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The Institute For Media Education

Americans bestow authority—and bOlions of tax dollars—upon science in the belief that
scientists will make important contributions to society. There is the further belief that
scientists, in their responsibility and trust, will behave ethically, especially in research that
involves human subjects.^

That scientists could conduct sexual experiments on children or could allow or encourage
child molesters to conduct such experiments is almost beyond imagining for civilized men
and women. The possibility that this actually occurred—and indeed that the claimed
results ofsuch experiments might play a role in law and public policy—has led €ongress to
submit legislation that would leadto an examination of the relevant facts. The legislation
focuses on the research and publications ofDr. Alfrftd I^sey and his colleagues.

This legislation is known as H.R. 2749, the;"Child Protection andEthics inEducation Act
of 1995."

.



MOLESTING CHILDREN IN THE Ni^E OF SCIENCE

1. The Pedophile with tiie Stopwatch

Four exceipts from a taped interviewwith Dr. Paul Gebhard, former
head ofthe Kinsey Institute and a co-author ofDr. Alfred Kinsey.

Interviewer So, do pedophiles normally go around with stopwatches?

Dr. Paul Gebhard: Ah, they do if we tell them we're interested in it!
* ..* * *

Interviewer And clearly, [the orgasms of] at least 188 children were timed
with a stopwatch, according to....

Dr. Gebhard: 188, no thafs not true. Only a small number were timed.

[The interviewer calls Dr. Gebhard's attention to page 178 of Kinsey's Male book]

interviewer... It says below, Table 32, the legend says, duration of stimulation
before climax, observations timed with second hand or stopwatch.

Dr. Gebhard: So, second hand or stopwatch. OK, well, thafs, ah, you refreshed my
memory. 1had no idea that there were that many.

« * •

Interviewer These experiments by pedophiles* on children were presumably illegal.

Dr. Gebhard: Oh ves.

Interviewer... back in 1977, where you were'talfong about an examp^fe of criminality
in the Kinsey research, and Tm quoting, "An example of criminality was our
refusal to cooperate with the authorities in apprehending a pedophile we
interviewed who was being sought for a sex murder." Do you think thafs
defensible ethically?

Dr. Gebhard: Yes....When we promised people absolute confidentiality we meant it...
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2. Dn Alfred Kinsev^s Research on ChHd Orgasm

Dr. Alfred Kinsey's research on child orgasm is described-in Chapter 5̂ ofhis book Sexual
Behavior in the Human Male (1948). Some of theobservations are summarized inTables 30-
34 ofthe book. The numbers ofthe children in the five tableswere, respectively, 214,317,
188, 182, and 28. The minimum ages were, respectively, one year, two months, five months,
(ages ofchildren not recorded for Table 33) and five months. The tables identify sex
experiments, for example. Table 32: "Speed ofpre-adolescent orgasm; Duration ofstimulation
before climax; observations timedwith second handor stop watch."

Did Kinsey instigate or encourage these practices among thepedophiles who provided the data
for Tables 30-34? In his book, Kinsey did not clearly describe his own role. However, Kinsey's
close colleague, C. A. Tripp, made a revealing statement ina 1991 televised interview byPhil
Donahue:

Dr. Tripp: [Reisman] is taUdng about data that came pedophiles, that he
(Kinsey] would listen only to pedophiles who were very careful, used stopwatches, ^
knew how to record dieir thing, did careful surveys....lT]hey were trained observers.

One question cries outfor ananswer: What was the nature ofthe training given to these
"trained observers"? Perhaps Dr. Tripp or others can answerthis question.

A 1991 book reviewin the respected British medical journal TheLancet noted:

|T]heimportant allegations from thescientific viewpoint are the imperfections in the
[Kinsey] sample andunethical, possibly criminal observations on chiIdren....Kinsey...has
left his former co-workers some explaining todo.'

3« Defective and Possibly Fraudulent Research Techniques

In SexualBehaviorin the Human Male (1948), Dr. Kinsey reported that the data on the
317 children came from "9 ofour adult male subjects." ^ However, Dr. John Bancroft, .•
currentDirectorofthe Kiney Institute, contradicted this claim. After examining the data.
Dr. Bancroft indicated that the data for Table 31 cotc from a single adult matersubject^
Thereare a number ofother instances whereKinsey's published claims about numerical
or factual data—claims with important implications if true—are nowbelieved to be
misleadmg or felse.® ' Areview ofKinsey's original data and claims is long overdue."

4. Taxpayer Funding of the Kinsev Institute

In most of their recent news releases, Indiana University denied they received any federal
money which served to supportDr. Kinsey's research efforts.



However, inaddition to thegrants cited in tliis endnote, in 1957 the National Institute of
Mental Health granted ^proximately $50,000.00 peryearfor threeyears to theInstitute,
several years before Kinsey's sex study concluded.^ Furthermore, many millions of
dollars from tax-free mstitutions were diverted to Dr. Kinsey's research during his lifetime,
and millions offederal, state and tax-freefunds continue tG be funneled into the Kinsey
Institute.

5. What Congress Could Do

H.R. 2749, the Child Protection and Ethics inEducation Actof 1995, isa bill to determine
ifKinsey's two principal books onhuman sexual behavior "are theresult ofany fraud or
criminal wrongdoing."

Clearly a useful step would be thegathering of facts on theworkof Kinsey andhis
colleagues and a public disclosure of these facts ina responsible fashion. TheU.S.
Congress is in a strong position to carry out this kind of fact-finding as a precursor to
legislation. Anattempt should be made to answer certain questions thatbeardirectly or
indirectly on H.R. 2749;

• Did Kinsey and his colleagues behave in an ethical fashion in the way they
collected and published data from human subjects, especially children?

• Apart from the ethical considerations, did theyanalyze and publish their
data correctly from the scientific point ofview?

• Were federal fiinds solicited, used, and accounted for appropriately?

• Do the answers to the preceding three questions indicate anyviolations of
federal law?

• If the information collected and published by Kinsey proves, on
examination, to be badly flawed or to involve fraud or criminal
wrongdoing, what are the implications for the use of this information in
science, education, law and public policy? Specifically, to what extent
should the federal government fund the dissemination and use ofthis
information? .

Further information is presented on the following.p^es, and more detail is in^ded in the
endnotes. • ' .
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SOME ADDITIONAL TAT TCTNG POINTS

6. Citizens Have the Right to Know

These areserious questions. "How didtheKins^ teamknow an ll^onth-old had 10orgasins in one
houf*. How did they verify these data. Where were thechildren's parents. Who didthese ^eriments.
Have attempts been to locate the childreiL Who were the subjects ofTable 34.'̂ As noted, the
Kinsey team reported ona cadreof"trained observers:"

Better data came from adult males who have had sexual contacts with younger boys and
who, with theiradultbackgrounds, are able to recognize and interpret theboys' experience,..
Unfortunately [only] 9 of ouradultmalesubjects have observed suchorgasm. Some of these
adults are tech^cally trained persons who have kept diaries orother records which have
been putat ourdisposaL...on 317 pre-adolescents who were eitherobserved masturbating or
with other boys orolder adults (N^e report, p. 177).

•

7. Kinsev Team Describes The Children's Orgasms

Kinsey's "trained observers** tested babies "5 months in age," for repeated orgasms via:

empirical stutfy and statistical procedures... which resulted in...reported observations^® on
suchspecifically se.Kual activities as erection, pelvic thrust and severalothercharacteristics
of true orgasm in a list of 317 pre-adolescent boys, rangingbetween infants of 5 months
andadolescence age.'̂

Dr. Kinsey reported somepedophileobservers "induced....erections—over periodsof monthsor years"
but theyinterviewed no"psychotics whowerehandicapped withpoor memories, hallucination, or
&ntasies that distorted the &ct."^^ Orgasm wasdefined as follows:

E.xtreme tension with violent convulsions:...sudden heaving and jerking of the whole body...
gasping... handsgrasping, mouth distorted, sometimes witiitongue protruding; wholebocfy or
parts of it spasmodically twitching... violentjerking of the penis ... groaning, sobbing, or more
violent cries, sometimes with an abundance of tears (especially among younger
children)....hysterical laughing, talking, sadistic or masochistic reactions ... extreme trembling,
collapse, lossof color, and sometimes fainting of subject...some...su£rer excruciating pain and
mayscream...ifthe penis is even touched....some....before the arrival of orgasm, will fight away
from the partner and may makeviolent attempts to avoidclimax although thqr derive definite
pleasure from the situation.^

Lester Caplan, MD., Diplomate, the American BoardofPediatrics, reviewing Kinsey's Chapter5 (as
above) said "One personcould not do this to so maiqr children—these children had to be held.(j[own or
subject to strapping down, otherwise they would not respond willingly,"^ especially i£ asDr. Gebhard
notes, a cinema record was being made,^

Child intendews were unusually long. Kins^ said afrer two hours "the [adult] becomes fengued and the
quality ofthe record drops."^ StilL Kins^ reported 24hour orgasm "interviews" ofafour,-a-IO-and a
13-year-old,''* a four-year-old for 10 hours; a nine and 13-year-old for eight hours, and so on.^ Dr.
Gebhard*s taped phone interview fiirther details some ofthese techniques.^

Further,G^hard claimedin his letter to Reisman, that thqr did no follow-up on thesechildren since it
was "impossible ortoo expensive"^ Later Gebhard said Kinsey was correct, some children were
foUowed-up and *Ve do have some names'* ofthe children." There isstill no answer tothe question.

'J£S&



BRIEF ENDNOTES

^ See Brief Bio. at end of Endnote section, and Exhibit A: Dr. Reisman's findings were presented to the
sexology field at the 5thWorld Congress ofSexology inJerusalem, Israel, in 1981 and reported
by Sexua/ay Today, iVlay 1983.

^ Sdence Magazine editorial, January9,1987. * . •
' See Exhibit B: Key pages from Kinsey's Male book, pages. 157-192, "Eariy Sexual Growth and Activity."
^ ExhibitF; Decembers, 1990.
' Exhibit J:7778 Lancef, March 2,1991, p.547.

®Male volume, p. 177:The ninemen 'have obsen/ed such orgasm. Some ofthese adults are technically
trained persons who have keptdiaries or other recordswhich have been put at our disposal; and
from them we have secured information on 317 pre-adolescents who were either engaged in self
masturbation, or who were observed in contacts with other boys or older adults.* The Washington
Post (December8,1995, p. F1, F4) reports Dr. Bancroft saying,"Kinsey gives the impression that
the data came from three or four men, but it was just the one," Bancroft said. He speculates that
Kinsey kept that bit to himself because he thought the public might not react well to his use of
data from a sex criminal." Elsewhere Bancroft is reported saying "I have looked at the data on
which these tables appear to be based, and I am fairly, confident that the data for ail 317 cases
came from the one old man ..." (September 19, 1995, Indianapolis-Star, A1, A4), etc.

^ See Exhibit D. The Indianapolis Star. Septernber 19,1995, p. 4, col. 1, "an elderiy scientist"
®Activities such as "forcing" correct answers from subjects and suggesting that investigators might find

some way to treat the data should they*find these answers unacceptable, may or may not be poor
science, Male volume. Op. cit, p. 55

®Ibid., p. 58.
Pomeroy, Wardell, Dr. Kinsey and The Institute For Sex Research. Harper&Row, New York (1972),

pp. 208-209."By 1946, he, Gebhard and I had interviewed about 1,400 convicted sex offenders in
penal institutionsscattered over a dozen states." (On this page Pomeroy notes Kinsey's
explanation that ail American males are really sex offenders, by law, hence the need to largely
eliminate sex offender laws). Kinsey's data included these deviants and prisoners as average
American men. In court documents, former Kinsey Institute Director, Dr. June Reinisch writes
that Kinsey"never used data from the special samples, derived from such populations as the gay
community or prisons, to generalize to the general public" and Or. Gebhard replied, "I fear that.
your final paragraph wiil embarrass you and the university if it comes to Reisman's attention...
.This statement is incorrect Kinsey did mix male prison inmates in which his sample used in"the
Male volume." However, it is perhaps most relevant here to note the "Interviewing young
children."

"For younger children, especially for those under eight years of age....One of the
parents has been present in all of our interviews....The technique is one inwhich the
inter/iewer looks at dolls, at toys of other sorts, joins in games, builds picture puzzles, romps and
does acrobatics with the vigorous small boy. tells stories, reads stories....candies and cookies,
and withal makes himself an agreeable guest..An interview with a young child becomes an
information test rather than an examination of the child's overt activity." [Emphasis added.]

" See Maslow and Sakoda, 'Volunteer Error inthe Kinsey Study," JournalofAbnormal and Soa'al
Psychology, 47.1952 (pp." 259-262).

tl]n 1957, underGebhard's leadership, newsources offederal and private funding werefound....During
the 1970s, with funding from the National Institute of,Mental Health, the Kinsey Instijirte was able
to develop an information service." SIECUS Report September1985, 6-7.

" Official Brochure, Institute for Sex Research, Indiana University, 1970, "News of Kinsey's efforts reached
the National Research Council's Committee for Research on Problems of Sex when he applied for
a grant...in late 1940 [and was awarded] $1,600, themonies being provided by theMedical ^
Division oftheRockefeller Foundation increas^ to$7,500 by 1946, reached $35,000....me
National Institute of Mental Health awarded the Institute the first in a series of grants which were
destined to continue for years and to constitute the major financial support of the [Kinsey]
research. In the Customs case a federal district coursl* ruled In favor of the Institute, empowering
it to import for research purpose any sort of erotic material and allowing such materials to be sent
through the mails....regarded as a landmark in the history of the relationship between
science and law." pp. 3,0. (Emphasis added.).

Pomeroy, Wardell, Dr. Kinseyand The Institute For Sex Research, Harper &Row. NewYork, 1972, pp.
403 - 425: Kinsey insisted that 80 decibels, not 40 were needed for his work to proceed; 30 is
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normal conversation; 40 is iiglittraffic; 70, normal traffic; quiet train; 80, rocic music, subway; 90,
tliunder; 100 jet plane at takeoff. The Worfd Almanac, 1993. Funk and Wagnalls. (A child's
scream is only *30 times louder than normal conversation.')

See ExhibitC: After Dr. Reisman asked these questions In 1981, the Kinsey Institute launched a 12-
year-iong national campaign to undermine her investigation. The 87-page Kinsey Institute
"confidential' package mailedworldwide, and especially to those who mightinterview Reisman on
the issue are available.

Writing In OurSexuality, (2nd edition), Menlo Park, California: The Benjamin/Cummings Publishing Co.
sexologists. Crooks &Baur, offera sexologicalviewof the term "direct observation:' A third
method for studying human sexual behavior is direct obsen/ation. [Original emphasis.] This type
of research may vary greatiy in form and setting, ranging from laboratory studies that observe
and record sexual responses to participant obsen/ation where the researchers join their subjects
in sexual activity.' (p. 64).

Kinsey, Male Volume, p. 181.
Ibid., p. 37. Moreover, as Lewis Terman pointed out in his qritique of Kinsey, 'The author lists (p. 39)

"many hundred" persons who brought in "delinquent groups: male prostitutes, female prostitutes,
bootieggers, gamblers, pimps, prison inmates, thieves and hold-up men. These, presumably,
would have brought In others of their kind, but Inwhat numbers they did so we are not told."
Terman also notes "a dozen prison populations' included "a state school for feeble-minded, two
children's homes, and two homes for unmarried mothers....plus "more than 1,200 persons who
have been convicted of sex offenses." (Kinse/s "Sexuaf Behavior in the Human Male: Some
Comments and Criticisms," Lewis Terman, Sexual Behavior in American Sodety. An Appraisal of
tiie First Two Kinsey Reports. NYC: W.W. Norton & Co.. 1955, p. 447).

Ibid., p. 37.
® Ibid., pp. 160-161.
^ See ^hibit H: Letter to Judith Reisman from Lester Caplan M.D., Diplomate, theAmerican Board of

Pediatrics, reviewing the child data.
^ See exhibit E, Pomero/s letter to Reisman, para2. "Some ofthese sources have added to their written

or verbal reports photographs, and, in a few Instances, cinema." The Kinsey Institute Is on record
as possessing a selection of child pornography films and photographs.

® Ibid., p. 181.
Ibid., p. 180.

^ "Was Kinsey a Fake and a Pervert?," The Wage Voice, December 11,1990, p. 41.
^ See Exhibit I: of an audio taped phone discussion between J. Gordon Muir, editor of Kinsey, Sex and

Fraud, and Paul Gebhard on November 2,199Z
^ See Exhibit D, Ibid.

In the Male volume, Kinsey describes the children's trauma (which he saw as orgasmic), claiming to
also have data on "a smaller percentage of older boys and adults which continues these reactions
throughout life," p. 161.

Judith A. Reisman. Ph.D. President, The Tn^rinifr.For Media Education, received her doctorate in Cdbununicodon
in 1980 fn»n Case Western Reserve Univetsi^ in Cleveland, Ohiof In f98l. at the5thWorid Congress of
Sexology in Jerusalem. Reisman exposed the crimes against children involved in Kinsey's data on sexual behavior-
data which laid the foundation for modem sex education, sex laws and public policies. She was a member of the
Sociology/Anthropology faculty at Haifk University, Israel; Visidng Professor of Education at American University,
Washington, D.C.: and Adjunct facility in Communications at George Mason Universi^ in Virginia. The British
medical journal, Tht Lancet, said that Kittsey Sex and Fraud, Dr. Judith Reisman and her colleagues demolish
the foundations of the two (Kinsey] reports.* Dr. Reistoan providedexpert testimonyto parliamentsand
legislatures in Australia, Canada, New Zealand, Israel and South Africa, as weQ as to federal and state courts in the
USA. She is listedin Who's Wto in Scienceand Engineering, bitemadonal Wfto's"Who in Education, baemadonol
Who's Who in Sexology, Who's Who ofWomen, e/c., and was awarded the **Save Our Children Scientist of die Year
Award" by the Save Our Children National Alliance. Jn.1994 Reisman assisted in two successf\]l Amict Curiae
briefs; USA. v. iCnoz (child pornography) and Steffan v. Secretary ofDefense, et ai. Reisman is author of the
Department of Justice, Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention report, "Images ofQvldren, Crime and
yiolerux" (1989); Kinsey, Sex and Fraud (Reisman& Eichel, 1990)and Sojt Pom Fit^s Hardball (1991). Her
work has appearedin refereed scieodiic journals, including Oology and Sociobidlogy, the New Universities
Qi»afi»riy (England), The New York University
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INSTITUTE FOR SEX RESEARCH, INa
MURXISON HALL 416

H>.(K)MI.NfnON. INDIANA 47401
TEL. C81?) 337-7686

FvmmJtJ hy Atfttd C. Kint*y

Paul H. Crfahard, Dirvcter

March 11, 1981

Judith -Bat-Ada, Ph.D.
•VI Recanati St. h

Ramat Aviv
Israel

Dear Dr. Bat-Ada:

Dr. Gagnon left the Institute a dozen years ago and so I am responding to
'̂Our February 8 letter addressed to him. You pose more questions than I could

fully answer in anything less than a monograph, but perhaps my brief reply will
be satisfactory.

Since sexual experimentation with-huraan infants and children is illegal, we
have had to depend upon other sources'^f data. Some of these were parents, mostly
college educated, who observed their children and kept notes for us. A few were
nursery school owners or teachers. Others were homosexual males interested in
older, but still preoubertal. children. One was a maa.who had numerous sexual
contacts with ma^e and female infants and children and, being of a scientific

•hpntj kept detailed records of each encounter. Some of these sources have added
to their written or verbal reports photographs and, in a few instances, cinema.
We have never attempted any follow-up studies because i-t was either.impossible
or too expensive. The techniques involved were self-masturbation by the child,
child-child sex plav. and agtHt-cima manual or oral.

We omitted incest, except for one brief mention, because we felt we had too
few cases: 47 white females and 96 white males, and most-Tsf-the inces.t was with
siblings. We have turned our incest data over to WarrenJEamell to supplement
his larger study which I thinfc^s stil.l unpublished. •

We have not yet done any analyses (except for some"study of pregnancy, birth
and abortion) cf-our-female prison sample, but someday I hope to do so....

We have done little with our Black case histories because they are so'diverse
and -atypical that a distorted picture might emerge. Only the Black college-educated
males and females could be truly labeled a sample. Their data are publi^shed in
Gebhard and Johnson, The Kinsey Data:...Philadelphia, W.B. Saunders Co-.; 1979.q'his, volumfi al^^q fliye^ inrpst data in table^25.-^ •

As to'non-human mammals, prepubertal sexual activity is common in males,
but rare.in females below the primate level. Female primates seem partly - ^
emancipated from hormonal control and do display some"" prepubertal sexual activity.

The anthropological data we gleamed from the ethnographic . .
and from several compendia such as Ford and Beach, Karsch-Haack, etc, and t
Human Area Relations Files.

Sincerely,

Paul.H. Gebhard ,
Director

PG:lb



The InstitTUte For Media Educatloii
Voice: (703) 237-5455 P.O. Box 7404, Arlington, "N^rgmia 22207 (703)237-4528

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

William Witten (703) 237-5455
or Michelle Moore (502) 241 5552

Kinsey Institute Directors Have Conflicting Stories
About Dr. Kinsey's "Trained" Pedopliile(s)

WASHINGTON, D.C.-Were 317 infants and children sexually molested for
Kinsey, Pomeroy, Martin and Gebharrfs book's Sexual Behavior in the Human Male
(1948) and Female (1953)?

In 1981 Dr. Judith Reisman exposed the Kinsey team as having authorized sex
experiments on at least 317 children and in 1995, the Family Research Council joined
with her to produce The Children of Table 34, an expose of Kinsey's influential data.
All four Kinsey Directors; Alfred Kinsey, his successor Paul Gebhard, the third Director,
June Reinisch, and the cun-ent Director, John Bancroft, tell different stories about the
use of pedophiles for Kinsey's research.

A new Congressional bill, H.R. 2749, The Child Protection and Ethics in
Education Act of 1995" will be seeking the truth about the charts which show adult
efforts to bring infants and children as young as 2 months old to "orgasm," using stop
watches and cinema, under Kinsey's authority.

But, who is telling the truth? Reinisch, testified there were "no grounds" for the
charge that Kinsey used pedophiles to test children for orgasm. When Bancroft wrote
to the Family Research Council May 15,1995, he did not deny Kinse/s use of
pedophile's, concluding, that sex education "in the United States is [however^ not]
based on these specific obsen/ations ofpedophiles" [Emphasis added].

'

Recently however Bancroft said "an omnipJiile," "an elderiy scientisf was
Kinsey's lone molester {The Herald Times, 9/15/95, A1) then demoting the "scientisf to
a man trained in "forestry".(T/7e Washington Post 12/8/95, F1,4, and 12/28/95, A22).
Said Bancroft

"Kinsey gives the Impression that the data came from three or four men, but it was
just the one.* He speculates that Kinsey kept that bit to himself because he thought
the public might not react well to his use of data from a sex criminal.' {The
Was/j/ngfon Posf, 12/8/95, F1-4).

Thinking better of his admission, Bancroft protested that The Washington Post
misquoted him, that Kinsey "made it clear" his data came from "a sex criminal a
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pedophile" he said {The Washington Post, 12/28/95, A22). But, Wnsey's statement,
which follows is so encoded that it is not surprising that no researcher is on record as
realizing Kinsey used child rapists as his "technically trained" experts.

"Better data on preadolescent climax come from the hi^ories ofadult males who have
had sexual contacts with younger boys and who, with their adult backgrounds, are
able to recognize and interpret the boys' experiences ... 9 ofouradult male subjects
have observed such orgasm. Some of these adults are technically trained persons
who have kept diaries or other records which have been put at our disposal; and from
them we have secured infonmation on 317 preadolescents who were either observed
in.self masturbation, or who were observed in contacts with other boys or other .
adults." Alfred C. Kinsey, Sexual Behavior in the Human Ma/e, W. B. Saunders, 1948,
page 177.

Yet, Paul Gebhard, Kinsey's co-author said ^the molesters timed child orgasms
with stop watches, "at our suggestion... .we would ask them-to watch it, and take -
notes, and ... report back to us" (11/2/92- phone interview audio-tape and transcript
available on request). Gebhard always said 'The information we got on childhood
sexuality came from the observations of nursery school people, parents,, and
pedophiles" in a letter to Judith Reisman, Ph.D. (3/11/81). Gebhard said in The IHeraid
Times, (9/6/95).

There couldnt have been any research if we tumed them in. Of course we knew
when we interviewed the pedophiles that they would continue the activity, but we
didnt do anything about that" (A1, 7).

Again, in his letter to Reisman, Gebhard candidly explained:

"Since sexual experimentation with human infants and children is illegal, we have had to
depend upon other sources of data. Some of these were parents, mostly college educated,
who obsen/ed Their children and kept notes for us. A few were nursery school owners or
teachers. Others were homosexual males interested in older, but still prepubertal, children.
One was a man who had numerous sexual contacts with male and female infants and

children and, being of a scientific bent, kept detailed records of each encounter."

Meanwhile, June 2,1983, then President John Ryan stated that Kinsey's
integrity and research were a "stellar achievemenf \n which "all interviews were
conducted with great integnty and guided by strict ethical standards." By 1995 Ryan
was urging the public to believe it is "patently false" to suggest Kinsey's research was
supported by federal funds." {Bioomington Heraid'plmes, 12/8/95, p. A1,7).

Yet, among other documents confinning federal and state funding of Kinse/s
research, co-author Wardell Pomeroy, testified in Kentucky vs. Happy, Day, Inc (1980)
that Kinsey was federally funded, by at least $150,000 just to process the Kinsey data,
stating under oath, "we got a grant from the National Institute of Mental Health at
Indiana University to further the Kinsey research."

Why would Bancroft, new to the United States and the Kinsey Institute, argue
so vigorously that one old man molested Kinsey's 317 children? An excerpt from a
Canadian television Interview suggests some reasons for Bancroft's cun-ent claims,
saying all charges of Kinsey's fraud or biased research are "baseless".
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Interviewer Did he [Kinsey] make it clear in the report that the conclusions, ah, on the
sexual capacity of 317 children were based solely on the evidence of one criminal?

Bancroft: No he suggested that it may have been from'three or four.. Ah, I think he was
misleading... .Yes, Ithink hewas misleading but Idon't think itwas a misleading ofany
consequence

Interviewer It's not significant that the conclusions of a study on the sexual responses of
children come solely from a man who really has a, who's a deviant? Doesn't he have a
skewed perception of child sexuality? Whydid it take so long to set the record
straight? How long have you known, in fact, that Itwas, the conclusions in this particular
case, were from one man?

Bancroft: When I got to the Kinsey Institute and these accusations were continuing, ah, some
peoplewere expressing, ah, some otherwise reasonable people were beginning to worry
about these accusations and saying well now how Is it that if he's got Information from
three or four men he can standardize it In such a way that It goes into a table unless
somehow or another he's trained these men to make these obsen/ations? People were
beginning to express that concern therefore I decided to look more closely at the
source of Information and that's when I realized that actually, as far as the tables were
concerned, that the Information all came from this one man who had been collecting this
infomiation in an extraoniinary methodologicalway throughout his life, since about 1917.

Bancroft "1 worked out that it was one man involved the beginning of September" 1995.
Asked, wasn't that "academic dishonesty", he said:

Bancroft: There is no reason to say that Kinsey has been dishonest. He probably had a good
reason for obscuring whether it was one or three men, that is a minor detail "

The interviewer suggested that Kinsey's academic dishonesty may have pushed
the cun-entiy hamr^ful sexualized view of children. By 1954, book advertisements for
Sexology, An Authoritative Guide to Sex Education, Kinsey on Sex Response in
Children (5/54), read that Kinsey had found:

"....it is possible for tiny infants onlytwo to three months old to respond to sex stimulation
in a manner as intense as that experienced by their parents."

This scientific conclusion was gounded in pedophile tests on tiny experimental .
subjects. Bancroft didn't "blame (the critics) for their interpretation," but feels.ihe nation
should accept his "assurance that that was not'tiiiQ case' (The Herald Times, Ibid.). If
science is the search for truth, there is a need for Congress to lead this search for
science

To receive a press kit, to order a copy of The Children of Table 34 (1995)
narrated by Efrem Zimbalist Jr. which documents Kinsey's fraudulent research, or
Kinsey, Sex and Fraud by Reisman and Eichel (1990)> or for interviews, call The
Institute For Media Education.
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January 27, 1996

E. Miclvicl Jones, F-diror
2tJ<> Marquctic Avcnui*. Dctul, Indiana 46Cil7

Phone: (2iy) 2ay.y786 Fax: (21V) 2S9-H61

Rep, Stephen Stockman
fax: 202-226-4750

Dear Mr. Stockman:

nn Mondav January 22. 1 arrived at the Kinsey Institute to do
fescarch on an article for \iars magazine. Seven V^ars ago.
trif-d unsuccessfully to gel in to Ihe Institute to do research

of which 1 am sending under separate cover.
What I discovered is that even though the directorship and ftv
JratLy in dealing with research has changed, the same philosophy
of thwarting access to the materials remains. Afew examples will
explain, T think, what 1 mean.

When 1asked to see the Kinsey correspondence, I was told fjat the
entire archivc was being reshelved. antercstingly. I was told the!ame thbg seven years fgo.) When 1asked to sec the films, I was
told that the films and the flat art-i.e., the pl'f ,
being reshelved. When 1 asked when the rcshelving project
was told December 1995 for the archives, and January 1996 for the
films. j--

I then- asked to see a list of films prodifced by the Kinsey institute
and was told by the head librarian, Margaret Harter, that Aere was
no such list. I then produced a bibliographic essay on the ^nsey
institute written by Miss Harter's predecessor ("Sex
The Collections and Services of the Kinsey Institnte tor J"
Sex, Gender, and Reproduction" by Gwendolyn L. Pershing> l^S, Hrad
of Information Services , Kinsey Institute) which appe^ed in 1988
in a journal called Behavioral and Social Science Librarian, and
which stated, "A list of films produced by the institute is available
Upon request."



Miss Harter seemed taken aback by ihe information I produced and
shortly thereafter produced two lists of films, but neither was the
one I requested. After having told me over the phone that the
Institute had produced no films, she now told me that the films were
being reshelved and that there was no list of them available.

My experiences at tlie Institute tliis past Monday have convinced me
that the same policy of thwarting research in existence seven years
ago is still in existence now. The Kinsey Institute gets to have its
cake and eat it, too. It gets money from the state, but acts as if it is
a private collection. This allows it to favor only those who share its
agenda of undermining sexual morals and the social order. It claims
in its materials that it is interested in disseminating information
on sexuality, but yet thwarts anyone who'does not share the agenda
of the Institute. We know from published accounts (Pomeroy 1972,
Stewart 1980) that the Kinsey Institute was involved in making
films and that the Stewart film involved criminal activity. What we
don't know at this point is whether that material has been destroyed
(or is now in the process of being destroyed) or whether the
material in the Institute is ever going to be open to unbiased
research. I think acccss to the Kinsey archives is important because
two of the major changes in our culture, the promotion of sex
education and the promotion of homosexuality, are directly traceable
to supposedly "scientific" Kinsey data which has never been
subjected to independent verification. Since there is a prima facie
case for both criminal activity and fraud here involving state money,
1 urge you to pursue your investigation. If I can be of any help in your
investigation, please let me know.

All the best.

E. Michael Jones

cc: Judith Reisman
Vincent McCarthy
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H.R.

A Bill to establish "The Scientific Research Integrity Act of 1996.'

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

January —, 1996

Mr. Stockman (for himself etc.,....)

A BILL

A Bill to establish "The Scientific Research Integrity Act of 1996."

SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds thefollowing; ^ ^

Theimpact on society of scientific research canbe substantial; that the
temptation to abridge basic human rights inorder to test certain hypotheses is often
great, and thatthe integrity of scientific research is fiindamental to the health,
safety, and welfare of tiie people.

SECTION 2. PROHIBmON ON USE OF ILLEGALLY DERIVED DATA.

No federal funds shall be used, to either directlyor indirectlydisseminate by any
means, data findings or educational materials, derived, in wholeor in part, firom
experiments or activities conducted without the informed consent of the humansubjects.
Participation, knowledge or encouragement insuchexperiments by researchers is
illegal, and the burden of proof of informedconsentis on tiie researches.
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SECTION 3. DEFINITIONS: lOTORMED CONSENT.

Informed Consent means the human subject must be 18 years of age or
older and must be made aware of the experimental procedures proposed
andthelong andshortterm risks of those procedures. Parents or legal
guardians may not give consent to a minor's participation inany
experiments whichmightviolate any ^plicable law.

SECTION 4. Private Right Of Action.

Any person "w^o haspersonally, orwhose child or legal ward has personally
been exposed to dataor findings disseminated involition of this act, shall have the
right tofile suitinFederal District Court toenjoin such dissemination. Thefederal
department whose fimds were used inthe experiment, shall pay the reasonable
attomey's fees of a prevailing plaintiff.

LEGISLATIVE fflSTORY:

'Ihe Scientific Research Integrity Act of 1996'' is offered to establish thegeneral
principle that government ofthe United States will allow, nor will ituse its funds to make
any useofscientific data, derived from experiments where informed consent was not
obtained. This legislation is written to specifically address at leastfourdisparate setsof

andfindings whichhave come to Congressional andpublic attention in recentyears.

1) The proposed use bytheEPA ofdata obtained byscientists innazi Germany firom
experiments onJewish and other death camp prisoners during W.W. II,ontheeffect of
various fertilizers on humans.

2). The discovery of experiments conducted without the informed consent ofU.S.
Servicemen on the effect of ingesting LSD.

3) The recent focus onthe fact that Alfired Kinsey based many ofhis conclusions about
human sexuality found inhis influential book. SexualBehavior in theHumanMale
(1948), on illegal sexual experiments conducted onchildren fi-om the age of2-months to
fourteen-years. Clearly neither the underage children noriheirparents couldliave given
informed consentto allowtheir children to be parlyto anysuch illegal experiments.

4) The non-therapeutic experiments conducted onpoor syphilitic black men carried out
in Tuskegee, Alabama

5)Aseries of lesser-known unethical andharmfijl experiments were conducted on
humans, including children, without informed consent Manyof these are outlined in the
Law-Medicine Institute ofBoston anthology "Clinical Investigation inMedicine: Legal,
Ethical and Moral Aspects," in 1963.

(ContactJudith Reisman, 703 237 5455 or TunWootton202 822 8100 or fax 202 822 8149)


