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ben WATTE3VBERG
-jrr* — Lda$Ljua\e..\ iilzalcfnKinsey s social science w^n't
» »—t. ^

T
Ihe reputation of the world's

rnost icmoiis sex researcher
is ancc agaLa mider intense

\^Z~ leading to somejarger questions about what heis
^ppaned.in to America.

The remarkably rnbcGd^reviews
ofmenewly published andmassive
(937.page) 'Alfred C, Kinsey! A
^bhc/Private Life" byJames H.
Jones (Norton, 1997), have concen-
fratea onseveralpoints, oftencon-

• tradlctory: (13 Kiasev was kinky
masochistic, homosejoial/bisd-xijal/
p^exual, pedophilia-condocing,
^e-swapping and orgiastic, run-
Di^his institute as afi^e seizone;

11^ ^p<2rsonal agenda —sec-uaJ ^liberation in a publicly pnidish
sooie^ (3) His C5.use was a good
one;therefore, he was a good man
evtoa great man; (4) lUs c^usc was
a bad one, and therefore he was a
oad nia^ and (5) He cooked his
pta to lend scientific credence to
his personal agenda.

By my lights, data-eaoking isthe
most currently relevant of tbese

bool^ "Sex-
tra^Mavior In the Human Male "
Dublished in 70^153 U^r-

prgoners, mcluding sex offenders.
writes that(Kmsey S) methodology andsam-

vtrtuaHy guaran-

leaves a question: Waj
C>^socialscience? We may assume that his

person^ i^Qsyncrasies were his
alone. Buthava others inthesocial
sciences beentruebeUevers rather
tasn disinterested observers'

PK ' forthcomingprogram on this
gently intenlewsd two of

Amen^ileadin^sodaJschoIars Ssv-mour ilpset and Jam^,
Wilson, Both were proud oftlieir pr5-

These books changed the
yvciy TTwnyAmericans
thoughtabout sex.

xiuiiidii ivaaie,
pubbshed m 1942. has since been
called "themost talked-about book
mthe 20$century." Kinsey's 1953
Sexual Behayior In the Human

Female" was also a blockbuster.
Taese books changedtheway many
Americans thoughtaboutsex,
• And why not? He wasa professor
ofzoology at theUniversityofIndi
ana. His conclusions were based
on scientific research." Thus.
When ^sGy stated chat37 percent
ofmen had had ahomosexual expc-
ncnce to Orgasm, 25 percent of
tnamed women were unfaitiiful lo
their husbands by age 40, and 10
percent of men were practicing
nomose-xuals, Aniericans found it
shocking —yet credible.

As it Uirns out, fils social science
w^either flawed ordishonest—or
both, l-brexample, Kinsevdidn'tuse
e crp^.tpnian Afskv pccu/a-
t-ans he studied. DisproportiMate
j;™bers of his respJndfaS^
omoscxuals, male prostitutes and

shortcomLogj.I^. lipset recalled what Max
^eber, the father of modem soci
ology said; ''Every scholar has a
pa^'^line, Mr. Wilson noted that
iromitsincephonsintlielats ig90ssocial science had a "refonnise'

Many practitionersbelieved that social science could

whicn they would be hapoy to
define. Both scholars agreld that
the onfomg reforrmng impulse in
thesoculsaences today falls clear
ly on tile Liberal side of the spec-
tn^ Others go furth erand sayit's
tiotlibcraljbutradicaL
Th tbatshew

rples didn't e.'dst. Mead's work has
Since been re-examined. It turni
out she didn't speak much Samoan.
^dnt spend myjch time there,

S the Sirls sheintervieTred,
andc^ebacxwithjusttiiere^lS "her mentor wanted tohear

On tlie ^er side, there is Jam«
Coleman. Over 30 yeai^ ago, with a
^rge government budget, he con-
niir'fian « HTtrt.-v * ,

vi mscnooi.
Ofcourse, ever>'oo.e knew-what

tod bad teachers made bad stu
dents. But Coleman's results were
not whatwas expected. Hisresults
might be summarxzed !• a sins-Ie
word: "parents." Students' perfor.
mance was directlyrelated totl^eir

• home environment. But'when
social science doesn't conform to
meprevailing liberal consensus, it
IS often ignored. And thus, more
than_30 years later, the argument

^ niore moneyax thmgs up in our schools/'
inisis science?

And so, tou often weendudwith
dueling politicized studies. One
large army ofsocial scientists says
welf^e does not cause out-of-wed-
iockb^ths; a Smaller armysaysit

. ' social scienttstasays atrinnative action works well'
anothpsays itdoesn't. The issue of
school vouchers is similarly con
tested. Social scientists now getthe
same respect we^ve to counroom
experts, each of whompeddleshis
own theory of what DNA evidence
really means.

a time — I swear I
reniember it—when aprofessor, a,
social s^entist,was held inspecial
regard because what he said was
basedonscienceand hence hadto
be respected. Fbrgeiit

» -uomios Of
In Samoa." It "proved" t^at men
fljid women were really rather the 7^ ^1?/ WittenhOT is a national-fy syndi^tud columnist and Is a

prwe Institute.He hosts a we&kJ-\j
telcrvialon program, "Thin^
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