
complicated andmurlw twists of the plt«
arecventuallvvorited throi^htl en route,
we see Geres ixnprisoQfnerit in various
vile cells, his interrogadon with various
degrees of violence, some attempts on
his life, and the ftunblings of the U.S.
Embassy person assigned to helphim-^-a
man at least as interested in pubJic rela
tions with China as ha Gere's £aic.
•The lawyer assigned by the Chinese

state to defend Gere is, by an extraordi
nary coinddencB, an attractive young
womanwho speaksEnglish- (Bai Ling*
humane and competent) Since she re
mained silent during^ the Cultural Revo
lution when her parents were humiU-
aied, she is determined to speak out for
jiKtice in Gere's case, once she is con^
vinced of his innocence. If he pleads
guiJty, he will be let offwith a life sen
tence; if he refuses, he vrill almost cer
tainly be found guiltyand sentenced to
death. Lawyer and dient decide to plead
the truth: not guilQn This irritates Chi
nese officialdom.

1
mi:mm

star btmkutn, more of the mythologyIn
which an ordinary man living a conven
tional li£e takes on physical challenges
like a combination circus strongman and
orcusacrobat

Bat the real embarrassment of Ae
film is in its treatment of the libertarian
lawyer who is vocalagainst Chinese op
pression. If therewere a Chinese ACLU,
she would be a member. As is, the idea
that she is allowed to wrk and to speak
freely—to live—-strains credulity* (Gere
himself has led protests about Chinese
practices, but he accepts this &ntasizing
sdipt.)

I supposeI mustn't disclose the end
ing. Let'sjust that the film stoutly
keeps op its embarrassments right to the
fini^ *

The Professor ofDesire
ByAlanWoipe

Alfred C. Kinsey: A Pubfic/Piivate IMe
by lames H, Jones
QlMtw,937|ip^$39^

othing in the background
ofAlfredC.Kinsey seemed
likely to produce a man
who would devote his life

to the study ofsex- He was bom in 1S94
and grew up in unbohemian Hoboken
and Soudi Orange, NewJersey, the son
of a self-made shop teacher at the Ste
vens Institute ofTechnolo^. He was an
E^le Scout Asickly boy, Kinsey worked
diligently to please his represshre, dic
tatorial, sanctimonious, and ambitious
fether. Thatproved tobe an impo^l^e

Turning his backon a career in en
gineering, Kinsey dropped out of Ste
vens 10 attend Bowdoin College. There
he discovered that his impulse to collect
things, when connected to his love of
nature, made him a taxonomist—abiolo
gist seeking to understand the world
through patientobservation ratherthan
through cxperlmentadon or the newly
emerging mathematics of population
ccology. An accomplished, hard^rking
student, Kinsey took his doctor^ at
Harvard before assuming an asnsiant

profes^rship at the then second-rate
Indira University.

Taxonomists, asJamesJones patiently
explains> were divided into lumpers
and "splrtters." Luirfpers, the dominant
grot:^» believed that there were relatively
few species in nature, 90 <hat the t^k of
the scientist became one of classifying
individual organisms into preexisting
categories. Kinsey strongly dissented
from this Platonic essentifliism. ^ his
viewi most attempts todesi^ate distinct
species owed more tothescientist's need
to bring order to reality than to the
diversity of life itself. Kinsey focused his
research on gull wasps, ^y parasitic
insects thatleave growths on theirhosts,
most commonly oak trees. Splitter diat
he was, he reasoned that the more g^
waspshe collected, the more newspeaes
be couldidentify. SocoUect he did—all
overthe coimtry, then allover theworid.
Kinsey seemed very much the «typical
Midwestern academic. He married Claia
Bracken McMillen. an Indiana Univer
sity undergraduate whom hemetduring
hU job interview, and before long they
owned a large house in town and pro
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duced four children. He published his se
research ongull wa^ps with Indiana Uui- th
versity Press to a few generally positive aireviews, andwrote a textbook designed tli
to makecooney- , ^Yd not allwas weUwth hiscareer.For U
one ih'mg, he hadcommitted hiniself to c*
averyold-fashioned Wnd ofscience; Kior
sey, said Robert Kroc, one ofhis younger a!
colleagues (and thebrodicr ofRay Kroc, n
theentreprenc\ir "who created Macl^rt- q
aid's), was the firstsciradst be evermet a
who studied evohition outsde the ^
ratory. Moreoveii Indiana University suf- 1 t<
fercd un^ thereign of '
an old president
interested seullng
scores than in advancing
(he prestige of his insu-
tution. And, perhs^s to
Kinse/s ch^nn, no of-
fcrs from elite institu-
Uons came his way. Stin,
Kin^ey was keepingbusy.
Hi3 voracious work
habits had led him to
read whatever seacmanu-

als he could find. "Vbu ,
kiiWr there isn't much :
adencc here ' he told
Krbc. In 1957, the tnis-
tees of Indiana Univer-
sity appointed d new
president named Her-
man Wells; and when
studentsbeganto agitate
WcUs for more relevant
sex educadon, Kin»ey
volunteered, and was
a^ked to dengn a course
on marriage. W ^

Kinsey's expertise in
biology colored ihe
course from the start. He
appeared tobe teaching
just the &cts of nature;
but he presented hin>
self a& a sdcQtist, and ^
he was qiute graphic m
his depiction of sexual IH^HHR
oreams and s^ual acts^
and be claimed to be alfrep c.
entirelynon^udgmenlal
about human scjcual practices. Ulfr
mately the explicitness of the course
aroused theopposition ofmany on cam
pus, and by 1940 Kinsey was fcjrced to
withdraw from it. Butbytjien the die was
cast

Kinsey hadtransformed himselfintoa
sex researcher. He would never
teach amarriage course—Indeed, within
afwyears hewould notteach atall. Kin-
»ey was re$cued from his larofessionai
malai^ by theCommittee for Research
in Problems of Sex, a standing commit
tee of the National Research CouncU.

^ The RodLeMkr Foundation, which
^ finance'dT the NRC, had for years been

seeking toshift the work ofthe CRPS in |
the direction of human sexuality. Kinsey
appeared as agodsend toRobert YerkeS,
the NRC's doctor, who now could
appease Rockefeller with aserious scien
tist in command of extensive data con
cerninghumansexual behavior.

Jot Kinsey had notjustbeen teaclung
about sexuality. Aspart of his course on
marriage, hehad begun to adminis^ a
questionnaire to students asking them
abouttheirsexual experiences; and this
was eventually transformed into a fecc-
to-face interview. Flush -with his success

"SK

Kinsey to support ^ Institute for Sex
Research. Wells, the imiveraty^s presi
dent, was thrilled; buthewas ^so wary,
and so he encouraged the Instinite to
estaWish it^lf as an ind^>endent corpo-
ration. Jt came into existence officially in
1947. Ensey's relations wiOi hisbackers
were never smooth. Detennined to reap
the prestige of the Rockefeller name,
Kinsey trumpeted his relationship with
the Foundation, alienating Yerkes aiid
violating the gentlemanly ^e of dis*
cretion to which foimdatioo trustees

'adhere. Ultimately the Foundation, un-I'Adgj'pressure COO-|
i serv^lires-Jn Cor^SS. I
|rwmiki^i^D Kinsc^put H

^ th^ tie nad pub-
lished his bpiikf, SmuJ
Behavior itt the i/uatan
Male in 19^, and
B^iax/ior *n tfe Ht^tuin •
Femalt in 1953.

Kinsey brought out
the results of bis sex
research with a medical
publisher, and he laced
his account with dense
prose and technical
terms, but everyone
knew tiiese books would

j be best^Uers; and their
I sales exceeded the wild-
I est expectations. Qearly
j large numbers of Amer-
[ icans were ready to

receive the news that
nothing erotic ought to

I be alien to them. Now
I faTTiniM and rich, Kinsey
[ llf no longer needed Rock- 9
I efeller patronage. Yet'
I he never raised much
I money after •die Poun-
I dation withdrew its sup-
I port; many interlocutors '
I inu^uced Kinsey to
I rich potential donors,
I but he was a terrible
I fund-raiser, unable to

"close" a deal by mak-
iw v&FUBLic ing the crxicial "sid;" for

funds.

J Kinsey died in 1956 a frustrated and
d1 angry txun. He had failed to complete
St lifework; volumeson t^>ira including
y. homosexuiitjr, prostitution, Negro sex,
d and sexoficnoerswere plaimed. Andtl^
al critics had already be^ to v^eld their
te knives. Such distingmshed representa-
in th's of American letters as Margaret
ti- Mead, Geoffi-cy Gorer, Lionel Trilling,
m and Lawrmce Kubie were critital of

Kinse/s books. America.had entered
thegolden age ofthe Eisenhower years,

ly, Tlie country did not seem interested in
replacing its religious and moral pro^

n- bitionson sexwitii Kinsey s naturalistic,
to anything-goesadvice.

ALFRED C. K.INSKY BY VINT l-AWUBNCE fOK. THS. NBW »E.FUBLIC
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at eliciting information, Kinsey inter-ii
viewed everyone he could find. Hehad|
even gone toChicago and won the trust
ofits very suroicious homosexual con^
muniiy. By the time he approaiiied
"Verkes, i^nsey had obtained thesexual
histories of more people than anyone
else inhistory. His collectionwould won
include Yerkes himself. Inviting his fun-
ders to Blooroington, Kinsey told them
thatthey could notappreciatehis inters
viewing skills imless th^ agreed to pro
vide their sexual hlstorics^Remarkably,
Yerkesand his two coUcagues agreed-

•Within six years the Rockefeller Foun
dation would bemaking hi^^gants to



Paul Gebhard, another member of Rin-
sey's staff. And the third chief inter
viewer, %ViardeU Fomeroy, was die most
promiscuous them all. "a kind
equal opportunity DonJuan" who would'
sleep with as many people of either
as he could.

For aH his kinkiness, however, Kinse/
was not Pomeroy. Indeed, Kinsey ap
pears to have had very few lovers, male
or female. Kinsey got his pleasure indi
rectly; "Watching others nave sex sati^
fied both the sdcntist and the voyeur in
Kansey," Jones writes. Take those inter
views. It is not hard to conclude that Kin
scy's desirt; to Interview everyone he
could find was his version of Leporello's

Within fifteen years ofKtn-
sey's fimcral, the Food
and Dnig Administration
approved a birth control

plU, fmihousi made its first appearance
in England, Johns Hopkins bccamc the
first American medical school to per
form icx changc operations, San Fran
cisco's Haight^hbury blo«somed>
Htivum Sexual R£sponse by Masters and
Johnson was publi^cd, toplesswaitresses
became the rage, tjew mo\ie« such as
[ am Curi<nis feUoof portrayed new levels
of sexual cxplicitness, the Stoncwallers
rioted in Greenwich MHage. and Kate
MUlett wrote SexualPoises.

We now know from Jones's book that
Kinsey anticipated the sexual revoludon
not oniyby what he wrote, but also by
what he did. There "was a private Ufc
behind the public figure—and, we are
frequenUy told, a shocking one. Awork
aholic and 1 man of authoritarian tem
per, Kinsey employed a number of grad
uate students v^o were expect^ to
share his passion for longwoiiidays and
to accprapanv him on field trips. An
inveterate exnibidonbt, he would fre
quently walk around naked in cantp.His
surviving letters reveal a scatological
Kinsey, a man fascmated with burlesque
shows, graphic descriptions of sexual
act$, and Juvenile sexual boasting. An
atmosphere of homoeroticism pervaded
these all-male field trips, Jones writes:
is not hard to suspect that oral sex was
goingdown under canvas tops.* (Jones's
fanguage In that sentence is especially
unfelldtous.) Jones is convinced that |
Kinsey had ^ien in lovC vnth oneofhis
studenui, Ralph Voris, and that he had
designs on others as Y/ell. No wonder
he wanted $o much to study Chicago's
gaycommunity, for there "he could slip
away and engage in furdvc, anonymous
sex with the crowd that patronized
Chicago's 'tea rooms/ slangfor the pub
lic urinals frequented by nomosejtuals
interested in quick, impersonal, fiaceless
sex."

Voris died young, butsoon thereafter
IGnsey found "Hhc third and final love"
of his life: Clyde Mardn. According to
Jones, Martin resisted, and suggested
sex with Kinscy's fortytwoyear old wfe
(and first love) Qara. The worid's most
femous sex researcher auickly agreed.
Martin would be only the first of her
many extramarital lovers, mo«tof them
taken with Kinscy's permission—if not
his active encour^emenu Kn^'s Insti
tute for Sex Research was rapidly turn
ing into aliree sex zone. Martin, who was|
hired as an interviewer and would later
be listed as one of the authors of
B^vicr in the Human Male, watched
helplessly ashiswifebeganan af&irwith

catalogue aria; he was excited by the
conquests in other people's sex lives.
But Rinsey was not Just a metaphorical
voyeur.In 1949 Kinseyhired a photogra
pher for his staff, and hisjobwas to^m
the members of Kinscy's circle having
sex with each other and masturbadng
for the camera.

The newly hired photogr^her, Wil
liam Dellenback, later told Jones about
Kinsey's dec^i^y ingrained masochism. In
front <rf the camera, Kinsey would take
an object such as a swizzle sdck, place it
into the urethra of his penis, de up his
scrotum with a rope, and then pull on
the rope as he pu^ed the object in
deepen Masochism, Jones informs his
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readers, is like a drug addiction; once
the masochist gets accustomed to a cer
tain level of pain, more intense tech
niques have tobefound. Tluait esralains
why iQnaey once drcumdscd himself
without anesthcsia—or why, on another
occasion,he lied die usual knot around
his scrotum but then direw the other
end of the rope over a pipe, took it
with his hand> jumped off a chair, and
hung there in the air as the pressure
increas^

If Kinse/s private sexualhabiu were
extreme, so were some of his public
views. A man on a mi«ai«in, Kinseywould
bring to sex the same concern for effi-
deniy and techni<|ue that Frederick
WinslowTiqrlor, another student at
Stevens Insdoite ofTechn
to bdustrial productiibn

wr

1n<

MVO^
to rind

ica am<n)g ^ose who shared any
part hisagendSL %mpa(h^€ to pri&-
oners arrested for sex crimes, he would

1 ultimately come to believe that even
1 pcd<^hile$ were unfiorly persecutr-*
9 fncesc> including child ab^, Kin

seemed to suggest, was muchado abo'
nothing; so long as children did notK
makeabig deal of their experiences, no
real harm, he believed, could come to
them, lUn^Jones condudes, "sawd^-
liTariM M Hie enemy of sex." In hb life

and hb work, Kinsey w^ accon^^ to
Jones,'^e architect of a new sensibiUty
aboutapart of life thateveryone experi
ences and no one escapes.'

in.

*1* antes H. Jones's book, a
I quarter-eentury in the mak-
I ing, ka&sdnatin^ account of

J a fiinta*tic American. Jones,
the author a previous book on the
TUsk^ee experiment, b a historian with
a knack for writing books about tiie past
diat' Sure bound to be discussed lA the
present. He b not a greatstylist, but he
manages toholdhb reader'sattentionas
he moveseashaustivety through a prolif
eration of increasing peculiar detail
Yet what held myattention mosthas Ht-
tle to do with the sensational dde ofKin-^
sey's sex life.Jones'sdiscussion of sud)
matters as the controversies around Kin-
scy*s methodology and dM pc^tics d
foundation support are &r more inter
esting than hb accounts of how Kinsey

^^tic arouffll, Kina^ and hb CO- Ufiii^lly* there was «x vrtdi animals, *^e s^p^Kloscy from embarrassuig ^
authors wrote rttpretCully in Sexutd Ihob^copter in the book," wrote Uonelw v.o,.n tv t
hainorin the Human Mak, "could be sub-™ "Trilling, "which hints that sex may be

touched witii tenderness." But even here

vided. about their sexual lives. Kinsey
took great pains to convince his re^
ers that inte^ews could be ao effective
substitute for laboratory observations.
In ageneial sense, he was r^ht: selected
careraHy and intendewed correct, we
can leam much from people about hu
man sexual behavior.

But Einsey was careless in his sdec- i ii;<iucr, uut. uw wu«u»#= uiaw mi
don. "What, for example, constitutes an I by Kinsey^s boasting. Utterly edecdc In

~ thesplitter, Kinseyrejec^ | his methods, Kinsey interviewed ifrildly
disproportionate numbers of collie
sfcu^nts, (nisonen, people willing to be
Interviewed, and peojHe preocoipied
with sex. He could have multiplied hb
interviews- by a hundred and still have
come away with a group of Americans
whose sexual conduct would have been
abaonn^ Bythe late 1940s, statbtidans
had discovered that sdentific sampling
was &r more effective in represcaiting a
^ron population than exhaustive but
futile efforts to interview everyone. Ifet
Kinsey reftued to engagein proper sam*

making it impossible
to 'make even near-accurate

generalizationatout the distribution of
sexual behaniorB among the American
population.

the uniform descriptionsoforgasmthat
he found in niarri^;e manuals in fevorj
ofa siX'point orgasmscale, ran^gf ^
primaruy genital reactions (2%
quency) to extreme tension with violent
convuldon" in which "the legs often
become i^d, with musdes knotted and
toespointed... breath heldor gapping,
eyes staring hardand t^^ do«e4
whole body or parts of It spasmodic^y
tiyitdiing, sometimes^chronouslywith
dixobsor violentjerking irf the penb"
(16%). His source for this sSmultane^
OttSly dinicalandp(Mm<^grapMc descrip
tion was ^ult observers 196 pre^
adolescentboys"—^ledophllefc one pre
sumes, observ^verydosetyindeed.Moving from definition to

dasfificatioD, Kinsey and
hb colleagues describMcd
the frequency ofoinpsm

among men byage,sodal dassi occupa
tion, and reli^on. (Orthodox Jews, he
found, weie the leastsexuallyactive peo
ple in America.) Again, Kmsey was in-
stinctivdlyattracted to the uorepresenr
tative, such as men who were unusualfy
sexually active. *Our large sample,* the
authors wrote, 'shows that, rar from
beingrare, individuals with frequendes
of 7 or more [sexacts]perweek consti
tute a con^derable segment (7.6%) of
anypopulation." Was it reality or Bsmtaty
that led Kinsey to pen this sentence:
"Where the occupation allows the male
spouse to return home at noon, contacts
may occur at thathouroS tiieday, and,
consequent^, there b a regular oudet
of fourteen to twenty-one times per
week"? Andso itwent ^tween 92% and
97% American males mastmbate.
The numberofcollege-bred malCT who
ha:pe some premarital intercourse bjhlgh
enough to surprise many persons." Use
of prostitutes was common, if unevenly
distributed bysoda! classw 37% men
experienced orgasm through homosex-

diuu contact at least once in their lives.

goes into high school but not beyond,
ond to 26 per cent for the maleswhowill
ultimatdy go to coUege*

Kittsey informed his readers that he
had ccmeaed'S.SOO sejcual histories,
forty times as much nuuerial as was
indtKled in die best of previousstudies."
This may have in^ireked the general
reader, but no scientist could be taken in

insey's approach to sex was
as sdentitic as P^ftonPlace,
And since his methods
were so poor, Kins^ and

his coauthors left their readers vnth the
impres^on that there was far more sex
takingplace in America, and £armore

K
exotic sex. than correroonded to the
real life experiences of those readers.
Thetwpjuaagft was thatpeoide should lis
ten lo Kinsey rather tnan to their con
science, their God. or tiieir superego. It
wasquite ex|dtdtinKinsey's text awide
variety of sexual activities "may seem
tofell into categories thaiare as^ apart
as rightand wrong, lidt and illicit, nor
mal and abnonnal, acceptable and unac
ceptable in our social organization. In
actuality, they all |mive to originate in
the relatively simple mechanisms which
provide for erotic res^nse when there
are s^dent physical or p^xihic stim-
ult" Property instructed by Kinsey's im
proper data, they would free to en-
gam in premaritusex, pursueextramai^

affoirs, actout theirhomoerotic &n-
tasiesi and jettisonWhatever inhibitions
prevented them from claiming their
share of the (jtoss National Orgasm.

In theory, peer review should have

Ject to precise instrumental measure*

pMn r^^^^ sdetttific res^ch
allowed such laboratory investigation.*
Sinceit did not, Kins^ had to settie for
accounts that people themselves pro-

Kinsey was pfedse: "The aa^cumulative
inddence figures foranimalintercourse
gotoabout Hpercentf&rthe&rmboys
whodo not go beyond gradeschocrit to
about 20 percent for £e group which

<fi5CTline, hb uni«ta»^, and himself.%t
the RockelMler Fouimation contina^
topour moneyinto hbcoders. Periodic
appraisals ofhb wwk commissioned by
the Foundation never raised the'issue
of sampling, or didsoonly to iKiek oS,
Responding to the concern of Kinsey's
editor that the statisticsbe "bullet prooT
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against attack, Alan Gregg of theRocke-
feJUr Foundation assured him thatKin-j
scy's methods had been thoroughlyi
reviewed bjr experts; he also ^reed xol
write a prcEacc endorsing Kinsey's in
vestigations as "slncerci olyectrvc, and
determined."Kinsey evensurvived, for a
time, a review of his data conunissioned
by the American Statistical Association
that wascarried out by three of the most
high-^Kwered scatisttcians inAmerica.The most far-reachii^

narrated by Jones '
has nothing to do with
masochism and everything

to do with the
tists and foundatf^" '^^^ersrreihaps
IHey admired Kinsey's mcss£^. More
hkely, they were unwlling toadmita mis
take. Whatever the reason, th^ abused
every c^on of proper sdcntific pro<^
dure tosupport research that,for all its
volume, was as daallow as it was sensap
tional. In endorsing Kinsey, his backers
were endorsing the idea that sexu^
repression was a bad thing—^ proposi
tion for which scientific evidence is, to
saythe least, lacking.

As it turns out, a group of contempo*
rary scientists has oeveloped the accu
rate samples that Kinsey never did. Thfi
Social Orffutiuttion ofSeataBiy, byEdward
O. Laumann, John H. Gagnon, Robert
X Michael, and Stuart Michaels, ap-{>earcd in 1994; and while it is not th£
ast word on American sexual habits, it

is a far more reliable guide than Sacual
Eehavior in^ Human Male. Anticipadng
the land of reception that Kinsey re
ceived, the authors wrote a technical ver
sion of dieir book for a university press
and, with the help of aJournalist, a piop-
ular versiont designed for the best-seller
lists. Best-seDerdom never came to pass.
And the reason was quicWy obvious.
>Vhen social scientists tell the real truth
about sex, they are telling people—
whose own experiences, after consti
tute thestory—what they already knoiw

In the realm ofsex, Laumann and his
colleagues found,Americans are boring-
ly ^nventional. Homoscxuaii^ isrough
lyascommon asmost people think Itist

of men think of Siemaelves as ga^
- of women. Adultery is qmte un^
^ common; 90% of married women, and
[f 75% of men repon monogamy. Very
f few Americans are attracted te, or inter

estedin,pasMVc anal intercourse, having
sex witha stranger,violent sex, or g:^p
sex. Sexual athletes—highly promiscu
ous people wch many sexual partners
in the course of a year—arc verj^ rare.
These data are obviously not without
flaws. People will often over-report or
under-report their sexual experiences,
depending on who they are and who
they are talking to, Sdll, the d^ do seem

to show that,for mostpeoplemostof the
time, sex isJust one experience among
many: pleasurable, valued, Important,
but central neither to their identic nor
to dieir mental health.

The lesson of the Laumann book is
clear. If sex researchers, are scrupulous
and fair, determined to capture reality
as it is, then they will generally find
nothing verydramatic to report. If they
are attracted however, to ^e study of
sexuality tomake a point,then they mil
distort reality, as Kinsey did, in the sei^
\ice of some larger cause. Sexuality is
nowa booming acadpmir subje^ Many
of thoseengaged in it have points that
diey wish to make. They want to ^ow

leeting
of the

that our common categorie^-homo-
sexual/heterosexual, male/ficmale, nor
mal/abnormal—ere arbitrary convene
tions. Or they want to take die side of
the sexually sdgmatized. But the most
common point is that sexitselfis a good
thing, which means that restraints on
sex are bad.

Whether or not any of these points
nc^ to made is not my concern
here. What is true, however, is that the
very act o( making them distorts the
study of sex,for it rulesout of order or
dismisses out of hand people who will
ingly accept sexual represMon, who
think it is right to pass mdgment on
(hose who tannot control Uieir sexuality,
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who are convinced that human bein

chOdrm, "Who betieve
kinds of sexual behavior are jo^om and
Others are ack.

moiAthe^wish to niakc isjamet
H.Jones, who, when aU Is

said and done, treats Kinsey as a hero
because he was willing to attark seanui]
repression. To besure,Joneswrites, Kin-
ser was a man consumed by demons:
"somewhere along the lines,he veered
off the paxh of normal developmenL*
Attracted to men, but forced to lead a
conventional life, Kinsey was drawn to
thestudyofhuman sesuialiiy in order Co
find in science answers to nis personal
sexualconfusion. "HrtJones isenthralled.
Comparing sulject at one pMnt to
Martin Luther and John Oilvin, Jones
writes that"ifEnsty'sviewswere amoral,
they also reflected a strong dose of
common sense." Asodd asKins^'s sex
ual hkbiis may have been, *his prob*
lems, albeit in exaggerated form, were
the nation's problems.* Knsey's "great
a^ievementwas totaSce hispainandsuf'
fering< use It to transform himself
info an hkstrument of sodal reform, a
secular evangelistv^o proclaimeda new
sennbilityabouthumansexuality.*

^ce be has a point that be so ap-
dently wishes to make, Jones runs the
risk of distorting Kinsey in roughly the
same way^atKinsey distorted American

bcharior. The parallds between
Jones'and Kinsey arestriking. iike.Kin^
sey, Jones has written a book esdiaua-
tivo even obsessive—in its det^. Kin
seywas oneofthefirst 77EagloScouts in
America. The labels he usm to dassi^
his gull wasps were three-d^ths of ant
inchby five-eighths. Between 1919 and
1937. he wrote 3,195 p^;ea. IBs ^y
developed htterview schedule contained
a maximum of 521 items. Knsey
pleted exactly 7.985 sexual histories.
Andsoon.Jone8 feaqjlitter, notahrnip-
enheclassifies Kins^*s outtut with ^e
same passon forvariety anddetail widi
which Kinsey classified gullwa^». TSin-
sey thrived on meticulous tasks," Jones
writes. Sodoes hisbiographer.

Precision is a virtue. But in this case it
is somediing dse aswdLJones stresses
tiiatKinseywas anexpertmanipulator
public opmion, a man so taken by his
iniage diathe tried to manipulate the
reviewers his books and One stones
written about him in the press. "Every
thing about the hook*Jones writes of
Sexual Bduroior in the ffuman Makt Vas
deigned to impress the readerwith the
richnessof Kinscy*s empirical data." In

IV.

[>ns those academic writ
ers \^o have a point that
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portrapng numbers with such ex^ti'
tudc, J<Mes, too, is engaged in image
mans^anent. IfKinsey was determined
not to leave anystones unturned in his
campaign to convince Americans that
hissuaproach to sex was scientific,JottCS
will leavenothing to chance to convince
hisreaders thatKinsey iswordiy ofepic
treatcnenL

et die strongest correspon
dence between Khisey andj
Jones is that lyth are voi
eurs. Jones is SH tasdnalS

by Kmae/s §Exl&e as Bansey was bjr thel
sex lives of his 7,895 people* Indeed,
Jones*s book can be understood as an
effort to record Kinsey's sexualhistory,
if, asJones stressei^ Kinsey used hisabil-
iiy to (Atain sexual histories in order
to exercise power over those he inter-
view^Jonessedteven more power

putting the powep-hungry Kinsey in
his place.

One oi the most sensitive method*
cAocical issues wth which Kinsey had to
d^ was whether the histories that he
obtained were accurate. To ensure their
truth, Kinsey went to great lengths. He
preferred an inten^ew to a qiwsdon-
naire,whidi requiredhim to committo
memory alltilequestions thathewould

To assure confidentiality; all trai^
scriptions were carried outina complex
co^ that only very few people ever
learned. No one can ever knowv&cther
Kinsey's meticulous methods produced
accurate accounts. Butwe do know one
case where the truth of a sexual history
canbequesdoned:JamesJcm '̂s.

It is important to ma^ distinctitms
here. The source for Jones's treatment
ofiQnsey's masochism isthefilnunaker
who recorded his adventures. If these
fiimft are to be believed—and 1 see no
reason why they should not be be
lieved—then Kmsey was a very strange
guy. But was he a homosexual? If he
was, what kind of homosexual was he?
V^th whom did he have sex? he
a participant or an observer in those
Chicago *tearooms*? One of the conse-

ic that AntAMra

eondemnaiion when he masturbated. If
there is a source for these conclusions,
it is tibe conversations that Kinsey had
later in life with Paul Gebhard. But those
otMxversadons, at least accordii^ to
Jones*s references, dealt urith problems
of sexual represaon ofyoudi in general
rather thanv^thKinsey's personal behav
ior. Indeed, the onlyexamplesof catnp-
in^nredmasturbadondtedbyjonesd^
with people other than Knsey who
attended summer camp in the 1950s,
Inot,asKinsey did, in1912and1913.

ailing in love with
anoSerman isa defin
ingmoment indie life
of any homosexual,*

Jones writes. "Undl it happens, many
men can deceive diemselv^ about dieir
true sexual identity." ForJones,Kinsey's
"defining moment" was his relation'
ship wth Ralph '̂ fiwis. Given die times
it would be unlikely diat any incontro
vertible pro<^ of a sexi^ r^donship
between Kinsey and Vans exists. And
nimedoes. Kinsey kepta picture ofVoris
on his desk. He also wroie intimate let
tersto althoii^h mosdy theintimate
details weie about his marital sex life. If
those letters are am<M:ous, dK passion
seems to go one way, with Kin^ con»
standy tr^g to ke^ the reladon^p
close, even overBoris's resistance. Two
individuals toldJones of a sexual rela^
tionship between themen,oneofwh<Mn
added diat he too had slept widiKinsey;
but dieir testimony is ambiguous, for
one says amply that Kmsey "was in
love with Voris from day one," which
does not necessarily iropty sex,and the
other only dunks thathe knows when a
homosexual relationship between the
menbegan, which means he isguessing.
Andinanycase bothdid notwanttheir

used and are cited as "^ony-
mous."Thus their testimcmy-cannot be
checked.

Other sources are dted Iwname. One
ofth^c^ed attention toKinsey's^dii-
bidonism. Another described a night
v^en Kinseywas inafoul mood because
he and his students slept In a hotd.
"Griped and sulked about everydiing,*
hewiote inhb i£ary. 1 guess because he
couldn't slera in his damn, prick nib
bling tent* This observer, Jones com
ments, usually meantwhat he said, so
that weshould take nibbling*as a
liteial descuMion of went on. 1^-
sey -5^'erotic books to this man aswell.
All of diem dealt widi heterosexual sex,
but this was "entirely in keeping widi
Kinsey's approach."Joneswrites.

Does an this add up to defimnvc

"F

quences ofFinsey's wiMrk isth^America
isnow tnore openinitsdiscusnon rfsex-
But it was not open while Knsey Hved;
and thereforejoneshasa choice; he can
admit that there are things he winnever
know about Snsey's sex Kfe,or he can
engs^e incoqeCture. Invariably, hedoes
thelaner.

Despite the injunctions of his reli
gion, o^lte the vigilance of parents,
teachers, at>d police, and despite the
warnings ofaocia] hygienistswhoshaped
the sex education programs of his be-
loved \MCA and Boy^utfl," Jones
writes ofhissuligectasayoungman, *TQn-
sey masturbated-* And Kansey, unhte
other boys, was moved to extreme self-

proof that Kinsey asJones insbts,
•homosexual"? Haidly. For one thing,
Kinsey was a married man widi four chii-
dien,allofwhich suggests that, ifhev;as



attracted xo men, he was also bUexuaJ.
And Kinsey may havebe«n satisfied by
prattle, rather than by acmal conmcL By
insisting thatthecategory liomoeexuaj"
applies to Kinsey. Jones uses a term

. whose meaning has been shapedin the
19^s and 1990s to describe conduct
thattook place more thanhalfa century
earlier. A historian more sensitive to evi
dence and 10 the texture of the times
should have more respwl for ambiguity.

About the camping trips,at least, there
is evidence of homosexual attracdon,
however Inconclusive. WhenJones wntcs
about Kinscy's researchin Chicago, how
ever, he steps overa lineinto irre^^si-
biljiy. Heinforms hisreaders thatKnsey
soi^ht sexual release in the under
ground gay scene,even thouah he die*
no sources. And when he does cite a

—a letter that Kinsey wrote to
Voria—henotes that Kinsey avoided any
mendonofanysexualadNrentures. Bereft
of data, Jones turtiis surreal; "Although
it is highly unlikely that he abandoned
himself to those outings very often, Kin
sey must have relished the arrange
ment* Absent any data, Jones cannot
know anything. Andsohe wouid not say
anythmg.

y ne's first imptdse jl
ffl I I charge Jones with 5Cn»-
n 1 I tionalisn so as to seUW
pP books. But the oddway inj

vrtiich Kinsey's life andJones's scholar
ship intertwine sug^ts another expla-
fxadon. ForJones, KinsCT was en^ed in
an effort to overturn a "Viciorian" sexual
code. YetJones fails to apprcdate what
Steven Marcus has callcd the "other Vic
torians," such as the author of My Secret
Life, who, like Kinsey, recorded scxu^
adventures ofall kinds. Sincc Kinseydid
have a sccret life, he was as much a Vit
torian as he was a rebel against Viaori-
anism. AndsinccJones isso determined
to uncover Kinsey's secrctlife,he, too, is
more Victorian than he realizes.

There are many vraiys to be obsessed
with sex. One a to suppress it. The
other is to find it everywhere—^and if
It is found to be homosexxial or in any
way "deviant," somuch thebetter. All of
whichs^^ests thatKansey's contribution
10 America's sexual revohition is mote
aml^ous than it appears. Hie usual
way in which these things are treated—
certainly the matter is treated thb way
inJones's book-48 tosuggest thatdiffer
ent historical periods are characterized
bydifferentdegreesof sexual openness.
As sodetyswings firom repressitm toliber
ation, not only are people freer to «-
press their sexuality, taut indiwduals with
sexual tastes outside the mainstream
experience less pain and suffering.

But there is another way to the
events since Knscy's day. It is to suggest

Cad Sclwritt's CiilitiM of Lamrallsin

Inthis firsc in-depth cridcal appntisal InEagii^ofdie
wridngs ofCaH Schmitt, Jotn McCofiDiclc Has fumuhcd
piulosopbrn, hl^tonans, and polidcd chwri^ wtb. the noct
ffFfnpfrfiTn?^ gffrtHnr ftfSghmitt'a andquc ofUberaLsm
Bvail^ld. He ecsLdunes ccclmoiog)r becomcs a laUying cry
fbt both n^t- ind inullcctuals at times wlicn 1^-
afiym app""»ftaghrorusdc. «nd ihows tfag mnrinuiries between
XPtimaf's idcolopcal debates andthose ofourown age.

TlM tavenrlion of Autonomy
A History of Modem MoralPhilosophy

•J. B. Schne^wlnd
J. B-Sdmccwiiid's remadtaUc book is die nMMt flomptehcnsve smdy ever written of che
history of moral philosophy. Ics aim is wact Kam's sdU influcnda! othia la its historic^conrax by showtog in detail wiuE die centrJ quesdons in moral philosophy were for him
and bow Kcinived athis own disdficriveeUwai views. In its range, analyses, a^ <fiscus-
sion ofdie subtle interweaving ofreligious aftd policical diougltt with motal phitosophy,
4ii< is an unpttowlcnted account ofthe evoludon ofKant's educs.
47399-3 Hardbad^ $69.95 / 47938-X paperback STA.K

The Boston University
^ Graduate Creative WWtmg Program
(Jtir pMgram, one of tlw oldest and most prestigipiffi bi is

doien stSema admitted hy any genre, with allj^k^p^
intezBive (the master's desr« ^ ordin^ awarded after the academic ^ of apt
and highly eompetitivB Cnotmally sixteen students apply for each ^>ot mnc^ aMpoetxyMw
an best kftOWn for the qualiW oi om gr^oate wwSips. ^
roffln. wfaidi allows through todusty windows «glanpe of Qw Qwto Jfaro Pa^psro mort
lemajkabiLe such workshop ocaiti^ when Sylvia Pialh, Anne Sext^t^oigeStwbM^ at^remajkable such workshop OMUlT«d when SylVia r»atd, Aiu
KathlaeiSpiv^ck: gadiered for instruction by Robert lowell -;

. ...... * .. . .• TS*I — TT . _ tH. UftA rtirvtthatBtdsioom than at theRitzSar. These da^ thepoeiiywOTli
ofPoet Laureate Robert Pln^ andNobd^ Laureate Deiek

Lowell - fiakheied, by tiwway, leesoftenin
joetryworkshopsarerun by out permanent
aureate Derek^wtt, who also conductsa
i ty Leslie Epstein, Ralph LombregUa and
ut them ttie resources of a ereai university,
faculty in literature thatincludes ti>e poets
^iattiid;aildChnsttJ^ter KidlS/ an^Boston
^kiw and ElieWleseC It is difficult to Icaow
th ^ a tBOBram to a writer we cans^ ftat

Thatmeans they^ten take courses with a s
Gecrffrey HillandRosanna Vferren, thecritics
Urov^i^uye twootherNobel Prize wnmers/;

instance, our playwri^ hara won the ABCNatwnai naywromg
Award for Comedy, Theater of Louisville Best OnC"^ Play Aw^ ^ pitoinb^ &e
21st Certw? Playwii^ Festival and the PattimDre Playwrights^festwii and anotherpl^ilghte had aSpwduction with theNaked Angds in QgwSteS]^tty hav«vSTthe$30/00 Whhing Av^^Barnarf
«ant itom^ NEA, (he Norma Farber Hist Book Award from^ P^tiy So^^
Kehavebeen three vdniwrs in three vears of ths
tuets of the National Poetry Series. In fiction, our studentshaveabo wonir«^ of B» «aiior.wH= HsnfleW A^f. In

and more. thelastdecade we nave pfaced more dtan aadvanoes m a half-ldnillian. doOars aiu
dozen of our Graduates in texutre-oa^
course, no such assuranca. Our only
that rivo^view room, time shared w
periection ofone'so^ft-

R>r more information aboutli^e^ Rrmore informationaboutlbeprosranv «si^ writers,and
fellows conduct undergi^uate creaflve writing classes), wnteto Dire<t<M^ Creative wntmgProgram, Boston Univexsity, 236 Bay State Road,Boston, MA 02215.
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lhat Americans have
Satly convendopal in their piw«e
Kama! behavior and consi^^ fesa-
natedby public accounts ^
pic's SxSaliiy. Obvloudy there ha^
been times when Ameri^ 8«ua! nian-
i^re changed; the Pill
Steven in this case the
i«ntM»singarelumtoiportfconvaadonal
sexual patterns. From this
«hat we call a sexual "revolution is not»SSachangeinact«aibrf»a^r^
shiftincidtural empjM^ mpuooc con
sciousness aboMtseaniahty. ,

And even such aaWftdoes notmvo^
a swing from a time Mtei sex is atAe
centerofpubUc consdousness to 9. time
when itIs at the peri^ry.
S ii^at&n^thsex te^
to result in prohibition and ccnsondig,
whUe atother times Uproduc^ cj^bi-
tionism and curiofflty. Sex cm beafc^
for procreation and joy» and It *for^Tfor chaos and irreapon^^
Americana make their p^c

vate practice ofitas rarely as technology
ttfiH allowi

Alfred C. IQnsey—the Mldwcsterner.

the family man, the productofaproper
Christian upbrin^, Jic
grew up in an atmosphere sexualfepression and led arenta^oiil^QTj^
ud openness. But how much r<»Uy
changed? Fatherand son were hnted m
way^at neither could appreciate, for
neither was cap^e ofaccepting sex fshistapartofUfe: no more, noless. Itism
this sense (and it isabsent fromJonra»
book) that Kinsey was a f
American. Oncewebad Anthony
stock and Maria Monk. Now we'lV««stocK. an^

Jesse Helms and Karen EnJey. ^ »
clich6 to say that the censors ^ Ae
e^diiUtkmists needeach oiJicr; bnt U»
also true that they do not understand

Sieir bedrooms. And the exhibitionistsBspbh todiecensorsandbdicve thatpeo
ple win, ifthe censorsget theirj^. stop
doinffvAatever they aredoing mthepn-v^theirbediooVNeitherseems^
thatmuch concerned iwth^tet
happens behind the closed doors. ForwbStgoeson thert i&more InterejiMto0,e ilnies imrfrtdthan ItBto^
trving so desperately to Usiien m-^And
timt &why it isfitting that those doois
staycF

The Obelisk^ Tak
BfAKimMOUFW*

^ Western MonotheJan
byJanAssmaiin

GO to Fome, and you will
find yourself in Egypt» ^
Bellini's enormous oval
piazza before St. Peter s,

and amid the swarms oftouiiate mthe

where ithad originally formed part of
Solomon'sTemple, o*^,v

In the late Renaissance, Pope ^
moved tiie Vatican obelisk from its old
position to tiie one in w^ch i^w
^ds, and began er^gsouarcsaromnd the dty.Thisst^gcrm^
difficult job, carried out by Domenico
Fcmtana; Sbctus's favorite a«Wtect.
ouired tiae joint efforts of hundreds
of men turning downs
turned mto a massive media event, c^^
bxated by rituals, poems, and pamphlets
too manyto count Butitwas notwithout
'̂̂ SJ^V^came alegend not for hb

interests In cultural hisiiory but for his
austeiit]r and his d^ermm^on.
end recalls thatheehtci^diestfter thedeadi ofbispredecessor
over andsupported onastick, which neSSed avn^as soon as his
had elected Wm on die as^ption Jiathe was too fcajle to servefw^w ^
afcwyears.) He improved Rom^fm^lie finances, assured its water 5up]^» and
attacked tixe longstanding
banditry in the countrywde md pr«U
tution fc the city. (Predictably, he h^
more success witn the
thelatteii) Me sdsoniake Rome die stage ^ a«nagnifi<^^
scries of procesaiotts which emphasized
tiie unlvSaaJist cteantt and enorno^resources ofthe ^^Miltotm«
Sixtus moved obf^sks, heu^ to
pn^de dramatic mafkera^
pxocesi^al rout^ FormaBy exoro^
^K^mted witii across, and
witii inscriptions, tiiey now g^^ tesfr
mony to tiiie triumph of the region ofcSrtover die dia^lic supersotion and
ma^ oftiie Egyptians^

hat pSace could Egypt
hsve—except ta tiie ot^
jectofabusJfr—^ thetn-

, , im^hant projecta of a

inflie Campide'FiorivmenhepeiOTca
in calling for a revival of the ESJp™
reU^? Theanswer is,
neirtOTB. By tiie middle Of die acvenr
teentil century, Atiiana^ Kiicher ^
adsidng Bdlini ashe moun^ smaller
SS on his sculptured ^tam ofdie Four Riroisin tiiePiazra^^ai^
Mmerva. In the edectic spirit of

Adr l&pb. »

w
rions under theh-con^orc^

Inthe centuriesafterRomefcU, sooidjjroostsJl the obelisla. Onlyoneofth^
the \kticancb^ survived the Md^e
Aizes standing. No anaent
Gained exactly vrfliat this column h^
Seant, as first cut in
priatedfaiRomc.It*»«^*«>^^*yP^
Lcription (not tiiatanyone could tow
lead bne). But Christian memory
plied a new contest and aSg for the Wank «tone^
^din iheCai^^Nw^o^
had wimessed the Chk^^

^aeh^ VWcan obeBsk g^oal^
became an irtonny. A
t»;s«rffiSrj2K

that commemorate ihe achicvemenw «
^mtianphaiaohs.Centuriesafter ^seS rulwand theirkii^d€«i
dust, their monumentB were brough^
vrtth great tcchnoloj^ingenuityandat
fantastic expense, from B^ypt
In this new setting, they
power of the Roman c^queiors wtoEadbioughtihe oldestofhumanoi^^
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