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In writing this response, I have found myself varying between an impulse to rebut the
various small lies and inconsistencies in Professor Comaroffs statement, and the urge to
ignore these efforts to distract from the bigger picture of his ongoing sexual harassment. I
have settled on a middle ground, not because I wish to be drawn further into a debate
about whether the layout of his house renders the fact that he forcibly kissed me inside of
it plausible or not, but because I would not wish his misdirections to stand uncontested
on the record.
Professor Comaroff claims that in the case of the corrective rape conversationthe sole
offense he admits to here, and even then only partiallyhe was motivated by a concern
for my safety so urgent that he needed to spell out this risk to me on my first day of
graduate school and at the very moment he learned I was in a same-sex relationship. The
bulk of his reasoning in his response, however, demonstrates his profound inattentiveness
to others and his neglect of the day-to-day ethical behavior that secures students safety.
I would have more respect for Professor Comaroff if he could acknowledge that he does
certain things without thinking, or that he approached, for example, the topic of
corrective rape in an inappropriate and disturbing manner. However, he is wholly
unwilling to admit errors of judgment or express regret. He regrets my impression of
him, in that he regrets its existence in the world and the possibility it may have
consequences for him, but there is nothing that he would have done differently; in fact
according to him it would have been a dereliction of duty for him to act otherwise.
Professor Comaroffs insistence on his own infallibility is evidence that he could cause
harm and resist attempts to be held accountable. In fact, as I explore throughout this
document and in my reading of his conclusion, he provides us with ample reasons to
doubt his characterization of himself as a protective, warm, caring, innocuou sly
affectionate advisor. His response is consistent with my complaint.
To help those reading cross-reference the various documents involved, I have provided
an index on pages 2-4.
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Because of my fear that discussing my experiences frankly with a Harvard employee
would remove my agency over how that information was shared, I sought out a new
licensed mental health professional with whom to discuss these issues. I consulted her in
2018 and again in 2019, in the wake of my conversation with Professor Pimenta, as I
specifically weighed whether I should pursue disciplinary action against Professor
Comaroff. She is currently on vacation, but I believe she has specific memories of our
conversations about misconduct in my department, my concerns about the damage
Professor Comaroff could do to my career, and my repeated and unfruitful attempts to get
assistance. She is ready to attest to this when she returns from vacation.
Thank you to Professor Comaroff for jogging my memory on this additional incident of
contemporaneous corroboration and disclosure of his misconduct and its effects on me.

5. In this section I address descriptions of character, those Professor Comaroff provides
of himself (5a), and those he provides of me (5b).
Technically, I am told, character witnesses cannot be a part of the ODR process.
However, given that my complaint and Professor Comaroffs response are part of the
process, I find them very helpful documents to read carefully, as we are taught to do as
scholars. We can learn from the forms of reasoning and description of which Professor
Comaroff avails himself.

5a: Professor Comaroff describes himself and his actions as rational (p. 5), elegant
(p. 5), and reasonable (p. 16). He is consistently calm (p. 8) and is very slow to
anger (p. 8). When he acts he acts only and always out of care, and he never makes
mistakes. He insists on the absolute infallibility and unshakeability of his own character .
He insists that he treated me exactly like other students, and that nothing about my
treatment was singular (p. 12, 13, 14). He repeatedly refers to himself and his wife Jean
as a unit, acting with one body and mind, consistently and without fail.
He does not provide much basis for this description of himself, beyond repeatedly saying
that he would never do things which, in fact, he did and which the evidence will show
that he did.
He does not tell us how he makes decisions about when to talk about violent sexual topics
with his students, and when to touch students, even though he admits that he does both of
these things.
Reading his own account of his conduct, we see that the way in which Professor
Comaroff is unlike most other people is in his intense focus on his own perceptions,
needs, and victimhood. Keep in mind that I spent countless hours trying to understand
Professor Comaroffs behavior toward me. This is what anthropologists are supposed to
do; we decenter our own perspectives to make sense of the actions of others. Yet when
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