
^ V-: '€

\ T'' '\

i L-r -r.

•! \.
I

. • ',•/

.• " '̂ '•

' ff i
:Orv -.

^y\-:
: . ;

The ;Case Againsi

$2.50 (US.)



The Case AgaiJsi:
by E. Michael Jcfviis |

I

Kinsey

Alfred Charles Kinsey, the compiler of 4,000,000
gall wasps and 18,000 sex histories, has been dead for
almost 33 years now but the controversy surrounding
his work lives on after him. It is, you might say, his
legacy. June Machover Reinisch, the current director of
the institute that Kinsey founded to a large extent from
proceeds from his male and female reports, is now
fighting for her job. After evaluating her performance
over the past six and a halfyears, Indiana University
has decided to ask her to leave. They allege incom
petence. In February a former smdent of Reinisch
claimed that she "should not have been listed as co
author because she made no contribution to the por
tion of his thesis published in the science journal
Nature^ In March the National Institutes of Health
announced that they were sending a team of inves
tigators to Bloomington "to conduct a preliminary
study of Kinsey's grant records." In question is "how
millions of federal research grant dollars were spent"
by Reinisch. One of the things the funding agencies
found iiitriguing was a joint bank account Reinisch
opened in 1980 with a Danish psychiatrist That this
type of academic squabbling makes it into nationally-
syndicated news articles is a tribute to the work that
Kinsey did and the name he made for himself and the
field of sex research.

However, it is just as much an indication of the con
troversy that continues to surround the field of sex edu
cation. Those within the charmed circle of the sex
industry like to explain this as having to do with the
field of sexuality itself, which, they tell us. is very "con
troversial," controversial to the point of paranoia, one
suspects. When I asked for a picture of Kinsey to
accompany this article I was told by one of the
functionaries at the Kinsey Institute that they would
have to wait until Dr. Reinisch returned from Denmark
to get her approval. When I expressed surprise at the
institute's administrative style, I received a renim call
from that person's superior, reminding me how "con
troversial" work on Kinsey was and informing me that
they "might not even have a picmre to send me." It was
almost as if I had asked for a pictureof Kinsey himself
inflagrante dilectu. But it's just part of the curious double
standard one gets usedto when dealing with the Kinsey
Institute for Research on Sex, Gender, and Reproduc
tion. They profess not to bat an eyelash at the most
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hair-r&is|ng of sexual perversions, but nonetheless
poiiit^eiy Victorian when the conversation

move$ !iii th^ (lirdction ofKinsey himself.

IT'S BUT fS rr RESEARCH?
"It's safe,' said one sex educator dismissing

abstiilet ce ^ ^ way of avoiding both pregnancy and
disease, "butisit sex?" Thesame sortofquestion comes
to miiid M^hen one delves into the field of sex research.
"It's MXJ" qm^ is inclined to admit when confronted
with the )volumes of pornography, the 3,500 three
dimei^si^nal 0]bjects, the 25,000 pieces of "flat art" and
the huricfreds of films ofsexual activity that comprise
the JCiijifieyi (»llection on the campus of Indiana
Universiw, l ut is it research?" A recent AP article
^ves soine Wight into the scholarly credentials ofthe
institute ana Ihe accuracy of its media apologists.

IniaJ^ A^ 1toiy dated December 11, 1988, AP news-
featuijes Writei John Barbour recounted the 50-year his
tory of |he tonseiy reports and Institute and the prob
lems of me ci
the eitbm
scribed as "th
ual p^biicatic
being iii|the V

^iTeht director. In the course of the article
Kinsey pornography collection was de-
world'ssecond largest repositoryof sex-

is, erotica and pornography, the largest
,, •tit^n."The linehad a sortof throw-awayqualitiy to it|—as if itwere either a misprint ormeant as

a jok$. Woweter, when I contacted him, Mr. Barbour
was dW^
can hadl jmorel ithan 64,000 volumes ofpornography, etc.
Having workBd at the Vatican more than once, my
curiosity was aroused.

"daa yo^ |ell me where it is?" I wondered, feeling
certain wiatjsc tmeone from one ofour major news agen
cies certainly (Wouldn't make up something like that

•IN SOME

"I do^'t
ment

Wiieiilt)^(
that lie
got tne

•us. He stood by the claim that the Vati

ENT SOMEWHERE"

w," Barbour replied, "It's in some base-
soinewhere. I can't tellyou exacdy."

:ssed him on the issue, Barbour admitted
jiadn^seen the collection himself. He said he
Iinformation from the Kinsey Institute, "and

then I tijjinl^ at one time confirmed it with our Rome
bureau. I dOr*t recall exactly when. It's been used for a
long ^inqe."

'In pthdr srards, the Kinsey people told you this?"
the original source," Barbour replied.
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"So youVe saying that the Vatican has more than
64,000 volumes ofpornography?"

"Fm saying that that's true. Whatever the figure is, I
cant remember. It's a long time since I've done that
story. What is your problem?"

^I don t think it's true, to be honest with you," Isaid.
"Well; why don't you call the Vatican?" Barbour

wondered, a tone ofannoyance creeping into his voice.
Monsignor Thomas Herron is now head oftheology

department at St Charles Seminary in Philadelphia.
Until his return to Philadelphia in the fall of 1988,
Herron had lived in Rome and worked for the Vatican
for nine years. For the last six years ofhis stay inRome,
he worked as one of a staff of six research assistants
under Cardinal Ratzinger, prefect for the Congregation
for the Doctrine of the Faith. It was a job which en-
taUed doing research not only in the Vatican libraries
but also in archives open to no one but Vatican staff.
When I asked Msgr. Herron about the Barbour state-

- • ment, his answer was unequivocal.

"ITS A FIGMENT OF HIS IMAGINATION"

"I can tell you that the statement is completely
calumnious. It's absolutely without foundation. He
cannot know it because it isn't so. It's a figment ofhis
imagination."

"Now it seems to me " I replied, "that a collection
like that would require a builiding ofsome size."

I ve worked over there about as closely as one can
for the Holy See and in the offices ofthe Holy See and
not only had access but the requirement of doing con
siderable research. There is absolutely nothing of the
kind there."

I called Mr. Barbour today, and he told me it was
in a basement somewhere."

It s absolute nonese. Absolute nonsense."
^ Barbour, as I said, had never seen this collection

himself, which given its size, should be hard to miss,
especially for people as intrepid as AP's Rome bureau,
so I asked him if he had ever spoken to anyone who
had seen it.

I mentioned it to a number of Catholic friends
[Some of Mr. Barbour s best friends are Catholic, I'll
bet.] and they said that they were not the least bit sur
prised. And we did ask our Rome bureau to check, and
it wasconfirmed by them."

By now Barbour had reached the end ofhis patience.
I think you really have some axe to grind, and that

you might as well take it to some grindstone, sir
Goodbye."

With that Barbour hung up.
However, since Barbour mentioned the Kinsey In

stitute as his source, I decided to check with them
I asked to speak with Dr. Reinisch, but got aStephanie
Sanders instead. She has a Ph.D. too. probably in sex
research. She is a former student of Dr. Reinisch's.
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"Well," she said after I read her the quote from the
Barbour article, "IH tell you what we usually say about
that We may have the largest We are not Vatican
scholars, though we had always believed that we were
second. That was passed down along the generations.
Some Vatican scholars [Dr. Sanders gave no names.]
have said that they believe that we have a larger collec
tion. And why does the Vatican have it? Well, because
they have been in the business of restricting those
materials for Catholics for years. And so they have
archived those materials, but I've never been thereso I
wouldn'tbe able to speakto the Vatican collection."

When I asked how large the Vatican collection was.
Dr. Sanders responded, "I have no idea. And I'm a
Catholic. I've been tothe Vatican. But Fm not a scholar.
I've never been in their libraries."

Dr. Sanders was becoming defensive.
"I don't even know if they have anything at this

point in time. That would still make us the larger
collection."

Which is certainly true.
She then promised toconsult with Dr. Reinisch and

get back to me. After a few minutes she called to say
that Dr.^^ Reinisch, who "was running between
meetings, said that "as faras she's concerned thatour
collection is the largestcollection."

So you're saying that Barbour's statement is false
then?"

"Absolutely. He interviewed with me andI know we
would have said that we have the largest collection to
our knowledge. Absolutely. Because we've got a lot of
stuff."

"A monsignor who worked at the Vatican says there
is no collection ofpornography there," I responded.

"That wouldn't surprise me," said Dr. Sanders, leav
ing me to interpret that as best I could. "And then again
I don't consider our collection to be a pornographic
collection. It has materials that have been censored
over time, um, and things like that But they're here for
a different purpose. They're not here for prurient in
terests. And that's a very important thing I want tocon
vey to you."

So, contrary to what Mr. Barbour of theAssociated
Press claimed in his article, the Kinsey Institute is not
the source of the claim that the Vatican has a huge
collection of pomogrpahy, at least according to one
version ofwhat Dr. Sanders told me. Well, if so, where
did the claim come from? If Dr. Sanders were more
familiar with the history of the institute, she would
have known that the claim came from Kinsey himself.

KINSEY IS THE SOURCE

On p. 397 of Warden Pomeroy's biography of Kin
sey, Dr. Kinsey and the Institute for Sex Research,
Pomeroy quotes a letter from Kinsey to Dr. Arthur L.
Swift Jr., a professor at Union Theological Seminary,

twenty-three



in which he writes^
I find it difficult to understand why a scholar should
have tojustify the accumulation ofa library in the sub
ject inwhich he is working. This is particularly strange
considering thatthere isnosuch sex library anywhere in
the United States, and probably nowhere in the world
short of the Vatican.

On p. 458 ofthe same book, Pomeroy, who was Kinsey's
co-worker and coauthored the male and femalevolumes
with him, says of the Kinsey Institute pornography
collection that "it would be outstanding as the largest
collection of erotica in the world, larger than the
British Museum's and presumed to be more extensive
that the legendary Vatican collection."

So the claim that the Vatican, like the Kinsey In
stitute, is in the business ofcollecting pornography has
a long history there. In fact, it goes back to the founder
of the institute itself That the claim is baseless seems
not to have prevented Kinsey from making it over and
over again in his public lectures.

When I mentioned the Barbour article to Paul
Gebhard, also a Kinsey co-worker and previous direc
torof the Kinsey Institute, hejust laughed.

"BARBOUR OUGHT TO KNOW BETTER"

"Barbour ought to know better," he said. He then
gave the histoiy of the remark.

"The truth is that Kinsey had been fond ofsaying in
his lectures that our collections were second only to the
Vatican or sometimes hewould saythat theVatican was
the second, but anyway he made this reference, and it
always brought a big reaction from the audience. So he
liked to do it Some would gasp andsay, '1 didn't know
that' And others would laugh. Mainly I think it was
astonishment rather than laughter. "But at any rate
after his death, I got to thinking about it and I said, 'If
theVatican has such a vast collection, why am I not in
communication with them to swap duplicates perhaps
or make xerox copies?' So I wrote the Vatican library
and inquired about the collections and in due time
received backa postcard with thepapal seal and all the
rest. Unfortunately it was in Italian so I had to take it
over and get it translated, and in essence it said, 'we
don't have any such collection. Get lost'"

"So I went to one of my Jesuit friends and I said,
'Hey, I think the Vatican's covering up. What should I
do about this?' And he said, 'Well, I have friends that
have photographed and microfilmed the Vatican library.
There's a big project located in St Louis, where a
bunch of priests microfilmed the Vatican library. I'll
pass theword along to them thatyou're a legitimate in
quirer and ask them about it' So I did. I got in touch
with them and they said, no. They said, ifyou're talking
about confessors' manuals, yeah, we're loaded with
confessors' manuals. And I said, well I thought it went
this way, that the local priest would snatch the dirty
book from the hands ofthe parishioner and then get it
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to the m^sib j)r,!who would give it to the bishop, and
it woul^ fin^3 end up at the Vatican. He said, 'No way.
No bishop ts to be sending collections of pom to
theVaiiiUnltblkiy;"

"KINS^j^Alb
"Sgtien '̂

can Library As
thing ^bqut ih
they hpvji a|b
basis dpi yo^
SO.

SO"

s really baffled. So I wrote the Ameri-
iation,and I said, 'Do you know any-

Vatican library?'And they said, 'Yeah,
g pom collection.' So I said, 'On what
^ay that?' And they said, 'Kinsey said

At ihii piiiit Gebhard burst out laughing.
'AM cif abi aden I felt the circle close," he said. "So

then 11 n^al
before I jjoi
old Dit. £o
and hiid jvisi,.
caseai;)oiit iml
and said^ 'Go$

visited! Roni
tact thp ^ti
he continu,
it was ialU.

Ac(i:bming tb Gebhard, Kinsey made the statement
just t0|g« airijje out ofhis audience, but the dynamics
involvMiin tjiie claim go deeper than that As Dr.

)f the Kinsey Institute's pomography,
or a different purpose. They're not here
:erests." The implication is clear, and it
e heart of the double standard—one of
lestandards one finds in the sex research
b Vatican were to collect pomography,
would be clearly pmrient However,

Sandeb sai^
"They|i*ej iheife
for prurient jir
goes right tb t
the m^hy dobb
businfissLi If |tl
their ftifpreits . —
when sei rds< archers do the same thing they accuse
othersl 6^ tneyj do so only from the highest scientific
tnotiv^s. |The [Jouble standard bespeaks anti-Catholic
bigotrj^ J^or^ ihan anything else. But here as elsewhere

made to look respectable if cloaked
f science.

t the whole incident shows how the
:ss has mn interference for Kinsey for
fpt only do they pass on his calumnies
the time to check them out they also

id in the Kinsey disinformation network

even bigotry c
in themintie

Beirolftd ^h
mainstreamip
over40 yeails.
without takin
becon>e ^^vbl^
by clainiing tljilat the untruths'have been verified. John
Barb(^ui^l not

ioiind out what happened. Many years
Ithe staff, somewhere about 1940 or so,
Dickinson had just been at the Vatican
Kinsey. At that timeKinsey had a book
full of pom, and Dickinson looked at it

quite a collection. You've
got alih(«t ak jiuch as the Vatican.' At that point Kin
sey stalrt^d Ma iin^ this remark."

The ittcicjeiilt is instructive for a number of reasons.
First of |̂ ll, i< gives some sense of the standards of
scholarship tl k prevail in the field of sex research.
Kinsey madb :ie statement repeatedly throughout his
career as th^ i'amous sex researcher, and no one ever
challOT^d l|ii[ on it, least of all the press. The Ameri
can Libniiy Association took it as a fact simply on his
say sol albni Toward the end ofhis life, Kinsey even

ad seems to have made no effort to con-
. So there is every reason to believe that
make the statement even knowing that

only passed on a little piece of anti-
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Catholic bigotry; he went even further out on alimb by
claiming Aat AP's Rome bureau had checked it out.
Its an indication ofthe kind offorces which have con
spired to ^ve sex research the air oflegitimacy it has
enjoyed for the past 40 years. Italso is agood indication
ofthe type, ofideology masquerading as science which
has provided the perfect cover for the sort of thing that
ifdone inanother context—say, by prelates at the Vati
can would have been condemned as prurient interest

ANIMUS AGAINST CATHOUCS

"You must know," said Dr. James Jones, professor
of history at the University of Houston, who is currently
writing a biography of Kinsey and someone who has
done research on him off and on for the past 20 years,
that Kinsey had an abiding animus against Catho

lics." Kinsey opposed certain "aspects of Catholic
dogma that !were very repressive," according to Jones.
Guess which aspects the sex researcher had in mind.

Kinsey felt that the absence ofbirthcontrol was re
sponsible for some real friction in marriages and that
unwantedpregnancy was a sourceof real friction. Kin
sey was pretty much ofa eugenicist in his thinking and
in some instances thought that the wrong people were
having too many babies. He was very much concerned
about the WASP concern about differential fertility."

In Kinsey's own writings, the anti-Catholic bigotry
gets portrayed as thescientist's struggle for the tmth. In
her adulatory biography, Cornelia Christenson,
another Kins6y co-worker, reprints anunpublished talk
he wrote just before his death entitled "The Right to do
Sex Research," in which Kinsey claims that

It is probably correct to say that our knowledge of the
basic anatomy and physiology of human sexual re
sponse in the year 1940 was no better than our knowl
edge of the circulation of the blood in the early
16(Ws There were centuries, not too remote, in
which any attempt to understand the structure of the
universe, the nature of matter, physical processes, and
biological evolution were condemned because they were
considered; an invasion of areas that should be left to
philosophy and religion. The names ofGalileo. Newton.
Kepler. Pascal, and most ofthose who attempted to ex
plore the physical realities ofthe universe appear in in
dices ofprohibited books dating back not more than two
orthree cenwries, andinsome instances as recent as the
last hundred years. How many persons would venture
today to condemn all further physical research? It has
been the history of science throughout the ages that ig
norance has never brought anything but trouble toman-
kmd, and that every fact, well established, has ultimately
added to the happiness ofour social organization....
The scientist's right to do research in these other fields
involved the basic development ofour right to establish
knowledge as a source ofour human capacity, and that
IS now a part of the written history. There is hardly
another area in human biology or in sociology in which
the scientist has had to fight for his right to do research
as he has when he attempted to acquire scientific under-
standmg of human sexual behavior.
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FINE SENTIMENTS

These are fine sentiments, I suppose, but they ring a
bit hollow coming as they did from a man who used to
talk about an imaginary Vatican pornography collec
tion just to get a rise out the audiences he addressed.
The anecdote was classic Kinsey, though, because it
allowed him to push for an ideological agenda against
an institution he saw as the main impediment to en
lightenment in the area that concerned him most while
at the same time posing as the objective and unflapp
able scientist It bespoke an interesting mixture of sci-
entism and sexual ideology that was potent enough to
throw two generations of Americans off the scent In
fact the tradition ofenlightenend inquiry andacademic
freedom always did have an Alice-in-Wonderiand
quality about it There was something bogus about sex
research from the beginning and the tradition goes past
Kiiwey—to Freud, for instance—but itdefintely takes a
major turn for worse with him.

Kinsey, as I havealready indicated, did notstartout
to be a sex researcher. He began hisscientific careeras
an entymologist but he had to struggle with his family
to do even that Kinsey's father, according to the two
biographies we have of him, was rigid, intolerant of
views differing (torn his own and a strict Methodist
who expected his family to attend three separate ser
vices on Sundays. The elder Kinsey had worked his
way up to a position at the Stevens Institute in South
Orange, New Jersey and expected his son to follow in
his footsteps. Young Alfred, however, was more attracted
to things outdoors.

According to Cornelia Christenson's biography,
which covers his eariier years in greater detail, Kinsey
whom she describes as "frail," "ranged the countryside
[around South Orange) on Saturdays to collect botani
cal specimens. This hobby continued all through high
school. One classmate remembers a discussion she
had with IGnsey on the Darwinian theory ofevolution,
he expressing a belief in it and both of them feeling
daring at taking such a "radical stance at that time,"

Kinsey joined the then newly-formed Boy Scouts in
1910 and was remembered as wearing his uniform fre
quently. He was also remembered as having little to no
interest in members of the oposite sex. According to
Christenson, Kinsey

did not date orshow any interest in giris. In fact, in his
senior year the South Orange High School year book
placed under his picture a quotation (rom Hamlet: "Man
delights not me; no, nor woman neither." A classmate
recalls that he was "the shyest guy around giris you
could thing of." Kinsey senior did not approve of dating
in anycase, so socializing on young Alfred's part would
have undoubtedly led to increased friction at home.

The friction came anyway, even without the giris.
Young Kinsey was, according to his father s wishes, to
become an engineer but showed little aptitude or in
clination for that profession. After two years at the
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Stevens Institute, there was a break with the family
especially the father, and Kinsey set off for Bowdoin
College in Maine to study biology.

According to Christenson, "Alfred's family life might
be descnbed as unduly restrictive during his boyhood
and adolescent years, but he was already reaching out
side of his home into the beginnings of his lifelong
romance with nature and the out-of-doors." On a trip
as an undergradute to the nothem Maine woods to col
lect live animals for the Bowdoin Museum, he and his
fnends agreed to stop their watches as a way of being
morem tunewith the rhythms of nature. "This wish to
be close to nature is a recurring leitmotif throughout
lunseys life, Christenson adds. He seems to have
been fascinated by all sorts of animals, especially
snakes; however, his first professional interest fell upon
msects in general and the gall wasp in particular.
Chnstenson gives an interesting explanation of what
Kinsey found attractive about this particular insect:

Their curious life history sometimes includes alternating
graerations, a rather rare biological phenomenon, in
which offspring do not resemble their parents. One
generation may be agamic—that is, able to reproduce
without sexual union.

After graduating from Harvard's Bussey Institution,
Kinsey was given a Sheldon Travelling Fellowship
which allowed him to pretty much go where he wanted
throughout the United States, collecting gall wasps and
enjoying life outdoors. "I am more and more satisfied "
the young Kinsey wrote to his high school biology
teacher, "that no other occupation in the world could
give me the pleasure that this job of bug hunting is
giving."

IGnsey began his academic career at Indiana Uni
versity in Bloomington in the fall of1920. During his
first year there he had his first date and married the
woman a year later. He then settled down to the busi
ness of teaching, raising a family and collecting gall
wasps. In 1938 he was asked to be one of the teachers
for a non-credit marriage course. According to the two
official biographies he was appalled by the lack of
"scientific" material on sexuality and tried to do some
research on his own. The students he taught came to
him for advice and out ofthese conferences the project
of accumulating sex histories was begun. Dr. Judith
Reisman, who received her Ph.D. in communication
from Case Western Reserve, disputes the official Kinsey
Institute version of how Kinsey went from collecting
bugs to investigating buggery.

Kinsey spent at least a decade preparing the
poundwork getting that course started," Reisman said.
He planned every step ofthe way. There was nothing

coincidental about it." The fact that Kinsey ended up
teaching the course was the result of"a long carefully-
structured strategy."

By mid-summer of 1939 Kinsey was deeply involved
in getting sex histories, so much so that he was spending
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just ajjoul weekend in Chicago, where he had
gauged en^ry into the homosexual demi-monde. Kinsey
was iiiter^tlEd in variation more than anything else—
thicliuaic fUi., j _ . . . ®this

was tqjprddi

tymology
searthj^l but

inte

nomeiipnj'
in t^e jijviiig
og^d this
vitiaked mji

conclude th
the neit toi

ifiiolie
^11 |bio|o
woineii
betjiave

w6^1d|W,
bu^ likk.

0pt
are! m^n
^at is
nekt: ah(

biijier'
^cqjuitan

Ci4
In

ises

tthib
•vrt^ng jw

tiSTand tn,e

both of wasps and sex, and this interest
^ermine the results he eventually got.

NONIDENTITY"

•pie have remarked that starting offin en-
5a curious way to get involved in sex re-

• commented on the con-nectto|t iniajjy depth or detail. Kinsey, however, did just
mat mjan lacWress he gave to the campus chapter ofPhi
Beta^ Wl^a f 1939, one year after he had embarked on
his p^jiect ofcollecting sex histories. Kinsey begins his
talk b^ 20 years, he has been

individual variation as a biologic phe-
'ariabUity," hetells the goup, "is universal
rorld," so much so that "the failure to rec-
ilimited non identity [my emphasis] has...

f II. jj k- Li scientific work." What begins as atalK|pH biblbgy- soon shades over into a a critique of
hunja^ s<^i6pr, much like the allegoiy of the termites

Siven him in graduate
sch(^oLj"TTi€i moths at one point may be in reality not
quite like moths atother points," leading Kinsey to
rnnwliil^o 'what is one caterpillar's poison may be

's meat'"

Its so often foiget the most nearly universal of
ic principles, it is not surprising that men and
I general expect their fellows to think and

, patterns which may fit the law-
which the legislation

•If but which are ill-shaped for all real indi-
^ ^ UJI ^ legal re-tidni andmoral codes may beasthe social scientist

itehd. the codification ofhuman experience;
II other averages, they are oflittle significance
lied to particular individuals Prescriptions
y public confessions of prescriptionists
ight for one individual may be wrong for the

i Jir abomination to one may beaWd(th>JhUe part of the next individual's life. The range
of indmc^al variation in any particular case is usually
mikph Water thanisgenerally understood.
C^tii|u^s variation," Kinsey concludes, "is the

rule ;9mong toen as well as among insects." He then
goes on to d^kw sweeping conclusions about how soci
ety s|io|i|ildjbg changed according to the lessons Kinsey
has learned ffom smdying the toxonomy ofgall wasps.

lawsof our own society, the decisionbetween
al and a ten-year sentence too often depends

iipk^n ^ tneop^ that there are two classes and only two
people: acceptable citizens and law breakers,
situations we commonly recognize right and

pout allowance for the endlessly varied types
pr that are possible between the extreme right
jxtfeme wrong Our conceptions of right

^ '̂pg»: normal and abnormal, are seriously
cheilengeti by the variation studies.
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"WHATEVER IS IS RIGHT'

Right and wrong, according to Kinsey, are to be
determined empirically. It is a curious way of thinking,
but there is no doubt that this is what Kinsey believed.
Like Alexander Pope, he could exclaim, "Whatever is is
right" Well, not quite. Kinsey wasn't really all that con
sistent Materialists tend not to be. So, for example,
when it came to a conflict between human la^ and

mores, which have every bit as much ontological status
as insect behavior, and sexual impulse, the latter was
clearly to prove the must for the former.

Given this procrustian attitude, one wonders why
Kinsey stopped only at moral laws dealing with sexual
behavior. Why not set out to reform moral and legal
strictures concerning human speech, for example? Kin
sey, I suppose, could have interrogated people on
whether they always told the truth. He probably would
have found that lying was fairly common among the
population. It seems fairly certain that most people do
it at least sometimes. He then could have catalogued
the various types of lies that people tell. And then?
Could he have argued that the prohibition against
lying is unfounded because empirical investigation
shows that it is widespread? What about laws against
perjury and fraud? Should they be struck down on the
basis of people's behavior? What about theft? People
steal all the time. They have been doing this sort of
thing for thousands of years. Does that mean that the
laws against theft are "puritanical" and should be
abolished? To be consistent Kinsey would have to argue
for this as well. But it seems that the only area where
this type of thinking has any purchase on the modem
mind is in the area of sex. Sex is an appetite of unusual
power, especially when it is not properly controlled. It
leads in these cases almost namrally to compulsive be
havior, and coihplusive sexual behavior is the antithesis
of rationality. The human conscience is capable of re
covering from almost any type of injury, but at a certain
point in people's lives they tend to lose heart in the
struggle against a particular vice. Since the sexual
vices—or to use a contemporary term, sexual addic
tion—can be particularlycompulsive, peoplecan tend to
despair that they will ever conquer them. At this point a
peculiarly modem temptation enters the picture—the
temptation to make wrong right The temptation to
rationalize, the temptation to use the intellect or "sci
ence," the modem's tmncated form of rationality, as a
way of de-legitimitizing the norm or, something which
is the same thing expressed differently, of making
deviance the norm. A careful reading of Kinsey's Phi
Beta Kappa speech shows that this is precisely what.he
is up to. "Popular judgmentsof normality," he tells us,

more often represent measures of departure from the
standards of the individual who is passing judgment—
an admission that "only thee and me are are normal and
thee. I fear, is a bitqueer." Thepsychologist's more pre
sumptuous labeling of theabnormal is,too often, merely
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an attempt to justify the mores, a reassertion of society's
concept of what is acceptable in individual behavior
with no objective attempt to find out by actual observa
tion, what the incidence of the phenomenon may be, or
the extent of the real maladjustment that the behavior
will introduce. Scholarly thinking as well as the
laymen's evaluation still needs to be tempered with the
realization that individual variations shape into a con
tinuous curve on which there are no sharp divisions be
tween normal and abnormal, between right and wrong.

ABSOLUTES?

Once again one is tempted to ask if we are dealing
with absolutes here. Is it always true that saying some
thing is abnormal is simply an "attempt to justify the
mores"? Is Dr. Kinsey exempt from his own injunction?
Is his attempt to label this country's sex laws "abnor
mal" simply his own desire to justify his own mores or
that of a group to which he feels a particularly close
identification? If there is no right and wrong,by what
right does he claim the mandate to change sex laws?
A little bit of reflection will show that there is no con
sistency here, and that what claims to be clear-headed
empirical thinking is nothing more that an ideology for
social change based on the prestige that science had
among the common man in the late '30s. Kinsey is
attempting to use science to de-legitimatize the norm
and substitute deviance in its place.

These individual differences are the materials out of
which nature achievesprogress, evolution in the organic
world. Standardized, interchangeable genes in the
primordial bit of protoplasm would have covered the
earth with nothingbut primordial bits of protoplasm
In the differences between men lie the hopesof a chang
ing society.

Difference clearly takes on a metaphysical if not
downright theological role in Kinsey's philosophy. Kin
sey concludes his lecture by hoping "that our university
has not put any standard imprint on you who have gone
through it In fact from what I know of some ofyou who
are the newly-elected members of Phi Beta Kappa, you
are a strange assortment of queer individuals; and that
is why I respect you, and believe in your future."

ABSOLUTE DEVIANCE

Kinsey's philosophy then is more than just moral
relativism. It is a philosophy—constmcted with the help
of Darwin—in which deviance is the cause of all prog
ress. Devianceis the engine which allows newthings to
happen. Without deviance there would be no human
society, no human beings, no higher animals; there
wouldbe nothing but that primordial bit of protoplasm
with its standardized genes. As a result of his immersion
in Darwinian theory and the minutiae of insect tax
onomy, Kinsey came up with a theory which allowed
him to undermine the concept of the norm, both social
and personal, in the area of sexual morality.

Because of Kinsey's fixation on deviance as the
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engine ofsocial andbiological progress, theoutcome of
IGnsey s survey was pre-programmed from the begin
ning. As previously mentioned, Kinsey's sex research
grew out of the conferences he had with students
enrolled in his marriage course. If he had been inter
ested in the nature of human sexuality or what most
people did, he would have tried to gather a scien
tifically valid demographic sample ofthe population as
a whole. Instead Kinsey moved in the opposite
direction—toward deviance. In June of 1939—less than
a year after he got started in the sexbusiness—he made
his first trip to Chicago. Why Chicago? According to
Christenson, he went there

primarily for homosexual histories, but along with them
was a mixture ofdivorce cases made available to him by
an invesigator fora state committee, and also histories of
big-city prostitutes. Ofthehomosexual histories he wrote
that they were 'the most marvelous evolutionary series
[his emphasis]—disclosing as prime factors such eco
nomic and social problems as have never been suggested
before, and a simple biologic basis that is so simple that
it sounds impossible thateveryone hasn't seen it before.

During his entire career as a sex researcher, Kinsey
remained fascinated by deviance. His favorite groups
for information—the ones he kept returning to again
and again were homosexuals, prostimtes, and prison in
mates. From Knsey's point of view as a collectorof sex
histories this is not hard to understand. Aside from any
prurient interest on Kinsey s part—something we will
take up later—the fact remains that these groups were
more wiling to talk about their sex lives than the popu
lation in general. Why this should bethecase isnothard
to understand. To begin with, prisoners are, if you'll
pardon the expression, a captive audience. They have
nothing else to do. and more importantly nosocial sta
tus to lose by talking about the things that Kinsey was
interested in hearing. Sexuality for a prostimte is a'busi-
ness matter, and they talk about it in this fashion, al
though Pomeroy makes the fascinating observation that
although prostitutes were willing to talk about their cus
tomers, theywere unwilling to talk about their husbands
and loved ones. With homosexuals the situation is even
easier to understand. Homosexuals in the 1940s were, to
use their own argot, almost exclusively "in the closet."
They were part ofa secret society, engaging incriminal
activity. They were in many instances partofa criminal
conspiracy. Such a life causes a great deal of psychic
strain. Homosexuals then, once they felt secure that
their confidentiality wouldn't be breeched, would find
the type ofinterview Kinsey conducted deeply cathartic.
In fact, many wrote and told him exactly this. Here one
could tell ones deepest secrets not to a confessor who
would expect that person to change his life, but to a
sympathetic, nonjudgmental scientist, whose refusal to
entertain moral concerns would itselfbe deeply soothing
to a troubled conscience. It is no wonder then that once
Kinsey penetrated their monde homosexuals would flock
to Kinsey to tell their stories. Kinsey for his part recip-
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"MORAUSM AND PRUDERY"

According to Pomeroy,Terman's article was "the one
review that appeared to concern Kinsey most." Accord
ing to Pomeroy's reading of Kinsey, 'Terman's review
symbolized for him the moralism and prudery of so
many of his worst critics, wrapped in a blanket of pro
fessional criticism Kinsey remained convinced
that Terman had betrayed him, through jealousy and
basic prude^." So much for Kinsey's willingness to
face the facts in a disnterested scientific manner.

Morecrucial,however, than howKinsey generalized
from his oftentimes suprisingly small samples was the
question of who volunteered to be surveyed. According
to Terman,

One question regarding the representativeness of Kin
sey's sampling is whether the subjects who volunteered,
and who. account for about three-fourths of his total
population, tended to be of a special sort One might
suppose that persons most willingto talk about their sex
lives would be, in a disproportionate number of cases,
those least inhibited in their sexual activities. On p. 37
Kinsey says that many who volunteered did so because
they werei seeking information or help in connection
with their personal problems.

Bycomparing Kinsey's volunteersample with what
he claimed were his hundred percent samples. Terman
comes up with differences that range from 2 to 1 for
premarital intercourse to 4 to 1 for homosexual con
tacts: that is. that volunteers were twice to four times as
likely to have sexual activityas non-volunteers.

Differences of such magnitude confirm the suspicion
that willingness to volunteer is associated with greater
than average sexaul activity. And since the volunteers
account for about three-fourths of the 5.300 males re
ported upon in this volume, it follows that Kinsey's
figures, in all probability, give an exaggerated notion of
the amountof sexual activity in the general population.

VOLUNTEER BIAS
i

Abraham Maslow, the humanist psychologist,
worked briefly with Kinsey in the '40s and got him into
Brooklyn College where he surveyed Maslow's students.
In an article which appeared in The Journal ofAbnormal
and SocialPsychology in April 1952. Maslow and Sakoda
conclude that

the bias inu-oduced intoa sex study bythe use of volun
teers is, in general, in the direction of inflating the per
centage reporting unconventional or disapproved sexual
behavior—such as masturbation, oral sexuality, petting
to climax, premarital and extramarital intercourse, etc.
The more timid and retiring individuals, evidently, are
apt to be privately, as well as socially conforming. They
are likely, it seems, to refrain from volunteering for sex
studies in which they are asked embarrassing questions.
The present study would lead us to conclude that the
percentages reported are probably inflated and that they
should be discounted to some extent for volunteer-error
until reexamined.
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Kinsey, who knew of Maslow's objections while he
was still preparing his first volume, ignored the objec
tions. In a letter written in 1970, Maslow said that he
warned Kinsey about volunteer error but Kinsey

disagreed with me and was sure that his random selec
tion would be okay. I put the heat on all my five classes
at Brooklyn College and made an effort to get them all
to sign up to be interviewed by Kinsey. We had my
dominance test scores for all of them, and then Kinsey
gave me the names of the students who actually showed
up for the interviews.As I expected, the volunteer error
was proven, and the whole basis for Kinsey's statistics
was proven to be shaky. But then he refused to publish it
and refused even to mention it in his books, or to men
tion anything else that I had written. All my work was
excluded from his bibliogrpahy. So after a couple of
years I went ahead and published it myself.

Paul Gebhard now feels that "Maslow had a point,
and it should have been analyzed." However, at the
time, according to Gebhard, Kinsey "didn't believe
that I thinkKinsey's feeling was IVe gotenough to
do without going off on a side tangent."

Once the male volume appeared little was heard be
yond the din created by the popular press. Kinsey had a
policy of not allowing journalists to be present when he
spoke. He also had a policy of requiring journalists to
submit their articles to him before publication; how
ever, in spite of all that, the relationship between Kin
sey and the press was for the most part a marriage
made in heaven. The sweeping generalizations he
made about sexual mores were guaranteed to stimulate
reader interest, and if no one read the fine print, well,
the journalists for the most part weren't going to com
plain. The entymologist from Indiana provided the per
fect cover for the liberation from Christian mores and
restraints, namely, science, which was probably at the
height of its prestige as the validator of things real. No
one knew about the infamous Tuskegee syphillis ex
periments yet, and the equally contemporaneous Nazi
experiments were simply a part of the horror of Worid
War II thathadn't been sorted outyet either. Hugh Hef
ner. no impartial bystander when it came to lobbying
for the removal of restraints on sexual behavior, cited
the Kinsey reports asjustification for creating Playboy.

KINSEY AND HIS DATA

But behind it all we have two entities which have
never really been examined by anyone outisde of the
charmed circleof the Kinsey Instituteor the sex research
establishment. I'm talking about Kinsey himself and
the data upon which his study rests. Why was Kinsey so
interested in sex anyway? Are we to believe that it was
simply pure dispassionate thirst for the truth? Or were
there other personal factors at work here? Given Kin
sey's bias in collecting data, given his preference for
deviance, is it not possible that his project, the "grand
scheme," as Pomeroy would call it. was nothing more
than the expression of deep-seated personal need if
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not compulsion. This is Paul A. Robinson s view of
&nseys life m portrayed in both the Pomeroy and
Chnstenson biographies. Writing a review of these two
books for the May 1911 Atlantic, Robinson feels that

Kinsey's great project originated in the discovery of his
OAw s^ual ambiguities. I also suspect that Pomeroy
nolds the same opinion but that for ethical reasons he is
unable to say so. Soon after he joined the project Pome
roy dwiphered the code Kinsey used to disguise the iden
tity of the histories. He was thus able to read Kinsey's
own history, as well as those ofhis wife and children
Furthermore during the period of their association
Pomeroy and Kinsey took each other's history every two
years in order to test the consistency of their recall In
composmg his biography, therefore, Pomeroy had access
to all the details ofKinsey's sexual development, but he

bound to silence by the ground rules of the project
which guaranteed confidentiality even in death.

Robinson intimates "that Kinsey may have dis
covered in himself the homosexual tendencies he
would later ascribe to a large portion of the popula
tion as aresult ofhis reading ofthe relationship which
&nsey had with agraduate student ofhis by the name
of Ralph Vons.

Iromp abound here. First ofall we have aman wh(
sp$n^[ his hfe snooping into the private lives o

and proselytizing for the remove
ofSe^al p^hibitions and laws, yet no one knows whc
• lEi N ®1?^ sexual orientation was. Secondly, thin^tote Wiich this man founded to disseminate infor
m^ta^dn huban sexuality is aggressive in thwartin
any tesear^ into the life of its founder. Wouldn't
stan^lto j-eison that a man who was as intensely inter
esttd inSej^iahty as Kinsey was would be motivated b-
hisj o^ iseiual concerns? And if so what were thos^

T Institut,
f ii1 jression that ithas something to hide? Talking tdjpeorije like Dr. Gebhard, one is confronted witl

an iyc4pjbl^fe double standard. The Kinsey Institute
would cWi^ that there is nothing wrong with any sexua
pra^tijie tli4| one finds stimulating. Yet alongside of thi
boundIes8l|] pro^essive attitude toward sex in the
abstrafct is Ik positively Victorian attitude toward tht
se^a^ haWls pf their founder in particular. Well, i
conlimittihd sodomy is no different morally than coi-
lecHnfe stkirips, then tell us about Dr. Kinsey's sexua,
prefeijncfe^ jAnd ifthe institute can't tell us about their
fvf? !il accept everythinsthey Kinkey had to say as scientifically proven. Veri-
n ^ T essence ofscience. In the area01 sex reseafrch. however, one is expected to accept

thii^g^ onib^nd faith. It is as if Leeuwenhoek had in
vented thfe jicroscope, but then refused to allow any-
onej^ look into it and claimed that whatever he saw we
woiild have to accept on his say so alone. Such is the
sciejnt^pc pti i|tus of modem-day sex education.

MO^jsE^ ])US CHARGES
In j198^1 ^ore serious charges were levelled against

IGnsey. J^d th Reisman, then a professor at theUniver-
sity of Haif j. Israel, gave a paper in Jerusalem which
analyzled fch^ data on child sexuality in the Kinsey re-
porti^ivefn &e,shocking nature of the data it is surpris
ing th^t nb ind questioned it until 33 years after it had
beenj ijtubKs jed. Tables 30 through 34 in chapter five of
Kin^ej '̂s bodk Sexual Behavior inthe Human Male docu-
mei|t tfie incidence oforgasm in preadolescents. One

"NO COMMENT'

When I asked Paul Gebhard, who has also seen
fonseys sex histoiy, if he would like to comment on
Robmson s charges, he said. "Yeah, no comment"

"Do you think." Isaid, "that Kinsey's sex life was in-
fluential m his research?"

"It was a motivating factor. He had such a restrained
childhood. He once said to me that he hoped that no
other children would have to go through what he went
through as a child. Sexual urges were inherently sinful.
Masturbation would drive you mad—stuff like that I
think that was what gave him a little humanitarian
devotion.

Or the desire to subvert sexual norms. It all
depends, itseems, onwhere Kinsey himself stood. Even
if Kinsey was not an active homosexual, he cetainly
seemed fascinated by what they did. One homosexual
wrote m a memoir that Kinsey spent over 700 hours
with him alone. This cenainly bespeaks something
other than scholarly objectivity, especially when Kin
sey seemed so bent on collecting as many histories as
possible. He could have collected at least 500 in the
time he spent with this man alone.

The question of Kinsey's homosexuality is aparticu
larly tantalizing one because we know that the answer
lies in the Kinsey archives. Like Freud, with whom he
is so often compared, Kinsey liked to project the image
of himself as the scientist interested in discovering the
fact ofthe matter. Like Freud, he was obsessively con
cerned with preserving his privacy. Freud burned his
private papers, not once, but twice during his life time
Kinsey told his staff photographer William Dellenback
that he would destroy the institute's files and go to jail
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four-year old was "specifically manipulated" for 24
hours around the clock, Tliis child achieved 26 orgasms
in this time period. Another ll-month-old infant had
14 "orgasms." according to the Kinseyan definition, in
a period of38 minutes, for a mean orgasmic rate of2.7
per minute. One 13-year old was observed having three
orgasms in 70 seconds, orone orgasm every 23 seconds.
Table 32 on p. 178 of the male volume documents
Speed of pre-adolescent orgasm." measuring those

who took from up to 10 sec." to acheive "orgasm" to
those who look "over 10 min."

In addition the Kinsey team making these observa-
tions noted various types ofreaction on the pan ofthe
children involved. One of the six types of reaction
involved:

Extreme tension with violent convulsion: Often involvine
the sudden heaving and jerking of the whole body
gasping eyes stanng or tightly closed, hands graspine
mouth distoned. sometimes with tongue protruding-
whole body or pans of it spasmodically twitchine
violent jerking of the penis... groanine, sobbins or
more violent cnes. sometimes with an 'abundance of
tears (especially among younger children) (p. 161).

Tie children in group five manifest "extreme
trembling, collapse, loss of color and sometimes faint
ing.... Those m group six become "pained or
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frightened at approach oforgasm." In addition.
some males suffer excruciating pain and may scream if
movement is continued or the penis even touched. The
males in the present group become similarly hypersensi
tive (and] will fight away from the partner and may
make violent attempts to avoid climax, although they
derive definite pleasure from the situation.

A SIMPLE QUESTION

Reisman's paper raised a simple question. She
wanted to know where Kinsey got the data described
above. Given the data as Kinsey published it, there
seems to be only two alternatives. Either Kinsey got the
matenal anecdotally from pedophiles (or as Gebhard
was to put it in a letter to Reisman, "parents, mostly
college educated, who observed their children and kept
notes for us.' or Kinsey and his researchers got their
data from actual experiments involving child/adult sex
ual contact. In the first case, the Kinsey data is hearsay
and scientifically bogus: in the second instance it was
obtained by criminal activity. Either way, it doesn't
look good for sex research in general or for Kinsey and
Co. in particular.

Even sex researchers sympathetic to Kinsey have
mentioned the problematic nature of the child sexuality
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SXclnt^You'd^^T'̂ '® 'o 'beadolescent. You don t necessanly have to do anvthina
but What rm saying is that it sounds like expenwS

we g^t|Tthete
from pients
activity! bf th
scho(^I ^tte^
served, |and
intendettredi ,
prisoh. So vire

WORST CASE SCENARIO
According to Dr. Reisman s"worst case scenario,"
and " colleagues would have organizedand conducted the child orgasm tests, not unlik^the
Black adult males begun m1932.... To report on ma-
fonn laboratory analysis promptly
"siScon^ necessitatedcollection, since Kinsey dis-

° collection techniques-such as early
Wrifi-""® adolescent spen^matenal is not collected by recall.

of concluded according to the testimonyp latncians that the children were either forcibly

t"^/?!! t, ?H by drags. She also surmisrathat the children came from gheno areas.
Buchanan published the charges inone of his syndicated columns. "If Dr. Reismans

charges stand up in the storm that is coming." he con-
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'̂ L stop watches?''N^tl^enbrilly, no," Gebhard responded.
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stop watch used to time these

3Pr. Jones of Houston University, both
Reinisch expressed "outrage" at Reis-
agamst Kinsey.
that Kinsey had been unfairly accused
W^re out how they could respond without
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violatingthe confidentiality of the records."
Jones has had more access to the Kinsey files than

anyone not in the charmed circle of sex researchers
associated ^yith the institute. Although if he is, as he
claims to be,^ outside of the circle, he is not far outside.
Jones did his dissertation on Kinsey at Indiana Univer
sity and has been in the past a member of the institute's
scientific board of advisors.

According to Jones, "Kinsey to my knoweldge was
not involved in any abuse of human subjects. Whatever
else Tm working on and trying to straighten out, I
found no evidence of that Wnsey was not doing ex
periments on human subjects as far as I know."

"What about getting people to come and perform
sodomy?" I asked.

"I think thereyou'd have to askotherpeople. There
are a lot of rumors now and basically what one has to
do is try to separate rumor from fact. Reisman and
Buchanan have made any biographer's task a very
demanding one now because when you make those
kinds of accusations someone is going to expect a
serious scholar to straighten them out And it's very
hard to prove negatives."

In this case it is particualrly hard because the Kin
sey Institute has absolute control of the data. As a
result the question of Kinsey's involvement in illegal
activities has reached a stalemate. The Kinsey Institute
is in full control of the archives that would allow
scholars or journalists to resolve the issue, but they will
only let those sympathetic to the cause of sex research
and sex education in to do research. And even there,
the material available is rigorously censored.

Describing his own research at the Kinsey Institute.
Jones says, "No one has impeded me." But before long
he is putting qualifications on to his own statement
"Let's put it this way, I don't know what's in the
archives and what's not there. I've beenpermitted tosee
everything that' I've asked to see. I don't know whether
there are inner sanctum materials that I don't know
how to ask to see. I don't know if materials prior to
Kinsey's death were removed. I don't think they were,
but I don't know."

When I asked Dr. Gebhard what Jones was allowed
to see. he gave; a slightly different version. Jones, he
said, "cansee thestuffthat's previously looked over. He
got to see some of the correspondence, but I ran ahead
of him and made sure to abstract anything that was
confidential."

"Is Kinsey's sex history going to be available to
historians?"

'No," Gebhard responded.
"Is it going to be available to Dr. Jones''"
"No."

"Is it ever going to be available?"
"Not as far as I know."
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•TOUGH LUCK"

"Doesn't this pose problems for historians?"
"Yeah," Gebhard answered, "That's tough luck."
"All Kinsey Institute activities," we read in a glossy,

two-color brochure put out by the institute,
derive from the belief that social policy and personal
decisions about sex,gender, and reproduction should be
made on the basis of facmal information rather than on
ignorance. The Kinsey Institute continues its commit
ment to providing such information.

The ironies here are too large too ignore. The Kin
sey Institute, it seems, following in the footsteps of its
founder, has mastered the art of having its cake and
eating it too. They get over $500,000 in state funds each
year but have no public accountability. They call them
selves an archive and yet consider their files as sacro
sanct as the letters you wrote to your wife when you
were engaged to be married. They get to agitate for the
deconstruction of sexual mores and laws by basing
their claims on "science," but refuse to let anyone see
the basis of their data. When Kinsey puts forth his
claim to be the quintessentially disinterested scientist
those of us outside the charmed circle of the institute
are expected to believe this on the blindest of blind
faith. It leads one to believe that the institute indeed
hassomething to hide and that if free access were given
to their archives or even to Kinsey's sexhistory that the
whole edifice of sex research and sex education would
come tumbling down like a house of cards. The sex
researchers, like Kinsey himself, protest too much.
Beneath all the high-sounding ideals, one detects the
unsavory odor of hypocrisy and mendacity and
beneath that sexual compulsion masquerading as
scientific interest

"Did you ever ask people to give performances
before camera?" I asked Dr. Gebhard.

"No."

"Did you ever ask them to have sexual intercourse
in front of cameras?"

TWO SCIENTISTS

"Some people," Gebhard answered, contradicting
hiseariier statement 'Thesepeople were scientists, and
theywere very few in number. See, if you observe sexual
activity, Kinsey pointed out you can't look at all parts
of the bodysimultaneously. The best we could do was
choose a few scientists who were willing to cooperate
and film them and then we could look at the films over
and over again."

It just so happens that one of the "scientists" who
volunteered to perform before the cameras wrote a
memoir of his experiences which appeared in the No
vember 13,1980 number oi The Advocate, a homosexual
newspaper out of Los Angeles. Samuel M. Steward, the
author ofthe article, was "teaching English ata second-
rate sectarian university in Chicago" when he first met
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&nsey in 1949 He later became proprietor of his own
tatoo parlor, which Imsure is a scientific endeavor of
some sort His partner in crime-sodomy was and is
illegal mthe state of Indiana—was "a tall mean-Iook-
mg sadist.. with acrew-cut and a great personality"
^e authors partner "was a free-lance anist doing
fashion lay-outs for Saks and other Fifth Avenue
stores, and under the name of Steve Masters he pro-

ImluSe the growing
"scientists" to Blooming-

Arri h''® I I ®engaging in sado-masochism.Kinsey "never set up assigna-
had ~ r sado-masochismhad reached a point of intolerable tension. He knew

finrf ' f '1 that area, and he wanted toimd out more.

hisown testimony, became an

m9 S f°>- 'he Kinsey Instimte from
b^n relationshipbe^n wth KiiKey taking Steward's sex history, after

H thoughtfully and said;Why don t you give up trying to continue your heteio-
sexual relanonships?'" It seems that the disinterested
scientist wasn't above a little proselytizing afM

any rate. Steward responded immediately; "I aban-

he sa?d '' 'b'sexuality- that very evening,"
ApparenUy Kinsey and Steward found each other

SihT""weepers:toth kept their records mcode, although Steward con

cha sophisticatedftan his. Both were avid consumers of pomosraphy
Kinsey was interested in the pomoeraphy Steward
wte as well as his "sexual action Polaroid picnires."
which he sent to Insutute photographer Bill Deilen-
back. who made 8X10 glossy reproductions. "Kinsey"
bteward wrote,

favored me mreturn with the most flattering kind of
attention-never coming to Chicago without writing to
m.r frilTk"® "meeting. In the eight years of
700 hnn^ fV ^ ""'P" ^sain) about7TO hours of his pleasant company, the most fascinating
mthe world because all ofhis shop talk was of sex...

All of this attemion-700 hours is. after all. a Ions
time to spend on one individual, especially when Kin
sey was so pressed for time collecting sex histories that
were to survey males and females in general-
apparently got Steward to wondering about Kinsev
himselfand his own sexual motivations.

THE IDEAL FATHER
In him I saw the ideal father-who was never

shocked, who never criticized, who always approved.
Who hstened and sympathized. I suppose I fell in love
wth him to adegree, even though he was agrandfather.
Ut course, there was never any physical contact between
us except a handshake. Many persons Iknew would ask:
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queer?" I told him this.
d whatdo you answer?" he asked.

'ell, I said slowly. "I always say, 'Yes he is—
the same way we are. He is a voyeur and

f/-. He hkes to look and listen."
isey laughed, but amoment later Icaught him.

me thoughtfully. I may have hit closer to
an I realized.

bsey queer? We may never know. Dr. Re
that certain Kinsey Institute files were c
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h intercourse between a man and a woman a
form ofsexual expression. (Pomeroy, in his arti-
; Now of the Kinsey Findings" 11972] refers to
xual intercourse asan "addiction.")
arity between the little one needs to know
sexually and the elaborate outlay of time
inyolved in sex education curriculums can
ained by the fact that sex ed is there to edu-
1 away from their natural aversion to cer-
^1 activities. Sex education uses science as

Kinsey did in his own
1 pe protective mande of science allows
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otherwise condemn as depraved, activities like voyeur
ism and collecting pomogrpahy, while simultaneously
maintaining a veneer of respectability. Science is the
legitimator that allows sex educators to engage in
smutty talk in front of children without being either
fired or arrested. If it could serve as a permission slip
for Josef Mengele, then why not for Alfred Kinsey?

DOUBLE DEALING

Homosexuality also explains the phenomenon of the
double life one finds all but ubiquitous in sex educa
tion curriculums. To put it simply, parents almost never
get to see what their children see in the courses they
take. The reason for this is obvious: the sex educators
fear parental outrage. The Unitarian Universalist
Association, publishers o(About YourSexuality, a sex ed
program which shows to 14-year olds, among other
things, graphic films of anal intercourse, refused one
parent permission to see the materials in the program
because he "had not demonstrated open-mindedness
and good faith." The program was created by Deryck
Calderwood. who died in 1986 of, according to some
reports, AIDS. Calderwood was described in The New
York Tribune article describing the whole flap as

a disciple of sex pioneer Alfred Kinsey (who) believed,
with Kinsey, that no type of sexual behavior is abnormal
or pathological. He crafted the ideology of the NYU pro
gram, which has been called by one former student. Ed
ward Eichel, "a gay studies program for heterosexuals."

The Rev. Eugene B. Navias. director of religious edu
cation for the Unitarian Universalists "confirmed that
the program forbids the children to speak to their
parents about what is said by others in the groups
But this practice, he said, protects the sense of group
trust that is essential if the children are going to be able
to share honestly." Which is reminiscent of what Kin
sey and his successors had to say about the files of the
Kinsey Institute. Academic freedom, it seems, is a one
way street headed in the direction of subversion.

SUBVERSION

Subversion is, of course, something Kinsey prac
ticed with a vengeance all the while claiming that he
had no other agenda that the pursuit of scientific truth.
In fact the best wayto achieve the former is by claiming
the latter, something recognized by Paul Robinson
when he reviewed the two Kinsey biographies:

The critics were right in asserting that the Reports had
been inspired by moral as well as scientific principles.
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At least implicitly, both the Male and Female volumes
argued against existing sexual restrictions by showing
that actual sexual behaviour bore little relation to these

restrictions Whatever their motivation, the Reports
were all the more effective polemically for their seeming
disinterestedness. Instead, for example, of staring out
right that premarital sex was desirable. Kinsey simply
documented a high correclation between premarital sex
ual experience and sexual "adjustment" in marriage,
leaving the reader free to opt against adjustment if his
moral code so demanded.

It is now 50 years since Kinsey started his sex
research—time enough to step back and have some sort
of reevaluation. And the best place to start is with the
sex history of Kinsey himself If the Kinsey Institute
wants to keep his life a dark secret, that is their right,
I suppose, although I don't see how they can go on
accepting public money if they take this stance. If they
choose to remain secretive, however, they should not be
surprised if growing public scepticism is the response
to their claims. The essence of science is verifiability.
On that score sex research a Kinsey is not immune to
the verdict of history, which threatens as of now to rank
its credibility just below phrenology. •
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