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letter .
| From John Bancroft

ot T discredit Kinsey’s work,a
: S0 you have joined the campaign to discredit Ki S W a
;campaigncgaraduigedbyagrutdealofmishﬁ'mﬁon. Your
. | asticle in The Observerlast Sunday adds more. Kinsey did not .
‘revolutionise ideas ofsexualdcvdopment,andhedtdrevmlﬂmta
part ofhis data on children’s sexual respotise was suppliedby - -
Paedophiles. Kinsey did not conclude that children were fully.
 fledged sexual beings from birth'; he did not denounce children’s
‘need for legal protection; he did not tnsist that children could enjoy
‘orgasms’ from the moment they are born. o
| . You omit'to mention that Judith Reisman published a book,
clled Kinsey, Sex and Fraud, followed by media appearances in
| Which she alleged that Kinsey carried out sexual experiments on
children. The institute’s response to thesa totally unfounded -
allegations led to her suing the institute and Indiana University for
libel, 2 case which after four years of major time- and money-
wasting was thrown out by the court. As for Clarence Tripp, he
speaks neither for Kinsey nor the Kinsey Institute, -
* Kinsey concealed one piece of information about the ‘paedophile’
data ~ that it came from one paedophile, rather than three or four,
Yous say that L have republished both of the Kinsey volumes withoiit
quilification or caveatabout this coritroversial material. Yet I know
| thatyou have read my introduction to the republished volumes in
‘which T'deaxly stated my reservations about his use of it (relevant -
_ -gécﬁbp;fﬁmeymd?&ﬂdmn,isonmweb ite, =
ttp://www.indiana edu/kinsey/controversy.html). But this tiny
part of Liis liuge undertaking, and the rest of it, should be judged in
‘historica] coptext- At that time little wasknown about sexual -
behavidir, even less about child sexual 2buse. By passing no moral -
judgemients; which he saw-as oggde the province of science, anid
by guarantecing confideatiality, he obtained a largemmount of
: :Znsitnreand importasitinformation about many aspects of sexisal
‘béhaviour. Fifty years on, we are less naive about the objectivity of
saence’andwe do things e diﬂ'mﬂea f);kdy st e G e s
| This campdign you have joined, asserting as it does thiat
. Kingey'$iwork is.the basis for modem sex education, is aimed af
Hidt ediscation, and misguidedly believes that discreditiria
Kinsey will aid the process. Sex education, child sexual abuse, 'and
the crucial, refated issue of mormal child sexual development; are:
too important to be exploited for sensationalist journalism.

. | John Bancroftis director of the Kinsey Institute, Indiana University -




