
complicated and murky twists of theplot
are cventuallvvDrked through; en route,
we see Gerea imprisonment in various
•wle cells, his interrogation with various
degrees of violence, some attempts on
his life, and the fiunblings of the U.S.
Embassy person asagned to helphiniH~a
man at least as interested in puWicrela
tions with CSiina as in Gere's fete.
•The lawyer assigned by the Chinese

state to defend Gere is, by an extraordi
nary coinddence, an aturacdve young
woman who spea^ English. (Bai IJxig,
humane and competenL) Since she re
mained silent dming the Cultural Revo
lution when her parents were humili
ated, she is determined to speak out for
justice in Gere's case, once she is con-
vinced of his innocence. If he pleads
guilty, he will be let off with a life sen
tence; if he refuses, he will almost cer
tainly be found guiltyand sentenced to
death. Lawyer anddient decide toplead
the truth: not guilty. This irritates Chi
nese of&c:taldOfiO.

Gere has often given affccting perfor
mances; here he is merely the scar doing
his job. We never feel that he is really
feeing near-certain execudon. The rip-
roaring adventures—the beatingshe sur
vives, die fleeii^ over rooftops—arc all
star bunkum, more of the mythology in
*rtiichan ordinary man living a conven- ;
tional life takes on physical challenges
likea combination circus strongman tod I
circus acrobat

But the real embarrassment of die
film is in its treatment of the libertarian
lawyer ^o is vocal against Chinese op-
pressicMi. If therewerea Chinese ACLU,
she would be a member- As is, the idea
that she is allowed to work and to ^peak
freety^to live—strains credulity. (Gere
himselfhas led protests aboux Chinese
practices, but he accepts thisfenta^zing
scnpt)

1 suppose I mustn'tdisclose the end
ing. Let's just say that the film stoutly
keepsup itsembearassraents right to the
fini^ »

The Professor ofDesire
BrALANWdifE

AHred C. Kinsey: A Public/Mvato Ufe
by James Hi Jones
piHtBii,937p^S3SJS)

othing in the background
ofAl&x^ C.Kinsey seemed
likely to produce a man
who would devote his life

to the study ofsex. He was bom in 1894
and grew up in unbohemian Hoboken
and South Orange, NewJersey, the son
of a self-made shop teacher at the Ste
vens Institute ofTechnoU^. Hewas an
E^leScout, Asickly boy, Kinsey worked
diligendy to please his repressive, dic-
latoriaU sanctimonious, and ambidous
Either. Thatproved to be an impo^ble
Btfk- Turning his back on a career in en
gineering, Kmsey dropped out of Ste
vens 10attend Bowdoin College. There
he discoveredthat his impulse to collect
things, when connected to his love of
nature, made him a taxonomist—abiolo
gist seeking to understand the world
through padentobservadon rather than
through cxperimentadon or the newly
emerging mathematics of population
ecology. An accomplished, hard-working
student, Kinsey took his doctorate at
Harvard before assuming an aSMStant

profes^rahip at the then second-rate
Indiana Uni;«r^cy.

Taxonomists, asJamesJones patiently
explains, were divided into ^umpers
and "splitters." Luffipers, the dominant
group, beUcvcd d»at there were relatively
few spedcsin nature, SO that the task of
the scientist became one of classifymg
individual organisms into pre-existing
categories. Kinsey strongly dissented
firom this Platonic essentialism. fa his
view, most attempts todesi^ate disunct ;
species owed more to thesdentist'sneed
to bring order to reality than to die
diversity of life itself. Kinsey focused Ws
research on guU wasps, tiny parasitic
insects thatleave growths on theirhosts,
mostcommonly oak trees. Splitter that
he was. he reasoned that the more gull
wasps he collected, the more newspccies
he couldidenuly. So collect he did—all
overthecountry, ihen alloverthe worid.
Kinsey seemed very much the ^ical
Midwestern academic. He married Clara
Bracken McMUlen, an Indiana Univer
sity undergraduate whom hemetduring
his job interview, and before long they
owned a large house in town and pro-
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seekii^ toshift thework of the CRPS in
the direction of human sexuality. I^sey
appeared asasjodKij^ toRobert Yerkes,
the NRC's director, who now cc^d
appe^ Rockefeller with aserious scien
tist in command of extensive data con-
ceminghuman sexual behavior

For Kinsey hadnotjustb^ teaching
about sexuality.As part of his course on
marriage, he had b^n to administer a
questionnaire to students asking them
about then-sexual experiences; and diis
waseventually transformed into a fecc-
to-fkce interview. Rush with his success

Kinsey to support ^ Institute fcur Sex
Research. Wells, the univeraty's presi
dent, was thrilled; but he was also wary,
and so he encour^ed the Insiiaite to
establish itselfas an independent corp^
ration. It came into existence officially in
1947, Kinsey's relations wifh hisbackers
were never smooth. Determined to reap
the prestige of the Rockefeller naine,
Kinsey trumpeted his relationship with
the Foundation, aliening Yerkes and
violating the gentlemanly code of dis
cretion to which foundation trustees
adhere. UlumateTy the Foundation, un-

fit>m con-

duced four children. He published his s
research on gull wasf» with Indiana Uni- i
versLty Press lo a few generally positive a
reviews, and wrote a textbcjok designed t
to make money. a

Yet not all was well with his career. For t
one thing, he hadcommitted himself to <
avcryold-fashioncd kindofscience; KiOf
&ey, said Robert Kroc. oneofhis younger «
coUcagues (andthebrotherofRay Kroc, i
the entrepreneurwhotreated MacDoft- <
aid's), was the first sciratisi be ever met :
who studied evohiiion outside the fcibo- ^
ratory. Moreover, Indiana University suf- i
fered under die reign of
an old president more
interested in settling
ecorcs than in advancing
the presdgc of his insti
tution. And, perh^s to
Kinsc/s chMiiii, no of
fers fifom elite institU"
Uons came his way. SdD,
Kiosey was keeping busy.
His voracious work
habits had led him to

whatever sex manu

als he" could find. "Tfou
kjn'ow» there isn't much
science here," he told
Kroc. In 1957. the trus
tees of Indiana Univet^
sity appointed a new
president named Her
man Wclis; and when
studentsbegantoagitate
WclU for more relevant
sex educadon, Kinsey
volunteered, and was
asked to design a course
on marriage.

Kinsey's expertise in
bioic^' colored the
course from the start. He
speared tobe teaching
just the fects of nature;
but he presented him
self as a scientist, and so
he was quite graphic tn
his depiction of sexual
organs and sexual acts,
and he claimed to be
entirely non^udgmental
about human sexual practices. Ulti-
mateiy the cxplicimcss of the course
aroused the opposition of manyon cam
pus, and by ly40 Kinsey was forced to
•withdraw from it. But by then the die was
casL

Kinseyhad transformed himselfintoa
sex researcher. He would never
teach a marriage course—indeed, wtWn
af«v years hewould notteach atall. Kin-
«ey was rescued from his professional
malaik: by the Committee for Research
in PnAlems of Sex, a standing commit
tee of the National Research Council.

^ Tlie Rockc&llgr Foundation, which
financed^^T^RC, had for years been

ALFRED C. tINSEY BY VINT LAWRENCE l»OR TH*^ NEW *e.pUB1.IC

:es. Ulti- at eliciting information, lilnsey intei>-|i Rinse)
e course viewed everyone hecould find. He had ] ^
/oncam- even gone toQiicago and won the trust hislifew<
forced to of its very suspicious homosexual com- ho^scj
le die was munliy. By the time he approached and «ex«

\ferkea, Kin«ey had obtained the sexual OTUCS h
selfintoa histories of more people than anyone wives. .
ver again else inhistory. His collection woidd soon
iMi, wthin include Yerkes himself. Inviting his ftm- t
atall. Kin- ders to Bloomington, Kinsey told them
afessional thattheycould not appreciateijis mtei^
Researeh viewing skills unless they agreed to pr^ me golc
ycommit- vide their sexual histories.*Reraarkably, The cot
'Council. Yerkes andhis two coUeaguesagre^ r^laar
n, which Within sbt years the Rockefeller Foun- bmons'
ears been dation would be making huge grants to anythiu;
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rLM j.FJ .MTTSUiTOI
li^d lus boj^i Saueu
Behavior in the Human
JWofeinl948,andSqnw/
BAauiar m the Hvflnan
Fmak in 1953.

Kinsey brotighi out
the results of his sex
research with a medical
publisher, and he laced
his account widi dense
prose and technical
terms, but everyone
knew diese books would
be bes^llers; and their
sales occeeded the wild
est expectadons. Clearly
largenumbers of Amer
icans were ready to
receive the news that
nothing erotic ought to
be alien to them. Now
famous and rich, Kinsey |»no longer needed Rock- ^
efeller pacrons^e. Yet
he never rtiised much
money after die Foun
dation withdrew Its sup
port;piany interlocutors '
intr<^uced Kinsey to
rich potential donors,
but he was a terrible
fiinft-raifleTf unable to
"close" a deal by mak-

[EPUBLic ing the crucial "aisk" ftM-
funds.

Kinsey died in 1&56 a frustrated and
angi^ man. He had failed to complete
his lifeworit: volumeson topicsincluding
homosexuality, jjrostitution, Negro sex,
and «ex offenders were plaimed. Andthe
criticshad already begun to wield their
knives. Such <^iinguished representa
tives of American Icttws as Margaret
Mead. Geo&cy Gorer, Lionel TriUing,
and Lawrcnce Kubie were critical of
Kinsey's books. America.had entered
thegolden ^e ofthe Eisenhower years.
Thecountry didnotseem interested in
replacing its rdigjous and moral pro^
bitions on sex with Kinsey's naturalistic,
anyfhing-goesadvice.



Wi(hin fifteen years of Kin-
sey's funeral, the Food
and Drug Administration
approved a birdi control

pill, Penth<niu iu first appearance
inEngland, Johns Hopkins b^amc the
first American medical school to per>
form sex changc operations, San Fran-
ci$co'» Haight-Ashbury blowomed.
Human Sexual Response by Masters and
Johnson was pubU^cd, topless waitresses
became the rage, movies such as
I am Curi«is YeUow portrayed new levels
of sexual cxplicitness. the Stoncwallers
rioted in Greenwich Village, and Kate
MilleW wrote SexuaiPoUtics.

We now know from Jones's book that
Kinsey anticipated the sexual revoludon
not onlyby what he wrote, but also by
what he did. There was a ]Mivate life
behind the piublic figure—and, wc are
frequentlylold, a shocking one. Awork
aholic and a man of authoritarian tem
per, Kinsey employeda number of grad
uate stiidents who were expected to
share his passion for long workdays and
to accompany him on field trips. An
inveterate exhibidonist, he would fre
quently walk around nakedin camp.His
surviving letters reveal a scatological
Kinsey, a man &£cinated with burlesque
shows, graphic descriptions of sexual
act$, and juvenile boasting. An
atmosphere of homoeroticismpervaded
these all-male field trips, Jones writes: "It
is not hard to suspect that oral sex was
goingdown under canvaslops." (Jones's
language in that sentence Ls especially
unfelidtous.) Jones is convinced that
Kinsey had &llcnin lovewth one of his
studenLs, Ralph Voris, and that he had
designs on others as well. No wonder
he wanted so much to study Chicago's
gay community, for there "he could slip
awayand engage in furtive, anonymous

with the crowd that pa.tronized
Qiicago's'tea rooms,'slangfor the pub
lic urinaU frequented by homosexuals
inlerested in quick, impersonal, faceless
sex."

Vbris died young, but soon thereafter
Kinsey fbuna third and final love'
of his life: Clyde Martin. According to
Jones, Martin resisted, and suggested
sex with Kinscy's forty-two year old wife
(and first love) Clara. The world's most
famous sex researcher auickly agreed.
Martin would be only the first of her
manyextramarital lovers, most of them
taken with Kinsey's permission—if not
his active encouragement. Kinsey's Insti-
tuie for Sex Research was rafndly turn
inginto a^i^esexzone.Martin, whowas
hired as an interviewer and would later
be listed as one of the authors of S-exwxl
Behavior in ths Human Male, watched
helplessly as hiswifebegan an af&irwith

Paul Gebhard, another member of Rin-
si^'s staff. And the third chief inter
viewer, Vi^dell Pomeroy, was the most
promiscuous of them all, "a kind of
equal opportunity DonJuan"who wouldk
sleep with as many people of either sen
as he could. |

For ail his kinkiness, howevci; Kinsey
was not Pomeroy. Indeed, Kinsey ap
pears to have had very few lovers, male
or female. Kinsey got his pleasure indi
rectly: "Watching othen have sex satis-
fied both the scientist and the voyeur in
Kinsey,"Jones writes. Take those inter
views. It is not hard to conclude that Kin
sey's desire to interview everyone he
could find washis version of Leporello's

catalogue aria: he was excited by the
conquests in other people's sex lh;e$.
But Kinsey was not just a metaphorical
voyetir. In 1949 Kinseyfaired a photogra
pher for his staff, and hisjobwas to &m
the members of Kinsey's circle having
sex with each oiher and masturbadng
for the camera.

The newly hired photographer, Wil
liam Dellenback, later told Jones about
Kinsey's deeply it\grained masochism. In
front of die camera, Kinsey would take
an object such as a swizzle stick, place it
into the urethra of his penis, ue up his
scrotum with a rope, and then pull on
the rope as he pushed the object in
deeper. Masochi^, Jone$ informs his

• f '• •"r/:r:,>«s5av
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readers, is like a drug addiction; once
dM masochist getsaccustomed to a cer
tain level of pain, nu>re Intense tech
niques have U> be found. That eicplains
why KinMy once drcumdsed himself
without anesthesia—or why,on another
occasion, he tied the usual loiot around
his scrotum but then threw the other
end of die rope over a pipe, took it
with his hand* jumped on a chair, and
hung there in the air as the pressure
increased.

If Kinse/s piivaie sexual haMu wre
extreme, so were some of hii public
views. A man on a mission, Kinseywould
bring to sex die sameconcern for efiB-
dency and technique that Frederick
"Wlnslow Taylor, another student at the
StevensInsdtute cfTechnology, brought
to industrial tnt>ducti5n. IJlce all revo-
lurionaii^, gmKev was reluctant to find

' racmies am<^ who shared any
part hisagenda. Sympathetic to pris
oners arrested for sex crimes, he would

i uldmatcly come to believe that even
i pedophiles were un&irfy perseeutf*
1' incest, induding child abuse. Kin

seemed to si^gest, was much ado about
nothing; so loao^ as ddldren did not
makea bigdealof their experiences, no
real harm, he believed, could come to
them. lUnsgj^Jcmes concludes,
Ifaaiion^rthfrencmv of sex." In his life

hiswork, Kinaey w^ accordi^ to
Jones, "dieanMtcct of a newsensibiH^
about a part of lifediateveryoneexpen-
ences and no one escapes."

IBLJames H. Joneses book, a
quarter-century in the mak
ing, isa&sdnating accountof
a ^tasdc American. Jones,

the author a previous book on the
TUsk^ee experiment, isa historian with
a knack for'writing booksabout the past
diat' are bound to be discussed iA the
present He isnota great stylist, but he
manages tohtddImreader'sattention as
he movesexhaustively through a proM-
eradon of increasing peculiar detail.
Yet whatheld myattention mosthas fit
tie to do with the sensationaiade ofKin^
sey's sexlife.Jones'sdiscussion of such
matters as the controversies around Kin<
8cy*8 methodology and the pc^tics of
foimdation support are more inter-
estii^ than his accounts how Kinsey
wre^edwithhisownlibido.

Erotic arousal, iEinaey and his
authors wrote r^pretfoUy in Sexual
havior in the Human Male, "could be sub
ject to jMcdse instrumental measure
ment if objectivity amongsdentistsand
public respect iox scientific research
allowed such laboratory invest^tion."
Sinceit did not, Kinsey had to settlefor
accounts that people themsehres pro
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vided about their sexual lives. Kinsey
took great pains to convince his read
ers that interviews could be an eifective
substitute for laboratory observadons.
In acenoal sense,he wasr^bu selected
carenilly and interviewed correctly, we
can learn much firom people about hit
man sexual behavior.

But Kinsew was careless in his sdec-
dcm."What, tor example, constitutes an
orgasm? Ever thesplitter, Kinsey rejected
the uniform descripdonsoforgasmthat,
he found in marriage manuals In ^vor
ofasix*|Kiint oigasmscale, ranra^
primal^ Bcnital reactions
quency) to^extr»ne tension with violen
contnildon* in which "the legs often
become ri^d, with musdes knotted and
toespointed... breath heldor gasping,
eyes staring hardand t^tly dosM «...
whole body or parts of it spasmodically
twitching, sometinies^chrtMiou^with
throbs or <n<dent jerking the penis'
(16%). His source for this simultane^

tio^was '*!adult observers ld$ pre*
adolescent bop"—pcdo|rfiilei onepresumes, observingvery clofiefy indeed. ^
^ ^ r oving firom definition to

|\ /I das^cation, Kinsey and
I Ir I colleagues describedX T JL thefrequency ofoingasm

amongmen age,sodal dass, occupdr
tion, and reli^on. (Orthodox Jews, he
found, were the least sexuaUyactive peo>
pie in America.) .^ain, Kinsey was irk-
sdncdvely attracted to the unrepresen
tative, such as men who were wrasually
sexually active. •Ourlarge sample,* die
authors wrote, 'diows that, cir fVom
beingrare, inttividuals with frequencies
of 7 or more {sex acts] per weekconsti
tute a conwderaHc segment (7.6%) of
anypopulation." It reality or f&ntasy
that led Kinsey to pen this sentence:
"Where the occupation allows the male
qpouse to return home at noon, contacts
may occur at thathourof theday, and,
corucquently, Oiere is a regular outlet
of fovirteen to twenty<»ie times per
week*? Andsoitwent ^tween92% and
97% of American maljes mastmbate.
The number of college-bredmaleswho
have siMne pretnarital intercourse ishigh
enough to surprise manypersons." Use
of prostitutes was common, if unevenly
distribiued bysocial class. 37% men
experienced orgasm through houKwex-.
u^ contact at teast once in their lives.!
Finally, there was ssx, with animals, "thel
oidy chapter in thebook," wrote tionel|
Trilling, ''which Mnts diat sex may be
touched with tenderness." But even here
Kinsey was precise: The aO^umulative
inndence figures far animalintercourse
gotoabout 14percent^r thefiurm boys
who do not go b^nd grade schotrf, to
about20 per centfor die groupwhich
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goes into high school but not beyond,
and to 26per cent for the maleswhowill
uitimatdy go to college."

Kinsey iwormed his readers that he
had cMlected 5.SOO sexual histories,
"forty times as much material as was
indwled in die best of previousstudies."
liiis may have in^essed the genez^
reader, butno sdentistcouldbe^en in
byKinsey's boasting- Utterly edectk In
his methods, Kinsey interviewed wildly
disprc^rtionate numbers of college
studente,prisoners, peoplewilling to be
Interviewed, and peofue preoccupied
widi sex. He could have mtdtiplied his
xnticrMCWi by a hundred and still have
come away with a group of Afltericans
whose sexual conduct would have been
ahnn^T^iftl. die late 19^, statbtidans
had discovered that sdentific sampling
wasbr nK»e^Gective in representinga
giwftn population than ex^ustive but
futile efforts to interview everyone, l^t
Kinsey refused to engage in proper saso'
pling techniques, nuil^g it impossible
[for him to make even near-accurate
fgeneraliz^ons aboutthe distribution of
sexual behaviors among the American
popubitiim.Kinsey'sapproach to sexwas

as fidentilRc asPtytanPUux.
And ancc his methods
vrere so poor, Kins^ and

his coauthors lelft their rea^^rs vnth the
impression that there was far more sex
takingplace in America, and fiu* more
exotic sex, than cone^nded to the
roil lifle experiences ot those readen.
Themessage was thatpeople should lis
ten to Kintoy rather tnan U> their con
science, thdr God. or their superego. It
was quite explidt inKite's text: awde
variety of sexual acti^ties "may seem
tofail intn categories th^areasfarapart
as ri^t and wrong, lidtand illicit, nor
mal and abnormal, acceptable and unac
ceptable in our social organization. In
actuality, they all prove to originate in
the rdatively simple mechanisms which
proid<^ for erotic response when there
are s^cient physical or psjvhic stim
uli" Pnmerlyinstructed \)iy Kinsey's im
proper ^ta, they would befree toen-
g^ in premaritusex, pursue extramar*
SJaffairsj aetout theirhomoerotic £an-
tasiesi and jettisonwhatever inhibitioiu
prevented them fiom claiming their
share of the Gross National Orgasm.

In theory, peer review should hai«
stopped Kinsey from embarrassing his
disdpUne, hisunivernty, and himself. %t
the Rockefeller Foundation continaed
topourmoney intohiscofiers. Periodic
appraisals ofhis wtMrk commissioned by
the Foundation never raised the issue
of sampling, or didsoonly to back ofitl
8£8p<Hiding to die concern of Kinsey's
editordiat the statistics be "Tjullet pro^



11/07/97 16:28 REP BftRTLETT ^ 915022411552 NO.480 P006

i^iainsi atta£k» AJan Greggof the Rocke
feller FoimdatioA assured faim that Kiit-i
sey's methods had been thorough
reviewed by experts; he aUo screed
write a prefacc endorsing Kinsey's in
vestigations as "sincere, olgectivc, and
deiermined."Kinsey even survived,for a
time, a review of hb data conunusioned
by the American Statistical Association
that wa«carried out by three of the most
high'poweredstatisticians in America.The most far-reaching

cr^nHal narrated by Jones
has nothing to do with
masochism and everything

to do with the i

they admired Kinsey s message, More
likely, theywere unwilling toadmita mis
take. Whatever the reason, they abused
every canon of proper scientific proce
dure to support research that, for all its
volume, was as shallow as it was sensa
tional. In endorsing Kinsey,his backers
were endorsing the idea that sexu^
repression was a bad thing-^ projposi-
tion for which scientific e^idence is, to
say the least, lacking.

Asit turns out, a group of contempo'
rary scientists has aeveloped the acc»>
rate samples that Kinsey never did. The
Sodal Or^tnizatum qfSaauiMlj, byEdward
O. Laumann.John H. Gagnon,Robert
T. Michael, and Stuart Michaels, ap
peared in 3994; and while it isnot the
last word on American sexual habits, it
is a far more reliable guide than Sexual
Behaviorm theHupuin Male.Anticipating
the kind of reception tiiat Rnsey re
ceived, the authors wrote a technical ver
sion of their book for a university press
and, svith the help ofa journalist, a pop
ularversion designedfor the best-sell«
lists- Best-sellerdom never came to pass.
And the reason was quickly obvious.
When social scientists tell the re^ truth
about sex, they are telling people—
whoseown experiences,after all, consti-
mte the story^^what they already know.

In the resum ofsex. Laumann and his
colleaguesfound, Americansare boring-
lyconventional. Homosexuality isrough
lyascommon asmostpeople thinkit is:
2.8% of men think of themselves as gay,
X4^ of women. Adultery is quite un-

i common; 90% of married women and
[ 75% of men report monogamy. Very
I few Ameiicansare attracted to, or inter

estedin, passive anal intercourse, having
sex with a stranger, violent sex, or group
sex. Sexual athletes—highly promiscu
ous people with many sexual partners
in the course of a year—arc verj^ rare.
These data are obviously not without
flaws. People will often over-ref^rt or
under-rcport their sexual experiences,
depending on who they are and who
theyare talkingto. Still, the data do seem

to showthat, for mostpeople most of the
time, sex isjust one experience among
many: pleasurable, valued, important,
but central neither to their identity nor
to thdr mental health.

The lesson of the Laumann book is
dear. If sex researchers are scrupiilous
and &ir. determined to capture reality
a& it is, then tfaey will generally find
nothing very dramatic to report. If they
are attracted however, to tihe study of
sexuality to make a point, dien theywill
distort reality, as Kinsey did, in the sei^
%ice of some larger cau^e. Sexuality is
now a booming academic subject Many
of those engaged in it have points diat
they wish to make. They want to ^OW

that our common categories—homo
sexual/heterosexual, male/female, nor
mal/abnormal—are arbitrary conven
tions. Or they want to take the side of
the sexuaUy stigmatized. But the most
common pc^t is that sex itselfis a good
thing, wtUch means that restraints on
sex are bad.

Whether or not any of these points
need to be made is not my concern
here. What is true, however, is that the
very act of making them distorts the
studyof sex,for it rules out of order or
dismisses out of hand people who will
ingly accept sexual repression, who
think it is r^ht to pass Judgment on
Aose who cannot control meir sexuality,
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who are convinced tlukt human bein^
were given thegiftofsexuali^ primarily
to mdue children, who believe a^somc
kinds of sexual behavioraiv joyous and
Others are sick.

IV.Among those academic writ
ers have a point that
diejr wish to makeIsJam^
H.Jones» wiK>, when all is

said and done, treats Kinsey as a hero
because he was willing to attac^
represQon. Tobesure,Joneswrites, Kin-
sey was a man consumed by dem<His:
"somewhere the lines, he veered
off the of normal development'*
Attracted to men. bat forced to lead a
conventional life, Kinsey was drawn to
the studyof human sexuality in order tx>
fiiwl in Mtence answers to iiis perfional
sexual confiiusion. \!btJones isenthi^cd.
^^TTipgriTig bis sut^ct at one pcunt to
Mar& Luther andJohn Calvin, Jones
writes that IfKinsey'svlewBwere amoral>
they aim reflected a strong dose of
commonsense.' Asodd asKins^s sex
ual hahifct may have been, "his prob
lems, albeit in exaggerated form, were
the nat}<»i's problems." Kins '̂s "great
achievementwasto takehispainand suf
fering- and use ft to transform himself
into an instrument of social reform, a

evangelistwhoproclaimed a new
sendlnlity abouthumansexuality/

Snce t>e has a point that he so ar
dently wishes to make, Jones runsthe
ri^ oi distorting ESnsey in roughly the
same way ^atKinsey distorted American
sexual behavior. The pj^lels tetween
Jones'and Kinsey areoriking. like.lUti*
scy, {ones has written a book exhaua-
live—even obsessivie—in its detail, ffin-
seywas oneofdiefirst 77Eagle Scouts in
America. The labelshe us^ to dassi^
his wasps were three-d^ths of an
inch by five-et^ths. Between 1919 and
19S7, he wrote 3,19S p^es. His ^y
devetoped interview schedule contained
a masdmum of 521 items. Kinsey com
pleted exactly 7,9S5 sexual histones.
Andsoon.JonesJsaqjBiier, not a lump
en he classifies Kinsey*s outnut with ihe
same passion forvariety anodetail with
which Kinsey classified gullwaq»a. "Kin
sey thrived on meticulous tasks," Jones
writes. Sodoes his biographer.

Predaon is a virtue. But in this case it
is somethingelse as weU. Jones stresses
that Khuevwasan expert manipulator
Iniblic opinion, a man sO taken by his
jmage that he tried to manipulate the
reviewers of his books and the stories
wriuen about him in the press. "Every^
thing about the book," Jones writes of
Sexual Behavior in the Human Mak, "was
designed to impress thereader with the
richness of Kinscy'sempirical data." In
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portraying numbers with such exacti'
mde, Jwtes, too, is engaged in image
nians^ement. If Konsey detennin^
not to leave anystonesunturned in his
campaign lo convince Atneiicans diat
hiss^roach to sex was scientific,Jmes

leave nothing to chanceto convince
hisreadersthat Kinsey isworthy of epk
treatment

et flie strongest corre^on-
dencebetween Khtsey and^
Jonesis that lyth are

__ eurs. Jones is as tasdn
by Knise/s SSTTSfe as Kinsey was by the
sex lives of his 7,895 people. Indeed,
Jones's boc^ can be understood as an
effort to record Kinsey's sexualhi8toi7.
If,asJones stresses, Kinsey used hisab^
ity to (^tain sexual histories in order
to exerose powerover those he inter'
viewed.Joneswill seekevenmore pown
by putting tibe power>hungry Kinsey in
his pl&cC.

One of the most sensitive m^thod^
olodcal issues wth which Kinsey had to
d^ was whether die histories diat he
obtained were accurate. To ensure their
truth, Kinsey went to great lengths.He
preferred an interview to a question
naire,whidi required him to committo
memory allthequestions thathewould
agfe- To assure confidentiality, all tran
scriptions were carried out ina complex
code that only very few people wr
learned. No one can ever know vdicther
Kinsey's meticulous methods produced
accurate accounts. But we do know one
case where the truth of a sexual history
canbe quesdoned:JamesJones's.

It is important to make distinctions
here. The source for Jones's treatment
ofKinsey^s masochism isthefilmmaker
who recorded his adventures. If these
fiim» are to bebelieved—^d I see nOyj
reascAi why they should not be befl
U^d—^then Kinsey -was a very strang^
guy. But was he a homosexual? If he
was, what kind of hwnosexual was he?
With whom did he have sex? Was he
a rartidpant or an observer in th<ise
Chicago "tearooms'? Oneof the con^
queni^ofIBii$ey*s wtMrk isthaiAmerica
isnow more openinitsdiscusron ofsex.
But it was not open while Kinsey lived;
and ihercforejoneshasa choice: he can
admit that there are things he winnever
know about ESnsey's sex life, or he can
engage incm^ecture. Invarial^, hedoes
the latter.

'^)e^te die injunctions of his reli
gion, «spite the vigilance of parents,
teachers, atid police, and des^te the
warnings ofsodal hygienistswhoshaped
the sex education programs of his be
loved \MCA and Boy ^uts." Jones
writes of his subjectas ayoung man,
scy masturbat^" And Kinsey, unhke
other boys, was moved to extreme self-
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condemnation when he masturbated- If
there b a source for these condusions,
it is the conversations that Kinsey had
later in lifewith Paul Gebhard. BtUthose
OMiversations, at least according to
Jones's referenc^, dealt wth proM
ofsextts^ repression ofyouth ingeneral
rather than withKinsey's personalbehav*
ion the onlyexamples of camp-
in^pired masturbatkmdtedbyjonesd^
with people odier than Kinsey who
attended summer camp in die 1950$.
not.asKinseydid,in1912and1913.

allinfi in love with
anomer man is a defin
ingmconent in the life
of any homosexual.'̂

Jones writes. "Until it happens, many
men can deceive themselv^ about their
true identity." ForJones, lOn^y's
"defining moment" was his relation'
ship with K^ph Vbris. Given the times
it would be unlikely that any incontrc^
vertible ]»odt of a sexual relationship
between Kinsey and V»ris exists. And
none does.Kinsey kepta pictureofVoris
on his desk. He also wrote inthnatc let
tersto him,allhoti^h mosdy theintimate
«^ll^ta^k were about his marital sex life. If
those letters are amorous, die passion
seems to go one way, wth Kinsey con-
stantiy tr^g to ke<^ the relation^p
close, even over V<Mfis'6 resistance. Two
individuals toldJones of a sexual relaf
tionship bettveen themen,oneofwhimi
added that he too had ^eptmth Kinsey;
but dieir testimony is ambiguous, for
one says simply that Kinsey *'was in
love with Vorte fiwm day one," which
does not necessarily Impfy sex, and the
other onlythink* that he knows when a
honKffymial re^tionship between the
men began,whidi meanshe isguessing.
Andin anycaseboth did not want their
names used and are cited as "anony
mous." Thus their testimmiy cannot be
checked.

Other sources are dted Iwname. One
of them calledattention to Kinsey's eidii'
bitionism. Another described a night^jien Kinsey was inafoul mic^ because
he and his students slept in a hotd.
"Gi^>ed and sulked about everything,"
he wrotein hisdiary, 1 guessbecausehe
couldn't sleep in Msdamn, prick nib
bling tent" iTiis observer, Jones com
ments, usually meant what he said, so
that we^ould take"jnicknibbling"as a
literal des^don ofwhatwent on. Bn-
sey sent erotic books to this man aswell.
Au of them dealt with heterosexual sex,
but this was '̂ entirely in keeping with
Kinsey's apinoadi."Joneswrites.

Does all this add up to deflnitivc
proof that Kinsey was, asJones insists,
"homosexual"? Hardly. For one thing,
Kinsey was a married nun with four chil
dren,all which suggests that,ifhewas

"F
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attracted men, he was also bisexual.
And Kinsey may have been satisfied hy
prattle, rather than by actual contact By
Insisting that the cat^ory TiomofiexuaJ"
applies to Kinsey, Jone$ uses a term
w^ose meaning been shaped in the
1980s and 1990s to describe conduct
that KK>k place morelhan halfa century
earlier. A historian more sensitive to evi
dence and 10 the texture of the times
should have more resp<^ foraralMguitjr.

About the camping trips, ai least, there
is evidence of homosexual attraction,
however inconclusive. When Jones writes
about Kinscy'sresearch in Chicago, how
ever, he Steps overa line into irrespon^
btlity. He informs his readers that lunsey
soi^ht sexual release in the under
ground gayscene, even choueh he dies
no sources. And when he does cite a
sourcc—a letter that Kansey wrote to
Voris—he notes that Einsey avoided aw
mention of anysexualadventures.Bereft
of data,Jones turns surreal; "Although
it is highly utilikely that he abandoned
himself tothose out^s very often, Kin-
scy must have reJished the arrange
ment-* Absent any data, Jones cannot
know anything^. Andsohe shouldnot say
anything.

jf /^\ ne's firet impxUse is to|
lu 1 1 Jones with sensa- |[Ml I tionalism so as to 8eli|
™ books. But the odd way in|

which Kinsey's life and Jones's scholar
ship iatertwine sug^ts another expla
nation. ForJones, KinsCT wasengaged in
an effort to overturn a '^ctoiian" sexual
code.Yet Jones fails to appreciatewhat
Steven Marcus has callcd the "other Vic*
torians," such as the author of My Secni

who, like Kinsey, recorded scxu^
adventures of all kinds. Sincc Kinseydid
have a secret life, he was as much a Vi(>
torian as he was a rebel against Victori-
anism. AndsinceJones issodetermined
CO imcovcr mnsey's secret life, he, loo, is
more Victorian than he realizes.

There are many ways to be obsessed
with sex. One is to supj^ess it. The
other is to find it everywhere—and if
it is found to be homosexual or in any
way "deviant," somuchthebetter. All of
which suggests that Kinsey's contribution
to America's sexual revolution Is more
ambiguous than it appears. The usual
way in which these things are treated—
certainly the oiaiter is treated thb way
inJones's book—is tosuggest thatdiffer
ent historical periods are characterized
bydifferent degrees of sexual openness.
As sodetyswings firom repressicm toliber
ation, not only are people freer to ex
press theirsexuality, but individuals with
sexual tastes outside the mainstream
experiencelesspain and suffering.

But there is another way to read the
events since Einscy's day. It is to suggest
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that Americans have always cm-
sistentiy conventional m liieir
sexual behavior and conastentty tasct-
natedbypublic accoun® of oth«sr peo-
Die's sexuality. Obviously there navt
beentimes when American sexual man
ners changed; the PiU d^y trans-
fOTmed the rulesofsexual cngag^ent,
though even in this case the 199^te arewitlingareturn towore conventional
sexual pattems. From this per^ctive,
^at we caB asexual ^somucha change inactual behavior asa
shift mcultural empha^inpuWic con
sciousness aboutsexuaUQr, ^

And even such aalriftdoes notmvo^
a ronng &om a time \*«ien sex is at the
centerofpublic consciousneas toa time
when itis at the periphery. ^Am^
sex isnever atdiepenphery. SomcUmCT
the American fescination with sex te^
toresult inprohiWtion and censoi^rt)*
whUe atother times it produc^ o^bi-
tionism andcuriojaty. Sex cmbea
for procreation and joy, and it
fori ftw chaos and irreaponJWlitJ
Americans make theirpeace with DOtn

vate practice ofitas rarely as technology
wiB 2JI0W*

Alfred C. iOnsey—the Mldwcsterncr.

the fiunilyman, the productofapro^
Chrisdan upbring^, the sci«it»t--
grew up In an atmosphere of
^residon and led a revotooon for s^-
ui openness. But how mud» leaHy
changed? Fatherand son were hnked in
ways that neither could appreaatc, for
neither was capable ofaccepung ^ m
fust apartoflife: noDoore. noless. Itisin
this B«Bse (and it isabacnt fromJon^ s
book) that Kinsey was a represen»iive
American. Once we bad Anthony Com-AiTiencan, / .

stock and Maria Monk. Now we lwve
lesse Helms and Karen FinJey. U is a
cliche to say that the cenron ^ me
Gidiibltiontsts need each ^ " j
also true that they do not understand
each othen The censois hetfa^utpu^
lieaccounts ofsexuality andbehw ti»t
people areactually doing
fer bedrooms. And the exhi^tionistsUsten todiecensorsandbelieve thatpeo
ple win, if the censorsgettheh;w^,stop
doing^tever they are doH«
vacyctftheirbedrooms. Neid^seems^
SS much concerned with what actu^
happens behind the closed doors. For
what goesondiereiamore interertiM to
the parties invoKed than itis to^ thc^
tiyiSg so de«eiately to Usffin
flint 18 why it IS fitting that those doors
sta^closed.*

The Obelisk^Tdk
BrANiHOMrCBtfraN

Tte

o to Rome, and you will
find yottiself in Egypt. In
Bellini's enormous oval
piazza before Sl Peter's,

and amid the swarms oftourists In the
Piazza Navona, and in Ae ^ by the
Lateran, there rise obelida. Moat of
these hu^ stones
than one

G
tionsunder then-con^trc^Inthe centuriesafterRome feUj^ao did
dmostaUihe obelisks.OnlyoneofA^
theVktican obehsk, survivM theMddle
Ages standing. No andent historian eat
plained exactly what this column h«^
meant, asfirstcut in Egypt or aspSto Rome. Ithadnohiero^^
Ascription (not diat anyone could have
read one). But CStfistian memory ^

and a new meair-
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whqre ithad originally formed part of
^lomon'sTemirfe. _ ~

Inthe late Retkaissance, Pope ®xtusV
moved the Vatican obdisk from its old
position to the one in «Wch itnwv
^ds, and began er^g othett m
squaresaround the diy.Thissta®mn^
ditecult job, carried out by l^memco
Fontana» Sixtus's fevorite architect
quired the joint efforts ^ hundreds
ofmen turning doaens of capstans. It
turned mto a

'̂̂ SwV^came al^nd not for hfe
interests Incultural history but ft>r his
austerity and his determlnatton.
endrecalls thathe ehtcredthe
after the death ofhis ptodecessw ^t
over and siworted on a
hurled away as soon as his ct^eag^
had elected hiJm on the as^ption diat
he was too fe^le to ^
afew years.) He improved
lie finances, assured its water supw. and
attacked the longstanding
banditry in the
tution In the ci». (Predictably, he h^
mfM« success witn the
thelatiet) He also

Some the sca^ &r amagmfic^

the univertaBstj^ssourcesofthe Ghurch MUh^t Wh»
Slxtus moved obeftte he
piovide dramatic mitfters^ "L??
Siocesfflonal routes. ForauOiySirmountedwith'across, andejqJicat^
with inscriptions, they now
mony to the triumph of the rd^on^
Qm^over the di^lfc supeisntion andma^ ofthe Egyptians.What place could Egypt

hayc except as the ol^
jectof ahfusCJ—4n the tn-
uziq;>hant prqje^ a

isstfs-ssss
reUgion? The answer is, quite apromi
nent one. By the middle
leenth century, Athanasius Kirther ^
advising BeHini as he mom^ sn^r
obeHsks <m his sculptured fountam ofthe Four Rirorsin dieKasaaNayw^
on anelephantbeft^
kfinerva. In the e<^dc 5p»nt jf
Baroque culture, Rtfcher saw
lisks not a«the woric ofdK remains of the tost Urf> 1^0^^
ofdie l^tian pnesta. He celebrated
Scir hSXlyphi as a language more

reao rac;. ohv— '

^ a new conusa and a nw meofr
^ for the Mank «one graft-loqi.altaihearwrfN(™.*eob^
bad wtoiMsed die Cpk^m rf »
becoming a prcoous ^hc ofChurch,^e Andean obelisk gi^ualty
1 (wMi masical Ot^

that commemorate mc 3i:nicir««»^"w
Egyptiftn pharaohs. Centuriesafter these
great rulersand theirkingdom
dust, their monuments were brougitr monumeuiB ww*:

technolo^cal ingenuityand at
:xpense, from E^t to Ron».

with great
fantastic expense, —— ^,r- - .
In this new setting, they attested to ^em UllB new %-•

power of the Roman conquerors wno
Eadbrought the oldestofhuman ovibza-
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prieos. fte dg™ to
wtuch corresponded di

thino

nesiSf wic W51U, «•

WHICH eoiie5|iooo~ dlie^^nauiemthethtnpdieyretetred
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