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The

Iis Impact and Influence

on America

by
Michael Loyd Chadwick
Editor

Between 1933 and 1953 a change took placz in
the United States which was so drasiic it could be
accurately described as a “revolution.” [+ was
curing these crifical years that the nation's wors:
deprassion occurred and the American peogle
tecame involved in a cataszophic world war.
Srortly afterwards they found themselves in a
no-win “undeclared war” in Korea. As crisis pited
upon crisis significant changes took place in the
szuciure of American life. One of the mors
ocvious changes was the rapid shifing of ultmate
responsivility for the economic welfare of the
pecple from the private sector to the Executive
Branch of the Federal Government.

Rather amazingly, this revolutionary transfer of
power was achieved without viclence and in a
propaganda climate which led the majority of the

merican peogple to give it their full consent.

By the early 1950s, however, therz were many
people both in and out of government who felt that
semething was seriously wrong. It was charged
that the resources of America’s vast educaticnal
sysiem had been misappropriated to teach con-
c2pts which were destructive to the entire fabric
of the American consitutional system. It was also
felt the schools were being utilized to promote the
acceptance of economic ideas which are dia-
metically oppased to the open scciety of the
American free enterprise system.

Freemen Oigest. June 973
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So much pubiic indignation had been generated
by 1952, that the 82nd Congress passed House
Resolution 561 to set up a special “Select
Committee to [nvestigate Foundations and Com-
parable Organizadons.” Many considered this to be
one of the most important investigations in the
nation's history. The Commitiee was instructed
to determine whether or not any of the founda-
dons had teen “using their resources for un-
American and subversive activities or for purposes
not in the interast of the tradition of the United
States.” (Heusz Regen No. 2514, January 1, 1953. 5. 2)

The Cox Committee

This Committee was named after its chairman
and became known as the “Cox Committee,”
tut unforrunataly it did not accomplish a grea
ceal. The time factor was rather limited and the
unexpected death of the chairman resulted in a
very superiicial inquiry being conducted. Never-
theless, it cid establish that there were signs of
scong sutversive influence on the decision-making
level of several leading foundations. However, the
impac: of this ciscovery was virtually nullified in
the Commitee’s final report by giving considerable
weight to the testmony of the foundation officers
wno had insisted that the subversive elements on
their toards werz not of any pardcular significance.

The Minority Views of
Congressman B. Carroll Reece

Congressman B. Car-
& roll Reece was a mem-
f ber of the Cox Commit-
tee and was not at all
satisfied with the final
report. He added an
appendage which urged
that “if a more compre-
hensive study is desired,
the inquiry might be
.continued by the 83rd

‘Congress...." (lbid.,
il p. 14)

Congressman Reece felt that the hasty and
superficial inquiry of the Cox Committee left the
nation without the answers it needed. He therefore
inrcduced Hcouse Resolution 217, which was

passad by a vote of 209 to 183 on July 27,
1553. The resolution provided that:

“The Committee is authorized and directed to
conduct a full and complete investigation. . .to
determine which of such foundations and organi-
zations arz using their resources for un-American
and subversive activities; for political purposes;
propaganda, or attempts to influence legislation.”
(Housz Raper No. 2681, Decamicer 16, 1554, 5. 1)

First Attempt To Block
the Investigation

Tne: members of the new Committee wers:
B. Carroll Reece of Tznnessee, Chairman; Jessie
P. Wolcott of Michigan; Angier L. Goodwin of
Massachusetts; Wayne L. Hays of Ohio; and
Gracie Pfost of Idaho.

[t is imporiant to note that three of thesz five
incividuals hac veted against the Reece resoluton
in order to prevent this Committee from coming
into existencz. This was the first attempt by the
poweriul influences working behind the founda-
tons to control and block the investigation.

Second Attempt to Block
the Investigation

Tne resolution directed the new Commitiee to
prapare a report by January 3, 1553. On August
1, 1953, the Committee was granted $350,000
with the agreement that additional funds would te
forshcoming aftar the first of next year. Commitize
counse! was obtained on September 1, 1953 and
the compilation of a staff began on Septemter
15th. However, it was soon apparent that the
promised funds would not be forthcoming. The
second attempt to block the investigation of the
Reece Committee by the foundation world there-
fore came in the form of starving the Committee
oy lack of sufficient funds.

Committee Research Directed by
Norman Dodd

Between September 15, 1953 and Aprl 29,
1554 the Reece Committee operated. in essence,

uncer the direcion of its Research Director
Norman Dodd.

It is interesting to note that after the Committee

Freemen Oigest, June 1973



was organized the members wanted to study the
data collected by the Cox Committee, especially

- on the subversive aspects of the foundations. For

some mysterious reason the entire file dealing with
the subversive activities of the foundations had
disappeared.

A Preliminary Report by
Norman Dodd

On April 29, 1954, Norman Dodd prepared a
preliminary report for presentation to the members
of the Reece Committee. This report was explora-
tory in character and outlined the pattern of inquiry
whicn the research staff would be pursuing.

Third Attempt to Block Investigation

The effect of Dodd's preliminary report was
electrifying. Within a matter of hours, steps were
taken by powerful forces to block the rest of the
Committee’s investigation. The Establishment
media deluged the nation with stories that the
investigation was futile and should be terminated.

The smear job on the Committee was the third
major tactic utilized by the foundation world to
harass and terminate the committee. It soon be-
came obvious why the Reece Committee was
considered such a threat. Congressman Reece
later described the situation in these words:

/"“

ST

N

“ “The evidence that had been gathered by the

stff pointed to one simple underlying situation,
namely, that the major foundations by subsidizing
collectivistic-minded educators, had financed a
socialist trend in American Government.

“We informed the foundations in advance that
our findings suggested that the foundations had for
2 long time been exercising powerful, although
sometimes indirect political influence in both
domestic and foreign policy, predominantly
toward the left—to say nothing of the support by
the foundations of the Institute of Pacific Relations
which led the movement to tum China over to
the Communists and which was admittedly Corm-
munist dominated.

“The doubts and reservations concerning the
validity of the complaints against the large founda-
tions were largely dispelled by the almost hysterical
reaction of the foundations to the summary pre-
sented to the committee by the committee staff
on the opening day of the hearings.

Freemen Digest. June 1978

.

“The e}(ci’ errr1ent bordered on panic: as was
observed by the demonstrations through the public
relations channels of the large foundations and
this convinced me, and others of the American
public, judgir{g from the letters reczived.. . .that tha
general picture which had taken shape was not

very far from the truth.” (speech beiore Natonal Press G
Luncheon, szan 23,1955,5.3)

After Nolmgn Dodd’s Preliminary Repcx
appeared, powerful individuals in America maca
their move tcé insure that the Committee would e
permanently |terminated. It was obvious that the
Reece Committee had already gone too far. This
Committee was about to officially document for
the first time fin history that the United States was
the victim of |a deliberate conspiracy to dismantz
the Constitutional rights of the people. This
conspiracy is aiming at no less than the creation,
of centralized supranational institutional mecs-
anisms from| which it will rule the world unca-
collective management. ..

Committ ‘e Hearings Brought to
A Standstill

fter nineteen days of hearings, powariui
polidcal macpin‘ery behind the scenes was de-
ployed at the Capitol to stop the Reece Commitze
completely. Tne last hearing was held on July G,
1954,

The hearings were canceled partly because of
the abrasive end uncontrollable actions of Con-
gressman Wayne Hays, who later admitied to
Normal Dodd that Major Persons from the White
House had been' up to see him. “He wanted me to
cooperate in dusting up this investigation,” Hays
stated. (Interview with Norman Cadd, Novermber 12-13, 1977)

Even though the hearings were discontinued,
a sufficient qyantity of evidence was accumulated
by the Committee’s staff to clearly demonstrate
that the rﬁajor ffoundaﬁons had been spending
hundreds of millions to divest the United States of
her traditional systermn of values and replace them
with socialist goals designed to prepare America
for provincial status in a global world govemment.
The remainder of this issue will be devoted to
examining the evidence gathered by the Reecz
Committee. [t seems to be entirely apparent that
these events of %the past were a clearly defined
prelude to the/present. a
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THE
NAKED
CAPITALIST

A review and comimentary cn Dr. Carroll Chuigiey's book
TRAGEDY AND HOPE

Reviewed by

W. CLEON SKOUSEN

" As a student at Georgretown, I heard that call clarified by a professor
named Carrol Quigley..."

William Jefferson Clinton, 1992 Democratic National Convention
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TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS INVOLVED IN
WEAKENING AND SUBVERTING THE
CONSTITUTIONAL AND IDEOLOGICAL FABRIC
OF THE AMERICAN CULTURE

Now we turn to the vast reserv‘ous of wealth—the tax-exempt
foundations—which Dr. Quigley descnbes as the major base of opera-
tions for the Establishment bosses as they launch their catastrophic
attack on the basic framework of the whole American society.

Dr. Quigley’s disclosure that the o%mcil on Foreign Relations and
the Institute of Pacific Relations wére responsible for what turned out
to be a paroxysm of world- wide' polﬂncal subversion, is no mors
shocking than his bold declaration that the global collectivists of the
London-Wall Street axis were equally successful in attacking the whole
foundation of the American culture |through the exploitation of the
millions made available by certain tax-exempt foundations.

. Generally speaking, the Rocke%elljer Foundation, the Carnegie
Foundation, the Ford Foundation a‘nd a host of other Wall Street
philanthropies have always been looléed upon as generous, capitalistic
santa clauses. Let us repeat a previous quotation in which Dr. Quigley
admits the development of an explc';swe situation back in the early
1950’s when the use of tax-exempt foundatmns for U. S. subversion
ALMOST spilled out into public view. In fact, public hearings were
heard, but the Establishment’s choke-hold on the press was sufficient
to keep the public from becoming aware of the scandalous proportions
of the facts which were d1scovere<£ Here is the way Dr. Quigley
describes what happened:

57
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Tax-Exempt Foundatlons Caught Red-Handed: =~ .. . .
“It must be recocmzed that the power “that these eneroetxc
Left-wingers exerc1sed was NEVER their own power nor Communist

power but was ult1mate1y THE POWER OF THE INTERNATIONAL

FI\IANCIAL COTERIES ‘and, once the anger and suspicions of the
Amencan people were aroused, as they were by 1950, it was a falrlyA '

. simple. matter to GET RID.  OF (HIDE ELSEWHERE] THE RED

SY\/IPATHIZERS Before this could be ‘done, however, a congress1onal
committee, following backward to their source the THREADS WHICH
LED FROM ADMITTED COMMUNISTS like Whittaker Chambers,

-through Alger Hiss, and the Carnegie Endowment to Thomas Lamont

and the Morgan Bank, FELL INTO THE WHOLE COMPLICATED

~“NETWORK -OF I\ITERLOCKI\IG TAX-EXE\/IPT FOUNDATIONS.”

(pp. 954—955 emphas1s added)

How the Scandal Was Kept From Reachmg the Publnc
“The Eighty-third Congress in July 1953 set up a Special Com-

. mittee to Investigate Tax—Exernpt Foundations ‘with Representative B.
. Carroll Reece, of Tennessee, as chairman. IT SOON BECAME CLEAR

THAT PEOPLE ‘OF IMMENSE WEALTH WOULD BE UNHAPPY
IF THE INVESTIGATIQ\_I _WE\IT TOO FAR and that the ‘most
respected’ newspapers in the country, CLOSELY ALLIED WITH

- THESE MEN OF WEALTH, would not get excited enough about any

revelations to make the publicity worth while, in terms of votes or
campaign contributions.” (p. 955, emphasis added)

Note how this last sentence reveals the Achilles Heel in the secret
society’s operations. The whole concern of the globalist conspiracy
is to do their work in such a way that the public will not become
sufﬁciently aroused to use their “votes and campaign contributions”
to knock the agents of the Establishment out of political power in
Washington. As longas the Constltutlon remains in effect the American

~.people still have an opportumty to wake up and “‘throw the rascals

. _.out.” As we shall see later, Dr. Qu1=,1ey was homfied along with his

- .fellow'“mmders” when this- earth-shakm° poss1b1hty almost became

_ a'reality in 1964. But we_ shall dlSCUSS that tremendously interesting
AR mc1dent a little later Now back to Dr. qualey

The Scandalous Congressnonal Flndmgs Were Not Shocklng To Dr
Qulgley T

' “An mterestma ' report SHOWING THE LEFT-WI\IG ASSO-
CIATIO\IS of the interlocking nexus of tax-exempt foundat1ons was
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issued in 1954 RATHER QUIETLY. Four years later, the Reece
committee’s general counsel, Rene A. Wormser, wrote a shocked,
BUT NOT SHOCKING book on the subject called Foundations: Their
Power and Influence.” (p. 955, emphasis adc%ed)

Note that Dr. Quigley fully appreciates that the Reece Committee
hearings turned up some shocking information and that the book
written by its general counsel, Rene A. Wormser, was intended to shock
the public. But Dr. Quigley had been on|the inside for many years so
it was not shocking to him.

This reviewer has studied the Wormser book (Devin-Adair, New
York, 1958) and has concluded that while the findings of the Reece
Committee might not be disturbing to a‘n “insider” like Dr. Quigley,
they are certainly sufficient to raise the plood temperature of any
ordinary American who might be anxious to preserve his basic rights
and preserve the American way of life in an open society. The Raece
Committee found that tax-exempt foundations were deliberately
attacking the whole basic structure ofl’ the Constitution and the
Judaic-Christian American culture.

|
‘ .
‘ |
A CONGRESSIONAL COMMITT E} VERIFIES WHAT

DR. QUIGLEY SAYS CONCERNING THE POWER OF
TAX-EXEMPT FOUNfATaONs

For the sake of brevity, the facts set or&h in the Wormser book on
the findings of the Reece Committee will be summarized. The various
references to the specific pages where th? details can be read are pro-
vided.: i
1. Political maneuvering to prevent the hearings from being
effective. (pp. 341-377) L

2. Completely disruptive tactics err‘tp}oyed by Congressman Wayne
Hays. (pp. 359-366) 4

3. How rich banking and industrial families give their money to
foundations without losing contral of their funds. (pp. 11-12)

4. Who actually runs the tax-exe t foundations? (pp. 41-54)

5. How the major foundations are [all interlocked into a mono-
lithic monopoly of power to carry out globalist policies.
(pp. 57-80) . B

6. Money of the foundations used ltb take over the Social
Sciences: ‘

a. Social Sciences looked t.ipc)ni as a potential political
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k.

instrument. (pp. 83-86)

Suppressing social scientists who disagree or criticize.
(pp. 86-89)

Developing an elite corps of social engineers with a com-
pulsive drive to ‘“‘remake the world” along socialist lines.
(pp. 90-100)

Foundation-sponsored Kinsey report deliberately designed
as an attack on Judaic-Christian morality. (pp. 100-105)
Using social science to sabotage the structure of military
services. (pp. 105-110)

Employing a Marxist Socialist to produce and promote
the social science classic, “A Proper Study of Mankind.”
(pp. 110-114)

Importing a Swedish Socialist to produce a study on the
American Negro which has created the current climate of
revolution and violence. (pp.114-119)

Financing The Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences as a
vehicle for the spreading of socialist concepts.(pp.119-125)
Developing a Marxist elite in academic social science
circles. (pp. 125-129)

Policy of continually emphasizing pathological aspects of
American society to discredit its culture. (pp. 129-131)
Foundation-sponsored research often slanted to conform
with pre-conceived objectives. (pp. 75, 131-138)

7. Foundations use their funds to subvert and control American

education.

a. “Conform or no grant!” (p. 140)

b. The birth of Educational Radicalism. (pp. 143-145)

c. Carnegie finances a Socialist charter for education. (pp-
146-152)

d. The radical educators. (pp. 152-155)

e. The Progressive Education Association. (pp. 155-156)

f. Financing and promoting socialist textbooks. (pp.156-167)

g. Financing Left-wing reference works. (pp. 167-171)

h. The National Education Association not designed to

advance “American” education. (pp. 142, 145, 160, 164-
165, 216-217)

8. Tax-Exempt Foundations as instruments of subversion:

a.
b.

Communist influences in foundations. (pp. 174-177)
Socialist influences in foundations. (pp. 177-184)
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C. Helplessness of the average (::itizen. (pp. 186-187)
d. Ridiculing the American idea of free markets and free

enterprise. (pp. 187-188)

e. The Socialists recejve voluminous foundation-support in
launching their League fd’r Industrial Democracy. (pp.

188'193) i

f. Foundations push a Iong'-ra;nge program to radicalize
American labor. (pp. 193-196)

aq

collectivist mentalities to s
199)

Foundations provide Com;z unists, Socialists and similar

rve in government. (pp. 196-

9. Foundations finance the betraya!l of America’s best interest
to achieve collectivist internatiqna;ism:
a. Foundation policies fixed on global schemes. (pp.200-201)
b. Rhodes scholars fed into sovernment service by founda-

tions. (pp. 201-202)

c. The Carnegie Endowment for International Peace caught

promulgating war. (p. ZOLI-)
d. International Relations Clu

bs sponsored by Carnegie to

promote socialist internationblism and speakers such as

Alger Hiss. (pp.207-208)

e. The Foreign Policy Association as an instrument of opinion-
molding to the Left. (pp. 208-209)

f. History books which keep
truth. (pp. 209-210)

(S

Socialist-Communist coalitio
h. Alger Hiss describes how f
used to affect U.S. policy

~

Americans from learning the

Promoting the United Nations as the home base for the

n. (pp. 214-216)
oundation agencies should be
decisions. (pp. 218-219)

THE FORD FOUNDATION RECEIVES SPECIAL ATTENTION

The Wormser book devotes .79
Foundation. Even in 1958 Wormser sen
of the dynastic foundations was being

agés exclusively to the Ford
ed that the newest and largest
rnessed to the team of global

. . . . | .
internationalism and that its suns were quick to blast away at any

traditional Americans who were bold en
society of the United States might be
society of controlled collectivism.

The irony of this tragic abuse of

61
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preferable to the great new
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“They bribe governments to take on projects they
would not otherwise do,” says Kim Dennis, undl recent-
ly exccutive director of the Philanthropy Roundtable, an
Indianapolis-based trade associaton for grantmakers.

Bribe may not be too strong a word. “The govern-
ment’s for sale,” says attorney Kent Masterson Brown,
who is suing on behalf of Kentucky citizens to void the
state’s $299,500 contract with the Robert Wood John-
son Foundadon.

The 1994 contract provided that the foundadon would
fund the design of a comprehensive health care program
for the state. The foundaton, pursuing its own long-
standing agenda, steered the state toward an ambidous
health care reform plan chat’s a virtual copy of Hillary
Clinton’s failed program.

“Clearly the money provided by [the Johnson Foun-
dation] is in exchange for ‘influence,’ in explicit violadon

a
of Kentucky bribery laws,” says lawyer Brown. After
accepung the money, he charges, the state permirted the

cundation to influence the dirsction of its health care
regulations. Kentucky has moved to dismiss the action,
which is pending in state court.

In order to get the foundation money, former Ken-
tucky governor Brereton Jones gave the foundadon rights
to use and even sell all of the data to be collected from
patients, doctors and hospitals. Think about that for a
moment: In a very real sense the state was selling confi-
dendal dara about its cidzens to a private foundatdon in
recurn for a grant.

Former governor Jones says he doesn’t recall seeing
that provision in the contract when he signed it in 1994.

Carpetbagger Roberr Van Hook, a longtime Johnson
Foundadon operative, headed up the state’s new Health
Policy Board—at a salary of $80,000 a year, $20,000 of
which was paid by the Johnson Foundaton. Presumably
he would sce to it that the board carried out the founda-
tion’s big-government agenda. Less than a year later Van
Fook moved, back to Maryland, but the foundadon’s
legacy lives on in Kenrucky.

Also in Kenrucky, the Baldmore-based Casey Founda-
don, endowed by the founder of United Parcel Service,
James Casey, seeded a §74 million program to put social
workers in every public school. Among other things, the
workers train new pareats and make sure the children get
all the health and social services they need, including
referrals to get pregnancy tests and condoms. Some local
offcials inidally balked at making referrals for contracep-
uves withour parenral consent. But Kentucky educrarts
cracked down, telling them they had no choice. Thus,
without debate, an important new policy was imposed on
the state’s students.

The manager of the program at the time was Ronnie
Dunn, author of The Faczory Fable, a screed that compares
children to the “raw materials used in the manufacturing
process.” Dunn made her bent for social engineering even
blunter when she added: “When all citizens ‘own’ the
children and work together to support and empower fam-
ilies, our society becomes a betrer place.” Better for
whom? By what standard? The state never asked. It just
took the money.

Kenrucky bureaucrats recently imposed emergency reg-

r

“They abuse them [the girls] to see if
anybody else is abusing them?* asks
concerned parent Camille Wagner.
=

ulations permitting schools to treat children for both
mental and physical ailments and bill everything to Med-
icaid, all expected to cost taxpayers another $80 million
a year.

Wait 2 minute. Isn’t this lobbying by private founda-
tdons—a practce prohibited by federal law? Can’t a foun-
dation be fined or lose its Internal Revenue Code Section
501(c)(3) tax-free status if the I®s thinks it’s getdng too
cozy with a government? ;

Yes, but six years ago—after listening to the pleas of the
big foundations-—zhe Treasury Department relaxed the
lobbying rules to permit virwally everything short of
actually buttonholing a legislator or voter to support a
certain bill. : -

Thar change in the law opened the doors to every
foundadon with an agenda it wishes to impose. Swoop-
ing to take advantage was Lauren Cook, director of state
technical assistance at Washington, D.C.-based, founda-
don-sponsored Council of Governors’ Policy Advisors. In
November 1991 Cook organized a weekend mixer at the
Wingspread Center in Racine, Wis. for foundadon lead-
ers eager to meet and mingle with state officials,

James Joseph, then president of the left-leaning Coun-
cil on Foundadcns, fired the starting gun. He proclaimed
that “We now stand ready to O.. . . usher in a new era of
collaborative efforts to form a more perfect union and
promote the general welfare.” The general welfare? By
whose definiden?

The states eagerly took the bait. After the meeting
Robert Haigh, special assistant to the secretary of Penn-
sylvania’s Department of Public Welfare, organized a

Forbes ® December 16, 1996
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-ommittee of Pennsylvania officials and grantmakers that
1 turn enlisted foundadon-junkiec Cook. Her job: Advise
Pennsylvania how to tap the foundadons. Cook’s martch-
making paid off. Since 1990 Haigh has hauled in some
575 million in private fourdadon grants to Pennsylvania
and state-sponsored social projects.

The money comes with ideological strings atrached.
Peansylvania was one of 15 states sclected by the John-
son Foundation in 1993 to receive money to craft
schemes to push primary medical care. In order to get the
$100,000 seced money, Governor Robert P. Casey and
state health officials had to agree to buy certain comput-
er equipment from a Johnson shill, collect and input
information about hospitals, doctors and patients, and
give Johnson the right to usc and even scll those dara. If
the Johnson Foundation liked the plan, the state could
ge: another $2.4 million more, plus a $+.2 million loan
to implement the plan.

Six weeks after Pennsylvania applied, Governor Casey
called a special session of the legislarure and passed a law
providing for free or cut-rate medical care for children
whose families are too affiuent to get Medicaid but have
no insurance—a typical Johnson ploy. The Pennsylvania
health departmenc then set up a new bureaucracy called
the Bureau of Primary Care Resources & Systems Devel-
opment to carry out Johnson’s agenda, with seven new
positions, two paid out of foundadon funds.

In April 1994 Governor Casey wrote to Johnson boast-
ing that he’d spent some S+.4 million in taxpayer dollars
and would spend at least $5.6 million more on the foun-
dadon’s agenca, which included putting health clinics in
public schools. For his efforts the foundadon gave Penn-
sylvania another $874,505.

Governor Casey boasted that he’d spent
$4.4 million on the Johnson Foundation’s
agenda and promised $5.6 million more.
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Today Pennsylvania boasts 38 full-service school clin-
ics. Health department officials are pushing for more. And
Pennsylvania requires schools to see that every child gets
everything from dental exams to complete physicals.
Worst of all, the folks at the Johnson Foundadon showed
them how to get virtually all schools designated Medic-
aid providers so they can bill everything to taxpayers.

Result? Pennsylvania officials can just keep imposing
more and more intrusive medical and psychological pro-
cedures without gettng authorizadon from parents or the
legislarure. ;

Smelling a rat, the Pennsylvania legislature recenty
appointed a commission to invesdgate. Last sprng it came
to light that in March 11-year-old girls at East Swrouds-
burg’s J.T. Lambert Intermediate School were pulled out
of class and required to submit to geniral exams as part of
roudne physicals. Outraged, parents have already filed a2
lawsuit charging assault, battery, invasion of privacy and
intendonal inflicdon of emodonal distress. The school dis-
trict insists the exains are required by Pennsylvania law.

State Representative Sam Rorer is introducing a bill to
make it harder for state agencies to accept grants without
legislative approval. -

In 1991 the folks at the Casey Foundadon decided that
states should do more to make sure children grow up
mentally healthy. Whatever that means. They invited state
health officials to compete to come up with clever new
ideas for helping children who are abused, neglected or
in trouble with the law. Each of the top seven would
receive 2 $150,000 “planning grant,” with the promise of
up to $3 million if their plans pleased the foundation. In
effect, the Casey Foundation was paying state officials to
lobby for new government programs.

Virginia was one of the states that received a planning
grant. In 1992 Virginia bureaucrats got the legislature to
pass the Comprehensive Services Act for At-Risk Yourh
& Families. The act set up a new bureaucracy to monitor
children and coordinate all kinds of money and services.

Foundation officials claim they don’t meddle with
policy. Burt consider the letrer the Casey Foundartion
wrote to Virginia Governor Lawrence D. Wilder in 1993
telling him his modest demonstration plan for monitor-
ing children was barely adequate. Come up with a more
ambitious plan and commir some raxpayer money, the
Casey Foundaton’s execudve director, Douglas Nelson,
threatened, or he would give Virginia no more founda-
ton money.

The governor snapped to attention. The legislature car-
marked $60 million to do what the Casey Foundation
wanted done. Placated, the foundadon has given Virginia
about $3 million to set up community centers to moni-
tor children and Sgure out how to shift the endre cost to
taxpayers once the grant money runs out next year. Last
year alone, the tab for all this was up to $90 million. In
other words, an ideologically driven foundation plan
quickly becomes an embedded state bureaucracy that
nobody voted for.

In 1995 the Kellogg Foundadon hired as its new pres-
ident William Richardson, a 56-year-old former Maryland
bureaucrat. Since then, Kellogg, too, has started bribing
more state agencies to adopt its agenda. This year Kellogg
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Even after conservative Governor Pataki
took office, state officials continued
to do the bidding of liberal foundations.

By

teamed up with the Johnson Foundadon to offer state
policymakers $24.25 million to come up with new ways
to “transform and swengthen the public health infra-
scructure.” Sounds innocent, but oo one is fooled. The
whole purpose is to lure states into expanding their
bureaucracies and increasing spending, 2ll in the name of
improving public health.

Sometmes states bend the rules in order to get the
grants. Pennsylvania welfare official Haigh says he was
applying for a Casey Foundation grant in 1992 to reform
foster care. But there was a hitch. The foundation
required that the state’s welfare department enter into 2
contract with a specific county—Philadelphia.

That would have been a violadon of Peansylvania laws
that require compettve bidding. No problem. Then-Sec-
retary of Public Welfare Karen Snider just decided to skip
the compeddve bidding process by pretending there was
no other possible bidder.

Four years ago the Pew Charitable Trusts set out to
induce states to overhaul all health and sodal services so
as to wack all children from birth to adulthood. The Chil-
dren’s Inidadve, it was called.

The compedton began with states applying for
$100,000 “planning grants,” followed by another
$250,000 for the states whose plans best met Pew’s biases
in favor of expanding and enlarging government pro-
grams. Pew's charter doesn't permit grants to statc gove-
ernments. Again, no problem. Pew simply laundered the
planning grant money though a Bala Cynwyd, Pa. not-
for-profit outfit called the Center for Assessment and

Policy Development. No matter that this subterfuge was
an obvious violation of the intent of Pew’s founders. Five
states won the planning grants.

Pew later canceled the Children’s Inidative program
when it became clear it would take decades and cost bil-
lions to implement, but Casey, Johnson and Kellogg were
already beginning similar programs. These folks have
never seen a government program they don’t like, and
you can count on them to uy to keep this one alive.

As anyone knows who has ever paid the least attendon
to government, a program once launched has a tendency
to go on forever; so it is with these foundadon-financed
projects, which tend to go on with taxpayer moncy long
after the foundadon tap has been turned off.

In New York, for instance, in the final years of Mario
Cuomo’s administration, money poured in from left-
leaning foundations determined to promote socialized
medicine in the fertle soil of this most liberal of states.
Projects under way included Johnson Foundation plans
to sct prvate doctors’ fees, pool informadon on padents
and even cap private spending on health care

Now that Republican George Pataki is governor, are
those liberal plans shelved? No way. Pataki’s health com-
missioner, Barbara DeBuono, who had enjoyed a gene:-
ous Johnson Foundadon granc in Rhode Island, supple-
ments her $102,335 annual salary with an exera $§30,000
from a state agency, Health Research, Inc., supported
almost endrely by private foundadon and federal grants.

Since Paraki took office, DeBuono and other health
officials have accspted millions more in grants from the
foundations—always for projects aimed at getting the
state government deeper into people’s private lives.

New York deputy health commissioner, Judith Arnold,
recently wrote to the Johnson Foundadon’s grant admir-
isoator. Arnold promised that even if the legislature stops
funding health care reform, Johnson-seeded reforms will
continue. She didn’t specify where the money would
come from, but the implicadon was: We bureaucrats will
find a way.

To understand what is going on here, it is importanct o
recognize that bureaucrats have an all-too-human ten-
dency to enhance their importance by spending more
money. More often than not, too, they are recruited fom
the ranks of people committed to using governments to
redistribute the wealth by raising taxes. Consider, foc
example, Brian Roherty, former Minnesota budger offi-
cer, now president of the Nadonal Association of State
Budget Officers. He has called on state budgert officers all
over the country to bend the law as far as possible to
advance a liberal agenda. Roherty complains that the top
20% of houscholds own 85% of the nation’s wealth.

Roherty is at least refreshingly frank: “How things arc
distributed will become the next bartleground in Ameri-
can politcs,” he says on the made assocdiadon’s Web site.

Roherty proceeds to throw down the gauntlet to those
who think it is dme to roll back or at least stabilize the
government’s grab at the taxpayer. “State budgets will be
the primary vehicle for this change, which will be direct-
ed by men and women of courage who are prepared to

‘go where no one has ever gone.”” With a little help, of
course, frem tax-exempt private foundadons.
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Study of Sex
Experiencing
2d Revolution

By ETHAN BRONNER

Half a century after a mild-man-
nered Midwestern biology professor
named Alfred C. Kinsey essentially
created a new academiq discipline
with publication of his best-selling
tome ‘“‘Sexual Behavior in the Hu-
man Male,” the study of sexuality on

American campuses is again being -

revolutionized.

Over the past five years, courses -

examining the origin and meaning of

sexual identity have appeared in
nearly every catalogue of American

liberal arts colleges, and the area is
still growing. Unlike the short health
classes taught at colleges in the past,
‘what is now available permits stu-
" dents to specialize in sexuality, espe-
cially as a cultural phenomenon.

The University of Chicago initiat- :

ed a lesbian and gay studies project
. this past fall; the University of Iowa
will offer a certificate program —
short of a major but more than a

minor — in sexuality starting next .

September; Brown University is in
the fourth year of offering a full
major called Sexuality and Society;
the University of Minnesota is estab-

lishing, with a pledged half-million- |
dollar endowment, a Center for Gay, | . .
Lesbian, Bisexual and Transgender |

. Studies; the University of California
i at Riverside, the University of Wis-

consin at Milwaukee, New York Uni- |
versity and the University of Penn- |

sylvania are among a growing num-
ber of institutions with graduate or

undergraduate programs focused on |-

semahty
Some of the sessions are surpns-

Continued on Page 11
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A Half-Century After Kinsey,

Continued From pgge 1
_\ g

schiolarly conferen

they ask: wh

Sexual Inventedp

deline manhood? w,

ence be,

tween sex

By contrast, wh

" "people are likely ¢

risk sexy

ple sens,

Bancroft gaq. "It

cultural,

Ibly keep o

, but there

ces,

How

0 e,

al behavior while other

may

For example,

€N Was the terpm homo-.

does soclety

at Is the diffe;.
and gender?

8age in high.

S probably socio.

be Individug)

differences [ phys!ology and neurg.
b know very little

lology.

about ¢,

We st

relatively 1y

which me

cut

@ orgasm physlologlcal!y.
tle ab

the exteny to

N and womey difter In pat-

terns of physlo!oglcal Sexual re.
We know little aboyg why

Sponse,

some peap

le abuse children,”

Dr. Bancrofg added: »q, other imp-

Something we pee,

Sex Is not fike

Susan

Tate, who teaches the three-
Yyear-old Sexuality

r that she sought (o address

ucler
.

s build gen.
‘ B

without embarrassmenl." she said,
penis, clitors and vagina without

rylng to teq the studen(s
0od aboyg 5ex,” she sajd of
25-student course. “Ajl
what's bad about it, hoy,
ou. I want them to undey-

Issues ,Evolving
From Women’s Studies
€ Materjal offered yup.

8ay, which covers lesbian, bisexual
and gay toplcs,

Athens i the 51l cenlury B.C. were
ed by whether they had sex
men, only whether they
s the penetrator or pene.

ed years 480, a greag

“What | really |like about queer
theory |5 that rather than locking ap
uxinmlly or dissident sexuality yer.
SUS e i,

about
able to (alk about the

employer:
real name

today on college cam.

challenges the

. ran, an Englisp professor  ity, how they internajy
f::;ﬂ:ﬁg;}.hm 0% expanded cor nd director of its sexualjty at is not hoy critics
“There s St a lack of 80od, basic sexual ldenmy and desjre Roger Kimbay
research into ¢he fundamena)s of ly constructed, pot Innate.  of New Crlterio
humap Sexualities,” saig _Dr. Johp -ol-thought-1g known as monthly journg) dr
- Bilncm“;*MTngWishilnedical re- tructionlsm, 4 O-a-sex—contg
Searcher who poy, -t ——Emphas Placedon the changed New Paltz this ry)
T ImsTTe At Ingjan, University view of sex over History, an e ap-  Street-Joyrpg) publy
“We don"t understand why some- parent fact, for example, that mey artlcle by him unge

“Syllabys for

rolessor Savran sald,

don't thin:

Sexuality,
Milier, a 23-year-old
of Brown's Program

Communlues fo
S would pe put

Those In this f1
Ing about the Irin
tice, like Sadomasach,
tution, offers Insight
d money, Tan

eld say thae learn-

Isin and prosti-

“It Ig very difficy
the scholarship i 8rouped ple’s Sexuality becayse
sardonlc, defjan; fubric of ta ," she ut

It to geq at peo-

: 8 “conservatjye

rence at _SUNY
when The ‘Wall_
shed a caustic

‘There |g some
dehumanlzlng abo
sald In ap Interviey,
Way to waste your ¢
Here you have four

S,

thing Profoundly

The ‘Dark Side’
Of Enlightgnment

‘Then there s
cast homosexuamy as a kind of djs. tion,"” he Continued
Y merlt Sympathy byt thing, (o look a the

the morag ques-
“Is this good

sex into an activity hike

A

wi

re:

of

livi

ac
Sof

Co

ton ang Intim

eman

the Sludy of se

Read:‘ngs exa,

examine how g
Perspectiva ca,
underslanding
Calegorigs, a5 well as the
reversg,

“QUEER LIvese
COLLEGE Iy MA

This course is
inlroduction lo

men, lranssgy,
lransgendete

|__currently ge

the Study of Sex

said Marshali
recent graduate
who now works

CLOSER LOOK

A Sample of Cour

From course Calalog
colleges ang Universilieg around
the nation:

“QUEER HISTORIES, o7 YALE:
E. xaminalion of

gues af

arecent Calegory
analysis for gender studipg and
xualily, situateq

thin a historical framewark

garded as “Queer

gender ang Sexual
nonconlormiy

mine dilfereny
al is Commonly
L includmg

Y. COmpare and
Contrasy pastand preseny notions

that honconformity, ang

historical
ninfluence
of modern

AT HAMPS))RE
SSACMUSETI‘Sx

envisioned ag an
thinking about the

es and work of lesbians, gay

Jals, and )
d people (groups
dpoﬁlieauytmder’*'
the term "queel") Mainly thygy,
_their aulobiogra
work as arlisis g

livists. The Course will irace the
Cial ang Cullural history of

th cenlury, when Sexologists
ined the lerm "homosexual. “lo

acy in the name of

Cipation. The idea Is 1o increase

Chicago, is not, lmwcver. very jm-

Pressed wigh thes

that |

8norance of (h,

Mmembers of (e Judic

saclet
fort

Y Benerally 4y, "

C Concer, ns.

. He says

BS sexual by

iary,
beehy o

and by

sesin Sexuality

issuesas: Sexual idenmy and
gh
phies and thejr

nd politicaf

.-_\*s.__-m..h_-_-w-\_. N R ..

Is Generating Keen

the queer liberation Movemeny of
the presen day, slressing ISsues
oltace any class as way as
gender,

“'SEXvALITY ToDay" oy THE
UNWERSITY{OF VIRGINA;

This Course will Provide an
increaseg undelslandmg and
appreciation 1o human sexual
behavior through learning
concepis, Principles ang facis
fegarding sexyaf health Topics
will inclydea- human sexyal
behavior and lelaleonships.
feproduclive Syslems,
Conlracepiion and unintendey
Pregnancy,‘sax unge, the
influence of alcohol, regrelled
Sex, media influences on sexual
behavior, Sexually lransmilteg
inlectiong (mcludr’ng Hlv),
Sexual healih ang Sexual assayi,

LESBIAN, GAY AND BISExyaL
STUDIES MINGRAT THg UNIVER.
SITY oF cavr ORNIAAT RIVERS|DE,;

The Curticulum wip addiess such___

Otientalion, Bay, lesbianany- -
bisexyal feDpresentalion; gay.
lesbian ang bisexual
Perspectives on the ans;
‘elheorizationg ol gender:
Sexuality ang eullural divers:ty;
!nlelseclions of Sexualities ang
ethnic idenlities,

was a delense, and as one can lmag-
Ing

Ine a highly interest and artjcy.
late one, of homoseuual love,” pe

— —————

ance, 4

—— e

Interest
J/

"A person who knows that Jan

I, Francis Bacop, 0s

Tchnikovsky,

M. Fors(er, Pyotor 1i
George Santayan

T.E. Lawrence, Alan Turing ap

Ludwig Wittgenstein

Changing vije
Toward Hom
There appears (o by

ws
osexuality
€ good reasop tg

attribute the 8rowing tolerance {o.

also why enthusiasm

On the ope hand, she worrles tha
because §q is such a personal Issue, jt

encourages Students
inside themselves,

to turp further

But Ms, Shapire

also sees 3 8reat value In i because
8



Kinsey’s Legal Legacy

merica’s post-World War 11

generation lived through the

sexual revolution of the 1960s.
Now, sadly, most of them are living with
the consequences of its devastation: abor-
tion, skyrocketing disease, divorce, and
sexual dysfunction. Most Americans are
unaware that their nation’s moral founda-
tion was supplanted, nor do they appreci-
ate that a deliberate effort was
engineered to derail American com-
mon law, which was constructed on
biblical principles to protect and order
society’s most important building
blocks — marriage and family.

Fifty years ago this month, Indiana
University zoologist and Rockefeller
grantee Alfred Kinsey, the widely ac-
knowledged “father of the sexual
revolution,” published his unprec-
edented report on human sexuality,
Sexual Behavior in the Human Male.
Kinsey's theme of “free love” was re-
inforced by a well-timed media blitz,

and the American public was recep-
tive. For the next decade, Kinsey was
one of the nation’s most popular ce-
lebrities (until his premature death in
1956). Cole Porter’s hit song popular-
ized Kinsey’s sexual liberating anthem
of “Anything Goes.” But over the sec-
ond half of the 20th century, America
and the Western world learned the
hard lesson that, seductive though it be,
free love is not free.

In 1954, Tennessce Congressman B.
Carroll Reece could clearly see that revo-
lutionary changes were forming on the ho-
rizon of our nation’s social landscape, and
that a principal source of the change was
foundation grants encouraging collectivism
and internationalism. When Reece began
to investigate Kinsey’s report and the back-
ground of its funding, he discovered a trail
leading back to the Rockefeller Foundation.
While the Reece Committee was stopped by
a bipartisan effort from further investigation,
it did offer the following warning regard-
ing the enlarging mission of social scien-
tists in changing our society:

... that there are no absolutes, that ev-

erything is indeterminate, that no
standards of conduct, morals, ethics,

THE NEW AMERICAN / JANUARY 19, 1998

and government are to be deemed in-
violate, that everything, including ba-
sic moral law, is subject to change,
and that it is the part of the social sci-
entists to take no principle for granted
as a premise in social or juridical rea-
soning, however fundamental it may
hereto have been deemed to be under
our Judeo-Christian moral system.

other criminal acts. Those acts were then por-
trayed by Kinsey as both commonplace and
natural. Kinsey’s mission, Jones writes in
Alfred Kinsey: A Public/Private Life, was to
free America from Victorian “repression.”
But his wider goal was an amoral new or-
der — possible only if human life is un-
hinged from the divine.

Kinsey, like Margaret Sanger and

population planners of the early 20th

Kinsey: Working for an amoral new order.

Kinsey was a vital agent in the trans-
formation of America. The Russian, Ger-
man, and French revolutions were all
preceded by an embrace of sexual anar-
chy. In such revolutionary models, mar-
riage is undermined first, then the family,
followed by private property and gov-
ernments. Kinsey facilitated, with the
fraudulent data of his “studies,” the aban-
donment of absolutes in the “social or
juridical reasoning” of America’s “Judeo-
Christian moral system.”

A recent Kinsey biography by James H.
Jones, a Rockefeller grantee and former
adviser to the Kinsey Institute, reveals that
Kinsey himself was a sado-masochistic
homosexual on a perverted mission. Troll-
ing through homosexual bars and night-
clubs, Kinsey gathered the subjects for his
research, drawing disproportionately from
those participating in sexual perversions and

century, was a eugenicist who es-
chewed biblical standards of morality.
According to one Kinsey associate:
“Kinsey knew a great deal about the
Judeo-Christian tradition and he was
indignant about what it had done to
our culture.”

How did the acceptance of crimi-

nal sexual behaviors and perversions
begin in America? Kinsey’s studies
were accepted as “scientific authority”
to alter the American common law
view of marriage. Life's most intimate
and personal act was equated with de-
generative behaviors as long as it was
done between “consenting adults.”

Kinsey found help in his effort from
liberal French lawyer Rene Guyon of
“sex by age eight or else it's too late”
infamy. Dr. Harry Benjamin, an inter--
national sexologist and an associate of
both Kinsey and Guyon, wrote in the
introduction to Guyon’s 1948 book
Sexual Ethics:

Archive Photos

Many ... sex activities, illegal and
immoral, but widely practiced, are
recorded by both investigators ...
Guyon speaking as a philosopher,
and Kinsey, judging merely by em-
pirical data ... [upset] our most cher-
ished conventions. Unless we want
to close our eyes to the truth or im-
prison 95% of our male population,
we must completely revise our legal
and moral codes.... It probably comes
as a jolt to many, even open-minded
people, when they realize that chas-
tity cannot be a virtue because it is
not a natural state.

With such philosophical inspiration,

Guyon developed a deconstructed legal
theory, fortifying it with Kinsey’s “scien-
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tific” data. It was put into the hands of le-
gal radicals like Morris Ernst, an advocate
for the new sexual order, who handled
revolutionary cases in his war against the
American legal order.

Ernst was well credentialed as a legal
radical for his service as the American
Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) attorney for
Alfred Kinsey, the Kinsey Institute, the
Sex Information and Education Council of
the United States (SIECUS), and Planned
Parenthood of America. He had close ties
to Supreme Court Justices Brandeis,
Brennan, and Frankfurter, and Judge
Learned Hand — all influential progres-
sives in moving American law away from
the absolute “Judeo-Christian moral sys-
tem” which protected the

legislatures for their consideration, with
plenty of authoritative support for its
implementation provided by Kinsey’s
flawed scientific analysis. Adoption of the
Model Penal Code eliminated and/or
trivialized prior sex offenses, eveniually
aiding the reduction of penalties for abor-
tion, rape, wife and child battery, deser-
tion, seduction, adultery, prostitution,
contributing to the delinquency of a mi-
nor, soliciting for masturbation, sodomy,
public sexual exhibitions, “unfit” parent-
age, alienation of affection, and obscenity,
as well as infanticide, premeditated AIDS/
STD transmission, etc.

At the very time the ALI's Model Pe-
nal Code was being developed, there was

been apprehended. This recognition
that there is nothing very shocking or
abnormal in the sex offender’s be-
havior should lead to other changes
in sex legislation.... Penalties should
be lightened. In the first place, it
should lead to a downward revision
of the penalties presently imposed on
sex offenders.

Biographer James Jones reports that
Kinsey died believing that his crusade to
promote more enlightened sexual attitudes
had not succeeded. Yet in 1957, a year after
Kinsey’s death, the Supreme Court in Roth
v. U.S., a case handled by Emnst, relaxed
the once protective American legal defi-

nition of obscenity. In

sanctity of life, marriage,
and family.

In Ernst’s 1948 book
American Sexual Behav-
ior and the Kinsey Re-
port, Kinsey colleague
Robert Dickinson noted
that “an era of hush-and-
pretend in the life of our
nation may end” through
Kinsey's Sexual Behavior

Trolling through homosexual bars
and nightclubs, Kinsey gathered
the subjects for his research,
drawing disproportionately from
those participating in sexual
perversions and other criminal acts.

1961, Illinois became the
first state to repeal its
sodomy statute, and today
less than half of the states
retain sodomy statutes. In
1973, Dr. Mary Calde-
rone, a leading Kinseyan,
was cited in the Roe v.
Wade decision which le-
galized abortion. Since
Roe a staggering 34 mil-

in the Human Male and

lion babies have been

that “virtually every page

of the Kinsey Report touches on some sec-
tion of the legal code ... a reminder that
the law, like ... our social pattern, falls la-
mentably short of being based on a knowl-
edge of facts.”

Ernst expluined in Scientific Monthly
why the Kinsey reports were making ma-
jor inroads in changing American law:
“[Rlecently law has reached for scientific
tools to aid in its search for truth.... T now
say that the Kinsey Report is the single
greatest contribution of science to the
rule-making part of the law in my life-
time.... The Kinsey Report broke through
a mass of taboo.”

Ernst advised that every bar association
in the country “should establish a Com-
mittee on the Laws of Sexual Behavior
and consider its own State’s legal system
in this field....” Soon Committees were es-
tablished with funding from the Rocke-
feller Foundation in an effort to overturn
the American way of life.

In 1955, the Model Penal Code was
completed under the auspices of the
Carnegie- and Rockefeller-seeded Ameri-
can Law Institute (ALI), the education
arm of the American Bar Association.
This “model” was then submitted to state

a growing public outery for tightening,
not loosening, sexual psychopath laws.
But respected magistrate Morris Plas-
cowe, the model code’s principal author,
argued (based on Kinsey’s findings of
course) that “When a total clean-up of sex
offenders is demanded, it is, in effect, a
proposal to put 95 percent of the male
population in jail.... Of the total male
population 85 percent has had pre-marital
intercourse....”

As America’s common law was sup-
planted, legal penalties were “lightened”
and new sentencing guidelines were de-
veloped. For example, prior to Kinsey rape
was extremely serious, a death sentence
being required in three states and life in
prison in over 18 states. But Plascowe in-
troduced to the legal profession what Kin-
sey and Guyon had certainly envisioned:

One of the conclusions of the
Kinsey report is that the sex offender
is not a monster ... but an individual
who is not very different from others
in his social group, and that his be-
havior is similar to theirs. The only
difference is that others in the
offender’s social group have not
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aborted. Also in 1973, the
American Psychiatric Association re-
moved homosexuality from its list of psy-
chopathologies, and in 1995, pedophilia
was removed. Today, Kinsey’s finger-
prints are all over the current literature of
law, medicine, and the social sciences.
For example, in Westlaw, a database of
the major national law journals, during the
period 1982-96, 499 authors cite Kinsey
versus 71 citations for the more recent
Kinseyans, Masters and Johnson. In the
Science Citation and Social Science Cita-
tion Indices, Kinsey rates thousands of
listings, twice as many as Freud.
Continued belief in and use of Kinsey’s
data may be viewed as a contributing fac-
tor to the current exhaustion of our crimi-
nal justice system. Authorities who permit
the killing of the unborn and release sadis-
tic rapists/murderers back into society, to
typically repeat their crimes, represent a
system adrift in an amoral abyss and bent
on anarchy and national destruction. H
— CoL. RonaLp D. Ray, USMC (RET.)
Col. Ray, a former Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Defense, is the author of Military Necessity and
Homosexuality. Jn writing this article, the author
largely drew from Dr. Judith Reisman’s definitive

book on Kinsey, which is scheduled for release in
early 1998.
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They atused chicren (but oy for research purposes)
' ==

They abused children (but only for research purposes)

Alfred Kinsey revolutionalised ideas of sexual development.
What he did not reveal is that his data was supplied by paedophiles.

By Tim Tate

Rex King, who
molested at least
800 children,
supplied the
“research” that
supported Alfred
Kinsey’s claim that
children could enjoy
sex from infancy.
Photograph by Mo
Palmer,
Albuquerque Photo
Museum[PHOTO
ABOVE]

I have apparently developed “incurable brain damage”. 1have also
abandoned documentary film-making in favour of “sensational twistings™ and
“cheap controversy”, in the company of America’s rabid Christian right. My
“sins”, I am advised, are “considerable”.

This enlightening diagnosis is made by Dr. Clarence Tripp, psychoanalyst,
sometime photographer and close confidant of the world’s most famous sex
scientist, the late Professor Alfred Kinsey.

My symptoms are simple enough: I have produced a documentary film that
dares to challenge the scientific validity and morality of one part of Kinsey’s
monumental research into human sexuality (Secret History: Kinsey's Paedophiles--
channel 4, tomorrow).

Kinsey, a professor of zoology at Indiana University, began his research in

the Thirties—-a time when, as his colleague Paul Gebhard explained, “everything

was illegal except wet dreams”. Over two decades Kinsey and his team carried out the biggest
survey of sexual attitudes and behavior every undertaken. Kinsey published the data in impressive
scientific detail in two books, Sexual Behavior in the Human Male (1948) and Sexual Behavior in
the Human Female (1953).

Each book included separate chapters on child sexuality. Chapter 5 of the ‘Male’ volume
set the tone by concluding that children were fully fledged sexual beings from birth. Kinsey
specifically denounced the prevailing Freudian view that child sexuality was latent--and that during
this period they needed protection. Kinsey insisted that--with the right assistance—children could

enjoy “‘orgasms

”

from the moment they were born.

Curiously no one seemed to question the basis of this revolutionary claim. For almost 40
years it was simply accepted at face value. Then, in the Eighties, Judith Reisman, an American
academic researching sex in the media, re-examined the seemingly scientific tables and text of
Chapter 5. Reisman quickly discovered that up to nine paedophiles had sent Kinsey diaries
detailing their abuse of children; he had reproduced their contents as scientific “proof” of children’s

sexuality.

Reisman was particularly concemed by four tables in Chapter 5 which described
children’s capacity for orgasms. Depending on how the tables were interpreted, between 317 and



1,800 boys—from two months to 15 years--seemed to have been uised in experiments designed to
discover the precise time it took them to achieve orgasm. Since the tables showed infants of five
months achieving multiple orgasms, it seemed likely that an adult d}been involved. Reisman wrote to
the Kinsey Institute seeking clarification. She received a remarkably|frank letter back from the then
director—-and former colleague of Kinsey—Dr. Paul Gebhard. In it he confirmed her suspicions:

Since sexual experimentation was illegal we have had to deﬂend upon other

sources of data ... Some of these .... were homosexual males interested in .

prepubertal chxldren. One ... had numerous contacts with male and female

infants and children and being of a scientific bent kept detaﬂed records of each

encounter. L |
Gebhard went on to explain that the paedohiles had masturbated the hildren—-manually or orally--to
produce the orgasms Kinsey described in Chapter 5. It was to be thellast frank and revealing letter
Reisman would receive from the Kinsey Institute. She wanted to kndw who the paedophiles were—and
how they had got access to the children. Instead of receiving answe she found herself on the
receiving end of a hostile press campaign by the new director of the Institute. “I had clearly
touched on something they didn’t want dealt with in public. I was quemmmng the unquestionable--
Kmsey s research and his reputation as a reliable scientist. And for that they were clearly out to get

me.”

Reisman remains a highly unpopular figure with Kmscy 's f ing colleagues, and with the
Institute he founded. They accuse her of being part of the coalition groups aligned to America’s
Christian Right. And its certainly true that these groups--from Con rned women of America to RSVP-
-have adopted her and her campaign.

But Reisman is her own woman. “I was born a Jew and rai
beyond doubt is that behind Kinsey’s prolix phrasing is something
several hundred children by men who he encouraged to mail their to Indiana.

When we set about investigating how such a respected sci i came to public accounts of
child abuse by paedophiles as evidence that children enjoy sex wnth dul , we discovered that Kinsey’s
relationships with habitual child molesters was considerably more e ‘ enswe than had ever been
revealed.

a’a fcommunist]”. And what is
nasty indeed: the abuse of

Curiously, Kinsey’s colleagues did not want to deny his relqltlonshlps with paedophiles; they
wanted to celebrate them. Clarence Tripp--hired by Kinsey to make ﬁlms of men masturbating—-is
particularly proud of his mentor’s association with a man who a 300. pre-pubescent boys and girls.
Describing the paedophile--whom we discovered to have a US government land examiner
called Rex King—as “super scientific”, Tripp insisted his victims * thought he was wonderful.”
Pausing for a minute he oorreotedhlmself “'I'hereweretwoyoungguiswho .agreed to the sexual
contact but then found it very painful. This was because they were vEry young and had small gemtaha
and [King] was a grown man with enormous genitalia. And there whs a fit problem.”
Paul Gebhard defends Kinsey’s use of King’s databe:g wpsnmque—-whxchlsratherthe

point. If, as the Institute now maintains, much of Chapter 5 of e ' volume was provided by
Kinsey with no independent venﬁmuon, in purely scientific ; how m it be relied on?

The current Kinsey Institute director, John Bancroft, som: : hatg;mdgmglyaoceptsthat it
might be dubious, but has republished both volumes with no tion or caveat. His predecessor
PaulGebhardms:ststhathgsreportsweretmstwonhy “becau .:e nedhnsfallures[chudren
whoxejectedhlssemalovem]aswellashlssumm ;

- And, Clarence Tripp is adamant that Kinsey’s diaries of abuse contained such precise
detail that they were self-evidently scientific—-though he ooncedw t whﬂe simultaneously writing
them and molesting children, the paedophile was also masturbanng i . '

As we laboured on our film I was struck by the seemingly rational way Tripp makes his
extraordinary claims. I had to consult the tapes again to be sure we transcribed them correctly.
When I did I came to the reluctant conclusion that 1twasntm«ewhoha¢suﬂereddamagetomy mental
faculties. 1]




BRITISH TELEVISION’S PROGRAM, “SECRET HISTORY:”
“KINSEY’S PAEDOPHILES”

EXCERPTS FROM TRANSCRIPTS TAKEN FROM VIDEO TAPED INTERVIEWS
USED IN THE PRODUCTION OF THE DOCUMENTARY,
“KINSEY’S PAEDOPHILES.”

WORKING PAPER FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
COMPILED BY JUDITH REISMAN, PH.D., 8/26/98

[The Kinsey Institute] already moved Kinsey’s notorious sex-films to a secret
location. And they have vowed to destroy painstakingly accumulated material
(including a $40 million erotic art collection almost never seen) if the police
arrive with warrants—-as the Tate documentary suggests is desirable....I'm
afraid a lot of material has probably already been destroyed.... I think it’s
inevitable that things will be got rid of. They’re under siege.....Tate....marks
Kinsey down as a fifth-columnist gay man~the very image of deceit and lies.

Jonathan Gathorne-Hardy, Kinsey Institute insider and Kinsey
biographer in the London Independent, “Its Time To Ditch The Dirt”
August 10, 1998)

NOTE: “INT” refers to the interviewer, Tim Tate, the producer/director of “Kinsey’s
Paedophiles” for Yorkshire Television, London, England. “JAR? refers to the author, Judith A.
Reisman. All items in capitals are words spoken by the interviewer. Unless in brackets [ ] all of
the text is spoken by the designated interviewee. The quotes that are in bold and italics indicate
the remarks that are especially revealing.

Full transcripts are in the archives of the Yorkshire Television and copies are in the author’s archive.

INTRODUCTION: The following are excerpts from some transcribed interviews taken from
a recent documentary produced by Tim Tate and the English Yorkshire Television. The
documentary was broadcast in England on August 10, 1998. The series is entitled, “Secret
History”, the broadcast: “Kinsey's Paedophiles.” Current Kinsey Institute Director Dr. Bancroft
and Dr. Judith Reisman’s interviews are not included here but are forthcoming.

Dr. Paul Gebhard, Kinsey co-author, states on camera that the Kinsey team solicited child
abusers and obtained child “sexuality” data from pedophiles as well as a pedophile organization.
Off camera Gebhard mentions that this organization was either NAMBLA (the North American
Man Boy Love Association) or its predecessor. Kinsey’s “technically trained” sex researchers, a
group of criminal sexual psychopaths, were redefined by Kinsey as his child sex experts; men N
whose sexual ‘expertise’ was knowingly used to abolish American laws and to change publxc
opinion regarding attitudes toward human and animal sexuality. According to the Yorkshire
television research department, the correct name of Kinsey’s Arizona serial pedophile rapist is
“Rex King.” Wherever Green appears the actual name of the pedophile is King.

- The quotes are excerpted from interviews with 1) Paul Gebhard, Kinsey co-author past
duector of the Kinsey Institute and long-term courtroom and legislative expert witness, 2)
Jonathan Gathorne-Hardy, a current British Kinsey biographer; 3) James Jones, author of
Alfred C. Kinsey: A Public/Private Life (1997); 4) William Dallenback, Kinsey Institute
photographer and Kinsey’s sex performer/partner; 5) Clarence Tripp, Kinsey photographer and
subsequent expert witness, psychologist, pomography and human sexuality “expert;” 6) Esther,



|

testifying to her incestuous abuse for Kinsey’s study and 7) preTs élippings about the trial of Dr.
Fritz von Balluseck, Kinsey nazi war criminal, serial pedophile raplst and Kinsey child sex
“expert.” End

| |

1) DR. PAUL GEBHARD INTERVIEWED BY 'l'lM TATE AT INDIANA
UNIVERSITY, IN THE KINSEY INSTITUTE LIBRARY UNDER THE AEGIS OF
JOHN BANCROFT, KINSEY INSTITUTE DIRECTOR. GEBHARD IS KINSEY
CO-AUTHOR & PAST DIRECTOR OF THE KINSEY INSTITUTE (May 1998)

GEBHARD: [A German wrote] to Kinsey, telling him that h& was a paedophile... [Kinsey]
wrote him questions in the letter and they carried on quite a carrespondence .Police [secking a
child sex murderer] went through his possessions....found his c&rrespondence with Kinsey....they
got Interpol....and the FBI....put....pressure on Kinsey to revmll‘the guy’s....sexual diary....Kinsey
said, absolutely not....[T]he poor paedophile...had his reputation destroyed ....finally quit
corresponding with us. [More detail at the conclusion of these &xtemew quotes].

GEBHARD: [We are committed to] destroying the recor s .I even thought about it,
recently, when somehow the politicians started getting mterested in the institute....a senator
from Texas....a local senator in Indiana, Burton, he wanted the institute investigated. They
said, oh, you probably have case histories of sex criminals and ilwe’d like to get those records so we
can catch these people....then we seriously thought what would happen if we started facing
court orders and if the search people came in with a warrant to seize what we had....we’ve
made precautions ....I had to turn down the FBI....the policé... { a warrant out for my arrest.

GEBHARD: Kinsey spoke to the....Wolfenden Commi .to revise English sex law....he
testified before various committees that were interested in law reform, particularly the
Wolfenden Comnmittee. ....That caused quite a change in Bi law and notably in law in the
United States. The changes that were made, the first chang vere to decriminalize
consenting behavior between heterosexual adults. And then,.. many of the States dropped
their sodomy laws, because they considered any mouth/gém contact sordid, even in
marriage....[which] changed quickly. And the penalties f(‘w reimarttal intercourse were
largely dropped or ignored. Homosexuality still remained boo until even after Kinsey’s
death and finally, thanks to the American Psychiatric Associatxon, they dropped it from the list
of mental disorders. |

GEBHARD: [The Arizona pedophile who raped 800 children, Rex King--known in the
Kinsey files as “Green” had sex with men, women, children and animals.... Nursery school
people....parents....couldn’t give us the extraordinary detail that Green did . It was illegal
and we knew it was illegal and that’s why a lot of people are furious....they say we should
have turned him in instantly....if we had turned him in it wo Id have been the end of our
research project.

GEBHARD: Any good scientist that studies knows chil re aiesexual beings....little males
get erections even in the uterus. They are sexual from th W rJ go....Green....contributed a
fair amount to our knowledge....and medicine’s knowledge of sacuahty in children. We made
our point that children are sexual from birth.




GEBHARD: Judith Reisman....[on] this famous table 34 that had the data on children....hit the
ceiling....the data came from....a good piece of it came from Green....parents....physicians....we
just added it all together.

INT:_ HOW DID KINSEY COME IN CONTACT WITH SAY, THE PAEDOPHILES?

GEBHARD: That was rather easy. We got in prisons, a lot of them....we'd go after
them....Then there was also a paedophile organization in this country....they ‘
cooperated....some....not incarcerated, they came and gave us information....You had one in
Britain...a British Paedophile Organization.

GEBHARD: We made no secret that we were studying sex offenders....Nobody, no one
complained....[Y]ou’ve gotta study criminals so we can combat crime.... Most of the bizarre
cases didn’t get in the main volume, frankly.

2) JONATHAN GATHORN HARDY, KINSEY’S MOST RECENT
ENGLISH BIOGRAPHER (June 1998)

HARDY: We know in 1940 that he was telling his team you should experiment
sexually.... People didn’t know how babies were born....[or] whether masturbation might
kill you, most of them... B

HARDY: The laws in America about sex were outrageous...Kinsey [said] the whole
of America would go to prison, 95% of Americans for what they normally did in bed
together.... In Indiana there was even a law against an offense called encouraging to
masturbate.... this was horrifying....outrageous....filled Kinsey with great
anger....Until we know what people do we can’t help them.

HARDY: He was astomshed at the number of homosexuals....[Kinsey was] sexually
excited....[He went] to urinals....had sex in....tearooms....It would have been
disastrous....He could have gone to prison....to protect his particular desires from the
outside world....A lot....was done in the War....the War restricted him...as to petrol
and things....

HARDY: Kinsey....[was] tentative about asking someone to have sex with
him....Pomeroy....with whom...Kinsey did have sex....The team slept together and
had sex togéther both the wives and the husbands and Kinsey had both.- The sex
and the staff....took place in Kmsey s house. Where else I don’t know. It had to be
kept secret. . IR
HARDY: Amateurs sent ﬁlms...Kmsey was mcapable of delegatlon. He delegated
nothing....he did everything....the Methodist preacher....emerging with a religion he
believes in , a scientific relugnon....towards sexual behavior...do what you want. This
is a field where you are not going to hurt people.. ..prowded everyone consents it
doesn’t matter what you do. :



HARDY: He was deeply affected by five paedophile headrha.sjters who....had....loving
relationships with young adolescent boys of twelve or thiﬂ&n‘... You certainly cannot
take the word of paedophile headmasters..... |

HARDY: All the papers except the New York Times withI whom he’d had a row,
had it either on the front pages or very very big in the mihdie pages. All the
magazines, Life, Time, had six or seven page spreads about it...It was compared to
the Atom Bomb....papers, all the magazines, all the radioLstations were covering it
massively and then recovering it to answer the readers letters. It was, it was like a
President dying. Perhaps that’s putting it rather strongly but it was far greater
than any other book had ever been or has ever been since.

PART Il HARDY TAPE - |

HARDY: The reason the Kinsey Institute is so careful....is that some of the things
they have [are]....evidence of sexual behaviors that even now are illegal. They are
nervous that sons or grandsons will sue them if they let th#s information out. So they
had to be very, very careful that-names are not revealed in that way.

HARDY: [Re: Rex King, the pedophile] Eight or niﬁe ;lewritten volumes [were]

typed up by Kinsey’s wife....prior to 1945, which was, you know, before Kinsey
admitted. Green [the pedophile] went on having sex with everybody until the

end....long after Kinsey got the journals. The material in that chapter almost entirel
[chapter 5] came from Green’s journals which Kinsey gotin 1944/45.

HARDY: He would masturbate little boys, tiny little boy:j babies at 15 or 16 months.
People don’t normally do that....Very small children ca l have orgasms, tiny
children. There are even scans of a boy sort of playing with his cock in the womb, He

knew the material would be less scientifically considered if he did reveal his source.

INT YOU READ THESE [PEDOPHILE] JOURNALS?

HARDY: The point is this....I daren’t put this on film. I did read them, but Bancroft
doesn’t want me to say I read them. Bancroft says that if/the people know I read them
they will go to him and say, you’ve let one scholar hav}e tben% and I’'m not going to do
that. So what I had to say in my book is that I closely ques‘}tioned Bancroft and
Gebhard about the contents of the journals, but I didn’t read them.- In fact, I did

read them. But I can’t say I read them. - - ' A

HARDY: The journals....Green describing having sex with this....little girl, this little
boy or this man or this pig....I think the Kinsey Institute felt....right wing figures....
would pluck out things....] think they are right to keep them undercover because they

4 ||




are not dealing with scrupulous scholars, they are dealing with people out to wreck

them....don’t put this in but there are descriptions of Green buggering boys nigh on
13....boys sort of enjoys it but doesn’t enjoy it. 1 mean it’s quite sort of harsh stuff
some of it.

HARDY: They [The Kinsey Institute] are niervous, people will read the journals and
identify someone in them....

" INT._SUPPOSING SOMEBODY... FOUND ONE OF THESE PEOPLE THAT
- GREEN..THEY MIGHT WELL SUE YOU... PRESUMABLY THE KINSEY ...
IN REPRODUCING THESE IN THE VOLUME, MADE MONEY OUT OF IT.

HARDY: You mean [the data] in that chapter? I don’t think you can sue for that
can you? You can sue for defamation of character and slander, but if you are
unidentified, if your are just a statistic?....As a scientist I thought he was marvelous,

exemplary. ~

3) DR. JIM JONES-—--KINSEY’S AMERICAN BIOGRAPHER (June 1998),
ROCKEFELLER AND KINSEY INSTITUTE GRANTEE, DOCTORAL
DISSERTATION ON KINSEY INSTITUTE

JONES: The only sex sanctioned by society and its legal strictures in the 20s and |
30s is sex between people who are married and even then, there are some...arcane
laws about even husbands and wives....the whole thrust of the society is towards
social control....Masturbation is illegal, fornication is illegal, adultery is illegal,
homosexuality is illegal....sex outside of marriage is pathology, sin and crime.

JIM JONES, PART II

JONES: The Kinsey myth.... ke cultivated....[the] ofTicial version that Kinsey was
prevailed upon by students to offer a sex education class....part of a larger
[mythology] of the disinterested scientist, the person with no ax to grind, no vested
interest, no desire to influence policy one way or the other, a kind of simple 19th
century empiricist who is just collecting, assembling, and presenting data, a
Victorian metric minded, morally neutral, totally dispassionate mvestlgator who
simply sees a hole in the literature....to just serve his students and science.....

JONES: Kinsey is in a war, okay, with middle class morality as it prescribes and
constrains sexual behavior....Kinsey’s cultivation of the image of the disinterested
sczenttst was....the scientific armour that he put on to....keep individuals....off the-
trail.....And it enables the state legislature to believe the University when it talks about
academic freedom and academic integrity....all part of the strategy that President

Wells....used when_explaining, justifving Kinsey before the state legislature....
5 )



shielding, protecting an investigator against a potentially
Kinsey the personal is always political. I don’t think his

very far from the work.

JONES: When Kmsey becomes a sex researcher he pi
find, find, which is science, to fight back against prescribed
understand that as scientists they are not bound, okay, by b
staff where there is some wife swapping....gay contacts....
private [needs].

[IF THE PUBLIC KNEW]

i

|

i

v hostile environment. With
personal needs are always

cks up the heaviest club he can
eralujy .he wants [his staff] to
c;urgems morality....he builds a

[for] both professional and

r

JONES: There is no way that the American public in
th
closet came complete with a wife, children, a public im

all cost. Kinsey’s reputation still in large measure rests
he cultivated during his lifetime...the official mystique..,

have sanctioned any form of behavior that violated mtd%

the 1940s and the 1950s would

class morality on the part of

e scientist who was telling the public that he was disinterested and giving them the
simple truth....Any disclosure of any feature of his private life that violated middle

class morality would have been catastrophic for his career....For Kmsey, life in the

Age that again he preserved at

upon an image of him that

|

JONES Kinsey and other members of the Institute staff show[ed] up in Vincent Nowlis’s

room, inviting him to disrobe with the clear understandmg {
follow....[Two male students, Brayland and Coons]... .work

..in 1934/35....numerous episodes....nude....and whatnot
photograph of Kinsey in the buff....on that trip....masturb
masturbation ....Both of the young men....are....trying to k

INT: DID BRAYLAND’S WIFE... HAVE A

JONES I can tell you that....she didn’t like Alfred Kinsey.

o

eep Kinsey at arms length....

hat sexual activity would
ed under Kinsey’s supervision
ude....[There is an explicit]

‘ .
ion sessions....group

VIEW ON THIS?
=

[Silo responded] that they

were just kids from Mississippi and that Alfred Kinsey hu

them

JONES Kinsey, in one report circumcised himself with a ;40cket knife without anesthesia

or anything else....pretty heavy masochistic behavior....
and throwing the rope over a pole and trying to suspen
of jumping off a chair....in Wiley Hall....he had pain fo
JONES: Kinsey and the people who were close to hi

filming ..
staff members themselves and a few invited guests.

W

a rope around his scrotum
self using that rope and sort

i

ere very proud of the [sex]
..the risk that felon behavior entailed.... The filming that goes on involves both




INT: JUNE REINISCH SWORE IN AN AFFIDAVIT SAYING THAT THE
KINSEY INSTITUE NEVER FILMED ANY SEXUAL EXPERIMENTATION.

JONES: I saw some of the films....when I took Paul Gebhard’s class on human
sexual behavior, when I was a graduate student....[After Reisman’s] charges were
made that Kinsey was a pedophile I was asked by June Reinisch, she was the
director of the Kinsey Institute at that time, to investigate those charges and report
back to her....when I did see films of Kinsey masturbating. I saw films of Mrs. Kinsey
masturbating. If memory serves I saw some films of staff having sex 12 or 13 years
ago.. Whether they exist today or not I can’t say because I don’t know.

JONES: Kinsey relied upon this [pedophile]....for the chapter on childhood sexuality
in the male volume.....1 think that he was in the presence of pathology at large
and...Kinsey....really disgraced...elevated to, you know the realm of scientific
information,...what should have been dismissed as unreliable, self serving data

provided by a predatory pedophile.

INT: WHAT DAMAGE MIGHT HAVE BEEN DONE TO THOSE CHILDREN
BY THAT MAN?

JONES: I don’t have any doubt in my own mind that man wreaked havoc in a lot of
lives. Many of his victims were infants and Kinsey in that chapter himself gives pretty
graphic descriptions of their response to what he calls sexual stimulation. If you read
those words, what he’s talking about is kids who are screaming. Kids who are
protesting in every way they can the fact that their bodies or their persons are being
violated....a large number.

- INT: DO YOU THINK IT IS RIGHT THAT THE INSTITUTE CONTINUES

TO PROTECT HIM? WHICH IS MORE IMPORTANT, CONFIDENTIALITY
OR THOSE CHILDREN"

JONES° In my mmd those chddren.

INT FROM THE POINT OE VIEW QF THE CHRISTIAN RIGHT THIS -
MAN...: ABUSED THESE CHILDREN, CAUSED THEM PAIN, SUFFERING,

AND KINSEY USED HIS MATERIAL AS A SUBSTANT IAL PART OF THE
CHAPTER ON CHILD SEXUALITY ‘ -

JONES: Idon’t think the Christian right is wrong on that. I think they have their
right to be outraged....political ideology really doesn’t have much to do with
people’s reactions to child abuse....a civil evil.
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INT: FORMER COLLEAGUES OF KINSEY SAY.
DONE ANY HARM BECAUSE NO ONE EVER C

’ |

THIS MAN CAN’T HAVE
OMPLAINED.,

JONES: I find that argument vacuous and unpersuasive.

How did they know they

didn’t complain. The person who was rendering that information is the same person

who abused them. It seems to me that they have as much

have, saying that the victim enjoyed the rape.

crgdzbtlz(v as a rapist would

4) BILL DALLENBECK, KINSEY PHOTOGRAPHER,
PERFORMER, STILL IN RESIDENCE AT INDIANA

FELLOW PORNOGRAPHY

v

NIVERSITY, MAY 4, 1998

|
DALLENBECK: You don’t find out about what pedophxles think and do [unless] you talk to

a man who has done pedophile....there is nothing like going to

Pirst sources and

photographing you see....I photographed everything in the human animal when we could

arrange it...

DALLENBECK Jones....injected all of this other moralistic stu
thing is that some of the important people in the United States joir

lecture that Reisman gave here and it'was incredible.

DALLENBECK: Nothing has been destroyed to my knowled

necessity yet to do that.....I quoted you what Kinsey told me an
we would never willingly give information away to anybody‘

INT: RE: STAFF—-SEX SESSIONS, MUTUAL PLAY
THOSE AND IF NOT WHY NOT?

lf the FBI were to come, demand to see our luston’es, 1 would destroy them first.

ff....outrageous .The horrible
ned Reisman ....I heard that

ge. We haven’t had that

fl we all felt the same way and

|
DID YOU TAKE PART IN

DALLENBECK I would prefer not to talk about it....to sorﬂe extent this does not belong in
the hands of the public. That was directly personal and scxentnf cally done in that way so I'd

rather not even talk about that.

5) DR. CLARENCE TRIPP, KINSEY’S PHO
PSYCHOLOGIST, PORNOGRAPHY & HOMOSEXT

TOGRAPHER, LATER A
JALITY EXPERT WITNESS

TRIPP: The sexual climate...was very uptight both here an
damaging to sex research....morality, whatever, on sex research.
nothmg .He was an estabhshed professor who could g0 any

?

TRIPP: Even [Kinsey’s] enemies today, people like Judi
America ... These moralists go around, horrified at the fact
pedophiles to get information.. .

Well, its true that Green....had mtercourse with hundreds ofn
conceivable age....It was Mr. Green’s girlfriend who did the whol
table 34) her own daughter [but the tables were all of boys].

1

in England....inhibition is greatly
People were put in jail for almost

ere and do anything.
J

thd}:e sman and Concerned Women of
t Quote unquote, Kinsey used

‘ and fernales of every
h'ning [the stop watch records of




TRIPP: The children [with whom he had sex] thought he was wonderful, all the mothers
thought he was wonderful. There was no force, no damage, no harm, no pain....[just] two
instances in which a young boy or girl — agreed to the sexual contact but then they found it
very painful and yelled out when it actually took place. This was because they were very
young and had small genitalia and Green was a grown man with enormous genitalia and
there was a fit problem. But even there, there was no, never enough complaint to get him into
any trouble. A very important observation.

TRIPP: Green was absolutely super clever. He rented himself out as a baby sitter part of the
time ....He did everything....Kinsey...has a thing in there defining six kinds of orgasm....alerted
to by Green. Then he [Kinsey] looked for himself....and it turned out that Green’s
observations were terribly feasible....So, before the book was published, they packed off the
galleys to Green....[and] Green...patched it all up again....Kinsey was himself a super-expert at
child sexuality, a super observer....[Green] was the only man I ever knew who could, who was
more sensitive than Kinsey at looking at that [child sex] material... Most of this material
eventually got transferred to the Institute for Sex Research.

INT: HOW SCIENTIFIC WAS THE DATA?
TRIPP: The best in the world. Kin.sey had a huge store of films done by myself, Bill Dallenbeck

and other people....Kinsey...would say show me, or do you mind if I watch, or let me come
over....Yes, yes. Whenever possible Kinsey did validate it....

INT: WHAT YOU’RE SAYING THEN IS THAT IT IS POSSIBLE THAT KINSEY
PERSONALLY VALIDATED GREEN'S MATERIAL [THE SEX WITH CHILDREN]?

TRIPP: Ok I don’t doubt it. He poked into, he looked at everything. If he had time....he
often had to have these things photographed because he simply didn’t have time....[Kinsey]}
was in the market for everything....people who are into special things, love to document it.
And it seems to rev them up if they mark it down on a calendar....

TRIPP: Kinsey had at least ten motility studies going.

JAR: Note: [“Motility” studies would be microscopic studies of sperm, commonly studied
by Kinsey to see at what age small boys and youths create mature sperm capable of
fertility. This would involve sex experimentation among children, encouraging
masturbation or adult manipulation of the boys to yield ejaculate which would be studied
for sperm content and motility]. . .

TRIPP: If you go out and masturbate dogs—I was very good at this when I was a boy--the
dog will love you to pieces because the dog has no efficient way to masturbate. He loves the
orgasm as much as anybody else but he can’t self produce it. Now you just do this a time or
two. The dogs do various....things. You try this on all the neighborhood dogs....Some dogs
will always expect or try to talk you into doing it....Other dogs will come to any human and
say, please touch me here in a certain kind of way.
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INT: DO YOU BELIEVE THAT KINSEY VIEWED GREEN’S ACTIONS AND
MATERIAL AS ETHICALLY ACCEPTABLE? |

TRIPP: Totally.....he is clean as a whistle. Where it counts he is very clean. Nobody is
objecting ....he had sex with all these relatives and brothers and sisters and aunts....but
nobody is objecting. He makes it pleasant.

ne
PART II: TRIPP INTERVIEW !

INT: IF KINSEY S'.I‘ATES SOME! HING AS A FACT. Qj AN WE BE CERTAIN

THAT HE OBSERVED IT HIMSELF? ‘
\

TRIPP: Almost alwaps....there is no mention of his observing people. But he did. He

wanted to see everything. This is a hands-on scientist.... he had to see it to really believe it.

TRIPP: Reisman is outraged and has been from the first. She was treated very nicely by
Gebhard who didn’t know any better at first and she wrote quest‘ons in her letters and he tried to
answer every question until she asked that he send her Xeroxes of peoples history. Then he knew
what he was dealing with. ‘

JAR: TRIPP GIVES SPEECH HERE ABOUT REISMAN W-IO[HE SAYS CLAIMS
KINSEY’S DATA CAUSED GIRLS & BOYS TO LOSE THEIR VIRGINITY.
.
INT: I’VE PROBABLY GOT THIS WRONG BUT I THOUGHT SHE WAS
COMPLAINING ABOUT THE USE OF CHILDREN. |
‘ !
TRIPP: Oh she throws....in anything that might do damage!to &Kiluey...ﬂlat he took histories of
young children, which is true....which sounds like there was sex going on....She instantly....he took
from criminals this knowledge and pumps it into his rcsearchianh spoils everything....

TRIPP: [Lectures on female orgasm] If we could only get those children with some kind of
masturbation or something that would rev up their sexual substrate at an early time it would
fix people like Judith Reisman immediately because then they!d respond and then they’d know
what the rest of the world was like. ‘

TRIPP: I got hold of a young....German boy....prostituts Jphbtographed this German boy
who was having an affair with one of the younger ones....This is the picture.

INT: WHAT DO YOU THINK SOMEONE LIKE AN WOULD MAKE OF

YOU HOLDING A PICTURE LIKE THAT? |

TRIPP: Oh she would turn it into the next lovely statement Y enjoy all of her statements
however. They’re mostly lies but they’re interesting lies! ..., Thji&would probably be the

|
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epitome of child corruption in her mind....In Reisman’s mind this would probably be the
epitome of adolescent or child corruption of some kind...

TRIPP: This backlash against Kinsey....will make him non-considered by laymen out there. It
won’t affect the sex researchers because they’ll know better....

INT:_ITS BEEN SAID THAT KINSEY SHOULD HAVE TURNED IN
PAEDOPHILES.

TRIPP: Oh yes, I love that the best....Kinsey’s answer was beautiful. You are talking about
95% of our sample which is the number who have committed jailable offenses. So, you want
the whole batch done or only particular ones..

TRIPP: Paedophilia is an almost non-existent kind of crime ... For instance they use words

like child molestation. What is that? Nobody knows. Abuse of children? Are they talking

about boxing them against the ear or hitting them with a stove pipe? Are they talking about
tickling them a little? Are you talking about fondling?

TRIPP: I hesitate to even call Green a paedophile. It is true he had some children, his
girlfriend did most of the really young ones....If you have paedophilia between an older male
and a young boy is that homosexual?...It’s that they are playing in a way ...

TRIPP: [Kinsey] is irreplaceable...touched things and did things that haven’t been matched.
Jones [offered] to share the royalties with [the Kinsey Institute]....he wrote out a cheque for
$16,000, sent it to the Institute....

TRIPP: I remind you that Judith Reisman and her Family Services group, not to mention the
Concerned Women of America....under her aegis also, go and do things like give lectures at the
Indiana University....And you have this continual torture.
+ INT: THE INSTITUTE SAYS THAT KINSEY NEVER HAD ANY CONTACT WITH
: PAEDOPHILES IT W