language is power; the shaping of language into art is power, and the codification of that literature in 
the form of literary history is also a source of power.” 
                                                                          -C.W.E. Bigsby’s Modern American Drama 1945-1990 

 
Anna Ziegler's use of language to create literary art around the wieldy 
question of who gets to decide what truth is, makes Actually a powerfully, 
'open-ended' play: no nicely wrapped-up, expected or prescriptive ending 
to satisfy everyone will be found here. You may leave this show either 
very quiet and pensive, or in a vigorous row with your theatre buddy. But 
be sure to hug, and agree to disagree before you part ways—the theatre 
season is only just beginning! 
 
Subjective, objective, and very often elusive, truth commands our 

curiosity, and drives us to possess it. Actually makes us desire the sweet closure often granted with a 
revelation of an objective truth, but what if we don’t like the truth we hear? 
 
Truth be told (chuckle), humankind’s interest in the nitty-gritty of everything has been an artistic 
obsession both literarily and visually for centuries. As early as 6th Century, B.C.E., truth became art 
in literature when it was personified by Aesop in as a creation of the gods. As the fable goes: 
 

  
 
 

Prometheus, the potter who gave shape to our new generation, decided one 

day to sculpt a statue of Truth, using all his skill so that she would be able to 

regulate people's behaviour. As he was working, an unexpected summons from 

mighty Jupiter called him away. Prometheus left cunning Trickery in charge of 

his workshop. (Trickery had recently become one of the god's apprentices.) 

Fired by ambition, Trickery used the time at his disposal to fashion with his sly 

fingers a figure of the same size and appearance as Truth with identical 

features. When he had almost completed the piece, which was truly remarkable, 

he ran out of clay to use for her feet. The master returned, so Trickery quickly 

sat down in his seat, quaking with fear. Prometheus was amazed at the 

similarity of the two statues and wanted it to seem as if all the credit were due 

to his own skill. Therefore, he put both statues in the kiln and when they had 

been thoroughly baked, he infused them both with life: sacred Truth walked 

with measured steps, while her unfinished twin stood stuck in her tracks. That 

forgery, that product of subterfuge, thus acquired the name of Falsehood, and I 

readily agree with people who say that she has no feet (or has no leg to stand 

on.) Every once in a while, something that is false can start off successfully, 

but with time the Truth is sure to prevail. 

 



Though it is a nice thought that Truth would walk among us keeping us 
sincere by turning her mirror of self-awareness on everyone she passes while 
the serpent of wisdom* informs her steps. I have to admit to some paranoia at 
Prometheus’ initial goal to “regulate people’s behavior.” The power to control 
our actions and compel us to tell the truth is one of our older obsessions. 
From the youngest of us demanding a ‘pinky swear,’ or a ‘spit handshake’ 
sealing your word as bond, to our highest-ranking courts demanding we tell 
“the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth so help you God,” we crave 
the strange comfort found in the perceived credibility of others as well as 
ourselves.  
 
Unfortunately—or fortunately, depending on your opinion and occupation, for 
we know it can be a prosperous living to trade in falsehoods and half-truths— 
over time Truth became less welcome among men, and Aesop continued her 
story thusly:  
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

With Truth, banished into the wilderness by the deceitful 
nature of men, our civilization fell prey to those who 
specialize in alternate versions of the truth: false prophets, 
politicians, and used car salesmen! 

Especially today, where truth and facts are often displaced  
by passionate opinions speaking from a convincing place  
or obfuscated by misinformation in order to cloud the public’s  
understanding of what the actual truth is, we are found 
wandering…unable to see the forest for the trees.   
 
But we can hope for a change in the hearts of humankind; 
that truth returns to its revered status of ancient times. 
Perhaps her father, Chronos, will use his power over time to 
rush us to a new era where Truth is not hidden or obfuscated, 
but walks among us unaltered. 

 
*In some versions, the serpent may also symbolize deceit, but either way, 
Truth has it well in hand. 

  

A man was journeying in the wilderness and he found Veritas [Veritas 

translates to Truth in Latin, the language in which this fable survives] 

standing there all alone. He said to her, “Ancient lady, why do you 

dwell here in the wilderness, leaving the city behind?” From the great 

depths of her wisdom, Veritas replied, “Among the people of old, lies 

were found among only a few, but now they have spread throughout 

all of human society!” 

http://www.theoi.com/Daimon/Aletheia.html 

 

(Truth, [Veritas] holding a 
mirror and a serpent 
(1896). Olin Levi Warner, 
Library of Congress 
Thomas Jefferson Building, 
Washington, D.C.) 

 

Time Saving Truth from Falsehood and Envy, 

François Lemoyne, 1737 

 

http://www.theoi.com/Daimon/Aletheia.html


8: TRUTH OR 
PERSPECTIVE? 
         
By Kimberly King 
 
With so many modes of communication at our technologically 
advanced fingertips, we are likely to read and see a great 
number of differing articles and stories on any one event.  
 
Although one might hope that the proliferation of so much information through technology would 
engender a stronger climate of truth, the onslaught of polarized “news” programs often creates a 
climate that can actually be claustrophobic and paralyzing.  
 
With so many seemingly “official” points of view out there, many of us may experience difficulty in 
sifting actual facts from embellishments, perspectives, or propaganda.  

 
These days we are likely to accept a situation in which 
there are “alternative facts” and multiple truths because 
the power of governance wields a heavy hand over 
popular perspective. 
 
Take the last 70+ years of textbook revisions for 
example. The United Nations Educational Scientific and 
Cultural Organization (UNESCO) has pursued textbook 
revisions regularly to include the voices of historically 
disenfranchised populations since 1945 “as part of its 

fundamental mandate to ‘build peace in the minds of men and women.’” Textbook research and 
revision projects supported by UNESCO during this era were aimed at the removal of content leading 
to negative stereotyping of the “other,” narrow nationalism, and the glorification of war. The necessity 
of such efforts highlights an unfortunate reality about historical truth: it is sometimes limited truth.  

 
We know what we’d like to believe, but if what we’d like to 
believe doesn’t exactly line up with the observable reality, 
we might bend the truth to suit our beliefs. Sometimes we 
even select palatable portions of truth.  
 
As the philosophical concept of those statements which 
correspond to what is actually real in the world, does truth 
even exist anymore? Perhaps our fate will mirror that of the 
six blind men trying to discover the truth about an elephant 
in John Saxe’s poem. All groping at different parts of the 
elephant to determine its character, assuming the isolated 
section they inspect is the character of the whole. They 
assert their findings as the truth- none thinking past what 

they can reach. Each disregarding the assertions of the others. “And so, these men of Indostan, 
disputed loud and long, each in his own opinion, exceeding stiff and strong. Though each was partly 
in the right, and all were in the wrong!” 
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9: YOU BE THE JUDGE  
 
So, you couldn’t find your keys, tripped over the laundry, 
spilled green juice smoothie on your shoes (which would not 
have happened if it were an egg McMuffin—thanks, health 
consciousness,) and now you are pulled to the side of the 
road receiving a speeding ticket. Definitely late for work. 
  
If you decide to fight this ticket or at least get a fee reduction 
and go to court, you can be pretty sure that the judge has 
been a lawyer which means law school and a bar exam. You can feel confident in the credentials of 
the one who is appointed to determine your fate in this trivial matter of a traffic ticket. 

 
An adjudicator in a college level sexual misconduct cases is not usually legally bound to or trained by 
a judiciary on any level. Though the cases before them are serious and may even turn out to be 
felonies outside the college campus, the university hearing or tribunal, does not guarantee certainty of 
legal credential in the adjudicator.  
 
The weighty matter of a Sexual Harassment University hearing or tribunal requires a standard of 
proof referred to as a preponderance of the evidence. It is a level of proof we could describe as “more 
likely than not” or “more likely right than wrong.” From these descriptions we arrived at the saying 
“50% plus a feather,” because it only takes a metaphorical feather to tip the scale in either direction. 
 
The NYU Resource Guide: Sexual Misconduct FAQ’s for Attorneys Involved in Title IX/Sexual 
Misconduct Complaints reveals the background of the adjudicators may be more in social work or 
administration than law or criminal justice: 
 

“The hearing will be adjudicated by an administrator 
designated by NYU, typically the Director of the Office of 
Student Conduct and Community Standards (“OSC”) or their 
designee. At the discretion of the OSC Administrator, the 
matter may also be referred to an external adjudicator with 
expertise in adjudicating cases of Prohibited Conduct. All 
persons serving as an adjudicator must have trauma-
informed training or experience with respect to the 
adjudication of Prohibited Conduct and must also be 
impartial and free from bias or conflict of interest.”  
 

People who are not judges, but do professionally make 
decisions regarding the lives of others, social workers, for 
instance, must train to “apply social work ethical principles to 
guide practice, engage in ethical decision making, recognize 
and manage personal values in a way that allows  

                                                                 professional values to guide practice, and tolerate ambiguity   
                                                                 in resolving ethical conflicts” (Council on Social Work  
                                                                 Education, 2008).  
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When a case can be determined by no more than a preponderance (50% plus a feather) of evidence, 
the strength of an adjudicator’s ethics is paramount! 
 
Below are a few dilemmas for you to judge. Can you be professional and objective in evaluating a 
course of action? Or does your moral compass point you to a biased decision?  
 
1. A cleaner at a school was distraught when two of his co-workers, one male and one female, set up 
the staff room to appear as though two staff members had used the room for a sex romp. The prank 
was directed at the cleaner and the room was set up with empty alcohol bottles, clothes, and a 
condom containing fluid. The male co-worker invited the cleaner to sniff boxer shorts left in the room. 
The cleaner was distressed by the scene, including that he thought he was cleaning up bodily fluids. 
He was also upset and concerned that two named staff members were having an affair and had used 
the school premises to get together. He was preoccupied with the sex romp to the point that he 
intended to speak to one to the staff members who he thought was involved. At that time the male co-
worker involved in the prank told the cleaner that it had all been a prank. On hearing this, the cleaner 
fell to his knees. Has he been sexually harassed? 
 
2. Joe has a private office and a computer assigned to him. You are Joe’s supervisor. Your IT staff 
informs you that the office’s network management software has detected that Joe’s computer has 
been used to visit explicit sexually oriented web sites. Joe admits that he has visited these sites 
during his personal time before and after work and at lunch. Is this sexual harassment? 
 
3. Suzie is a repair technician for the local office equipment company. She’s noticed Pat in your office 
and has started hanging around his desk and flirting whenever she’s in the area. She’s even offered 
him discounts on repair services for your office if he’ll go out with her. Pat isn’t interested and has 
tried to tell her, but she won’t take the hints. Suzie is now leaving love notes and waiting for him at the 
parking lot after work. Is this sexual harassment? 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(examples from: Anti-Discrimination Commission Queensland) 
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10: IS INTERRACIAL DATING STILL ‘A THING’? 
           By Kimberly King 
 
Miscegenation (məˌsejəˈnāSHən) noun: The interbreeding of people considered to be of different 
racial types. 
 
 

As offensive as this Edward Clay 

caricature is, it is a necessary 

artifact evidencing the fear, 

loathing and ignorant beliefs 

many American racists held up to 

the 18th century and, of course 

beyond. Anti-abolitionists like 

Clay were petrified of what they 

termed miscegenation, or 

interbreeding of the races. In his 

depiction of the “evils of race 

mixing,” Clay provides a window 

in to the minds of those opposed 

to interracial relationships. On 

one side of the sofa, a Black man 

kissing a White woman, and on 

the other, a White man kissing 

the hand of a Black woman. 

Portraits of well-known 

abolitionists, Arthur Tappan, 

Daniel O’Connell and John Quincy Adams seem to stand in approval of the scene. Clay drives home 

his reproachful point with the black dog and white dog on the left seeming to ‘court.’   

Boy, was this guy worried about his neighbor’s business or what?! Unfortunately, Clay was far from 

alone, and racists banded together and used their unified entitlement of the era to create impossible 

obstacles for those with differing skin colors to unite. 

Fast forward to the 20th century and the 1958 case of Richard and 

Mildred Loving: our modern popular culture window into the fight to 

overturn so called “anti-miscegenation” laws. Although there were 

earlier, albeit unsuccessful cases in the pursuit of race-based marriage 

equality—one of the first race-based marriage equality battles, Pace v. 

Alabama, was filed back in 1883—no one else had an HBO movie and 

a major motion picture made about their struggle. Virginia, where the 

Loving case originated, can trace its marriage restriction laws be back to 

a 1924 Act to Preserve Racial Integrity.       
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Here in California, we can boast the first successful challenge to the “anti-miscegenation” laws on the 

books. When Andrea Perez (Mexican-American) and Sylvester Davis (African-American) were denied 

a marriage license by the county clerk, W.G. Sharp. Sharp cited civil codes dating back to 1850 which 

made any unions between whites and those of the “Negro, mulatto, Mongolian, or Malay race” illegal. 

Due to her Spanish heritage, Perez was considered “white.” The California Supreme Court struck 

down the restrictive codes in the 1948 case on grounds that it violated rights of citizenship and equal 

protection clauses stated in the Fourteenth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. Much later, the 

Perez case would be used in the argument against marriage discrimination based on sexuality with 

the Fourteenth Amendment once again as the centerpiece.  

Have we moved (forward or backward) in our national conversation about interracial dating and 

marriage? Here, in an excerpt from her article, “Key facts about race and marriage, 50 years after 

Loving v. Virginia,” published by the Pew Research Center, Kristen Bialik lays out the data on 

interracial relationships in the United States. 

“In 1967, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled in the Loving v. Virginia case that marriage across racial lines 
was legal throughout the country. Intermarriage has increased steadily since then: One-in-six U.S. 
newlyweds (17%) were married to a person of a different race or ethnicity in 2015, a more than 
fivefold increase from 3% in 1967. Among all married people in 2015 (not just those who recently 
wed), 10% are now intermarried – 11 million in total. 

A growing share of adults say interracial marriage is generally a good thing for American 
society. Nearly four-in-ten adults (39%) say the growing number of people marrying someone of a 
different race is good for society, up from 24% in 2010. Adults 
younger than 30, those with at least a bachelor’s degree and those 
who identify as a Democrat or lean Democratic are especially likely 
to say this. 

Americans today also are less likely to oppose a close relative 
marrying someone of a different race or ethnicity.  

Overall increases in intermarriage have been driven in part by rising 
intermarriage rates among black and white newlyweds. The most 
dramatic increase has occurred among black newlyweds, whose 
intermarriage rate more than tripled from 5% in 1980 to 18% in 
2015. Among whites, the rate rose from 4% in 1980 to 11% in 2015. 

Newlywed black men are twice as likely as newlywed black women to be intermarried. In 2015, 
24% of recently married black men were intermarried, compared with 12% of newly married black 
women.  

Since 1980, an educational gap in intermarriage has begun to emerge. While the rate of 
intermarriage did not differ significantly by educational attainment in 1980, today there is a modest 
gap. In 2015, 14% of newlyweds with a high school diploma or less were married to someone of a 
different race or ethnicity. In contrast, 18% of those with some college experience and 19% of those 
with a bachelor’s degree or more were intermarried. http://pewrsr.ch/2tcaRtz                                                                   

Society still has some baggage around this. Do you think Amber and Tom have to claim it? Is race a 
factor in their situation?  

https://www.encyclopediavirginia.org/Loving_v_Virginia_1967
http://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2017/05/18/2-public-views-on-intermarriage/#americans-are-now-much-more-open-to-the-idea-of-a-close-relative-marrying-someone-of-a-different-race
http://pewrsr.ch/2tcaRtz
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CAUSE AND EFFECT TIMELINE-TITLE 
IX     

 

  
1906 The National Collegiate 
Athletic Association (NCAA), 
was created to format and 
enforce rules in men’s football. 
It became the ruling body of 
college athletics, but offered no 
athletic scholarships for women 
and held no championships for 
women’s teams. 
 

1972 Lacking resources, 
supplies, and especially 
funding, only 30,000 
women were participating 
in NCAA sports, as 
opposed to 170,000 men. 

 

June 23, 1972, Richard Nixon signs 
Title IX of the Education 
Amendments. It states,  
“No person in the United States shall, 
on the basis of sex, be excluded from 
participation in, be denied the 
benefits of, or be subjected to 
discrimination under any education 
program or activity receiving Federal 
financial assistance.” 

Nixon’s action is in great part a reaction to the 
work being done by Bernice Sandler, Margaret 
Dunkle, and several other women who 
constituted Project on the Status and 
Education of Women. The collaborative was 
responsible for the research and publication of 
“What Constitutes Equality for Women in 
Sports? The Federal Government Puts Women 
in the Running” published in 1974, although 
several years in the making. 1977    

Universities 
could be liable 
under Title IX 
not just for overt 
sex 
discrimination, 
but also for 
failing to 
respond to 
allegations of 
sexual 
harassment by 
professors. 

1980 
Department of Education is established and 
given oversight of Title IX through the Office 
for Civil Rights (OCR).  
 

1997 OCR released official guidance affirming that 
schools must respond to student-on-student 
harassment that creates a “hostile environment” 
because a failure to do so “permits an atmosphere 
of sexual discrimination to permeate the 
educational program and results in discrimination 
prohibited by Title IX.” 
 

2011 OCR sent a “Dear Colleague” 
letter to every college and university 
receiving federal funding on the subject 
of their obligation under Title IX to 
respond to claims of sexual harassment 
and sexual violence. 
 

2012 We celebrated 40 years of Title IX! 
Today High schools report number of girl athletes 
increased from 295,000 in 1972 to more than 2.6 
million; in college, from 30,000 to more than 
150,000 now. 
 
 

                      

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwiR7MTvn7HdAhULBHwKHS6qAqIQjRx6BAgBEAU&url=https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gender_equality&psig=AOvVaw22FSqv-G77tujgxiNmszCN&ust=1536696763771077
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FOOD FOR THOUGHT QUESTIONS 

 
1.  Is there a subject you feel has a single, clear truth?  
  
  
2. Are there words other than “yes” which can give consent? 
   
  
3.  Have you ever had a change of heart in the midst of a sexual act?  
     Did you say or do anything about it? 
  
  
4.  What kinds of decisions are acceptable to make while under the  
     influence of alcohol? 
 
 
5.  What advice would you offer a college bound student today? 
  
 


