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Recent ruling in Kobe Bryant case assaults Colorado’s rape shield and jeopardizes fair 
judicial process asserts National Sexual Violence Resource Center.     

  
Enola, PA:  Karen Baker, Director of the National Sexual Violence Resource Center 
(NSVRC) said that, “What is happening in the Kobe Bryant case causes us deep concern, 
even outrage!  With the judge’s ruling to permit a pretrial evidentiary hearing and 
extended questioning of the victim, the intent of the rape shield law has been turned on its 
head and the civil rights of the alleged victim, jeopardized.” 
  
The law, intended as a shield to prevent irrelevant questioning about past sexual 
behavior, does allow for certain exceptions during trial proceedings, but in this case, a 
hearing is taking place very early in the pretrial stage.  Bryant has not even entered a 
plea, yet a hearing has been set to compel the victim to answer an extremely broad scope 
of questions over the course of several days, including questions about her sexual 
behavior for a time period covering up to one year prior to the night in question.  This is 
disturbing as it may discourage rape victims around the country from reporting the crime 
and participating in the justice process.  
  
Wendy Murphy, victim rights attorney said, “This is unprecedented and ironic in the 
extreme that a statute designed to erect a barrier to protect against needless violations of 
constitutionally protected privacy rights has become the vehicle through which a victim is 
being forced to answer questions about her consensual sexual experiences.”   
  
According to Murphy, “The rape shield law was enacted to ensure that the defense would 
seek permission from a judge before intruding on a victim’s constitutional privacy.  That 
the defense has a burden to seek permission during a hearing, in this case has turned into 
an opportunity to conduct a fishing expedition to see if the defense can unearth 
information from which they can mount an attack on the rape-shield law and the victim 
herself.” 
  
Baker said that, “The NSVRC is concerned for this victim’s privacy rights and the 
potential impact on others.  After all, the victim is a witness for the state.  No witness 
performing his/her civic duty of cooperating with a criminal prosecution should be 
subjected to extensive interrogation at a pretrial hearing.  This is especially harmful when 
the interrogation intrudes not only upon the rape shield statute but underlying 
fundamental constitutionally guaranteed rights to privacy.”   
  
 


