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Appel}ant testified that, on the day in question,
he did initiate the first physical contact, but added
that the victim warmly responded to his advances
by passionately returning his kisses. He conceded
that she was continually “whispering . . . no’s,” but
claimed that she did so while “amorously . . . passion-
ately” moaning. In effect, he took such protests to
be thinly veiled acts of encouragement. When asked
why he locked the door, he explained that “that’s not
something you want somebody to just walk in on you
[doing].”
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