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PERPETUATING THE SEXUAL VICTIMIZATION OF CHILDREN

In the author’s opinion, the most insidious use of child pormography is to perpetuate the sexual
victimization of children. . . .

The exhibited pornography may consist exclusively of material which features adults in lewd poses
or activities. In other cases, the pomography featuring adults will be shown to the child first, and after
arousing the child’s interest in the activities depicted, child pomography is introduced to endorse and
encourage the participation of the child in similar activities.®

In other cases, the pornography will be exhibited under the guise of "sex education.* For example,
the book Show Me*® purports to be a sex education text for children and depicts children in various sex
acts, including masturbation, oral copulation and vaginal intercourse. This book, writes a medical doctor,
"... stresses the pleasure of sex as well as the biology,” and according to a church spokesman is intended

to "... evoke hours of informative and warm, intimate conversation among children, their parents and
teachers [and] communicates the joy of physical closeness, tenderness, mutual appreciation and affection

.. of relating to another with a unity of body and spirit."

Not surprisingly, Show Me is found with regularity during searches of child exploiters homes, and
viclims often report that exposure to this book preceded the initial act of molestation.® As a child, how can
you doubt your parent, teacher or other trusted person, when a very "attractive"*® book is endorsing the
behavior sought by the adult exploiter?

The motive is the same, regardless of how the material is exhibited: To lower the victim's
inhibitions; to create sexual arousal in the victim; to incite the curiosity of the victims regarding the activities
depicted; and to convince the child that, "since it is in a book, it must be okay!"*



In this PLAYBOY, September, 1991, article the author, Bill Andriette,
debunks the existence of child pornography and criticizes the overly
broad child porn statutes which place everyone at risk. He describes
public and sovernment concern about '"nude'" depictions of juveniles as
mass '"hysteria". What Playboy feils to inform its readers is that
Andriette is the editor of the NAMBLA bulletin (North American Man
Boy Love Association), an organization which actively advocates for
sexual access to children., He is also a board member for PAIDIKA,
THE JOURNAL OF PEDOPHILIA.
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the wor against nudity comes home

Can the FBE vaid vour home on ac-
count of the books you own? Can the
police shut down a library or muscum
oy research institite because it con-
tains publications the state yules im-
permissible?

As of November 209, 1900, when
George Bush signed the Comprehen-
sive Crime Act. the answer 1o those
questions is ves, Buried in that legisla-
tion is a clause making i a felony to
knowingly  possess three or more
books, magazines, videos or other
matters  that visually

By BILL ANDRIETTE
ages that no one could possibly view
as hanmful 1o society o 1o children,
Fhe new law broadens the defimizion
of sexnally explicic condua to indude
“lascivious exhibiions of the eenitals
or pubic areas,” In other words, it now
savs that simple child nodite may be
iegal, Te allows lor no distinction be-
tween the sweaty collection of a per-
vert or pedorast and the cofiee table
art of a responsible parent.  your
family albam contains pictures of vour
newborn having his or her diaper

The law tries 1o establish malicious
intent where none may exist. Hihe lo-
cal Fotomat turns over your family
photos o the FBI, and upon search-
mg vour house, agents uncover a
bootleg video of Bernardo Bertoluc-
¢i's 1906 (which includes o scene of a
boy masturbating), your intevest in
Marxist cinema puts you in jeopardy.
If further searching uncovers a collec-
tion of old Perthouse magarines, in-
chuding the Seprember 1984 jssue
with  then-underage  model Trac

Lords  posing  naked,

depict  persons  young-
er than |8 “engaging
o sexually  explion
condoct . . . real

or simulat-
ed.” The
maxi-
mnn - sen-
tence  for
vielators is
five vears in
prison and a
250,000 [ine.

On the Lace of i,
the bill seems a use-
ful weapon in the au-
sade against the sexual
abuse of children. The
logic behind the Taw s
simple: I you can't stop
the creation of the image

{the actual abuse), penal-

vou could go o jml
Under the law, vour
family photos, 196G
and an issue of
Priithouse
become
the three
necessary
items for
conviction.
Antiporn
crusaders in
and out of the
Government
avow  rero  toler-
ance of child nudity.
(It is noteworthy that
the Justice  Depart-
ment tried w make pos-
session ol a single
image a felony) Last
vear. Dennis Barrie, the

ize the demand (the mar-
ket for images of the

Coffee-table art or o Federal rap for child porn?

] director of the Cincin-
nati Contemporary Arts

abusel. But  since  the
Government began a concerted cam-
paign in 1977, the already-limited
market for child pornography has vir-
tually dried up: Ahont the only people
still selling pictures of children and
adolescens having sex are Federal
faw-enforcement agents  conducting
sting operations. In some cases. the
agents succeeded in finding evidence
of omgeing  sexual  abuse—trophy
shots of victims——and under the new
taw, possession of those photographs
is as serious a crime as actoal abuse.
But in their zeal 10 discover new
child pornographers, the Feds have
now alse ceiminalized a range of im-

changed, taking his o1 her first hath
or lving smde on a bearskin rug, vou
can he sent 1o jail.

The determination of  lascvious
conduct, the courts have raled, de-
pends on stch subjective subtleties as
the camera angle (does it showcase
the genitals?), the position of the legs
{ave they parted?), the expression on
the face (s there a seductive gling in
the eye?), the sile of atire (s it
provocative?) or even the setiing s it
a hedroom?). With such vague crite-
via, prosecutors can--and do—make
the case that practically any photo of a
naked minoy is pornographic.

Center, was prosecuted
for showing Robert Mapplethorpe’s
child nudes. among other works, And
in April 1990, internationally known
photographer Jock Sturges, who ook
pictures of families at nude beaches,
was victimized by a vaid in San Fran-
cisco. Tn hoth cases. the models came
forward and said that the photos de-
picted innocent behavior. Evidently,
artstic value or moral innocence of-
fers no insurance against hysteria.

Bill Andvictie is features editor of The
Guide. a Bovion-bosed gay magazine.




