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The use of the sleepwalking defence in rape and sexual assault 
cases has increased dramatically since 2005, and media interest 
has increased alongside it.  However, this media interest results 
in newspaper reports that are often contradictory, incorrect and 
uncertain about knowing how best to represent the 
sleepwalking/sexsomnia defence.  Drawing on a study of 117 
newspaper reports produced between 2005 and 2013, we will 
argue that while sexsomnia cases often fit so many of the 
narratives that the media prefer to represent (e.g. sexual 
assaults as well as 'bizarre' defences) there is ambiguity around 
the ways the media present these cases, resulting upon a 
reliance of court-reporting over investigative journalism.  
Moreover, the timing of many of the first reports of these cases, 
often after judgement has been passed, helps the media 
construct the offender as either a sympathetic victim of a 
medical condition or a manipulative liar.  As a result, there is 
little coherence across the sample as to the media's attitude to 
the defence.  In this paper we will demonstrate this coherence, 
not only by focusing upon the ways the media represent the 
defence, but also the offenders and victims in cases where 
sexsomnia is employed as a defence.    


