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Loving Boys is the first multi-
discliplinary, cross-cultural study
of sexual relations between men
and boys ever to be published in
the English language. The author
eschews both the common Judeo-
Christian belief that man-boy
contacts are morally wrong and
the traditional psychiatric premise
(never honestly tested) that they
are unnatural, perverted and
harmful for boys. Instead, he
examines ethnological, historical,
behavioural and cultural records
to show what other peoples (and
our own ancestors) thought about
this phenomenon at different
times: how their societies rejected
it or put it to work in a
constructive way. He cites nearly
200 examples of man-boy sexual
behaviour taken from published
sources and private
correspondence in English,
German, French, Dutch, Italian,
Spanish and the Scandinavian
languages. All of this allows him
to.expose to the clear light of
reason contemporary arguments
against allowing men and boys to
love each other sexually.

This first volume covers how
boy-lovers think of the boys they

love, the roles they play in their
boys' lives, the sexuality of boys,
and how boys in paedophile
relationships perceive the
friendships and sex they share
with their older friends. Volume
Two will take up the aspects of
man-boy love which cause
rational concern, sexual
oppression vs. liberation, and
finally what takes place during
sexual contacts between men and
boys.

Dr. Edward Brongersma is one
of Holland's most distinguished
jurists. In 1946 he became a
member of the Dutch Upper
House of Parliament. or Senate.
Four years later he was arrested
for having sexual contact with a
lGyear-old boy-under an
archaic law which he helped
repeal in 1971. After release from
10 months in prison, he rebuilt
his shattered law career and
returned to the Senate in 1963.
where he was chairman of the
important Judiciary Committee
from 1968 until his retirement in
1977. The Queen knighted him
into the Order of the Dutch Lion
in 1975.
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Inftoduction
by Vern L. Bullough

ALtr,losf no subject of scholarly investigation arouses more controversy
than the subject of paedophil ia, i.e. erotic relations between adults and
minors. It almost immediately brings to mind an image of a man with a huge
penis trying to shove it into a tiny orif ice of a mortally terrif ied child.
Inevitably the frightened child is scarred for life, unable to adjust to a normal
sex or family l i fe. Undoubtedly there are some men who literally rape small
boys (or girls), and there are children involved in sexual relations with adults
who are emotionally if not physically wounded for the rest of their l ives. But
manlboy-love, at any rate, is a far more complex subject than a simple horror
story. It has a long history, and sometimes, as among the ancient Greeks, it
was regarded as the highest form of love.

More to the point, there are people and organisations today who sti l l
regard paedophil ia as an ideal form ofsexuality, benefit ing both the boy and
the adult. Obviously such a belief is debatable, but each person has to arrive at
his or her own conclusions. Personally I belive a child is not mature enough to
make a decision for himself or herself about sex with an adult, and it would be
very difficult for many young people to avoid coercion if confronted with
such a situation. Sti l l , i t is not clear when a young person becomes adult
enough to consent to sexual activity. Probably most of us in society feel quite
different about two teenagers engaging in sex with each other than we do
about an adult involving himself or herself with a teenager ten or twenty years
younger. We draw more of a distinction, however, between an adult male
having sex or being otherwise involved with a teenage boy than we do with a
teenage girl and we are more l ikely to punish the case of boy-love than
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girl-love (girls, for example, are commonly allowed sex with other females
and can sometimes marry as young as fourteen-boys must wait unti l 16, l8
or 2l years of age for any legal sex).

Some people feel that there should be no distinction between sexual
activit ies involving a boy and sexual activit ies involving a girl, and it is this
inequality of outlook-in other words, discrimination against boys-which
this book seeks to change. From experience I know there is a large audience
for such a sex book, since there are many people out there who have felt
ostracized and cut off form society and have gone underground rather than
confront a hosti le society. Few of them regard themselves as the vile, dirty,
dishonest adults so often portrayed in the popular media. Yet no one seems
will ing to defend them. Obviously this book speaks for them and to them, but
it would be unfortunate if they are the only readers of this book, since there is
a real need for all elements in society to know more about the motivations, the
drives and the impulses of those who identify themselves or are identif ied by
others as paedophiles.

This book attempts to do just this. Its author is a distinguished Dutch
lawyer, a retired member of the Dutch Parliament who in 1950 was arrested,
tried and convicted for having sex with a 16-year-old boy. He spent I I months
in prison as a result. Unlike many convicted of such activit ies, he managed to
put his l i fe back together on his release, win reinstatement to the bar,
re-election to the Dutch Pariament, and in 1975 as a reward for his services,
the Queen made him a Knight of the Order of the Dutch Lion. He is, however,
sti l l  a paedophile and he has spent much of his l i fe in writ ing about and
researching the subject. The final result of his scholarship is this book.

It is what might be called.a lawyer's brief. It is not a dispassionate look at
both sides of the case, but instead the brief of a committed advocate trying to
establish his cause. Negatives are recognized, but deaalt with. Definit ions are
closely drawn such as the difference between pseudo paedophiles and true
paedophiles, the first turning to youth when there is no other alternative, the
second truly interested in boys and not necessarily for sexual purposes. He
emphasizes that relations between adults and boys can be beneficial to both,
that it is not necessarily traumatic, and that genuine love is involved. He is
most concerned with teenagers, primarily with those who in America would
be in high school or junior high.

Brongersma builds his case by a thorough search of the social scrences
and legal l i terature, he brings poetry and fiction to support him, and finds
justif ication in the biological and medical sciences. Since he reads all of the
Western European languages, his command of the l iterature and his biblio-
graphy are impressive. I would recommend the book to those who want to
learn more about the subject: the motivation, the desires, the attitudes of
those who could be classed as paedophiles. Hopefully it wil l throw light on a
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subject that too often either has been ignored entirely or been subject to
hysterical statements. Certainly those of us who deal with paedophil ia in
therapeutic situations wil l be well served in reading it i f only because to do so
will make us more dispassionate counselors and teachers, better able to serve
those wi th whom we come into contact .

Vern L.  Bul lough,  R.N. ,  PhD.

l 0 l l



Author's
Preface

OvEn ten years ago ( 1970) the publisher Lichtenberg in Munich brought out
a German book of mine upon which they bestowed the alarming tit le of Dcs
verfemte Geschlecht (The Damned Sex). It has long been out of print and it
soon became high time that a new edition be considered.

However, as I re-read the text it seemed impossible to l imit myself to a
simple revision. During the intervening years I had been active in the forma-
tion and growth of both the Dutch and the German action groups for
paedophile and youth emancipation. I had corresponded with men (in 27
different countries) who loved boys; from many of them I had received
substantial documentation (both written and visual) of their love l ives; I had
become personally acquainted with many of them. I had also travelled a great
deal, heard much and seen much. I had read many new books touching on or
devoted to the subject. So it seemed I had to write a completely new work. Of
course it would repeat many of the essential thoughts of Das verfemte
Geschlecht.

I am deeply grateful to all who have helped me write this book, who gave
me their observations and confided in me the most intimate details of their
l ive stories. I particularly want to thank Walter Koch, Frank Torey and Mark
McHarry for their most valuable corrections and crit icisms of my manuscript.

A man who, as member of Parliament for eighteen years, has involved
himself deeply in so-called "public morality" matters; who, as a lawyer,
defended many clients prosecuted for having had sexual affairs with boys;
who himself suffered imprisonment for being involved with a l6-year-old boy
(under a law now repealed because the legislator himself f inallv came to see
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that it as unjust); who, over 25 years, has published many books and papers
about sexual relations with children and participated in conferences on this
subject in his own country and abroad; who created a foundation to further
studies in this field-such a man would make a fool of himself if he pretended
to have only an academic interest in this phenomenon. Quite obviously his
interest is personal, and when this was suggested in an interview with me
(Bibeb in Vrij Nederland, 2 Sep, 1978), and during a program on Dutch
television (30 Oct, 1978), I didn't deny it. As a result one journalist wrote in a
nationally distributed Dutch newspaper that my professional written work in
this area could be dismissed because it was obviously coloured by personal
preference (Van Vlodrop, 1980).

What curious reasoning! Arguments, then, should no longer be tested on
the basis of their validity, or met with counter arguments. To dismiss them
one only need say that they were put forward by an "engaged" author.

Are matters really as simple as that? Must a book on marriage be suspect
if written by a married man or woman, a book on religion dismissed if written
by a monk? Or doesn't a personally engaged person have some unique
opportunities to see the l iving reality of a phenomenon and so gain better
insight into it, especially in the case of a hidden, often inaccessible aspect of
human life, a secret or semi-secret subculture? Won't he have talked more
frequently and more openly with members of this subculture? Might he not
have been welcomed in homes where the door remained closed to others?
And, in any case, isn't it more honest at least to hear him out and evaluate
what he reports before pushing aside all he has to offer as being suspect?

This book deals with boys and their erotic attraction, with boys as
subjects of love and as partners in love relationships. This is not exclusively a
matter of sexuality: much more is implied, as we shall see later on. But at the
same time we wil l see how true are the words of a philosopher from Greek
antiquity who, in referring to the relalionship between an adult man and his
young friend, said, "It 's not just a matter of sex-but it 's not without sex,
either!" (BuffiBre 1980, 651)

Now, it is precisely this sexual aspect which provokes disgust in our
Western culture. If a teacher, youth leader, friend of the family is nice to a
boy, devotes his spare time to him, troubles himself with the boy's problems,
the parents are grateful and appreciative. But the moment the man gives
physical expression to the relationship-fondling him or allowing a sexual
contact to take place (and it doesn't matter whether man or boy is the
instigator)-most parents react with extreme indignation. The law, in crimi-
nalizing such physical behaviour, obviously reflects the feelings of the major-
i ty  of  Western adul ts .

And so, in this book, we wil l stress just this forbidden, condemned aspect
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of boy-love. Yet it must be stated clearly at the outset that such emphasis upon
the physical does not really correspond to the balance of deeper feelings in
many of the men to whom this book is dedicated. I am reminded of one
Englishman who wrote me, "If I had to chose between a casual contact
implying sexuality and a deep, lasting relation without it, I wouldn't hesitate a
moment in preferring the latter." One of the most sympathetic boy-lovers I
ever met, the late Michael Davidson, an English journalist, says in his
autobiography, "My highest, most intense pleasure or happiness is of the
mind; and comes from seeing, being with, touching, looking into the mind of,
a boy who, emotionally, mentally, rather than bodily, is simpatico; and from
visually absorbing the multiple delights of his nakedness. Any sexual aclr
which may, and generally do, accompany, follow or precede this mental joy

are adjuncts-prologue or epilogue to the essential monograph of the mind."
(Davidson 1962, 19) Not everyone shares this opinion. There are men-and
boys, too-who wish to l imit their relationships to the sexual. But many
others will certainly agree with Davidson and my English correspondent.

So, although the spiritual aspect of man./boy relationships is often very
important, it will not occupy us very much in the following pages. Our
examination wil l focus upon the sexual aspect and its physical expression,
with what is forbidden, damned and rejected-with shocking things, if you
will. This is significant, because sexual activities between men and boys,
between older and younger boys, are not at all exceptional; they are not rare,
indeed they are quite common and thus of utmost importance in the boy's
development.

Few people who haven't delved into these matters have any idea of its
extent and importance. Recent enquiries among male adults, and especially
college students, have shown that as many as a quarter, or even a third, had
had at least one sexual experience with an adult during boyhood (Corstjens
1975; Landis 1956). It is, then, a statistical probabil ity that all parents with
two or more sons, and a near certainty that all pedagogues, teachers, youth
leaders, children's doctors, childrens' courtjudges, etc. have the responsibil-
ity of dealing with boys who have had or are currently having a sexual affair
with an adult. As for sex play and other sexual activit ies among boys them-
selves, this is even more common: according to Kinsey (1948, 170) 30Vato
537o (depending upon the social environment) of male youth had engaged in
it before reaching puberty.

So the subject ofthis book should concern notjust those people who love
boys, who are having erotic relations with them or wish they weie, but also
every man and woman involved in the education, socialization and upbring-
ing of male youth. Many may initially find the subject painful and prefer to
pass it by in silence, to avoid it. But how can one prepare young people for the
reality of human life if one closes one's eyes to a significant part of this reality,
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one which, moreover, these young people themselves perceive as being
extremely important?

What is the meaning of sexuality? What can we say about the mystery of
sexual attraction of one sex by the other, ofa certain age group? Along what
lines do the physical and psycho-sexual development of a boy run, and what
are the possible outlets for his impulses? What are the real or imagined
negative aspects of an intimate relationship between a younger and an older
partner-and what are the positive possibilities? What are the means by
which the partners give physical expression to their feelings?

We will try to answer these questions here, without making the slightest
bow toward prudishness. We will be making our points from many sources in
the older and newer literature (mainly in the English, French, German and
Dutch languages), from non-fiction and fiction alike, from recorded individ-
ual experiences, from our own research with nearly fifty young men and boys,
from examples taken from both Antiquity and from modern ethnology.
Traditional moral and pedagogical ideas will be continuously confronted
with our findings. We will illustrate our ideas with over 400 quotations from
case studies and fiction. In all of this we will be led by the conviction that
sexual behaviour that truly respects one's fellow-man is to be welcomed as a
creative power, an expression of love, a source of pleasure and a primordial
force of nature.

This book is certainly not suitable reading matter for everyone. I have
already suggested those whom it should concern. It is only fair, then, to
enumerate those who might better leave it unread:

those who believe that a totally benevolent and all-wise god created this
universe-but at the same time believe that sexuality, a very important and
dominant aspect of this creation, is vulgar, disgusting, dirty and bad;

those who claim to venerate aesthetic beauty and exhalt nature-but
become timid and avert their faces with shame when the natural beauty of a
young body is revealed in its complete nudity;

those who fly high a banner emblazoned with "Love Thy Neighbour"-
but, in fact, foster aggression by denying and repressing natural impulses
of sex;

those who preach humility and modesty-but refuse to face creation as it
is, or learn about it and from it, preferring to impose upon it their own
preconceptions;

PRspace

those who pretend to love young people-but want to overlook everything
young people pursue and experience in the realm of lust and pleasure.

And now to the facts!

t 6 t 7



Chapter 1.
Why Sex?

A harried teacher is trying to explain to his pupils something they find very
difficult to grasp. Finally one desperate student says, "I think I might under-
stand it i f you'd just stop explaining it."

The reader of this book would probably have the same reaction if we
tried to burden him with one more definition or description of what "sexual-
ity" is. He is l ikely to do as well or better without it.

Rather than give long, meandering answers to "What' is it?", we had
better ask ourselves "Why?" What ends does sexuality serve? Why does one
behave sexually? We have to distinguish between several possibilities, several
ends, and throughout this book we will be dealing with at least four of them. It
is often said, for example, that "children aren't yet mature enough for sexual
activity". It is impossible either to agree or disagree with such a statement as
long as it isn't clear what kind of sex the speaker is talking about. It is possible
that a child at a certain age is not mature enough for one kind of sex but quite
able to handle another kind. It is easy here to be talking and arguing at
cross-purposes.

Such distinctions are also important in making moral judgements about
certain sexual activities. What is condemned in many cultures as highly
immoral may in another culture be considered quite ethically acceptable-
and even exalted in its religion. Western society rejects boy-love, rejects
religious prostitution as a sacrifice to the gods, rejects the orgy in honour ofa
deity. But what modern Greeks call depravity their ancestors held in high
esteem. Moralitv has chaneed with the times. and shifts in moral outlook
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I .  WHY SEX?

bring about alterations in secular laws as well: traditionally legal behaviour
may suddenly be criminalized and severely punished. On the other hand
recent homosexual history shows how a crime, subject to the death penalty,
may at a certain moment quite quickly be removed from our penal codes.

We must now examine four possible answers to he question, "Why sex?"
One: The purpose of sex is procreation. Two: Sex is a means of expressing
emotions. Three: Sex is simply meant for pleasure. Four: Sex unites us with
Nature, is a way of experiencing our l ink with the Divine.

DIFFERENT ASPECTS OF SEX
l. Sex for Procreation

Let us arbitrari ly begin with the concept that the purpose of sexuality is
procreation. As puberty is reached the male body starts to produce seed, the
female eggs. During intercourse the male member is introduced into the
female vagina in order to deposit the seed which, under the proper circum-
stances, meets the egg and ferti l izes it in order to produce a child. Thus the
activity is necessary for the conservation of the human race, and the lustful
sensations which accompany the sexual act may be seen as a kind of reward
for  duty accompl ished.

Among the Ancient Greeks it was the older Plato especially who elabo-
rated this theory, which appears again in the writings of the Roman Musonius
(Buffibre 1980, 426, 430-433, 501). Procreation is seen as the only moral
justif ication for sexual intercourse; it is the lustful feelings which accompany
it that make the activity abominable and an infringement on human dignity.
For the Spirit is called upon to raise itself above Matter, above all things of
this earth, which, after all, are only a shadow, a reflection of the reality of the
all-transcendent Idea. Sensual pleasure, then, presses us down, fixates us
upon Matter. Thus, for example, it is noble and good to admire the beauty of a
naked boy, to let it inspire one and guide one to the Idea of beauty itself; but it
is bad and unworthy to unite oneself in lust with the naked boy. Sexual
activity, then, should be strictly limited to the bare minimum sufficient to
assure procreation. These teachings had litt le or no influence duringclassical
Antiquity.

We also find no traces of this pagan doctrine in the words of Jesus and
the gospels; nevertheless it came to dominate European culture and its
extensions for many centuries. Shorn of its veneration of the boy's body, it
entered history as "Christian sexual morality", but all i ts elements were
already present in Plato: celibacy is ethically more highly esteemed than
marriage; youth should be inured against the temptations of lust by means of
exercise and sport (Buffidre 1980, 432, 503). Christian doctrine brought

DIppnRrNt Aspecrs Or SEx

nothing really new; it simply helped the Platonic theories acquire a belated
ascendency.

From the start these teachings conflicted with the common human
conviction that sexual lust is far more important than a mere adjunct to
procreation. They have led to a profound ambiguity in Western culture and
acted as a continuous internal menace, for a good culture should be construc-
ted in harmony with nature, use its properties and laws constructively and not
attempt to deny them.

The protagonists of this now-traditional morality make a laughing stock
of themselves when they appeal in all seriousness to "nature" without expend-
ing even a minimum of effort to study natural realit ies or take into account the
relationship and distinction between nature and culture. They condemn as
unnatural (or even anti-natural) all sexual activit ies which do not have
procreation as an objective (e.g. intercourse using contraception) or where
procreation is impossible (e.g. homosexual acts). In the former case they
overlook the fact that it is characteristic of cultures that they do distinguish
between desired and undesired consequences ofan activity and take measures
to avert the latter. More importantly they overlook the manifold examples
where nature itself has taken precautions against its own doings, generously
providing means of defense as well as of attack. In-built frustrations of
natural processes form an important part of nature. As for the second
example, to declare homosexuality unnatural and say that a man engaging in
it sinks below the level of the animals would have been an unpardonable error
even in Antiquity. The Greeks observed and described homosexual behaviour
in animals (Buffidre 1980, 518-5 l9). Contemporary research has multiplied
such examples from the entire animal kingdom many times over: a book is
needed just to enumerate them (Cell i 1912;,Hite 1981, 352). Nature is full of
homosexuality, just as it abounds in seemingly senseless, unproductive sex.

Seemingly unproductive. Nowhere do the protagonists of this traditional
view of sex-as-procreation reveal the essentially materialist, rationalist and
unspiritual character of their morality more clearly than in their compulsion
to see homosexuality and intercourse with contraceptives as unproductive
behaviour.

I To counter this claim I wil l f irst quote from a voluminous autobiography
given to me in confidence by a highly talented man who is now nearly seventy
years old. Onno is a university graduate, exercised important functions in
society, has now retired and devotes himself to the study of religion and
philosophy. As an adolescent he had a very beautiful and graceful body, as
well as extraordinarily strong sexual impulses which were directed exclusive-
ly toward adult males. For many years he gave his body to a great many
men, eagerly participated in nearly every conceivable kind ofsexual activlty,
posed nude for painters and photographers, gave nude shows and dances
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before groups of spectators. We will come back to Onno and his autoblo-
graphy many t imes in the course of these pages. He writes:

"I am forever grateful to the man who introduced me into these circles. He
taught me to reject all taboos and follow freely the course of my true and
individual nature. This made my life unbelievably happy and gave me
marvel lously good health. And I wasn't  the only one to prof i t  from this: the
same thing happened to the men with whom I slept. For years I was the
source of inspirat ion for an art ist.  Another man found in the joy I was able to
give him with my body the energy to comply with an unusually large burden
of social duties. The butler of one important industr ial ist told me, 'You

came, and now the boss is singing again! 'St i l l  another man, who had
apparently grown cold and austere by being isolated in a high position,
suddenly amazed his acquaintances by expressing his feeling much more
openly; his relat ionship with me even inspired him to start writ ing poetry."
(Personal communication)

"It  is certain that by means of a homosexual love many humans have
been liberated to a truly spiritual fertility which otherwise would have been
impossible." (McNeil l  1978, I  l7) We might recal l  the words of the Greek poet
Cavafy (1863-1933) who, after a furt ive homosexual meeting, wrote (1982,
9  l ) :

But how the life of the artist has gained.
Tomorrow, the next day, years lqter, the vigorous verses
will be composed thot had their beginning here.

Any person who is not l imited in his thinking to the purely biological
aspects of sex cannot be blind to the fact that sexual pleasure contributes
enormously to happiness, to a sense of well-being, to mental and physical
health, and is, therefore, indirectly a source ofenergy and inspiration (Borne-
man 1978, 589,645,659). In Hindoo literature we find the idea of ..crearive

sensuousness" (Majapuria l'Sl, 162). What Diotima, the wise woman from
(the younger) Plato's Symposium, says about love between man and boy could
be applied to all sexual pleasure: "It's fruits are more beautiful than children
because they never die." (Buffidre 1980, 418)

Limiting sexual activity to procreation is rationalistic (Banens l98l,5l)
and in conflict with nature. There is not a single culture in existence where
men and women entirely confine their sex life to procreation. As Father John
J. McNeill, S.J. rightly points out, "an overemphasis on procreation can be
seen as leading potentially to a seriously immoral and dehumanizing form of
sexuality." (1978, l l2) Procreation cannot be the only reason why children
already have a well-developed appetite long before they reach puberty (Freud
1920,49,1 l5; Borneman 1978, 445). The bondbetween sex and procreation is
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much less strong in the higher primates than in the lower animals. In the

animal kingdom there is an evolutionary gradation from the lower levels,

where sex hormones predominate, to the higher levels, where the cerebral

cortex becomes more and more important. As this happens the sexual activity

of animals is freed from the constraints of a rutting season. This is equally

applicable to the younger, immature individuals where not only heterosexual

intircourse begins, but also self-stimulation and homosexual behavrour.

Thus an ..infan1ile" sex life can already be observed in anthropoid monkeys.

The sexuality of man, who stands in the top tier of evolution, becomes

increasingly independent of procreation (Borneman 1978, 399,1290)'

In miiters oi sex, nature is incredibly prodigal. The human male produ-

ces in one single ejaculation an average 280 million germs of life, of which only

one could noimally fulfill a fertilizing destiny (Hotchkiss 1944, I l2). If a man

or boy emits his semen a few hundred times without depositing it in the organ

of a fertile female we can hardly call this contrary to nature's way' Moreover,

nature itself, in the case of about 80% of male youth, provides involuntary

nocturnal emissions (Kinsey 1948, 517-530)-biologically speaking, sheer

waste.
According to Hotchkiss (1944,93-94), a healthy young couple wanting a

child and not using any means of contraception will have intercourse' on

average, 202 times ior 
"u.ty 

occurrence of pregnancy. And, in the course of

nature, many pregnancies are spontaneously aborted.
In fact it is rather exceptional for a man and a woman to have intercourse

for the sole purpose of pioducing a baby. Perhaps this happens within a

marriage of c-onvinience, or a royal marriage, or where an unmarried woman

wishes-to have a child who will be completely her own, or where a husband

proves to be sterile and a friend is invited to come and fertilize the wife. The

iatter practice was common in ancient Sparta with its social ideal of racial

up-g.uding, an elderly husband was praised if he allowed a younger, warrior-

likJman to lie with his wife occasionally (Buffidre 1980' 66)'

Slave-owners didn't just leave the multiplication of their stock to chance.

They often carefully controlled their sexual activities. On Curagao (Nether-

lands Antilles) tourists are shown, on a mansion terrace, a little house where a

young black servant, carefully selecte d by his master, used to be locked in with

a girl in order to quicken her with child. When the transport of captured slaves

from Africa became too risky for the profit derived, some plantations in

America specialized in the breeding of blacks. Athletic, well-built young men

sbived as 'istuds" (whose services were also sometimes rented or loaned out to

neighbouring farms); the slaves were forbidden intercourse not commanded

and registered by their owners.
Alharacteristically contemporary example of sexual activity intended

solely for procreation is men masturbating for sperm banks. A number of

li

22 23



I .  WHY SEX?

young men currently earn pocket money as donors of seed.
of all the meanings of sex, exclusive procreation is the most animal-l ike,

and the least human.

2. Sex as Expression of an Emotion

A)  POSIT IVE

Clearly, even in heterosexual intercourse, procreation as a reasonforsex
has now given way to a far different justification. In the Gonado investigation
only 14. l7o of married men stated that they had married primarily because
they wanted to have children (Pietropinto and Simenauer 1977,264). It is true
that a few religious communities clung for a very long time to the old
Platonic-Augustinian ethics and permitted sexual activit ies only with the
intent to procreate, but in the end even they had to submit to quite different
standards when western culture was submerged with the ideals of romantic
love: the coupling of two bodies was increasingly viewed as the expression,
first and foremost, of the emotion of love.

The sex-for-procreation protagonists, on principal averse to sexual lust,
struggled against this evolution as long as possible. And no wonder: the
consequences, from their point of view, were disastrous.

For if love justif ies sexual intercourse it is no longer clear why this should
apply only to married couples. It is no accident that two very different
evolutions in social l i fe began at the same time and spread with surprising
speed. First of all, within a very short t ime, premarital sex between lovers was
largely accepted, not just by youth but also by parents and religious commu-
nities: marriage had lost its monopoly. Second, homosexuality came to be
accepted in the western world to a larger degree than ever since christianity
had become dominant. virginity, once for girls the equivalent of virtue, lost
its meaning and the double-standard morality born out of practical need (sex
between a woman and a man was considered shameful for the former but
condoned in the latter) was rejected for what it had always been: blatant
injustice. of course this view of sexuality as an expression of love tended to
loosen marital t ies. why stay together after a formerly intense love had died,
or had gone out to another person? Divorce became a mass phenomenon.

Technical developments tend to adapt themselves to human needs. New
freedoms arising from the decline of sex-for-procreation-only ethics might
have been limited to homosexual contacts had not anti-conception made such
rapid progress. Now there were solutions to the heterosexual problem of
pregnancy other than the disagreeable and unreliable method of withdrawal
before ejaculation; contraception had become cheap and accessible to every-
one.

DrppERgNt Aspgcrs Op Sr'x

A great deal of recent research into the sexual habits and opinions of
young people make it evident that the vast majority approves of premarital
intercourse and feels that it is morally permissible-but only if a real love
relationship unites the partners. Kruithof and van Ussel (1963) found this to
be true in Belgium, Hertoft (1968) in Denmark, Schofield (1965) in England,
Giese & Schmidt (1968) and Sigusch & Schmidt (1975) in Germany, Kooy
(1976) and Noordhoff (1969) in The Netherlands, Zetterberg (1969) in
Sweden, Sorensen (1973) and Yankowski (1965) in the U.S.A. The most
important requirement, said the majority of their subjects, was to make the
partner happy. That which was good for the other partner was at the same
time considered morally right. One was to find one's satisfaction in abandon-
ing oneself lovingly to the partner; this would bring the supreme delight. Thus
performed, sexual union would become the expression of a personal emotion-
al relationship, a revelation of one's soul, l ike a religious confession: "Lov-
ers confess with their bodies and absolve each other in the act of love"
(Borneman 1978,2l).

Let us not forget, however, that the ideal ofa unique and all-surpassing
love, excluding every vestige of promiscuity, may be characteristic of our
Western culture but is certainly not shared by humanity as a shole. Mono-
gamy is rather the exception than the rule. The ancient Greeks saw the
dominating force of Eros, against which even the gods were powerless, rather
as a menace. A young man belonged to the community in which he l ived;that
he was lustful and wanted sex was good, but to be monopolized by passion
was bad. Like the modern Samoans, a people remarkable for their sexual
tolerance and good mental health, the Greeks tended to view romantic love as
an i l lness (Borneman 1978,  18,  53,235,339-340,  641) .  I f  we are to judge the
value of an ideal we would do well to recognize its relativity.

B) NEGATIVE

Love is not the only emotion which is expressed through sex. While the
male member may be the instrument of a positive human contact, man can
also put it to destructive use, as a weapon to subdue, infl ict pain and
humiliation-and in the process derive a great deal of sensual pleasure. It is
much to the credit of feminism that the adherents of this movement have
placed this aspect of sexuality right in the arena ofdiscussion. It had not gone
unnoticed before, however, that with his phallus man can dominate and
impose his wil l. He can exercise a phallocracy which is not l imited to the
extreme case of rape and indecent assault. Not a few men experience mixed
emotions about this: they may find a certain resistance on the part of the
beloved, be it man, woman or boy, exciting and provoking; on the other hand
they would shrink from having recourse to real violence.

25



I ,  WHY SEX?

Perhaps the first to deal deeply with this problem was the Danish author
Thorkill Vanggaard in his remarkable book Phallfs (1969). He tries to find a
psychological explanation of why sexual activity can be inspired by hate, by
enmity and take the form of torture. In ancient times people were already well
aware of this. Priapus, the god with the enormous erection, was the guardian
of Greek and Roman gardens; he frightened off fruit and vegetables thieves by
threatening punishment by penetrating them orally or anally with his phallos
(Priapeia). During the First World War when T. E. Lawrence ("Lawrence of
Arabia") fell into the hands of his Turkish enemies he had to submit to anal
rape. In every war women and boys in occupied territory are raped by the
victors. As in the cases of rape in prisons and reformatories still so frequently
reported, this practice would seem to be inspired more by hatred, desire for
revenge and to demonstrate superior power than by lust. Floyd Salas'refor-
matory novel, Tattoo the Wicked Cross (1967) is wholly devoted to the theme
of a boy raped by a gang of inmates. In criminal youth gangs new member
candidates often have to submit to anal intercourse by the chief as part of their
init iation (Buffidre 1980, 59).

These are extreme cases. But even in apparently normal circumstances
the same thing may occur in a more or less disguised form. Prof. Frenken, a
Dutch sexologist, delineates three prerequisites for sexual pleasure in differ-
ent kinds of people: f irst, there are people who see in a good and satisfactory
sexual relationship a measure of the extent to which an emotional connection
has been established (if sexual satisfaction diminishes the bond lessens too);
second, there's an approach more frequently found in women than in men:
the strength of the sensations of lust is determined by the extent to which an
intimate connection has been established;third, there are people for whom the
contrary is true: emotional coldness, contempt, even hate for the partner is a
prerequisite for sexual pleasure. This latter kind of man is impotent with the
loved and adored woman (the madonna) but often displays an enormous
sexual capacity with the whore whom he holds in contempt (Frenken 1980,
247). An essential element in the makeup of such a man is that sex itself is seen
as something animal, low and dirty, thus one can only have it with a female
who has sunk very low herself. We will have more to say about this deforma-
tion of the mind in later chapters and show that it is caused by a strict moral
up-bringing which includes a very negative evaluation of sexuality. Religions
with a positive view of sex and cultures which operate close to nature do not
cripple the souls of their people in such a fashion.

3. Sex Just for Pleasure

There is one common element to the aspects of sex so far discussed: it is
the positive emotional (love-) or the negative emotional (subjugation-) rela-
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tionships between the partners that gives the sexual activity its essential
meaning. For a majority of people in our Western culture, young people
included, it is love which justif ies the sexual act. Without love a sexual contact
seems to them to be something morally inferior (Hite 1981,379).

However, the protagonists of a third view of sex ask why. Why should it
be necessary to 'Justify" sex in some way? Isn't this just a remnant of the
Victorian horror of sex? Isn't sexual activity itself something quite neutral,
and thus doesn't the ethical value which is to be attributed to it depend upon
the circumstances in which it takes place? Are procreation and love the only
things which can give it a positive value? Do lust, joy, the pleasurable relief
from tension have no positive value? Is recreation less necessary to humanity
than procreation? And what kind of valid objection could you make if two
individuals agree to give each other joy and pleasure with their bodies in a way
that doesn't hurt anyone else? Horror of sex and the negative evaluation of
lust have distorted our culture long enough and caused enormous destruc-
tion. We will return to this theme in Chapter Five.

Borneman, the foremost Austrian sexologist, sees relief of tension rather
than procreation as the biological purpose ofsex. Sex exists to regenerate the
body, to give it energy and health (Borneman 1978, 322,645, 1068). Its
principal function is individualistic; only indirectly is it social. And even its
social function is not restricted to the perpetuation of the human race, for it
serves humanity in quite another way, as was shown by the American child
psychologist James Prescott.

Prescott (1975) compared a great number of different cultures from all
over the world and found a direct relationship between, on the one hand,
repression ofsexuality and deprecation oflust feelings and, on the other hand,
cruelty and criminality. Children who grew up in sexual freedom were not
only far happier and healthier, they were also gentler and more peaceful.
Those brought up in sexual abstinence were harder and more cruel, more
quickly provoked to violence and crime. Prescott was convinced that (sexual)
pleasure was society's best prevention against violence.

The ethical value of an activity does not depend upon how much sex is
involved but upon its degree offree consent and respect for the partner as a
human being. Looked at this way a short, passing episode may also be good
and beautiful. A manual for teachers charged with sex instruction published
by the Swedish government affirms, quite rightly, that a sexual activity
integrated into an intimate relationship between two persons is more mean-
ingful and causes more happiness than a rather impersonal, accidental con-
tact. Thus a closely-knit union is worth striving for. But the manual also, and
with equal discernment, adds that the persistence of a relationship over many
years does not guarantee real intimacy and love-as witness the married life
of all too many couples-and that a casual meeting may well be tender and
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loving (Linn6r 1980). A one-time-only contact may even achieve great inten-
sity, often by the very realization that it wil l not be repeated. Many men can
never forget the hour of physical communication they had on visit to a distant
land with one of its inhabitants. The joy of it was so intense and perfect! There
is surely nothing shameful or objectionable in this.

Girls, however, differ from boys in this respect. For boys, love more
often ensues from sex rather than precedes it: attachment grows from the keen
pleasure experienced in the embrace (Borneman 1978, 779). We wil l return to
the matter in Chapter Three.

But even if this doesn't happen and the sexual activity has no other
purpose than the delight it produces, it is diff icult to see what reproach could
be made. Is it immoral to eat sweets because they taste good, even if they don't
contain any nourishment for the body? Or is it immoral to inhale the perfume
of a rose simply because you like it? Or is it immoral to enjoy the sight of an
abstract painting if i t doesn't teach us any lesson? Is it immoral to enjoy a
beautiful piece of music? If not, why then should it be immoral to seek the
delight of that other sense, the sense of touch, by caressing an attractive,
naked body or to feel a gentle hand on our own? Why should the pleasure we
can experience and produce with our sexual organs become suddenly im-
moral if there is nothing to 'Justify" it? Why this exception for one of our
senses?

The Roman poet Horace was able to confess without shame, "When the
indominable impulse of nature sets me on fire the first naked body on which I
can lay my hands is all r ight for me to satisfy my lust upon by lamp light, just
as long as it knows how to wiggle its arse." (Borneman 1918, 867)

In truth, everything that delights the senses-a sweet morsel, a fine
perfume, a beautiful sight, good music, the orgasm of sex-all bear fruit in
beautifying our existence, in making us happy, in vitalizing our l ives.

There is only one valid precondition to sex: one must respect everyone's
right to dispose of his own body as he wishes, to decide freely if, with whom,
how, where and when he wil l have sex. Nothing can be permitted without
consent, and in the special context of sex this consent may be withdrawn at
any time -even during the act itself. This l iberty to decide for himself about
himself is a sacred right of every individual regardless of gender and age. Yet
the penal codes of the so-called civil ised nations do not protect this right very
well-and this is truly immoral. In The Netherlands, for instance, a husband
cannot be punished if he rapes his own wife, while at the same time the
freedom to give his consent to sexual activity is denied a fifteen-year-old
(Penal Code, sections 242 & 247).

The theory of this right to sexual self-determination is clear enough: the
practice at t imes is much more diff icult. It is compounded by the playful
aspect of sex. The courted individual may act as if he were rejecting the
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approach he really covets. An inexperienced person, somewhat afraid of the
unknown, is often grateful for a gentle push across the threshold ofconsent.
In such cases the reaction after the act is much more important than the
apparent attitude before. Here tact and psychological intuit ion are needed in
order to avoid making mistakes.

4. Sex in Surrender to the Forces of Nature

We cannot approach the fourth aspect of sexuality without a certain
amount of trepidation. Once it was part of our culture. But for many centuries
now it has been so strongly condemned that modern man no longer has any
understanding of it at all. We have lost the cults of the gods of love and
ferti l i ty. We have lost the idea of surrender to the primordial forces of nature.
It has become strange for us to see intercourse as a sacrifice, and thus
something to be performed in a temple. We have forgotten the Dionysian
ecstasy and the orgy and the bacchanal. The ancient Greeks knew about this;
so did the Romans, and among so-called primitive tribes it is still very much
alive today.

High on a mountain above Corinth we can visit the ruins of the Temple
of Aphrodite, goddess of love. Once girls and boys stood for the inspection of
pilgrims on its porch, completely naked or covered only by a transparent veil.
The pilgrims had made a difficult and tiring ascent. "Not everyone has the
good fortune to reach Corinth," a proverb said (Scholte 1958, 383). The
visitor made his choice, paid a donation and then had intercourse with the girl
or boy who pleased him the most. In the orgasmic spasm he abandoned
himself to the power of the deity.

There, and in numerous other places in Greece, in Sicily, in Babylon, in
Persia, in India, in many African countries, in Mexico, etc., religious prostitu-
tion was wide-spread. Mankind sti l l  understood the truth that "sacrif ice" was
not the same as denial or pain, that it was essentially a surrender of the ego.
-and that such surrender may be positive and lustful, too.

The Greeks strived for "theolepsy", direct divine inspiration, commun-
ion with the deity. Thus wine and dancing took on religious significance,
since they could induce a loss of self, an opening to divine influence. In the
Dionysian rapture of the bacchanal sexual appetites were liberated from all
inhibit ions, every restraint. Participants tore the clothes from their bodies,
displayed their nakedness and united themselves freely with the first person at
hand. This experience was discussed and written about with reverence, as
something noble and exalted (Partridge 1958,9-37; Licht 1926,ll 97-102).

Sexual intercourse was carried out in accordance with the divine wil l.
The "l itt le death", the momentary loss of consciousness in orgasm, was seen
as a revelation. In it man became an instrument of the god and he experienced
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in his own body the divine ecstasy of creation (Borneman 1978, l4l0-1415).
Many peoples l iving close to nature sti l l  partake in this experience.

During certain rituals, liquor, music and rhythmic dancing produce an intoxi-
cation which becomes more and more sexually coloured. Males dancing
naked support incredibly strong and continuous erections. permitting repeat-
ed coital couplings before exhaustion is reached. Human seed is sprinkled in
abundance-until not one man or boy can produce another drop. In semi-
darkness one unites oneself with persons who in ordinary l ife are strictly
taboo: the son couples with the mother, the brother with his sister. This is
possible because the sexual activit ies have been completely depersonalised,
reduced to a pure phenomenon of nature (Edwardes & Masters, 1963, 163'
169; Ell is 1913, VI 218-221).

Western missionaries and explorers considered such rituals horribly
indecent, morally corrupt; only recently has the religious significance of these
rites gradually dawned upon us, permitting some thinkers to recognize the
cosmic aspect of sexuality (Van Lier 1968; Ricoeur et al 1960; Schubart 1944).
It was a Roman Catholic priest, professor of moral theology, who suggested
that our Western ethics, concentrating so one-sidedly upon the personal love
relationship between two partners (the union between "I" and "you") over-
looked the cosmic element which is present in every sexual experience. Some
day we may again be confronted with these aspects of sexuality which we
thought we had long ago put away forever: sex for sheer pleasure and sex as a
cosmic force (Beemer 1980, 69).

Perhaps this day is dawning already. In fact, at any given moment, much
of the sexual activity which goes on in the world is done for pleasure and for
pleasure alone. As for the cosmic, impersonal form of sex, recent American
studies have uncovered some surprising information. In a Playboy research
among students (1976) l7o said that they had experimented with group sex
and 570 affirmed that they had found it very fine indeed. Not less than 4170
said they would like to try it. In 1972 Hunt concluded that 16%o of his male
respondents had participated in group sex. And in the Gonado enquiry
comprising 4066 men of l8 years and over, ll7o claimed to prefer this type of
sexual activity. On a list of sexual preferences, l47o claimed to long for group
sex most of all. It seemed. moreover. that 4.57o of all men fantasized about
group sex during intercourse (Pietropinto & Simenauer 1979,65-66).

A few years earlier, twelve young Danes, men and women, experimented
with group sex, afterwards discussed their feelings about it and then published
their discussion (Reitzel, 1969). They carried it out both with blindfolds (in
order to prevent them from knowing who was doing what to whom) and
without. Each session lasted some six or seven hours. Most of the participants
thought the experience "fantastically beautiful" and claimed to have learned
a lot from it.
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I (Continued) Onno had in his youth a very intense and varied sex life. It
included meetings with a group of 8 to 10 adult men on a sundeck where
everyone went naked, their tanned bodies carefully oiled. There all sex acts
were al lowed. Sometimes i t  was just a m6lange ofjerking, intertwining l imbs
and heads and torsos. One kissed and licked indiscriminately, never knowing
whose mouth or hand was on one's genitals. Suddenly Onno felt someone
grabbing him and penetrat ing him. "With a furious passion he hammered
away at my body; helpless, I was swept away as if by a raging hurricane. The
others drew back from us and watched. When it began our mood had been
light and merry: people had laughed and joked. Now they grew silent in deep
respect for this outburst of primordial force." (More details will be given rn
Chapter  6 . )

That word "respect" comes up time and again in accounts of such
happenings. One evidently touches the mystery of life, some hidden power. In
an essay on Thomas Mann's Death in Venice Dr. R. J. van Helsdingen notes,
"During sexual contact, and especial ly during orgasm, two people become
united in such a manner as to surrender completely their own egos. The ' I '

becomes absorbed in the 'we',  and the 'we' absorbed in the Cosmos, causing
the most intense ecstasy." Along the same l ines, Freud spoke about an
"oceanic experience", characterized by lustful sensations unit ing one with
one's environment, transforming i t  into pure l iving existence (both quoted by
Marlet 1979. 69)8.

But this primordial cosmic power may be experienced in a more simple
manner, as the following example of Leo shows. Leo is a boy with a fine
muscular body of which he is justly proud, and thus he likes to go to a riudist
beach where he can show it off. He has become so used to being naked among
naked people that this seldom excites him. One day he is on the beach with a
group of other youths and makes the acquaintance of a girl he finds very
attractive. She also seems interested in him, so they decide to go for a walk in
the dunes. Now, this is officially forbidden, and one result is that, once in the
dunes, they f ind themselves virtual ly alone. As soon as this happens Leo
becomes highly aroused and shows it with a strong erection. This he enjoys,
the mute language of the body telling the girl what he desires. She looks at it
and answers with a smile. When they come at last to a suitable spot she lays
down willingly and they become one. To Leo this is one of the most beautiful
sexual experiences of his life: "We're lying on this hot white sand; the sun
makes our bodies glow; the sky is blue; the sea seethes; a bird cries flying
above us; the wind gently touches our naked skin while nature works in our
bodies in their close embrace. You feel yourself one with nature as never
before, and never before did lust rise to such an intense climax. You feel your
body was made for this; i t 's something you have to do." I t  is an experience of
exaltation Leo will never forget. (Personal communication)
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THE ASPECTS OF SEX IN RELATION TO CHILDREN

How, now, are these four aspects of sexuality related to our subject: the
boy as a sexual partner?

1. Sex for Procreation

In view of our contemporary culture's expectations of the father of a
family, it is clear that an adolescent boy should not beget children. We are
justifiably disturbed by a newspaper story telling of a twelve-year-old French
girl having a baby by a twelve-year-old father (Duvert 1980, l8), and by the
report that every year around 800 girls eleven years of age and younger give
birth to babies in Cook County, I l l inois, USA (Hearings 1977,9).

A few centuries ago things were different. Thirteen- and fourteen-year-
olds could marry and do what was expected of them as husbands. In many
primitive societies this is still so today. In a pastoral culture a boy of fourteen
may have learned everything a good shepherd should know and may even be
better able to perform his tasks than many adult men. No reason, then, to
delay marriage. But that's not the case in our modern technical world. Before
a man is completely educated and trained to become a full-fledged worker,
able to earn a livelihood for wife and children, ten or even more years will
have passed since he entered puberty. This prolonged period of education
keeps the adolescent boy mentally infantilized and so quite unfit to bring up
children of his own.

But these are precisely those years when his sexual appetite imposes itself
upon him with the greatest intensity. Nature uses many things (spontaneous
erections, nocturnal emissions, etc.) to force the newly adolescent boy to
make active use of his now easily excitable sex organs.

In postponing more and more the age of marriage, social evolution has
created an enormous and obvious conflict between the traditional ethical
insistence that sex be used only for procreation (thus that sexual abstinence be
maintained until the wedding night) and the demands of nature. One might
have expected that the Christian churches, with their belief that nature was
created by God and is an expression of his divine wil l, would have protested
and fought against this trend. But exactly the contrary happened: the
churches conformed to the social evolution and, instead of protesting, allied
themselves to the secular authorit ies in their drive to repress youthful sexual-
ity or-even worse-deny its existence.

The sexual appetite of unmarried youth was, from the standpoint of state
and society, not only superfluous but also quite a nuisance. In the Middle
Ages popular wisdom held everywhere that sexual abstinence was most
unhealthy for a boy in puberty. As recently as two centuries ago boys were still
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regarded as sexually "loaded". But adults of the industrial world sought to
free themselves of this embarrassing view of their adolescent offsprings by
substituting for it a sweet accommodating image created wholly by fantasy-
that of the innocent, i.e. asexual, child. This child was called pure. Logic
would seem to demand that adults, then, were impure, but again the insulted
adults did not protest but eagerly welcomed this newly invented concept
which seemed to solve for them so many problems.

The churches, here obedient servants of the world, zealously helped
spread this false idea. It became so widely accepted, so deeply imprinted in
people's minds that its unmasking by Freud and his followers, later confirmed
by Kinsey's sociological research, provoked widespread and deeply felt indig-
nation and highly emotional reactions.

Today public opinion has gradually accommodated itself to these facts.
Children have regained the paradise of their own sexuality. People now
console themselves with the conviction that child sexuality is in any case very
different from adult sexuality and, therefore, the twain should never meet. In
our third chapter we will see what is true and what is false in this conviction.

The idea that the sole purpose of sex is procredion seems to have lost its
hold. According to the Gonado research, only 0.7Vo of American males still
adhere to it (Pietropinto & Simenauer 1979, 82). For those few the implica-
tions of our theme are clear: sexual activities of boys among peers or with
adults must be rejected as immoral. A boy must not be allowed to use his
genital organs until he is lawfully married, and even then he should practice
the greatest restraint.

2. Sex as Expression of Love

We have just cited the Gonado research. Of the males that were question-
ed, ll.4Vo thought that sexual intercourse was acceptable only if the couple
were united in love (Pietropinto & Simenauer 1979,82). The objection that
boys and adolescents are unfit to have children was swept away by the
possibilities of contraception. But is a boy capable of loving another person?
Or is he still too immature for this, as is frequently suggested?

It cannot be denied that puberty not only changes the body but also
causes a mental revolution. After puberty young people have a different
outlook on the world and on their fellow men. This influences their capacity
to love. As long as a person lives this evolution doesn't end;changes continue
to appear in one's love feelings which, one might hope, wil l make them
progressively deeper. In general, adolescents clearly possess the capacity to
love and to demonstrate this emotion by means of physical tenderness. Tony
Duvert (1980, 76) is right in affirming that the desire for love and its expres-
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sions is actually never more strongly felt than in those who have just matured.
And what about the immature? Isn't it curious, when children are

generally expected to love their mothers and their fathers, to be deemed at the
same time incapable of loving a friend? Freud (quoted by Sh6rer 1914,
124-127) had quite a different impression. In an open letter to Dr. Frirst he
claimed to have found in children well below the age of puberty all the
psychological symptoms of love-life well developed (tenderness, affection,
jealousy), often accompanied by the physical symptoms of sexual excitement.
This linking of emotional and physical response is quite clear to the child
itself. "At the age of about five the child possesses in relation to its own body
and that of others every element of sexual life excepting only the function of
procreation," Freud noted in Die Zukunft einer lllusion All of which makes
the French child psychologist and pedagogue Prof. Ren6 Sch6rer exclaim with
justifiable fury, "Why the devil do we deny the child the love it is so capable of
experiencing, as the child well knows?" (1974, l30i)

In the human being, body and mind are so closely united that it is no
wonder love can never remain purely on a spiritual level but always demands
that the body participate in it, too. Is there really an age below which it should
be forbidden to love and to show this love? Is love something which must be
"reserved for later"?

Even if we suppose that a child up to a certain age might not be capable of
loving, we might still question whether that child is equally incapable of
experiencing the acceptance of love. Let us postulate an adult who loves a
child dearly and feels the urge to express this emotion in physical tenderness.
Would the child really lack the intuit ion to experience his tender touch as
moved by love, and to understand it as such? Can we really seriously contend
that this experience of feeling loved will be harmful to the child, will trauma-
tize him? The literature on criminality and mental disturbances abounds in
case stories of adolescents and adults whose childhood was deprived of this
experience of being loved.

We might make it impossible for a boy to build up a relationship in which
he can demonstrate his love by means of sex. In revenge he might well practice
sex only for the sensual pleasure in it, and so impoverish his mind (De
Brethmas 1980, l4).

3. Sex Just for Pleasure

For with this third aspect of sex, which is directed entirely upon the
pleasure of the moment, everything becomes a lot simpler. In the Gonado
investigation 4.27o of the male respondents said they had intercourse only for
pleasure (Pietropinto & Simenauer 1979,82). This is the most primitive side of
sex and therefore is the side children most easily understand. Asked what sex
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means to him primarily (procreation, love or pleasure), nearly every boy wil l

answer pleasure. Only older adolescents and those having a steady relation-

ship may give priority to love.
We have already discussed the view that sex for pleasure only is immoral

or inferior. The decisive question here is whether physical lust, physical

pleasure in itself is something good or something bad. He who thinks it is bad

because sensual pleasure constitutes a threat to the higher part ofthe human
being, is in the company of great figures like Plato and a number of Christian
philosophers. But the opposite view, that lust and delight are marvellous gifts

of nature and its creator, given to man to make him happy and therefore to be
enjoyed with gratitude, would seem a better approach to one's deity. For with
this view one comes abreast of the mysticism of India and Islam. The Arabian
author of a book on the variations of sexual intercourse opens his first chapter
with thanks to Allah for the pleasure he put into the sexual organs of men and
women (Burton 1963,11). Such a concept is certainly more conformable and
harmonious with nature than the condemnation of lust as sin.

For the human body is made for sexual pleasure. Even before birth male
foetuses have been shown by the latest scientific equipment to have sponta-
neous erections about five times a day-that is, as frequently as in adult sleep
(Calderone 1983). At birth the body is quite able to experience sensations of
lust which we may consider sensual. "Since the discoveries of psychoanalysis
it can no longer be denied, even in our culture, that sexual tensions manifest
themselves from the first days of l i fe on. Masturbation, for example, is a
general habit early in baby life and in the very young child." (Pacharzina &
Albrecht-D6sirat 1978, 7) Spitz showed that an early commencement of
sexual behaviour (auto-eroticism) is indicative of a positive relationship
between mother and child and a good intellectual development (Kentler 1970,
133). Borneman (1978, 92) confirms this: "In all cultures in every part of thc
world, babies and litt le children try to obtain sensual satisfaction by stimulat-
ing the surface of their skin. The genital organs are also one ofthe preferred
zones of the body. This we call masturbation in babies. In flat contradiction to
what was thought unti l recent t imes, children are quite capable of experi-
encing orgasm at the earliest age." (See also Sarphatie 1982,43.) "Individuals
who didn't masturbate in childhood generally will have considerable diffi-
culty in finding satisfaction in normal intercourse. (...) They wil l need more
time to get used to it." (Borneman 1978, 939)

Van Ussel put it very aptly: "Children are mature for sex at birth; they
become mature for procreation only later." (1975, 100)

The visible and audible reactions of even the smallest child should tell the
people around it that it is able to distinguish certain sensations as agreeable,
others as disagreeable.

The experience of lustful, sexual feelings is something a human being
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cannot easily do without. He most certainly needs them. In the Gonado
investigation, 61.27o of the male respondents declared that sex was an ex-
tremely important factor in their lives; to another 19.8Vo it was the most im-
portant. Only l.7Vo agreed with the statement that there are more important
things in life, while l.4Vo thought sex was not very important (Pietropinto &
Simenauer 1979,82).If adults desire this pleasure so intensely, you must come
up with very convincing arguments to advance successfully the idea that it
should simply be denied to those who aren't yet adult.

Not only are such convincing arguments conspicuous by their absence,
but no attempt has even been made to come up with a logical reason. On the
other hand there are many arguments against enforcing abstinence upon
youth. We will meet them again and again in the course of this book,
especially in Chapter Five.

In rejecting the sexuality of children and adolescents, our traditional
culture is rather exceptional when compared with others - and it isn't even as
traditional as is commonly supposed. The rejection is a distortion of formerly
recognised truths, caused by the socio-economic changes of the last two
centuries. The concept ofthe child as an asexual being quite different from the
adult is a recent phenomenon.

Romeo and Juliet, our most famous pair of lovers, were children. Our
ancestors used to fondle the genitals oftheir children in order to please and to
pacify them, and the adults were amused if the small boy responded with an
erection. Young children were also encouraged to play with the genitals of
grown-ups (Dasberg 1976, 35-36; van Ussel 1968, 45). At the Court of
Versailles the young Dauphin was taught to show his "little thing" to the
ladies and to let himself be caressed there. King Frangois I (1515-1547)
considered every boy over l4 who had not yet had intercourse to be a sad case.
The l4-year-old crown prince, later to be Louis XI, captured ChAteau-
Landon in 1437 from the English. Having thus proved himself a man, he
requested that his parents allow him to sleep with his even younger bride,
Margaret of Scotland. In the event he made such brutal use of his male
"rights" that the girl had to keep to her bed for some days thereafter (Dasberg
1976 ,36  B re ton  1956 ,  I I  l l - 13 ,184 ) .

The Municipal Council of UIm in Germany had to issue in 1527 anorder
to prohibit boys under the age of l4 from visit ing brothels; it seemed that the
sheer number of 12- and l3-year-old clients in these houses was disturbing the
adults (Deschner 1978,397; Kemmerich 1910, I 146). The rector of aDutch
school in the Fifteenth Century likewise put brothels out of bounds for his
pupils and had I l-year-olds publicly whipped for breaking the rule. (Dasberg
1976,43) The authorit ies in London were much more tolerant: as late as 1800
a yearly average 30,000 boys of this age were visiting the town brothels (Fuchs
l9l l, II Erg. 193). Erasmuq of Rotterdam (1469-1536), the famous humanist,
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wrote a treatise on sexual pleasure in the form of a conversation between a

young man and a whore-and dedicated this to the six-year-old son of a

iriend (Van den Bergh). William Shakespeare (156+1616) deplored the fact

that youths between l0 and 23 had nothing better to do than importune old

people, steal, fight and make girls pregnant (The Winter's Tale III, 3). A rich-fnglith 
lady, Grace de Saleby, only came to experience properly the joys of

sex in her third marriage: she was then I I years old. Another English aristo-

crat, Elisabeth Bridge, wasn't married until she was l3 and stated publicly

that she was very disappointed that her I l-year-old husband John hadn't

immediately deflowered her (Dasberg 1976, 37-38). The Dutch poet and

painter Karel van Mander wrote about 1600 that his l2- to l4-year-old pupils

were behaving very lewdly; thus he was advising them to have intercourse in

order to avoid headaches and so that they could concentrate better on their

studies. (Dasberg 1976, 36)
Only in the last century (1886 in The Netherlands) did legislation make

consensual sexual activities with children criminal. Thus, from a historical
perspective, this has been a rather recent addition to our own penal laws; in

other cultures it is quite unknown, even inconceivable (Killias 1979).
Even if we agree to place a higher value upon sex-only-for-love than

upon sex-only-forJust, we must not lose sight of the fact that a boy can only
perfect the physical expression of his tenderness to the degree offreedom he
has been allowed in nudity and lust. The body must be trained and exercised
in this function as in any other. Only when a boy has had sufficient opportun-
ity to abandon himself uninhibitedly to sexual pleasure and to experiment
with sex will he acquire the ability to give,later, the greatest satisfaction to his
partner in loving intercourse.

The sex-only-for-love apologist might object that hedonistic sex some-
times leads to a great deal of frustration. This is true. Those who look formore
in sex than pleasure, with all the limitations that implies, may even feel
repelled by it. Janus (1981, 296) quotes aboy, saying: "To me there's abig
difference between making love and fucking someone. I have fucked people
and gotten nothing out of it. I mean, I might as well be on the toilet, jerking

off."

3 A boy received no affection from his parents; between his fourteenth and
seventeenth years he tried to find the love he missed in very passionate
relations with a teacher, and later with other men. He ultimately realized that
these men only wanted him for his beautiful adolescent body and didn't
really care for him as a person. He felt disgusted and deceived (Schwarz 1949,
50).

The same kind of betrayal was felt by a man who for five happy years had
had a happy love relationship with a boy. When the boy's family migrated to

36 5 t



I .  WHY SEX?

another country they were separated. The man desperately tried to distract
himself while he was away on a holiday trip in Spain with boys who bartered
their sexual services with him, but he soon discovered that this kind of
commercial contact only made him more unhappy and increased his aching
feeling of emptiness. (Hennig 1979, 156)

But that needn't be the final word on casual contacts. In other cases the

one-night-stand, sought only out of lust, may turn out to be a big surprise' an

unforgettable experience, bring to the participant the most intense joy. Tony

Duvert ( 1980, 155) says, "The casual pleasures have their own erotic qualit ies

and may elicit feelings just as intense as the more lasting ones-like the haika|

the short Japanese poem which may tell as much as a long tale. We may be

amazed at the extreme, almost crushing power of such an experience. We may

be afraid of it or pretend indifference. But the fact remains that to those who

attempt to experiment with it the effects are convincing. We shouldn't main-

tain that longer lasting friendships are better than the shorter ones, or that the

latter have less value, for the two are quite different entities. When we recall

these casual contacts they may gain in our minds a perfection, an intrinsic

value which proves this beyond doubt. The power of such experiences is

inexhaustible, l ike a painting you've seen for just two minutes but, because it

moved you then so deeply, l ingers evermore in your memory."

I t  was just such a casual meeting which drew from Andr6 Gide one of his

finest passages. Gide had suppressed his erotic feelings for boys for many
years. He had even tr ied to deny them, unti l  one night in an Algerian oasis

when Oscar Wilde brought him together with a young Arabian flute-player:
"Now. at last. I  discovered what was normal for me. No longer was anything

forced, hurr ied, uncertain; nothing clouds the memory I retain of that night.

My happiness knew no bounds. It couldn't have been more perfect if it had

been an expression of love. But how could there have been love? How could

desire have disposed of my heart? My lust was completely without reflection'

It knew no fear of being bitten by conscience. But what name could I give to

the del ight I  fel t  as I held this perfect, wi ld, hot, lascivious, ambiguous l i t t le

body in my arms?...  Long after Mohammed had left  me I remained in a

condit ion of trembling bl iss, and although I had already reached a cl imax of

lust five times when coupled with him I renewed this ecstasy repeatedly'

After I  returned to my hotel room I extended i ts echoes unti l  the return of

dayl ight.. ." (Gide 1955, 338-339)

Likewise, such a casual meeting may prove to be an incomparable and

unique experience to the younger partner. Ni ls, a Swedish school boy, met,

during his summer vacation, a nice man sunning himself on the side of a

swimming pool. They started playfully wrestling with each other; both got

erections which they could feel inside one another's trunks. "Wouldn't  i t  be
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nicer to do this really naked?" the man asked. Nils agreed eagerly and

accompanied the man to his home where they continued their wrestl ing, now

stark naked, on a bed. Suddenly the man hugged the boy very tightly in his

arms, thrust with his hips, moaned with pleasure and spurted his seed. "I can

still remember," Nils told me thirty years later, "how I ran home skipping

and singing, enormously proud and happy that my little body could provoke

such a strong passion in an adult." (Personal communication)

One of the best books I ever read on sexual instruction for adolescents was

published in New Zealand-Down {Jnder the Plum Trees, by Felicity Tuohy

and Michael Murphy. In it there is the story of a boy who, at the birthday

party of one of his teachers, got talking with a very nice man' "He gave me his

name and address and said, 'Ring me'. That was Saturday night '  I  rang him

Sunday night and he told me to come in and meet him at his flat in town. I

went in about eleven o'clock in the morning. We got into bed and he screwed

me and then let me screw him. He was so good. He treated me so well  and he

was really good at screwing. It was an incredible thing for me because at

home everyone was hostile to each other and at school I had no friends. Here

was this guy showing me kindness and gentleness and it was an amazing

experience. I went back Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, Friday and that

was the last week of the school holidays. Then I went back to school and

never saw him again." (1916,212)

There are boys who long for a love relat ionship;to them the sexual aspect

may be important but it is certainly not the most important element. There are

other boys who, for whatever reason, prefer the casual meeting. Sometimes a

boy just simply wants to make sure that his body can excite an adult, that it

functions alright in sexual activity. (Hennig 1979, 165)

E So it was with the Austrian boy of fourteen who got to know a boy-lover at

a swimming-pool. The boy seduced the man, and they had a number of

additional sexual contacts. Slowly the man began to develop love feelings for

the boy, so he invited him to see a movie with him and then go to a good

restaurant afterwards. But the boy flatly refused' "Oh, no, I don't want any
ofthat," he said. "I  come here to getfucked andfornothingelse!" (Personal

communication)

4. Sex in Surrender to the Forces of Nature

Finally there is the fourth aspect of sex: a bonding with nature and its
expressions; impersonal sexuality. Psychiatrists l ike Westerman Holsti jn and
Rtimke think that the "oceanic experience" is most easily obtained by some-
one passing from one phase of l i fe to another, and especially in puberty.
(Marlet 1979,69)

38 39



I .  WHY SEX?

Later we will have more to say about the Siwa oasis in Egypt, close to the
Libyan border, where boys at puberty used to be "married" to adult men.
Robin Maugham witnessed here a festival in which some two dozen zaggalas
(workers in the palm groves) took part: "lithe smooth-cheeked boys, stocky
Berbers with shaved scalps, gigantic negroes..." They drank fermented
palmwine and began to dance. Their monotonous chanting grew louder and
louder. " Ya Haoul lllah" "Oh power of God." Quicker and quicker beat the
drums. The faces of the men flamed with passion. "Tearing off theirclothes,
dancers flung themselves into wilder movements. A boy would break away
,to perform a frantic solo belly-dance until pulled back into the jerking circle
by his friend. (...) Men's bodies as well as their eyes soon revealed rising
passions. They quivered with the intensity of their excitement. 'Ya Haoul
Illah. Ya Haoul lllah.' The chant was bellowed now, as if it were a protest
against all restrictions, against the need to work and the need to live in bonds
of flesh and the need to grow old and to die. It was a plea for release from
human bondage. The zaggalas were pouring their virility into the dance as a
libation to freedom. Tomorrow might be painful, but tonight they could
experience the culmination ofjoy." Afterwards they all lay together, utterly
relaxed. "But on their faces was an expression which at first I found it hard to
decipher. Later in the evening I understood the reason for it. They were
devoid of any feeling of guilt, the cross of western civilisation, and therefore
they were free from our worst worry. They were careless." (1950, lI4-120)

SUMMARY

If we were obliged to put age limits to our preceding exposition of the
different aspects of sex, we could say that a boy is mature for lust, for
hedonistic sex, from his birth on; sex as an expression of love becomes a
possibility from about five years of age; puberty is the best time for the
"oceanic", the mystic experience and for using sex to unite one with nature.
Procreation should be the privilege of the adult man.

Chapter 2.
Sexual Variety
in Men

SEXUAL VARIETY IN MEN

One of the most striking findings of sexology is the incredible variability
of all human sexual aspects-the physical as well as the mental. This is sorely
neglected in sexual education and instruction.

1. Anatomical: The Organs

In the Brongersma Foundation there are several thousands ofpictures of
naked boys and meh; the outward appearance oftheir genitals is as varied as
their faces. The male member may be very small or very big, very thin or very
thick; the scrotum long or short, the testicles puny or remarkably large. The
shape of the glans varies enormously. There are magnificent genitals which
ornament the body, as well as ugly ones, just as in the case of faces.

2. Physiological: Function of the Organs

Some penises change very little in length from flaccidity to erection while
others grow to nearly twice the relaxed length and girth. The erected member
of one individual feels like rubber; in another it is as hard as a piece of wood.
Under excitement, some penises erect rapidly, in a flash; others grow only
very gradually. One male will need but a few seconds to attain climax, another
requires several minutes or even half an hour. The places most sensitive to
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sexual stimulation are not the same in every male. In pre-pubertal orgasm no

seed is expelled, but in some boys there is already a secretion of.clear mucus

(product of th. Co*per glands). This mucus, provoked- by sexual excltement'

ii n.u.. secreted by some males, while in others its flow is abundant. The

volume of ejaculate in and after puberty may be small, but it may also be as

much as 8 or 9 cubic centimetres. The number of spermatozoa may vary from

20 to 540 mill ion per cc (Hotchkiss 1944, 139-140). At climax the ejaculate in

some individuals wells siowly out of the glans while in others it is forcefully

squirted for a distanc. u, g..it as a few metres. The physical manifestations of

oigut- may be nearly invisible in some people but other males pant, cry out

un"4 go through 
"onuul.iont. 

Some adolescents can ejaculate again 20 seconds

afte;he firsiclimax; some are capable of intercourse six times a night-but

some need a few weeks rest before being able to perform again. The need for

relief of sexual tension in some is so strong that it demands an orgasm several

times a day for a sense of emotional well-being; in others this need is almost

completely lacking.
All these examples fall comfortably within the conventional framework

of  natura l  behaviour .  Moreover,  such var iat ions aren ' t  a lways just  between

individuals; often they occur in one individual at different periods of his life.

One shouldn't speak l ightly about "normal" and "abnormal". Nature has

drawn its boundaries very far apart.

3. Psychological: Attraction

What has been said about the shape and function of the male genitalia,

the physical side of sexuality, applies even more forcefully to its psychical

aspect;: sexual tendencies and preferences. We now enter very mysterious

territory.
what in older literature was called "the sexual impulse" is defined in

contemporary sexology as "the sexual appetite". (de Boer 1978, II 68; Borne-

man l9?8, l0:4, l2g, tzl, st+, 5 1 6; Gagnon & Simon l9'7 3, |S;Haeberle 1978,

l3l) But de Boer adds that many people, especially males, experience their

sexuality as an impulse and this representation becomes so accurate that we

.o.. ui.orr it agiin and again. In this book about boys and men the two

concepts will therefore be used.
Now there is nobody whose sexual appetite or impulse is excited or

provoked by every human being he meets. Physical properties, personality

characteristics which to one individual are highly exciting may leave another

completely indifferent-or may even seem repellent. How this fixation on

particularproperties originates remains obscure and unexplained. Perhaps it

is inborn 1br at teast a disposition to be attracted to certain traits is inborn);

perhaps it is partly acquired after birth. But if it is acquired it happens nearly
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always so early in life-perhaps at an age of 3 to 5-that it is very difficult to

ascertain. Consequently this fixation wil l appear to the individual himself as

something natural, innate, an inseparable part of his being. One perceives it as

having been there from the beginning; it is impossible to imagine oneself
without it.

This, however, poses a major problem to human society. A man may be
quite able to conceive that his neighbour gets sexually excited by things other
than he does himself, but this doesn't mean that he understandJ it, will be able
to discover similar feelings in himself and by so doing be able to vividly
empathize with his neighbour's feelings. A sexual attraction to which some-
one is not himself sensible remains mysterious and strange. Fantasy fails to
help us (Haeberle 1978, 140).

This helps explain why an overwhelming majority of paedophiles and
homophiles, though belonging to a small group which is rejected and often
cruelly persecuted and tortured by the society in which they l ive, sti l l  don't
want to get rid of their "tendencies", even if there were an easy way to do it
(Bell & Weinberg 1978,124;, Bernard 1919,'76; Carpenter 1912,128; Jouhan-
deau 1981, l l-12). Masters and Johnson (1980, 348) learned to distrust the
sincerity of even those who claimed they wanted to be changed. For one may
be able to understand intellectually that the satisfaction ofhis sexubal appe-
tite in another direction (for instance with an adult partner or with a partner
of the opposite sex) could give him the same pleasure and be as delightful as
the satisfaction of his own variant appetite -and that this might be much
more acceptable socially and less dangerous-but one cannot really feel this,
much less imagine what it would be l ike. Fantasy lets him down; ult imate
change is perceived as an irreparable loss: he wil l lose what he now loves and
in exchange will get something he cannot conceive of as being equally worthy
of love.

Thus we remain circumscribed by our knowledge that other people feel
differently from the way we do. To forget this is to be narrow-minded and
stupid. But if we raise such stupidity to dogma and proclaim that only our
inclinations are "normal" and all others abnormal, perverse and disgusting,
we become intolerant and immoral. Doine this we base our ethics upon our
lack of imagination.

A) THE IMPORTANCE OF THE PARTNER'S SEX

In man, as in sexually differentiated animals, the sexual appetite-with
rare exceptions-is directed upon individuals of the same species. Humans
desire humans and are sexually excited by humans. But, as we have already
said, not by every human being.

"Gentlemen prefer blondes," the song tells us. There are, however, also
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gentlemen who prefer brunettes. Why? An insoluble mystery. Some people's
sexual excitement is strongly dependent upon one single peculiarity; the
person who lacks it lacks all attraction. In others the limits are more gener-
ously drawn: various peculiarities are able to excite them sexually-
sometimes even contradictory ones, for example, platinum blond as well as
pitch-black hair. These pe ople's l iberty of choice is wider. But in no person is
it unlimited.

Obviously the sex of a possible partner is an important element of
attraction. Our society even likes to split mankind into those who love the
other sex (heterophiles) and those who prefer their own sex (homophiles).

Cultural history shows, however, that this was not always so, nor is it so
everywhere today; recent sexological research has concluded that the fact of
being either male or female is in reality less important in provoking sexual
attraction than our traditional Western culture assumes.

The clear demarcation between the majority of heterophiles and the
small minority of homophiles made by researchers into homosexuality in the
second half of the last and the first half of the present century has become
dubious since Kinsey's sociological investigations. The situation in reality
seems to be much more complicated. Kinsey studied the sexual activities of
American men and boys, and when in 1948 he published his-findings they
caused a sensation. Of 4275 white men between the ages of 16 and 55, only
50%had never had sexual contacts with nor experienced a sexual interest in a
partner of the same sex; l37o had experienced erotic feelings in response to
other males, although this had never led to sexual contact. From the age of 16,
and continuing for a period of at least three years:

5% had had occasional homosexual contacts carried to the point of
orgasm;

7Vo had had more frequent homosexual contacts;
5Vo had had just as frequent homosexual as heterosexual contacts;
3Vo had. had more frequent homosexual than heterosexual contacts;
27ohad had almost exclusively homosexual contacts;
and 87o had had only homosexual contacts.
Of all males, 4Vo had had only homosexual contacts during the course of

their l ives. (Kinsey 1948, 650-651)
The Kinsey findings were later confirmed in The Netherlands by Kooy

and Sterken, by Giese and Schmidt in Germany (Sanders 1977, l4). Similar
figures were found in Barrington's sample of 2500 males (age 16-75) in the
United Kingdom (1981,22-23). Kinsey concluded that the assumed division
between heterosexuality and homosexuality was not absolute; it was rather a
matter of polarity. If one constructs a scale with one extreme 100%o heterosex-
uality and the other 100% homosexuality, various gradations, complemen-
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tary proportions of either end member will occur between. Every human

being, then, would f ind his place on this l ine, on this sl iding scale. The man

leading an entirely bisexual life would stand in the middle.
In most people there is a lack of self-knowledge, incomplete insight into

their internal landscape. Consciously they may vigorously deny certain ele-

ments which really are there. Two cases can show us how completely a man

can deceive himself about what real ly l ies in his sexual makeup.

l0 An officer in the French army was sent to a lonely outpost in the Alge rian
desert. Up until then he had only had intercourse with women and in it had
felt quite satisfied. But there the other servicemen cautioned him against
going with the local females who, they said, were dirty and unattractrve.
Moreover, starting something with a girl was very dangerous, as it would be
perceived as an insult to her honour and provoke violent revenge by her
father or brothers. Much better to follow the general custom, he was told,
and do i t  with boys; these were cleaner and parents didn't  have any objec-
tions. At first the idea of having sex with a boy made him feel sick to his
stomach. Gradually, however, his sexual appeti te grew more and more
difficult to deal with; masturbation wasn't enough. One day his work kept
him in the barracks longer than usual; when he left all the other soldiers had
gone. Waiting at the gate was a boy; the boy smiled at him-he had
part icularly beauti ful black eyes. Suddenly the soldier decided to have a try.
He followed the boy into the dunes outside the oasis. When the boy shook off
his djellaba and pressed against him with his naked body, the man was
amazed at how delightful it felt to take this firm, smooth body into his arms
and to caress it. The sexual intercourse which ensued satisfied him complete-
ly. He soon discovered that he felt  much better i f  he used a boy from t ime to
t ime and that his health in consequence improved. Eventual ly be came to l ike
it  so much that he desired nothing else, and intercourse with boys became his
preferred sexual activity.

l l  Henry went to sea at the age of 15, looking for adventure and sexual
freedom. On board the ship he shared a cabin with Eric, three years his
senror, and soon they were close fr iends. Eric slept stark naked and mastur-
bated openly every night looking at pornographic magazines which he
shared with Henry. In the first port they visited, Eric took Henry to a girl he
knew well  and had intercourse with her with Henry looking on. Then they
changed r6les and Henry had intercourse for the f irst t ime in his l i fe, helped
in the act by the instruct ion of Eric lying beside him. They both enjoyed this
three-way scene so much that they repeated i t  in every port where their ship
cal led, always together going with the same woman. This went on for
months, unti l  one day their ship came to a port where dark-skinned native
boys dived for coins which the seamen threw overboard. Henry watched this
in amusement for a while, then went to his cabin and goi a big shock.
Entering, he found Eric engaged in intercourse with a naked black boy. The
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faces of both were distorted with passion. The sight seemed so disgusting and
loathsome to Henry that he ran to the lavatory and vomited. For days he was
unable to say a single word to Eric; whenever he was around Eric he was
taken by nausea. Very gradually Eric succeeded in re-establishing a kind of
communication. At f irst Henry only railed at him. A week passed before he
was able to l isten to Eric's explanation, which was lhalarealseaman is open
to any kind of pleasure and ought to try everything' With these boys it was a
question of refined salacity, giving the most exquisite pleasure. Henry's
curiosity was excited at last. Eric's opinion was confirmed by others too, and
when, a month later, they came back to the same port, he decided to try his
luck-and was rewarded by a superlative orgasm. In the years that followed
he never passed up a chance to have sex with native boys (Similar to case 44
in Stekel 1921.27'7)

These two stories show how litt le aware many males are of their own

impulses and potentials. Some activity which is strongly rejected as loathsome

and disgusting may beneath it all belong comfortably in one's own natural

field of action. There can be l itt le doubt that people would be healthier and

more honest if they didn't repress their potentialit ies and acknowledged

clearly their position on the sliding scale between the heterosexual and

homosexual poles. A society which opposes and condemns homosexuality

renders this, of course, much more diff icult. Thus the cultural rejection of

homosexuality is unhealthy and immoral; it gives rise to dishonesty, distor-

tion and hypocrisy.
Kinsey discovered the relative scale between the poles of homosexuality

and heterosexuality while examining the sexual outlets of his respondents.

The psychological background of these activities were for the most part left

out ;f consideration. His research didn't go into tendencies or attitudes; it

l imited itself to acts concluding with orgasm. Considering the fact that the

North American society in which Kinsey performed his investigation imposes

an extremely heavy taboo on homosexuality, we must assume that the per-

centage of homophilia (or the sexual preference for individuals of the same

sex) must be substantially higher than the percentage of homosexuality (or

same sex activity).
This is all the more l ikely since this taboo is maintained with such

emotional violence. The American psychiatrist Wainwright Churchil l (1967,

163-164) attributes the emotional coldness of so many of his fellow-

countrymen ("hard boiled businessmen") to the horrible custom which for-

bids a father to show any tenderness toward his adolescent son. He's not even

supposed to touch him, or he'l l  be suspected of having homophile tendencies.

No lnclination is ever rejected with so much emotion if i t isn't one which

requires much effort to suppress. Adorno rightly stressed the truth that

taboos grow in strength in proportion to the subject's own unconscious desire
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to do what is forbidden. The greater the homophil ia in a man the stronger
must he fight it, deny it to himself in order to conform to the social obligation
to be "normal", thus the more emotional he wil l be in rejecting homophil ia
(Sengers 1969, 17 2). The same could be true about societies as a whole. If so, it
is significant that the anxiety over homosexual behaviour in Western civil isa-
tion "is a unique culture trait which cannot be found in the rest of the world"
(Trumbach, quoted by Sprague 1984, 35).

Professor Verveen (University of Leiden) carried out a research project
among his students on the relative strength of their erotic responses toward
members of their own and the opposite sex, and from the results it appeared
that the preponderance of heterophilia over homophilia in his average subject
was surprisingly small. Of course, this group was hardly representative of the
Dutch population as a whole, but perhaps in this instance that was an
advantage, for, as many investigations have shown, people with academic
backgrounds generally view sexual phenomena which deviate from tradition-
al norms in a more l iberal and open-minded manner (Kinsey 1948; Meilof-
Oonk 1969; Pietropinto & Simenauer 1979 etc.) Moreover, the answers of
these subjects could not have been given without deep introspection. Verveen
concluded that human sexual appetite is directed upon humans, with a slight
preference for humans of the opposite sex (1980, 318, 321). It is well to recall
Goethe's Venetian epigrams:

I love boys, but I prefer girls. If I have my fill of o girl I can turn her around
and use her like a bo7. (No. 3l)

Regrettably, not everyone has such clear understanding ofhis own sexual
nature as Goethe did, or is so wil l ing to reveal it. Nevertheless in a French
investigation no less than 537a of the subjects claimed they believed every
person may be attracted by both sexes, while 2l/ohaddoubts about this point
and only 267o asserted that an individual was attracted either to men or ro
women (Baudry 1982, 233).

As we have seen, most individuals fight the homosexual component and
repress or suppress it (Van der Zijl 1976,340). Today many sexologists accept
the pr€mise that nearly everyone has a disposition toward bisexuality (Mac-
Donald 198 l, 23; Churchil l 1967, 27 l-272; Naslednikov 198 l, l4l), and Freud
long ago pointed out that heterosexuali iy is no more self-evident as a phe-
nomenon than homosexuality (1920,22). Bisexuality might well be the origi_
nal condition of the human race.

. There are, however, only a few men who lead a really bisexual existence,
such as the Roman Emperor Commodus who is said to have had a harem of
300 g i r ls  and 300 boys (Armand 1931,  l l6 ;  Borneman 1978,304-305).  An
lU-year-old English youth told me, "I 'm crazy about girls and mad about
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boys,,, and, indeed, he was most actively involved with both sexes. Falk, a

r.*iogirt who wor'ked for l2 years in Africa, found this condition prevailed

among"the young blacks he studied: 90% of them had intercourse with both

sexes ind .n1oy.a each equally (Italiaander 1969, I I l). "Normal" men often

envy such bisexuals, foi their hunting grounds are more extended. The

"normal" man's jealousy often expresses itself in deriding those who run with

the hare and hunt with ihe hounds. They forget, however, that everyone has

his sexual limitations: although to the bisexual the sex of the partner may

make little difference, he wiil be conscious of other restrictions instead.

(Duvert 1980, 107)
The striking bisexuality which Verveen uncovered among his students

may astonish people who grew up in the Judeo-christian culture. Yet in every

culiure whichhai a positive view of sexuality, men are accustomed to have

intercourse with women as well as with members of their own sex: exclusive

heterosexuality is as rare as exclusive homosexuality, and if we were more

tolerant we would probably find the same was true in our own society (West

lgi7, 136,163). W; only have to go back to the records left by the ancient

Greeks and Romans to be transported to a world where sexual differentiation

had only a minor importance in the erotic practices of men. In discussions of

the pleasures they found in young bodies, and in poetry on the same subject,

boys and girls tend to be mintioned in the same breath, though often, as in

Horace, *ith un evident preference for boys (Brusendorf 1963' 68)'

Processions by the cult of Dionysos carried through the streets an

enormous wooden phallus and sang the words, "Phallus, thou, companion of

Bacchus, thou rake, hunting housewives and boys in the night... !" (Stoll 1908'

657) When a besieged city fell into the hands of a victorious army, according

to historians of thi time, all the women and boys were raped. For example,

when the citizens of Kroton in southern Italy conquered Sibaris, both the girls

and the boys were all exhibited stark naked so that each soldier could make

his choice. (Peyrefitte 1971, 345, 56)
On the departure of his friend Flaccus to Cyprus, the Roman poet

Martialis hoped that he would "find there a handsome boy just for him

alone," and fhat he would "excite the lust of an entirely chaste girl." (XI 9l)

Horace exhorts an acquaintance: "When salacity makes your penis swell, why

risk an explosion if you have a slave girl or boy at hand on.whom to spend

your raging desire?"- (I-2, I 16-l l8) Solon, Athens' great legislator, declared

ittut u p"ooi-an was luckier than many a rich one if only he is in good health

and hai "from time to time the chance to enjoy the youthful beauty of a boy or

a woman." (Buffibre 1980, 243) In Rome rich people could keep harems of

young slavei of both sexes with whom to amuse themselves. Martialis (XII,
"87) 

waspistrly comments upon such a sexual Croesus: "How pitiful, to be the

owner or tniity girls and thirty boys and have only one cock "which, more-
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over, refuses to stand up!" The less well-to-do had to make use of brothels;
there the visitor could peep into cubicles "where a boy or a girl smiles upon
you." (XI, 45)

Now, man is certainly a taboo-making animal, and so the Greeks also
had their sexual taboos (i.e. irrational interdictions), but they were quite
different from ours. With us the taboo weighs heavily upon homosexuality,
while with them the sex of the partner with whom a man satisfied his sexual
needs was of little concern. Instead they attached the greatest importance to
the status of the participants: was he free-born citizen or slave? The free-born
citizen was allowed to have sex with a male or female slave. The slave, on the
contrary, was severely punished or even put to death if he had his pleasure
with a free-born boy. Additionally, there was another taboo which was no less
important: once a free-born boy had passed his eighteenth year and thus
attained adulthood, he was totally dishonoured if he took the youthful, or
passive, role in oral or anal intercourse (Buffibre 1980, 204,605-611,621
Dover 1978,48,  60) .

But this taboo did not apply to younger boys. From some indeterminate
time before puberty until the onset of late adolescence,let us say from lzto 17
years of age, a boy was allowed to let himself be penetrated by a man. This
could even bring him honour and enhance his reputation. On the island of
Crete boys who had had intercourse with a man wore specially coloured
clothing and had honoured seats in a special section of the theatre.

ln the Anthologia Graeca collection of ancient Greek verse, many poems
deal with the age at which boys were thought most fit to be the sexual partners
of men. Straton (XII, 4) wrote:

When a boy is twelve he gives me pleasure
And when he's thirteen he'll attoct me more.
At fourteen he's the sweetest blossom of love,
And when he turns fifteen the lust with him is keener yet.
Boys of sixteen are for the gods, and I wouldn't touch
A boy of seventeen because he's only Jit for Zeus.
If you're looking for older boys the game is off
Because it's obvious you want him to do the same to you.

Another epigram (XII, 228) by the same poet fixes the limits
precisely:

If a budding boy sins through inexperience
This casts shame upon the friend who seduced him.
If a boy past the proper oge suffers a man to love him,
His willingness magnifies the shame two-fold.
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But Moiris, my boy, there's a sloge when it's no more and not yet shameful
And thot's where we ere now, you and I.

In summary, to be the active partner, be it with men, be it with boys, was
perfectly normal to the Greeks. Their bisexuality showed a pronounced
preference for boys over girls. To be the passive partner was permissible in
pubertal and adolescent boys but thought shameful in adult men. Free-born
people could satisfy their desires with slaves at wil l;slaves were not allowed to
be the active partner with a free citizen.

This Greek view is far from being exceptional in human society;it recurs
later in Islamic culture. The Arab poet Abu Zayd says of his own penis
(Burton 1885, VIII 348),

Dealing to fair young girl delicious joy,
And no less welcome to the blooming boy.

In Arab literature we find the same sentiments about sex with older boys
being improper. Abu Nuwas relates how a boy, after discovering down on his
cheeks, refuses to be kissed: "Master, I 've become a man, and now I f ind it
objectionable to do it with a man. What happened during youth is over. Don't
keep on pestering me." (Wagner 1965, 186)

It can now be stated quite generally that homosexuality is universal in the
human race. Earlier explorers and anthropologists wrote that this tribe or
that primitive people was totally free of any trace of homosexuality. Later
investigators have revealed, however, than in all such cases the earlier writers
had been mistaken; their enquiries were too superficial (Herdt 1981, XV I l).
Where there are men there is homosexuality.

We went into some detail about the Greek sexual taboo system in order
to contrast it with that of our contemporary Western culture and in so doing
show that all such systems are relative and of transient importance. They are
invented in their entirety by man and change with the times. Their origins may
be understandable to a greater or lesser extent or they may remain shrouded
in mystery. But once a taboo establishes itself somewhere people become
subject to its interdictions. It becomes an idol demanding human sacrificial
victims. To venerate it human life and human happiness are destroyed.

One can see why the pastoral people of the Old Testament, with its
ideology of blood and soil, placed such a high value upon numerous off-
spring: they were needed to occupy the Promised Land and exterminate its
original inhabitants. Anti-conception practices like that used by Onan (with-
drawing from intercourse just before ejaculation in order to shed his seed
upon the floor) was thus strongly taboo. The necessity to exclude homosexu-
ality was even more urgent, since it also served to differentiate the Chosen
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People from their neighbours, who accepted and practiced homosexuality
and even included it in some of their religious cults. The struggle against
homosexuality was in part a struggle for tribal purity.

In no way, however, can one justify the elevation of this taboo of a
pastoral people, however understandable its origins may be, to a postulate of
ethics in our present-day Western society. We don't want to increase our
population. We don't want to isolate ourselves in the world. That century
after century people breaking this taboo were cruelly tortured and sentenced
to be burnt alive was unethical. And it is simple immorality that modern
society, despite decades of more l iberal laws, is sti l l , every year, condemning
hundreds and hundreds of innocent men to death by suicide as the direct
effect of its discrimination and naked loathing.

B) THE IMPORTANCE OF THE PARTNER'S AGE

We have already seen that for the ancient Greeks the sexof thepartner
was of minor significance, even if there was a preference for boys: they loved
boys and gtrls, the youngness in and ofboth sexes. The age ofthe partners was
more important than their gender.

Now if it is true that the sexual appetite of most people is directed rather
more to one sex than the other, it is also true that there will be a preference for
a certain age or age range. One of my correspondents wrote in a letter that he
could love every human male between zero and sixty years, but he would
certainly be an exception.

Charting attraction by age would be a much more complicated proposi-
tion than placing a person on the scale of human affectionate response we
previously proposed between pure heterophil ia and pure homophil ia. This is
because of the diversity of age groups. Moreover, where a real love relation-
ship has been established, a sexual partner may keep his appeal for his lover
Iong after he has grown out of the preferred age group. Limits, there{bre, tend
to be blurred.

There are people who prefer greybeards while to others a man in the
prime of life is the most beautiful. Others find their ideal in adolescence, in
puberty, in pre-puberty and finally there is a group of men who are particu-
larly excited by very little children.

Science has looked for explanations of this, just as it has for homophil ia
and heterophil ia. It has been proposed that the gerontophile in his love for
greybeards is searching for a father-figure, the lover of children for his lost
youth, wanting to offer to the small child the tenderness he himself found
lacking in his parents. Some scientists are convinced that one is a homophile
or a child-lover from birth. Others assume the inclination is acquired later in
life, even if this can only happen in a person who is innately so diiposed. All in
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all we know no more about the origins of a man's heterophilia than about his
homophilia-or whatever other "-philia" society may tell him he has.

This battle of the theorists, however, has little importance in the daily
lives of the individuals involved, for even if such inclinations are acquired
rather than innate, this acquisition has already occurred by the end ofthe first
years of his life by some process which has yet to be convincingly explained.
By the time a child is five or six years old his sexual inclinations are fixed so
firmly as to be almost impossible to dislodge (Churchill 1967,214;' Klimmer
1968, 93; Van der Kwast 1968, l18; Sengers 1967,144, Wolfenden 1957,
Section 68; Wyss 1967 , 4+45).In puberty or even before puberty the individ-
ual becomes conscious of being sexual and by then his inclinations are simply
fact, linked so closely to his whole sense of being that they appear completely
natural, in the sense that he always had them. Neither social acceptance nor
rejection can alter his sexual preferences, although environmental attitudes
toward it may have the greatest importance in determining his peace of mind
or his worry, his happiness or misery. A moral system which wishes to
contribute to human happiness should take this into consideration; it must
insist on sexual tolerance. This isn't just a question of morals, moreover; it is a
question of justice, for the direction of a person's sexual inclination is not
consciously and freely chosen; nobody can be held responsible for his own
sexual nature.

Inclinations found only in a minority of people are often labelled "unnat-
ural", "abnormal", "perverse" or "deviant". There is l i tt le sense in this.
Feeling attracted to boys, for instance, is no more unnatural than feeling
attracted to persons with red hair (Righton 1981, 36-37). People having these
less common inclinations are often supposed to experience an overwhelm-
ingly greater pleasure in satisfying them than "normal" people do. If this were
the case we could point to the popular castigation as being rooted in envy, but
it isn't the case at all. The homophile having sex with a man or the boy-lover
embracing his young friend experiences on average no more and no less
pleasure than the heterophile having intercourse with a woman (Allen,
quoted by Pieterse 1978,66).

There has been a lot of research on homophilia. Unfortunately the
subject of sexual preference for certain age groups has received much less
attention. Probably some kind of scale like the one we proposed between
homophilia and heterophilia could be used to analyse the sexual age prefer-
ences of a given population. Most likely it would reveal a cluster in the child-
hood and adolescent years. For most men and women characteristically think
children beautiful, attractive and loveable; children arouse tender feeling in
them. Clearly these feelings are of the utmost importance for the preservation
of the human race. No living creature is more helpless than the human baby,
and so in need of love; no creature is, for its physical well-being, dependant to
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such a degree on nursing and care; no creature is for its psychological

development so completely committed to living in a community with adults.

If, in response to these needs, there exists in adults an inclination to love

children, this is enormously valuable.
Let us do as we did with the scale between heterophil ia and homophil ia:

make one end a 10070 preference for children and the other complete indiffer-
ence to children (this end could also be attraction to elderly people, or
gerontophilia). Every woman and every man, then, could place himself

somewhere on the scale between. Every human being is to a greater or lesser

degree paedophile (the psychiatrist Maas, quoted by Rogier 1973,36). We will
return to this theme in Chapter Four.

But this idea, despite the truth in it, meets with the most violent opposi-
tion. Many people will raise the objection that it mistakenly equates the
sexual, the erotic with the bestowing of loving care upon a child in the process
of bringing him up. For to admit to oneself the erotic element of this human
activity is in our culture enormously more difficult than in the case of
homophilia. And the reason is that Western society has been deceitfully
indoctrinated during the last two centuries in the concept of children as
"innocent" and "pure"-i.e. asexual creatures. Creatures, therefore, who
should be carefully guarded against any contact with sexuality. Within the
ethics of sex-only-for-procreation it is immoral enough for a man to approach
a fellow male with sexual intentions; it is much, much worse if he does so with
a child.

Conscience is to a large extent ruled by the idea that anything which
shouldn't be simply isn't. In order for him to accept consciously that his
attraction to children has also its erotic and sexual aspects, modern man has
to overcome a taboo which weighs upon him like lead-and most men are
unable to do this. In the real world, however, the erotic and sexual elements
are legion, in the child as well as in the adult.

We will have more to say about the child in the next chapter. Let us for
the moment only stress the pronounced pleasure skin contact causes in the
child from the moment of his birth on, and his delight in tenderness, in being
fondled, his desire to crawl into the bed of his parents and other adults, to be
naked against a naked body; later his joy in romping ("horsing around"),
touching other bodies. That a boy involved in such activities often gets an
erection proves how strong the sensual element in him is.

It is a well known fact that young mothers experience lust feelings while
suckling their child. This can be so strong as to bring on a complete genital
orgasm. And for the adult, the fondling, kissing, touching, "rough housing"
with the child wil l have an undercurrent of lust. It is not unusual for a man
taking a child on his knee to "ride the horsie" to find himself getting an
erection (Stekel 1922. 312\.
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And this is a good thing. Once, as a defence lawyer, I was in court
defending a youth leader who had been in charge of a group of 12- to
15-year-old neglected boys in a youth home. After he had been there for six
months he finally gave in to the desires of three of the boys for some intimate
tenderness; when he came into their bedroom to say goodnight he stroked
their naked bodies and in so doing casually touched their penises. He made no
secret of this, even discussed it with his colleagues, so that the powers that be
were quite aware of what he was doing. At f irst they raised no objections.
Later, however, a disagreement with the management arose over completely
different matters and he was dismissed. This caused a revolution among his
boys. "At last we got a good leader and now they sack him!" they complained.
The management needed more ammunition to support their dismissal, so
they lodged a complaint for "indecent conduct" with the police. I told the
judge that these boys had been starved of affection, had not received much
physical tenderness in their upbringing, that my client's behaviour, thus, had
been quite commendable.

"But," the judge interrupted me at this point, "in doing so the accused
experienced sensations of lust!"

Now, to men of the law, lust feelings can only be viewed with horror, for
they taint with indecency any activity in which they occur. The physician who
touches a naked body during examination is not supposed to experience
arousal-and as long as he doesn't he remains outside the purlieu of the law.
But every man who enjoys touching a naked body other than that of his
lawfully wedded wife is acting indecently. The judge thus supposed that I, as
defence council, would vigorously deny the imputed lust feelings of my client
and object that there was no proof whatever of this. Instead I replied, "Yes...
and thank heavens he did!"

Evidently amazed, the Judge asked, "What do you mean?"
I then explained that a child is gifted with a marvellous sense of intuit ion.

If he gets the impression that a grown-up in charge of him feels dutifully
obliged to stroke his hair, kiss him, cuddle him simply because the books say
he should, he wil l hate this and interpret it as a kind of insult. What makes a
caress a caress, tenderness tenderness, is precisely this intuit ional certainty
about the pleasure which he who caresses experiences in giving the caress, the
joy he feels in this intimacy.

Sigmund Freud brought a storm down upon his head by speaking plainly
about the sexual content ofthe relationship between the child and the adults
who care for him. But the sexual feelings are real, on both sides. The
communication between the child and all persons who care for him is an
inllnite source of sexual excitement for him, extending into all the erogenous
zones of his body. And all the physical expressions of love which adults offer
to the child are borrowed from their own sexual l ives where thev are used to
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excite the sexual appetite of their partners (Freud 1920, 92). Man simply
knows no other way.

The French philosopher Sch6rer (1979, 176) goes so far as to suggest that
one reason there is such heat and fanaticism in the battle to preserve the
"nuclear family" is that nowadays this is the only institution which offers
socially acceptable opportunity for adults and children to have affectionate,
directly sensual relationships with one other.

It is unfortunate when the sexual element in these relationships is not
conscious and consciously accepted, for the fear of recognizing it leads to
behaviour on the adult's part which may seriously traumatise the child. If
parents avoid touching the genitals of their offspring, are embarrassed by any
mention of these organs, the child can only conclude that this part of his body
is ugly and dirty-and certainly can have no connection with love and
tenderness. And so a fundamental attitude is acquired which will dominate
the child's thinking forever more: love is essentially separate from sexuality.
This can have fatal consequences. If the child seeks in the companionship of
persons outside of his family the love and tenderness they have withheld, and
if he finds it, he is fortunate indeed. But for many this escape route is
hopelessly cut off (Moller 1983, 96).

ATTRACTION TO CHILDREN

A Common Phenomenon

As early as 60 years ago psychoanalyst Wilhelm Stekel (1922,311, 320)
wrote of the sexual attraction to children, "My experience has taught me that
this is very nearly a normal component of the sexual impulse. Alirost every-
body wil l, at one time or another, discover himself thinking such thoughts,
rejecting and condemning them, however, with all the emotion of moral
indignation. Many people of high moral and cultural standards have confes-
sed to me that such sinful thoughts have been inspired in them by children....
we hardly realise how constantly present paedophil ia is in men and women."

Sixty years later the well known German sexologist professor Sigusch
found it much less difficult to deal with these "sinful thoughts". According to
him adults have problems if they don't desire tenderly sexual relations with a
ctti ld (quoted by Bendig.l980, 9). In France, Gabriel Matzneff ( 1977, g0) calls
the absence of child-love "a bad symptom" and in England Rosemary
Gordon (1978,44), a psychoanalyst follower of Jung, wroteln 1976, ..paedo-
phil ia, the love and sensuous experience of child and youth, is a normal and
universal phenomenon." "'when these factors are considered it is clear that
the sexual preferences ofthe paedophile are not so far removed from those of
the normal man as they might at first appear." (Wilson & Cox 1983, 126)
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It is now technically possible to make laboratory tests of what images
excite a man sexually. The penis of the subject is introduced into an apparatus
which measures the degree of its swelling and records it with an instrument
called a plethysmograph. The Clark Institute of Psychiatry in Canada wished
to so examine "paedophiles" in order to distinguish their responses from
"normal" males. Pictures of naked children were shown to laboratory sub-
jects of both groups. The outcome was surprising: the so-called "normals"
reacted with a penile swelling equal to that of the paedophiles! It appeared
that one simply could not establish in this way any difference between them
and men who had had sexual contacts with children. (CAPM 1980, 38)

English investigators, using this method at Broadmoor Hospital and
Wormwood Scrubs Prison, were equally puzzled by the "overlap between
normals and detected paedophile offenders" (West 1980, 220).

The French psychiatrist Frangoise Dolto claimed that many fathers and
mothers act like paedophiles toward their children. In one investigation into
parent/ child relations a mother said of her son, "As for his body and physical
contact with his father, they like to romp like lunatics with each other, stark
naked. They give each other massages and do all kinds of things together.
There is a lot of sensuality between father and son." (Sch6rer 1979, 176)

In this field, all distinctions and categories must be relative. But even
keeping this in mind, we must not lose sight of the fact that there are those
men and women for whom eroticism with children has a very special signifi-
cance or importance. There are many intermediate positions between being
poor and rich but this doesn't keep us from designating a certain group of
people as wealthy. Thus we can define as child-lovers (paedophiles) those
people in whom the (universal) attraction to children is more pronounced
than in the majority of their fellow beings: it is so clearly pronounced, infact,
that it takes on the greatest importance, dominates, colours and gives direc-
tion to the sexual side of their l ives (de Groot 1981,4; Nationaal Centrum
1976; Rouweller-Wutz 1976, 5). Jacques de Brethmas (19?9, 64) defines
himself as one of these in declaring, "If someone would speak about me
without mentioning my boy-love he wouldn't give a complete picture; it
would remain the picture of s0meone else. To a very large degree, all my
emotions, feelings, all my preoccupations, my whole life is directed to,
consecrated to, staked out on what l ies closest to my heart: boys."

It was in psychoanalytic literature that the proposal was made to define
such people as those who "require the co-operation ofa child-partner ofthe
same or opposite sex in order to achieve sexual gratification." (O'Carroll
1980, 60) To them the child is the human being at its most attractive and
beautiful. The presence of children excites them and makes them happy. They
are always looking for the chance to be in the company of children. The choice
of hobbies and professions is often guided by such sexual tendencies (teacher,
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youth leader, pediatrician). Their erotic dreams and masturbation fantasies
are filled with naked children.

other distinguishing characteristics seem to be lacking. No external
features separate the child-lover from people in whom this inclination
remains in the background. Only one person can make a sure diagnosis, and
that is the person himself. For only he knows what he feels, what he dreams of,
what he fantasises. No one else can tell.

we must strongly stress that the actual sexual activities of an individual
give only a poor indication, never proof, of his sexual tendencies. There are
non-paedophiles who have intercourse with children. This is easy to under-
stand, since there is a certain percentage of paedophilia in every human being.
on the other hand there are paedophiles who never dare to touch a child.
Neither the sexual activities with a child nor their absence is decisive oroof. or
counter-proof, of paedophil ia.

Schofield (1965) and other investigators following him have offered
convincing proof that the homophile individual is distinct from other human
beings only in his preference for partners of the same sex and in no other
respect. In my experience the same applies to child-lovers. In them, as in
homophiles, a tendency common to human nature is more pronounced than
in the average human. That is all. If it seems that we find in both of these
groups a somewhat higher percentage of strange personalities, this might be
more due to the stress placed upon them by a society which persecutes,
punishes, insults, ostracises and despises them than to some innate character
defect.

The Different Forms of Child-Love

Adults especially attracted to children can be either male or female; their
appetites can be directed chiefly along homosexual or heterosexual lines.
Thus there are four possibilities. Three of these we will deal with now, briefly,
to confine ourselves for the rest of this work to the fourth.

MAN,/GIRL

since the enormous success of Nabokov's famous novel Lolita, this kind
of relationship has received a great deal ofattention and open discussion. of
males sentenced for sexual acts with children, the number who have had
contacts with girls is always considerably higher than those who have had
relations with boys (Wegner, 53; Janus 1981, 222; Linedecker 1981, 19l;
Eaurmann 1983, 137, 217 ,491 Hearings 1977, 358). A Swiss investigation, for
elample, reveals that 527o of the accused had had relations with girls, 2l.g%
with boys, 5% with both girls and boys, whlle 20Vo had committed incest,
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mostly fathers with their daughters. (Wyss 1967, l1) In general, Baurmann
(1983, 137) states, "the victims in criminal cases are 70-90V0 girls and 10-3070
boys". It shouldn't be forgotten, however, that criminal statistics never
present a true picture of sexual activity endemic in society. Parents are
certainly more prone to inform the police in cases of sex contacts with young
girls than with young boys, and this introduces a bias into the statistics.
Moreover it appears that boys on the whole respond more positively to sexual
approaches by adults than do girls and are therefore less inclined to tell their
parents about them (Finkelhor 1979,70). Research among students about
their childhood experiences hardly give the impression that girls are much
more exposed than boys to sexual approaches by adults (Kirchhoff 1980,
285-286). Sexual violence against l i tt le girls is not so much committed by
child-lovers as by "normal" heterophiles having recourse to the child as
substitute for the woman they really desire (O'Carroll 1980, 59).

Recently a German author l iving in Holland, H. S. Scheller, has dealt
with this subject in a series of "paedophile" writ ings.

It is not unusual for the init iative to originate with the child. Stekel (1922,
323) cites the case of a nine-year-old girl seducing a man in the most sophisti-
cated manner. In the archives of the Brongersma Foundation there is one tape
recording made by a man during intimate play between himself and a twelve-
year-old, and a second, recorded later, with an eight-year-old girl-friend. lt is
evident that the children enjoy this play very much; one can hear how they
insist on more advanced sexual activities and implore the man to insert his
penis, which he refuses to do. Of course, in smaller girls insertion is often
impossible (Janus 1981,276 gives an example).

According to O'Carroll, many thirteen- and fourteen-year-old American
girls have complete sexual intercourse with men and like it ( 1980, 124,126). A
fourteen-year-old French girl wrote in her diary in 1978, after having slept
with a 47-year-old man, "This was the most marvellous day of my life, the
most beautiful Christmas gift. Everything I did was deliberate, and everything
that happened was at my init iative." Unfortunately the girl 's parents, after
reading these pages, succeeded in having the man who gave their daughter this
wonderful experience sent to prison. The feelings of the child were of no
importance (Sch6rer 1979, 269).

In another period and in some other cultures this would hardly have
created a sensation. According to tradition, one of the Prophet Mohammed's
wives was no more than six years old at the time of their f irst intercourse
(Simons 1977 , 17l). The English social reformer John Ruskin loved a girl of
ten (CAPM 1980, 37) and the German poet Novalis had sex with one of twelve
(Leonhardt 1969). Theodor Storm and Dostoyevski were also enamoured of
twelve-year-olds (Matzneff 1917,16-17). "Thomas Jefferson once wrore ro
George washington that two fourteen-year-old girls would be available for

THE DTFFERENT FoRMS Op CHrr-o-LovE

sexual relations if he came to visit." (Janus l9gl, lg) charlie chaplin married
Lita corey on her l6th birthday, but he had been courting h.;;;.; since she
was seven (Canard Enchaind 29.10.g l).

It is also true that it is in this kind of relations that the worse of what can
be done sexually by an adult to a child occurs. most frequently: violence, rape
and, more traumatizing sti l l , abuse of authority to compel ,h; g"i i; tolerare
sex activiries which she abhors. The palt Mail 6azette..*ar.oTn i sg5 that in
London the detlowering g{ ten-year-old girls had become u poputu, una
frequent sport. As it proved impossible to tulitfy p.ofessionalry tfi. ilr...u'ng
demand for "fresh girls", women speciarists were employed to sew up the
maidenheads of the unhappy 

"."urui", 
after rhey naa ueen usJ rstorr rsog,

555; Dtihren 19l2). It is typical that such a disgusting excess rvould have
happened_ in the prudish victorian Age, permeaied aslt was with negatlve
feelings about sex.

WOMAN/GIRL

The first studies of homosexuality only dealt with men. It was a long timebefore lesbian women began to break through this conspi.r"y oiri i .n". unaspeak openly about their loves and their sex*ual pleasures. eueen-victoria isreported to have been convinced that women were incapable of wantrng and
doing such horrible things and this is the reason why English penal law sti l lmakes no mention of female homosexuarity. The same mJntali iyi, ,hown uythe 

_contemporary German feminist leader Alice Schwarzer'1DStt;, wtro
f-oyuts 

on principle that women can really be paedophiles ..because 
sexuarityln women ls not an exercise of domination".

.. It is quite crude, of 
.course, to place paedophil ia wil ly_nil ly on par wrth

"exercise of domination".. Ada schil lemans, a butch rornurr pry.i lorogist,
f latly contradicts her, and even goes so fai 'as to say,..women not paedo-philes? In the true sense of the word, I think nearry all of them are.,, Ms.Schwarzer's contention. that l i terature, with the exception of court casesinvolving 

. 
"sodomy" (Everard l9g3j, doesn't mention lesbian love_

l:11:t::-r^h:ry" l]ll 
yopc girls comes cioser ro rhe rruth. But unrit recenrlyrrerature was Just as srlent about all forms of lesbian love even though this hasalways been a very common phenomenon (Borneman 197g, l l49).

There is only one exception: plutarch mentions that in Sparta not onlymenioved boys, but "beautifur and noble women" l ikewise toveagirts 1Dzt,r 142).In March 1984 the Bergian paedoprrite monthry l,irpoffiorirr,.a
seven reports written by women. A Dutch publisher unnoun..d a book by asixteen-year-old girl wh.o was in love witr g;rts between six and ten years ofage (Vandenbosch 1984).

Recently-at last-descriptions of love between an adult woman and a
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young girl have !:qln 
to be pub.lished' B.eth Kellv's moving story Speaking

Out on Woman/ (rtrt to'"''"o''L,:liion'.O.o " no- it" was pubtistred in 1979 and

tord about her relatroniirip ". 
an eight-year-old girl with her great-aunt'

Another woman, Sky,;;;.1", fr., ri".V?irir, "Aittto"ogh my best friend called

me a 'lesbian' at-age 9 ;;"; I tried tb sit verv ttott io trei' t dian't consider

myself a lesbian urrtil r *u, ri.il At that time'srte rn.t some lesbian friends of

her mother (CAPM 193ij, is-:bl-^Leila.sebbarirqso' 292) mention-s a similar

case, and Dagmar 
"ot* 

itqSO)-.tttlt 3U9ui 
"so much love' tenderness'

exuberance uno ruuugln"'!-'in u ;rong- lasting' also sexually rather intense

relationship *ittt u gi*;' Other exampGs utt ei"utn Uy Kraemer (1976' 30-35)'

Pieterse (1982, II l04i; M;ii;; irsaj' fs).ry? o'carroll (1e80' 88-e0)' and

Borneman (1978, I 1;6j il"ttb;s paedophile lesbian prostitution'

It has been ,"rr;Jt;;i;;;;ilti;-to children of the same-sex is less

common in women th;; ; 'ntn tWt"t 1977 '2lt)'Kinsey (1953' 486) is of this

opinion and Belt & w;i;;;;;-il)a, o+; rorrna ltrut almost'none of their adult

female respondants n"J"" i"itltt t'nder i6 ytut' of age' Perhaps this is

because the physical differences between u gitl u"a an adult wom-an are much

less'pronoun""a tfran tfrost btt*tt" a Uoy ana a man (Sebbar 1980' 65)' The

boy-lover feels himseii-uii*"t"a Uy ctrara"tttistics of iht young body which

are absent in tt,e aduii *ut.. su, ii is the exceptional woman who is particu-

larly attracted by th;;;';ututtttittl"t which make a girl different from an

"ott f,Tfll,;; of love has been magnificently celebrated by the French author

Pierre Louys inhis Chanson de Bilitis'

WOMAN/BOY

Two female researchers of child love, Loes Rouweler-W.utz(|976,4)and

Monica Pieterse (19?& 24), ;f! fi1{ no reason to believe female was more

rare than male paedJit'lfiu' rt should bc.siits'ed' however'-that the female

form has much widJr Jo'"j; #;',;1rt,r-.n.. r981,228;Janus 1981,263;

Gordon lg'l 6, 43)'fi;;;iti"tll rolt of women as caring for children with a

great deal of pny'i"uii*Jtt"t" offers hergreater freedom (Califia 1980' 20;

ilowells 1981,62;Iitg;;;; 1981' 34)' A.*o"man cuddling and kissing a little

boy in public i, tht;';#;i;; d;;t;""1; 
" 

n'"t doing thi same thing is likelv

to be looked 
"ott 

;:';;il;;j;;";' ti i" e"ne'attv believed that women's

sexuality is not as gtnltuffv focused as.is meln's' Therefore far fewer women

than men ur. uroufi, ,;;;;;;used of i'indecent assault" upon children'

Only about 
"". 

f^;;;;; ZOO tt"ft court proceedings are brought against

women (Walters 1975' 118)'
Recently an English judge even went so far as to say in his decision that

for a woman to hav-e sexuallntercourse with a boy between 12 and 15 was

Tnr DrppEnrNr Fonus Op CHrr-o-Love

perfectly legal and normal (O'Carroll 1980, 92). According to an investigation
among students in Michigan, lSVo had been introduced by older women to
sexual intercourse before the age of l5 (Kirchhoff 1979,284), and in Sweden
3l7o of the boys have their first intercourse in this way (Zetterberg 1 969, 3 l).
Havelock Ell is (1913, III22l) refers to the special attraction the "innocence of
the young boy" has for many women (see also Borneman 1978, 734), Scho-
field, however, found the incidence much lower in England, only 2Vo of the
boys he studied having had an adult woman as partner on the occasion of
their first intercourse. He said, "The proselytizing older woman in search of
virgin boys is either a myth, or very unsuccessful" (Schofield 1965, 6l). In The
Netherlands P. Vennix found that among boys who had had sex with adults,
25Vo had had it with women (KRI 1984, 23).

For the most part the bigger, more mature boy is, of course, a very willing
"victim" in seduction (Walters 1975,121). The official Dutch Speijer Report
made the point that he is often waiting to be seduced. "Seduction" therefore is
the wrong term; what happens is an initiation, an introduction into the use of
the geni ta ls  (1970,  Sect .7.1 &7.3.6) .

Initiation by an experienced woman may be a big help for a boy as he
progresses toward adult sex life. The Danish author Carl Erik Soya describes
in detail the practical lesson a married woman gives to Jacob, the handsome
hero of his novel Sytten (Seventeen). Jacob is at loose ends; he fervently
wishes to switch over from masturbation to actual intercourse but is reluctant
to make this clear to his female cousin, Vibeke, whom he adores. After his
initiation by the married woman he rushes to realize his dreams, first with
Vibeke and then with other women. It is a modern version of the famous
classical pastoral of Daphnis and Chloe (Longus). Daphnis, too, didn't know
how to satisfy his desire for Chloe; a merciful woman taught him how it was
done.

12 Sylvain, a French youth, had belonged to a naturist youth group ever since
he had been a little boy and had camped and played sports naked with the
other children. Sex play was common there, and Sylvain also had sexual
contacts with his older brother Denis. who likewise was a member of the
youth group. At 14 Sylvain went on a holiday trip with the leader of the
group and his wife. The three of them shared a bedroom, and Sylvain had sex
both with the man and the woman. At 15 he got to know a young woman
who became infatuated with him as soon as she discovered what a skillful
sexual partner the young sportsman was. Now every afternoon she picked
him up in her car when he left school, and he quit the naturist group to spend
all his spare time with his new lover (Personal communication).

It is hardly unusual for a mother to feel attracted to her son, and
complete intercourse may well be less rare than public opinion supposes
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(Walters 19'75, l2'l-128). These contacts can start at an early age.

13 A 35-year-old mother told Gauthier, "When he was only l8 months old
my six-year-old son was having erections as soon as he touched me. He
would mount me and make the motions of intercourse: I  thousht this was
nice and disarming."

In his just ly famous movie, Soff ie au coerlr (Murmur of the Heart) Louis
Malle shows an affair leading up to intercourse between a young doctor's wife
and her favourite l4-year-old son Renzo; this starts him offin the direction of
sexual activity with girls of his own age. For both mother and son it is a
beauti ful secret. Guyotat (1967, 222-228) shows a similar sensit ive under-
standing where, in his admirable and horrifying novel Tombeau pour 500,000
soldats (Tomb for 500,000 Soldiers), he describes the first intercourse of
young Serge: it is with his youthful stepmother. She enjoys his artlessness and
inexperience. Unti l  that moment Serge has known no other sex than mastur-
bation and his intercourse with Emil ienne makes him feel he has entered a
whole new world. "You have liberated me," he says gratefully.

Most older boys have the same feelings when they are "seduced" by an
older woman; she helps them overcome their shyness in approaching a gir l .

11 A .15-year-old boy told me how a married woman, in whose garden he was
working, invited him inside to have a cup ofcoffee with her. She sat in such a
way that he could see far up under her skirts, and he became highly excited.
She then asked him whether he l iked what he saw, for the direct ion of his
quick looks was unmistakable. He immediately said yes. "Would you like to
see i t  al l?" He nodded enthusiastical ly. She asked hirn to fol low her to her
bedroom, where she undressed completely and asked him to do the same
thing. Then she drew him to her, took his erection and inserted it in herself.
The invitation was extended several times thereafter, and the episode repeat-
ed, but gradually his interest diminished because he was now starting to
have sex with girls and with them he felt more at ease than with the woman.
(Personal communication)

15 "My first serious relationship was with a much older woman. She was
twenty-six and I was thirteen, but she thought I was fifteen. It was in the
summer in New Hampshire. She was an art ist,  and she real ly loved me. We
were very serious. I loved her a great deal too. I couldn't believe anything so
big could happen to me." The boy's father discovered, however, what had
happened, and put an end to the summer romance. "I  never, ever saw her
again, never talked to her again. I  st i l l  think about her once in a while."
(Janus 1981. 294)

Tne DTppERENT FoRMS Or Currn-Lovp

In Latin and Arab classical riterature 
.we come across discussions be_tween women about the advanrages and aisaduantag;;;; as sexualpartners. In Burton's transration of the Thorr;r; N;;;ir;ri'""iii, ^womanpraises the beardless boy for his smooth skin and artlessness, but her friendprotests, "How shail I spread-eagle myself under a boy, who witt emit tongbefore I go off and forestafi me 

_iri timjness of penis 
""'d'.li*i;;;nd 

leave aman who' when he takerh breath, crippeth crosi and *h." h;;; i;;eth goethleizurely' and when he hath.done, repeateth, ano w'"n-'. 'o*rrrtn pokethhard, and as often as he withdraweth, returneth?" (Burton rss5, v 165)Not all experienced women share that opinion, uno ro*. tuie to boys
i::t_b:::.r:. of their youjh{y] porency. aU"rt ir,. no_un g_f..rl'i*,.oOo.u
(527-565) it is said rhat she Iiked to seiucebeardr.r, youti,, :.rft;;; a rrme shewould go to a community dinner with ten youths or even more, all ofexceptional 

.bgdily vigour who had made a buiiness ortorni"utioi, and shewould be with all her banquet .o.npuniorrs tne wnote nigt,, l.rg]'""a ,h."they all were too exhau-sted to go on, tt 
" 

*oura go to their atteniants, thirtyperhaps in number, and pair ofT with each one ofthem.', (procopius IX, g-r5)
A lady who played an important part i; ihe French Revolution used tobecome sexually excited by traveting in a mail-coacn. rrrereroi. on tongjourneys she took along a l4year-old 6o).;h9 was able to satisfy her appetiteat every halting-prace (Breron 

.1960, xI ioo;. ln ttre Eigtrteent6^'c.ntr.y ru.r,relations even became a fashion; 
'^uny-io^"n 

..preferred 
the adorescentboy-pretty, unthreatening_to rhe .uiur. n'ut.,, (Walters lg7g, 20g).Ernest Ernest publishid an extensive collection of ,."uur inrc.ptions(graffiti) found in 

-French 
public tuuuio.i.r. There were some in which awoman tries to attract boys: "Big woman with enormous tits wants to meetyoung, inexperienced boys to init iate them.,, ( 1979, 35) A Zd_;;;:;" womantold Gauthier, "I'm crazy about v.ry young uiys who have neverdone it yet. Ilike the idea of making them familia. *itr,--y body and with therr own.Rather frequently, however, it is ail a ,rru-. rn.y rrori -u.i, too ,tuuoo..rtyto their preconceptions of what tfr"y aie supposed to do.,, (1976, 150)

l5 Each of three brothers.in.ividually confessed to a man with whom theyalso had relations that he had u..n initrui.Jlnto .."uut inrercourse at aboutthe age of fourteen or fifteen by 
" 

;;;;;^n.igl,uo* iuJ;.;;;;;;;.",pride in this adventure, each hai 
"u..iriry 

t.pt rt secret frorn his brothers.(Personal communicatron.l

l7 Sociologists interested in what went on in a rake region near Amsterdam
yfer1,watel.sports were popular discovered tt at a ,iumO.;;i;;;;;;r.,Irom the red light district near the port were spenaing ttr.iit,orior;'vrlir.... r,seemed it was their special pleasur. to initi"t.-r.xuary mature but inexperr_enced boys into sexuar inteicourse. ur.a ur itt.y were to order, often unao_
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petizing clients, these fresh, handsome, sportive boys held for them a special
attraction; the "pupils"' clumsiness in their first sexual adventurei was
highly pleasurable to these prostitutes and appealed to their mother instinct.
Perhaps in some cases there was a sadistic impulse present to destroy the
"innocence" of the boys. (personal communication) oth.. instances are
mentioned in Sonenschein (1983).

Such an experience can be very beautiful and enriching for the woman as
well as for the boy (Borneman 1978,341). If the woman acis with tenderness
and tact and does it right the boy may be grateful for the rest of his life. Such
episodes stimulate the imagination and evidently give rise to fantasies which
are exciting to a lot of people, as witness the abundance of American porn
books passing themselves off as scientific studies of sex between women and
boys-and even between mother and son. The frequent moralizing tone fails
to hide the real feelings of the author.

one classic is Les amours du chevolier de Fsubras by Jean-Baptiste
Louvet de couvray; another, dealing with incestuous relaiions, is Arthur
Schnitzler's Frau Beate und ihr Sohn.

of course the manner and circumstances in which such an important and
memorable thing happens to a boy may strongly influence his subsequent
evolution and have lasting consequences (Wegner, 26-2j).

18 A boy on his way home from boarding school for his Christmas holidays
shared a railway compartment with a beautiful woman. They struck up a
conversation, and when it grew dark and they settled down to sleep the
woman started to press one of her feet against his lower stomach and
genitals. Intensely excited, the boy jumped into her arms and had intercourse
for the first time in his life. Pleasure and happiness swept through him like a
hurricane. she kissed and caressed him tenderly. He was now madly in love
with her. The next morning the train arrived at its destination. with cries of
joy, the woman ran into the embrace of-her husband who, with their tnree
children, had come to meet her. A casual smile for the boy with whom she
had spent the last night of passion, and she was gone. The boy stood there,
utterly shattered, convinced that no man should ever trust a woman's
honesty or fidelity.

It is likewise unfortunate when a boy, overwhermed by his sexual urg-
ings, or on the insistence of comrades, has his first experience in a brothel (a
favourite theme of many novels!) or receives practical instructions in a cold
and businessl ike atmosphere. I t  is worse st i l l  i f  he is subiected to violence.

19 Karl-Eduard, fourteen, was sent on an errand to a certain Mrs. T.,
forty-five. when they were alone she undressed completely. The boy said
afterwards, "She pressed her big tits into my face with so much force that r

Tnr DrrreRsrur FoRus Or, Cnrr_o_Lovs

nearly suffocated.-. Then she pushed me into her bedroom and into herhusband's bed..-,  ' I  et me go! '  i repeated. ' I  don't  wanr to ao tt  i ,  unt,t  t ' .n
older and I 'm married. '  But she thiew me on my back on her husband,s bed,
tore my trousers oflme.al! exposed my penis. Then she bent over, took it inher mouth, bit  i t  so hard i t  huri  me andl cr ied out. I  tr ied to rtuna'upugarn,
but Mrs. T. pinned me down. Then she squatted on me so I couldn,t move.
She sucked on my co.ck until I shot my sperm, which she swallowed,
smacking her lips loudly. Then she made me get up and told me I could
always return if I wanted to.... But I never came 6ack and told my pu..nt, uttabout i t  afterwards." (Stieber lg7l,  16)

20 Clarence osborne was the Australian boy-lover who aocumented hrs sexrelations with some 2500 boys between the ages ot. l3 and 20. one of them
told osborne that he had literally been raped by u young *o,nur,. st . inu,,.c
him to have sex with her, but he refused because he knew she was verypromiscuous and he was afraid ofcatching from her some kind ofvenereat
disease. But she got two men to grab him and hold him <Iown, and then stre
rubbed. his penis until it stiffened, inserted it and rode upon'ti. 

-::en6 
1spurted all my seed into her belly". (1977, 12)

of course, the init iat ive sometimes originates with the boy himself:

2l "My first real honest.to goodness (oh so good) sexual experience was when
I was a freshman in high school in Davenp*ort, Iowa. I hai a six-month-rong'affair' with a widow on my paper route. She was an .older, woman of'thirty-five and I was a youth of ihirteen or fourteen. I always liked^older
women." (Hite 1981, 360)

22 Sutor (1964, 297) tel ls of a servant named Demba in a French Afrrcan
colony who saw that his mistress was waiting in vain tbr the officer she loved.*The negro boy, who was a very handsome Ld, with eyes like a gu.rllr,'una uform like an antique faun, but already a man, so far as the rlr.ifni, g.nitut
appararus was concerned, though he had not yet arrived at the ige ofpuberty, ventured ro enter the chamber where theiady *ur rtitii.ritlrrg'ou..
the absence of her lover. I  cannot describe here, in fult  and ..uri . i i "ui iy, t t .
scene in which Demba showed the lady, proofs in hand, that t,. *u, iri f ou.
with her, and that he was of a size to saiisfy her desires.,,

Where there is demand. there is always supply, and therefore prostltu_
tion. Paul Lbautaud writes in his diaries or uoy, who tord him about theirfemale clients in the Bois de Boulogne: the women gave handsome tlps to bel icked by them (Beurdeley 1977,zt+1.1heard the same tale from a Dutchsai lor boy in Hamburg. And a handsome portuguese bett-bty, 'who waswilling and able to satisfy mare as well as femai'e clients, c-#plained ofoverwork during the holiday season when he had to tend to tris trotet duties all
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day long and then spend the night having sex with French or English female
tourists. He did, however, make a lot of money this way.

MAN/BOY

Now we come to the kind of relationship which is the real subject of this
book.

It should not be equated with the others just discussed. All of human
history and even the precursors of human behaviour in the animal kingdom,
suggest that we are dealing here with a much more important phenomenon. In
one of his conversations with Chancelor Friedrich von Mtiller, Goethe stres-
sed that "BoyJove is as old as humanity, and thus we could levensay that,
though it is contrary to nature, it nevertheless conforms to it." (Burkhardt
1870, 138) Dr. Wainwright Churchil l confirms that in the Animal Kingdom
"The cross-species and cross-cultural data also reveal that homosexual con-
tacts occur most frequently between a younger and an older male rather than
between mature males of the same age. Often there is considerable disparty
between the ages of partners.... Fully developed males usually regard each
other as sexual rivals rather than as sexual partners. On the other hand, an
encounter between a younger and an older male, especially if the younger
male is not fully mature, may lead instead to sexual responsiveness on the part
of both. Younger, less physically developed males of course are not as
differentiated as females in either appearance or temperament, and they are
usually more passive and less aggressive than older males, making sexual
union easier and more successful between the two. At the human level these
biological factors may be no less important, but in addition psychological
factors seem to play a big part." (Churchil l 1968, 85-86) The Dutch scientist
A. Kortlandt filmed chimpanzees in the African jungle; he observed that older
males had anal intercourse with younger males nearly as frequently as they
mated with females. American researchers like Maslow and Count found a
similar behaviour pattern in other species of monkeys in their natural settings,
even in the presence of females (Schlegel 196'1 , 154-155).

In general one can affirm that homosexuality is found most frequently in
the higher mammals, the brains of which are closest in development to those
of human beings. Male dolphins rub their penises on the soft belly of younger
males, the same thing they do when trying to arouse females into copulating
wi th them (West  1977,  l l5- l l7) .

Strato (d 270 bc) made mention of the homosexual play of young dogs;
since his time homosexuality has been observed in nearly every vertebrate
animal species, among fishes even, and in the mammals from bats to dolphins,
from the elephant to the horse, and especially-as we have already
observed-in monkeys. Most commonly the young animal tries to establish a
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non-aggressive relationship with the older one by presenting himself in the
attitude the female adopts for coupling. The oldeianimal then mounts the
younger and makes the motions of intercourse (Borneman 197g, 5g4: Buffidre
1980,433,518-520; Cell i 1972, passim; Ford & Beach 196g, 144-146. r49.2i6:
Gide 1925,  l2-75:Morr is  1976,  84:  Scherer  1974.  189) .  The srock breederwho
wants to have sperm from a bull can excite him, make him mount and
ejaculate on a bull calf (West 1980, l l7).

The young animal is recompensed with protection, caresses and often
with food. Here is the prototype behaviour of what we also observe rn
humans. Every claim that boy-love is not in harmony with nature is under-
mined by what actually takes place in nature itself.
""' Ancient Greek mythology contains a great deal of keen psychological
truth. It is striking how many stories deal with gods enamourei of beautiful
boys and having sex with them-while there's not a single instance of a
goddess lov inga g i r l  (peyref i t te  1977.53,62) .  Everywhere u id ut  u l l  r imes on
earth there has existed a special bond between men and boys. and like everr.,
o the rdeephumanre la t i onsh ip i t s t r i ves fo rphys i ca |exp ress ion .

Man,/Boy Relationships

BOY-LOVE AND PSEUDO BOY-LOVE

Now it must be stressed that not every sexuar activity which takes place
between a man and a boy can be placed in ihe category which we recognrze as
boy.-love. Neglecting this was oni of the fatal mistates scientists have made
until very recently in dearing with this phenomenon-a mistake which dis-
torted and made worthless nearly everything they wrote.

we have already seen that affection for members of his own sex, as well
as attraction toward youthful individuals, is present in each human male to a
greater or a lesser degree. This makes it possible for every man to have sex
with ahandsome boy. Any "normal" man'may suddenly find himself sexually
excited by the sight of a boy (Geiser 1979, g3_g4). This is supported by
evidence that there were periods in the past, and certain cultures rn the
present, where it was or is considered normal, or even a duty, for men to have
sexual relations with a boy. Later we wil l see examples oi i i , ir, but for the
present it is enough to observe that the naked body ofa beautiful boy radiates
a kind of exciting sexiness perceptible by every normal man.

23 one of my correspondents worked for a large company rn Amsterdam. He
was sentenced to two months of imprisonment for sex with a bov. But he was
an excel lent  worker  and h is  boss wanted h im back.  A canvass was taken rn
the section where he had been employed and, as he had been a very Dleasant
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colleague, the general feeling was that he would be welcome again. Gradu-
ally, after he returned to the office, his fellow workers grew accustomed to
the idea that this man 'did it' with boys, and they even started to crack jokes
about it completely void of venom. He began to speak openly of a nrce
l5-year-old who was his dear friend. The day came for the annual office
excursion; every man was to bring his wife or girl, and his colleagues said to
him, "Why not bring your friend?" The boy agreed and came to the gather-
ing. He was handsome, friendly, nice, lively and an enthusiastic football
player; everyone liked him at the party. The next day an older colleague
approached my correspondent and said, "Something extraordinary hap-
pened to me yesterday. As you know, I'm married and the father of two adult
daughters. I have never felt the least attraction from other directions, but as I
observed your young friend during our excursion I was suddenly seized by
the thought, 'How nice it must be to have such a person in bed with you and
to do i t  with him!" '  (Personal communication)

During the first phase of research into homosexuality, every sexual act
with a partner of the same sex was considered syptomatic of homophilia.
Soon i t  was found, however, that some homosexual acts were carr ied out

faute de mieux, in substitution for preferred, but for some reason unavailable ,
heterosexual opportunit ies, that there existed a kind of pseudo-
homosexuali ty. Males considered "normal", that is with an overwhelming
preference for women or gir ls, resorted to sexual act ivi t ies with male com-
panion in the absence of the more desirable female partners (as in jai ls,
prison-of-war camps, labour colonies, during exploring expedit ions, on ship-
board). In prisons half of the inmates have homosexual contacts (Pacharzina
1979,l5l). In the great majori ty of males the sexual appeti te is so imperative
that i t  demands some kind of satisfact ion, and i f  the preferred object is absent
i t  is compelled to make do with a less desirable one. In labour camps Chinese
coolies divided themselves into two groups, act ive and passive; those who
were active during the f irst week had to be passive during the next (Stol l  1908,
9s7).

If a man has such experiences occasionally, or even over a longer period,
he wil l not be changed by them into a homophile. For a man is a homophile
only if he prefers homosexual acts above all others and would turn to a male
partner even when females are readily available to him.

Patzer (1982,63-64) lists the following motives for homosexual behav-
iour: l) sexual attraction to persons of the same sex (homophil ia); 2) lack of
opportunity for heterosexual intercourse (emergency homosexuality); 3) sex-
ual experimentation in youths (developmental homosexuality); 4) desire for
tenderness in sentimental friendship (mostly in adolescence); 5) social activi-
t ies within social institutions (as in init iation during puberty rites); 6) sym-
bolic demonstration of superior power (aggressive homosexuality). Quite
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obviously, these forms are very different. Boys may take part in all of them.
These facts are generally recognised now in literature which deals with

homosexuality, but in research into paedophilia they are only very slowly
being accepted. Later in this chapter we will see the fatal impact of this failure
to make the proper distinctions upon the popular concept of ..the"

paedophile.
It is not difficult to understand how the predominantly heterophile male,

when no girl or woman is available, will find greater satisfaction with a
smooth-skinned, soft-cheeked substitute boy than with an adult substitute
man. Lawrence (1980), an American researcher, even thinks that in human
evolution there was a natural selection process favouring those hunters who
were best able to satisfy their sexual needs with the boys who accompanied
them and were thus most strongly motivated to deal lovingly with their
training and education. The first picture in Karsch-Haack's well-known study
Das gleichgeschlechtliche Leben der Naturvdlker (1911) (Homosexual Life of
Primitive People) is of two young black boys, "male concubines of soldiers
among Sudanese negroes", travelling in the rear of an army expedition.
Among those blacks brought to Johannesburg to work the mines in l9l5 a
number of females were reported. However further investigation revealed
that these people were confined in all-male camps and the "women" were
really boys playing the female role (Bullough 1976,25). Regarding New
Guinea, Bullough (ibid 26) quotes a local informant: "Women are seldom
available on the larger plantations and in the towns, and the older labourers,
already accustomed to indulgence, are forced to take youths as lovers instead.
A boy's behind is said to be a not unsatisfactory substitute, though everyone
from Wogeo prefers the real thing, and is thankful on his return to go back to
it." In the pages of Havelock Ell is' book devoted to the habits of American
tramps, a man tells how he enjoyed his life with a woman "much more than
his intercourse with boys. I asked him why he went with boys at all, and he
replied, "Cause there ain't women enough. If I can't get them I've got to have
the other."'(Ell is 1913, II 362) Among the Azande people in the Eastern
Sudan, "much of the male population between 25 and 35 was reported in 1932
to be organised into vure -or groups of men-and denied access to women.
During this period in their lives they were supposed to fight for the chief or in
the absence of war, work on his land. Boys were, however, available, many of
the men bringing boys with them." (Bullough 1976,27)

From time out of mind ship's boys have known that their duties were not
l imi ted to sai l ing tasks.

24 Flashman, a Rugby Old Boy, told of his adventures on board a sail ing ship
in 1848. On one ofthe ftrst days ofthe voyage he was in his cabin, i l l , when
entered "a nimble little ferret of a ship's boy" who immediately proposed,
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*I1l get in bed wiv yer for a shil l in"'. "Get out, you dirty l i tt le bastard,', says
I, for I knew his kind; Rugby had been crawling with'em. ..I 'd sooner have
your great-grandmother." ..Snooks!" says he, putting out his tongue.
"You'll sing a different tune after three months ui ,.u irr' not a wench in
sight. It ' l l  be two bob then!" (Fraser 19j2, 4g)

. . Healthy heterophile men may satisfy themserves from sheer necessity
with a boy,-returning afterwards, once back in society, to women. But there
are also unfortunate, abnormal people who are unable to establish conract
with the adult partne.r t_h.:I would prefer because of some psychic insuffi-
ciency and so seek out children.

of course' for the most part these children are girrs. It has been estab-
lished that in cases of criminal abuse of girls (instinces of rape, indecent
lgsault, coercion) the offender is mostly an ordinary ttete.opniG 1b'carroll1980, 59). Heterosexual contacts witir- childre.r, -o..ou.., are rnuch less
obj.ectionable to the general public than homosexual activities (The Gay Left
Collective 1981, 57). Boys are very rarery victims of violence, but it is hardly
exceptional for men who really prefer serwith a woman or even another male,
but who are unable to get it, to turn instead to boys, trying to p..*ua. tn.n'
without recourse to violence to have sex with them. As su-ch contacts do not
completely satisfy some individuals, their sexual needs may inirease to a
cravin-g, and thus we get the wretched personality who is unubl. to restrain
himself, is obsessed with the desire to handle a ioy', p.ni, iii"rp..tiu. ot
whether its owner is six months or sixteen years old (Bo.neman Dis, t:az;.
The public calls such people paedophiles, but they aien't by any meaningfur
def in i t ion of  the word

The inabil ity to establish the preferred kind of contact may be caused by
a lack of vital energy (Stieber r97r, rs7),or by an inferiority complex, when,
for example, a man is ashamed about ihe smail size of his lenitais or about
being impotent. He may be afraid a woman would sneer at"him and hope a
child would be less crit ical.

In other males the universal paedophile impulse is rather strong but
either it has never come into consciouiness or it is repressed. Stress or
excessive use of alcohor may remove the inhibit ions in such people, often to
their complete surprise and dismay, and read to an exprosion orpeni-up tust.
But we shouldn't call these.men paedophiles either, because ju.'oofr,ir.r, uy
our definition' are people whose sexual appetite is so srrongly ii*"i.0 toward
children that it colours and guides theii whole l ife.

25 Such was the case of a young man who arrived at the home of his fianc6e
after a hard day at work eagerly rooking forward to having sex with trer. strewasn't there, however, and in his extreme disapporntment, overwhelmed bv
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salacity, he ran to.the bedroom of her l4-year-old brother and raped him(Krafft-Ebing 1903, 334).

on the other hand there are true paedophiles who, for one reason or
another, never touch a child and so uuoio u.i.rg recognised u, on" (pieterse
1982, I-27).

Paedosexuality (that is, sexual activity with a child) can thus be consum_
mated both by paedophiles and non-paedophiles, und ,o it is important to
make a distinction between the paedophire and the pseudo-paed6phile.

It is not to be assumed that the paidophile, being attraci.J io ci,rtdr.n,
invariably behaves well toward them, or thai the pseud"o-pu"Jopr,ir. rs always
the infamous and detested child molester,. resorting to vioGnce. Among
paedophiles there are saints and sinners, just as ul.ong rt.i.."pnil., o.
homophiles-or any other. -philes you might mention. ihat is,-there are
a.mgnq them people whose intent is first anJforemost to r.ru. tt .'lnt.rest ot.
the beloved child as well as people who only want to satisfy their own lusts.
And.if a pseudo-paedophile is a gentle and kind persoh tt. *iI o.ul gentty ano
kindly with the child when using it as a substitut.-uut p."auury *? wilrf ind
among true paedophiles a.high^er percentage of men willing to adapt their
sexual desires to the sexrrality of the child (Sch6re r r9i9, q rl]rra"rv 

" 
paedo_

phile will think shared feelings more important than sexual contact itself(Corstjens 1980,273).
In his detailed inv^estigation of a large number of male sexual dehnquents

i1 
{m91ican prisons, Gebhard and his c-o-workers at the Kinsey Insirtute nao

the bright idea to ask their.paedosexual subjects not only the age of the child
with whom they had committe d their offences but also tnJ ra..iig" 

"f 
an idealpartner. The results were surprising. Among 244 mares found gu"ilty of sexual

activities with children under the age of 12, 
-on 

ry 2 said th.y ,"illy ;referred apartner of this age. Among 269 males found guilty of sexual urtiuitr", ,itr,children from 12 to l5 years, only l7 said they-prefirred a pu.tn". in this agebracket. In the contror group, comprising 759 peopre n;;. ;;";ced forsexual.offences, one person said he priferrei a ctriio unaer D anl-ii pr"f"rrra
a child between 12 and 15; all the others claimed ttrey pr.rerred'an old".partner.

Gebhard therefore concluded, "Since society is so deeply concerned

:_o^::Tj-lt l : 
*!g;nqug" in sexual activity with children o. yJung p.opr.,n

tnelr early or mrddre te€ns, it is worth noting that the problem is niiso muchone of a predilection for youth as it is on.-of lack of discri-i;;; agarnstyouth. Thus our data show the great majority of so-called .child-molesters,
would prefer sexual activity with adults, tut are willing to turn to children ifadults are unavailable or if the man is inioxicated o. urrl.r rtr.ss.; '1beona.a
1965 ,  666 ,691 )
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Objections have been raised to this opinion that Gebhard's study dealt
with prisoners, and prisoners are subject to greater than normal temptation to
give the "socially acceptable answer", hoping thereby to make a favourable
impression upon those who control their destiny (Zwerus 1977,93-97). But
this objection is not very convincing. Kinsey Institute researchers have a great
deal of experience, gained over many decades, in eliciting truthful replies to
confidential questions and in testing for veracity. They were apparently aware
of the possibility of factual distortion (West I 977, I I ). That they succeeded in
obtaining reliable answers can be seen by the fact that many of the prisoners
told the Kinsey researchers they really were guilty of the acts for which they
were imprisoned, after having persistently denied it at their trials. Even more
impressive is the great number of "socially non-desirable answers" these
prisoners gave Gebhard and his co-workers. The men opened up in such
extremely taboo areas as oral-genital contacts and anal intercourse with their
wives; men who were not homophiles talked about homosexual contacts; men
who had not been sentenced for sexual offences talked about their desire for
sex with boys; men found guilty of sexual offences against adults confessed to
having had sex with children not known of by the police. Even bestiality (sex
with animals) was admitted by people imprisoned for other kinds of criminal
offences. The people interviewed by Gebhard were confident that their an-
swers were to be kept absolutely secret and knew that no prison director or
judge would ever learn of them or make use of them in making decisions
regarding their release. Therefore the suggestion that Gebhard's data were so
distorted as to render their enormous statistical weight invalid is quite
unfounded. We may, then, take it for granted that the majority of these
prisoners sentenced for paedosexuality were not really paedophiles.

Somewhat later, in 1967, the Swiss psychologist Wyss came up with
similar data but didn't perceive their logical significance. Among 160 sen-
tenced sexual delinquents, he found that only l0 were clearly attracted to
children. Four of the subjects had sexual desires for "ephebe-like boys of
l3- l4 years of age", and in them he clearly saw "an aesthetic fascination with
their physical characteristics, not the least important of which were their
genitals." With these men; "both their minds and their fantasies were in-
volved. And it was precisely these four who had carried on long-lasting re-
lationships with boys who appealed to their tastes." (Wyss 1976, 67) These,
then, were the true paedophiles, set apart by their commitment to boys from
the pseudo-paedophiles.

The problem of the "socially desirable answer" was skilfully avoided in
the same year by the American sociologist Charles H. McCaghy. "Since this
study dealt with persons officially labelled as child molesters, their own
statements concerning the meaning which children had for them prior to the
offence might well be biased." To avoid this distortion, McCaghy put his
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subjects into categories "measured by the range of interaction which adults
had with children: the extent to which their life patterns were occupied by
contacts with children"-that is, occupational and leisure activities and so
on. In so doing he established substantial differences between those belonging
to the category where social contacts with children were frequent and enrich-
ing and those in other categories. The men who had many social contacts
never used any form of coercion; a non-sexual relationship usually preceded
the sexual activities which, moreover, were usually restricted to pissive or
active fondling of the genitals. These were the men whose lives bore witness to
a special attraction to children; in other words, they were paedophiles
(McCaghy 1967).

Paedosexuality (or sexual activity with children), therefore, is no sure
indicator of paedophilia. A man can only be considered paedophile if, for
him, children are the most important elicitors of sexual arousal. on the other
hand, the fact that a man may never have had sexual relations with a child is
hardly proof of the absence of paedophile tendencies in him. For there are
paedophiles who, for one reason or another, never touch a child.

The importance of this difference between paedophiles and pseudo-
paedophiles wasn't recognised until a few decades ago bui today it is stressed
by nearly all modern commentators (Baurmann 1983, 312,40g,713; Bendig
1979,33; Fisch 1971, l3; Geiser 1979,32-33,83; Gagnon & Simon 1970, l0;
Haeberle 1978,273; Hart de Ruyter 1976,43};Howells l9g0,2g;Ilken 19g2,
l, l3; Kerscher 1978, 154; Mcil ler 1983, 42; O'Carroll 1990, 61, 69; pieterse
1982, I- l ; Righton l98l 25-26; Rouweler-Wutz 197 6, 5, 22; Rubin t'9g4. 2g4:
Sandfort 1980, 185; Schil lemans 1983, 135; Sengers 1970,47;Swanson 196g,
677; West 1980 142-143, 152,220; yaffe- l9gt, lS; Zeegers 1g7i,205).
Nicholas Groth makes a similar distinction between ..fixated" and --regres-
sed" paedophiles (Illinois Legislature 1980, 32-33), a terminology ro be
rejected as too suggestive for scientific use. The writers of Golden Ale Islam
recognised it eight centuries ago. El-Tifachi (l lg4-1253) pointed but that
some men have sexual relations with boys not because they're particularly
aJtracted to boys but because it is fashionable and considered elegant: with
them it is the brain and not the body which impels them to embracJboys. He
adds that the act of love with a boy is u.r .*.r"ir" for the mind, a discipline for
one's character and magic for the intellect, since it demands both insieht and
understandin g (1970, 157).

BOY-LOVE AND PEOPLE WITH DIFFERENT ORIENTATIONS

How much understanding is there of boy-love in people who don't share
the erotic feelings of the paedophile?
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Thetypicalhomophi lemalehtmse| fhasl i t t leappreciat ionof thecharms
of boys in iris preference fot the fully developed male body' complete with

iu.iuf'ttui, lUearO; and hair on the Uoay-Uottr of which boy-lovers particu-

larly abhor. --  ̂ -^ ^L^-^
on theo the rhand , theboy - l ove rS€ems topossessmorecha rac te r l s t l -

callymalequalit iesthantheuu,.,ug"adult.. lo-vinghomophile'Gebhard(1965'
ni", iti, iqz_e$, 652) and Scho*field (1965,.42,66) observed that feminine

behaviourandappearanceaswel lashomophi lemanner ismsweremuchrarer
in the paedophile. t<uit Freund claimed that the least effeminate of his

tornoptlt" ,r'rb.|..t, were those who preferred boys of 13 to 16 years of age'

The most masCuline were most strongly attracted to slim younger partners

with l itt le body hair (1969,62,69,7t' The typical boy-lover is not' then' a

r romop t , i t e (Ge ise r |g7g ,18 ; I t a l i aande r l 969 , l 01 ;Mo l l e r | 983 ,32 ;P ie te rse
1982, II-10; Wolfenden 1963,45)'

Formanyyears,now,thehomophi leemancipat ionmovementhasdis-
paraged and even expelled boy-lovers (Madru l983; Sandfort l980)' Many a

homoph i l ehas though t ,ands t i l l t h i n l<s , t ha theandh i s fe l l ow-su f fe re rs
would have a far better public image if these damned "boy-rapers" weren't

around giving homopttitLt utta horiophilia a bad reputation-(Baudry 1982'

iil; fru'.rr.i tSlS, ?;. 
-'ni, 

is more fhan slightly naive_for the great public

majority has never ..ulty t it.d sexual minorit ies' The sight of one persecuted

*in"tity begging for tolerance and understanding while at.the. same time

"orJ.-"lng""urri 
a.rpiSng a still smaller minority is hardly inducive of

sympathy. Fortunateiy in"the last few years there has been a big shift of

o'pin'io"; ro, example, ihe major Dutch homophile organizariol199c ( 1980),

;i,;a" long debate, finally came to the conciusion that the emancipation of

homophilii cannot be completed without a parallel em-a1cina.119n of paedo-

pt iiiu. r" France a leader in the gay rights movement told me, "we will never

let anywhere as long as minors cannot receive an education in which homo-

i"*uuflt' is declared-to be a completely natural and fully satisfactory element

of  sexual  desi re."
Recognis ingthatboys,especia l lymatureboys 'aresexual lyat t ract lve ls

much easiir for ihe heterophile female, since, finding an adult man an accept-

uUi. ,"* partner, she is often capable of identifying with the experience of

both participants ln a manlboy relationship' Thus any rejection she makes of

uoy_ttu. is tikely to be the result of cultural conditioning and so may assume a

less emotional accent than in men. Many a boyJover has fOund he can better

d i s c u s s t h e i n t i m a t e s i d e o f h i s r e l a t i o n s h i p w i t h t h e m o t h e r . o f h i s y o u n g
friend than with the boy's father. women capable of independent thinking,

whodon, tpermi t themselvestobeguidedbycul tura l ly indoctr inatedpreju-
dices, may .u.n .o-.'to a deep undJrstanding of boyJove only exceptionally

**it.J ty tne heterosexual male. Perhaps this is why some of the finest
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novels ever written about love between an adolescent boy and an adult man
have been penned by women. To mention some from the last few decades:
Marie-Claire Blais' The Wolf (197$; Isabel Holland'sThe Man Without q Face
(1972); Iris Murdoch's Henry and Cato (1976): Mary Renault's The Persian
Boy (1972); Christiane Rochefort's Printemps au Parking ( 1969); Marguerite
Yourcenar's Mdmoires d'Hadrien (195 l); Ursula Zilinsky's Middle Ground
(1968). The sympathy might be mutual. Baudelaire must somewhere have
written that the appreciation of intell igent women is a prerogative of the
boy-lover.

The "normal" male heterophile, whose sexual longings are mainly direc-
ted toward females, may also perceive the seductive qualit ies of a boy and
enjoy pleasurable sex with him. For the boy-with his fresh complexion, his
shining, silk-l ike hair, his radiant long-lashed eyes, his soft, ruddy cheeks, his
full sweet l ips, his smooth-skinned hairless body with its rounded curves, his
slim waist-has so many properties in common with a woman (Aristotle
quoted by Peyrefitte 1981, 148; Back 1910,610; Borneman 1978, 590,973-975,
l00l; Bullough 1976, 495; Fischer & Howells 1970, 6251, Freud 1920, 211
Freund 1981, 1621, Montherlant & Peyrefitte 1983, 19; Righton 1981, 36;
Vol ta i re |  25-26;  West  1981,  256;  Wi lson & Cox 1983,  19,  126;Yaf f6 1981,
79-80). Havelock Ell is (1913, II 286) wrote, in phrases typical of that period,
"A sexual attraction for boys is, no doubt, as Moll points out, that form of
inversion which comes nearest to normal sexuality, for the subject of it usually
approaches nearer to the average man in physical and mental disposition. The
reason for this is obvious: boys resemble women, and therefore it requires a
less profound organic twist to become sexually attracted to them." This,
however, doesn't usually ameliorate the situation; it only complicates mat-
ters, for, as we have seen, our culture condemns man/boy relationships with
much greater ferocity than it does manl man relationships and teaches every
man that he shouldn't foster such feelings, that they are ignominious and
scandalous. Now there is a mechanism in the human mind which tells us that
anything that shouldn't be simply doesn't exist. So the male, not allowed to be
physically excited by boys, tries to convince himself that, even when he is, he
isn't. Every positive response toward a boy's sexuality is energetically
disavowed-and the stronger the response the more forceful is the disavowal.
The emotional intensity with which a man rejects the idea of boyJove can well
be an indicator of the degree to which this tendency is present in him. Dr.
Benjamin Karpman observes in his book The Sexual Offender, "since normal
people have the same mechanisms as sex offenders, coping with them only
through strong repression, they react emotionally to such offences, projecting
repressive mechanisms on the offender." (1954,601) And Leist (1981) quotes
Adorno saying that a taboo functions most strongly wherever the man
subordinated to it unconsciouslv wishes to commit the forbidden act himself.
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Therefore the heterosexual male gets terribry upset when the borderline
between unconscious and conscious desires threatens to break down. and this
happens every time he finds himself confronting the phenomena of homosex-
uality and boy-love. He cannot identify with such creatures because he cannor
permit himself to realise how much he has in common with them. Grinther
schmidt and volkmar Sigusch (lg6i), studying "the problem of prejudice
towards sexually deviant groups", concluded that an overwhelmingmijority
of_the people they questioned thought that a prostitute, a nomoptrite, a
lesbian, an exhibit ionist, a man who has sex with animals or a sadist was more
"sympathetic" as a person than a paedophile.

A'll those who cry loudly that the paedophile ought to be castrated, who
would l ike to strangle him with their own hands, who thint he should be shot
or put in jail for the rest of his life are themselves highly suspect of paedophilia
(Karpman 19 59, 299 ; Rhyxand t97 8, 266). Bltiher (19 53, i55_256i put if quite
accurately: "In prosecuting paedophiles, a man struggles againsithe suspi-
cion that he could be one himself and, seeking reassurance, he exteriorises his
own inner battlefield". He attacks boy-love, suppressing his own real feelings.
As contact with an attractive boy threatens to bring these feelings to the
surface again, the presence of such a boy becomes irritating. This indition
stimulates aggression against the boy. Bltiher observed iepeatedly ..that
leaders, having just delivered thundering speeches with foaming mouths
about morality-particul arly in the guise of christian belief-are ii the very
next moment caught red-handed committing clumsy and senseless assaults on
boys. Boys are undoubtedly subjected to many cruelties, to many hard
punishments, as a consequence of the love feelings of their torturers, suppres-
sed and thereby turned to hatred. In education, the severe disciplinarian is
always suspectl (Sadger 1921, 190\

If the normal heterophile male were only a bit less contorted, a bit more
free, more accepting of his own inclinations, he would be struck bv the fact
that the woman he loves always tries to heighten her beauty by attempting to
keep her ap.pearance yolng, or in rejuvenating it. The "noimal" man simpty
loves what is youthful (Duvert 1980, 102). Having been brought to recognisb
this, the next step would be to bring him to understand that he-could also love
boys.

In our world only very superior individuals have the courase to admit
this. we have already quoted Goethe's confession that he made lo've to boys.
Thomas ]Vfann, having created such a wonderfur picture of boy-love in Lis
novella Death in venice, wrote in his diary how delighted he was about
"Eissi", his l3-year-old son Klaus: "He is so very handsome in the bath. I
think it 's perfectly natural to fall in love with my son." on october l j , l920he
wrote, "There was a big commotion in the boys'bedroom, and I surprised
Eissi standing stark naked, clowning, in front of Golo's bed. Hii pre-

Boy_LovE Arvo peopLE Wltu Dlprrnnwr ORTcNTATToNS

adolescent, bri l l iant body made an enorrtered." (euoted i" D, u;;'j;;,-,i;r-i;;;:?;)tmpression on me. I felt shat-
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The citizens of Crossicar Greece had no.difficulty understanding this.They disriked homosexuality, *tti"rr irr.fionsidered unaesthetic, fbr to themthe hairv bodv of the aaurt -ar. wa, 
"e]i ip",.., re8t';1;:ili'imootr, uoy.,body, however, with its graceful .ri,ir'*u, likened to that of a woman(Buffibre 1980, Z: patrer.is.,z, sbl, irr. prr'osopher Th-e;;;of Kyreneaffirmed; "A woman and a boy 

";. 
;i l""ty beautifur. why do rhey possessthis beautv? To provide r.n *r,rr r&lilr'pr"uru...;; 1nr?r["r"'rnso, +so)Nevertheless it was the uroi;"g 

"ir'rrt 
*ii"n especially attracted Greek men:

;i::'iil;::":i::S.1;',_"pp"uf to *'..n; uiLou,,.enduiance, vo*r,rur ardouryoung;,";;nJ;;li1ilfi.nTf i;illljli"il,x.*il'ff"n j;l;.,l,1,,i
The beauty ,t O^"J"r,::_T, 

1;Fi;it sub;ect of discussion. pturarchdescribes the joy of looking at their 6odies and, according to Aristotle, onlysomeone who had been born brind could ask whv .J;;; iJlove boys.Athe-naios wrote that many men p;.i;;

i:SiH:'3iii'"' iii' 1' 3 0e) il;' ;; ;;; ;;]'I ;:",# f tril:?f#;::
iu.uutiF,r;up;;.;i:':,1,f,:;".ni:::,tiilfi i}tXifi:H\X?toften we see rhe bearded *i i;; ' ;;;t: i 'ng tt ' . chin of a boy,an arrrsricshorthand indicative-of rqy"iirri"llrt tnTo:tt). In rerigion ti,is wa, arsoapparent. Buffi6re 0 9g0, 331_332) 

"Use?u.s, 
.;Eror.i, it , go?"oi,nui" pur'o.for boys' Aphrodite the goddess'"i .*r.-irn,.ule intercourse. Eros invorvesaffecrion, Aphrodite ttte tlnsations-ffi; n'r:rr; rro, is spirituar, Aphroditecarnal; Eros brines happiness, Aph;"li;;';leasure. H. ;h;;.t;spired byEros seeks ,re wJrt-uetng 

"iA;;;;;;, ,i..*n" is inspired by Aphroditeseeks procrearion.'. vr1fisro.s ;r;hil;",'A;h191!t. *a, d.i.ut.d by her sonEros: he was the strongeiof the iwo tnovr,, rszg, 63). plato was likewisecognizant of his power. His philosonruirr"-pirned the equarity of the sexes,but all pedagogicar lov^e wa. .ese.ued for boys: nowhere do girls come into theprcrure (Buffidre tntg: ,jr:. qn_qtS, i3l\. attnougt he taughr that thegenitals should 
"ntu y:TP-tol,:g fo;'e;Jr.ur,on, he showed great under_standing of the lover who_ used tnem with toys as well.Thus the "normal" 

_Greek *"r"1, 
"i'"ri 

hesitant to admit to his sexual
::: :il;,tX lT :J;,"", 

i.,te rco u is. wu, Jo.,,ia. *o " ;"il; ; ;;uiiy wr, i,r,ru"s;;;;;-i'nir,ioi'ffi,l1?*"ff i,f.:.fl :*::rlj.ff li*,f "X'",ld.Tlpolitical opponenr iimarchos rrr-rrrri"rip;red, rmmoral style of living; he
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didnot ,however, t ry todenythathehimsel f lovedboys(Dover1978'92) .The
sexualaspectofboy-lgygwasperfectlyhonourable(Patzer|982,56).Socrates
asked the Sicilian manager ofu u..y handsome young cither-player perform-

ing in u festival whether he slept with the boy. The man replied calmly, "Oh,

y.i. eu.ty night, and the wiole night through'" The sculptor Phidias

;;;;.J in th"e tirumb of his gigantic statue of Zeus in Olympia a dedication

of"loue to his young friend: i'Fantarkes is beautiful" (Buffibre 1980, 154)'

H..., in the facade o-ithe Temple of Zeus, one could gazeata group sculpture

in which a satyr was introducing his phallus into a boy's bottom (Peyrefitte

lg71 , 25). Gois and demi-gods were setting the example (Borneman 1978'

602).'young Heracles was isked to choose between Sensuality and virtue.

i.nr,rutity iromised him "boys with whom he would l ike to have sex"'

Heracles chose virtue, but this didn't prevent him subsequently from having

affairs with twenty-four lover-boys. Not only was his muscle-power enor-

m o u s , s o w a s h i s m a n y - s i d e d s e x u a l p o t e n c y : a s w e l l a s l o v i n g b o y s h e
deflowered the forty-nine daughters of King Thespius in one and the same

night (Borneman 1978, 651; Peyrefitte 1917,483)'
" 

on the island of Thera'(Santorini), in the area where the temples stood,

religious invocations were engraved in the-rocks. Some dealt with the sexual

irritltlo' of boys: for exampie "Krimon fucked here a boy, the brother of

suihvkr.r,, lBuffibre tsao, 5s_ss; Moll 1g21, 3g5). The attempt of Dover

(lsid, nll, ihe well_known Brit ish authoriry on Ancient Greece, to explain

tfrl, ^ boasting, slander or insult, isn't very convincing (Brongersma' in

p.A.N. No. 15, lgsz,zl_za;patzer lgg2, 84-87). Passive anal intercourse was

only improper for an adult man, not for the adolescent boy'
' 

Ttre Ueioved boy was called paidika, which literally means "boyishness"

(Buffibre lgg0, 605; bou.. lg7g,'64),for it was this that was loved in him: the

quality of being pais, a boy. A modern author, Jacques de Brethmas' sharing

t't . ,ame feeling, put it weli: "The most important quality in a boy for me is his

boyishness. I d-esire a real boy, very manly and very natural'" (1919'66)

A young male was considered a pais urrtt'l he was l9 or 20 years old' or as

long as his body remained smooth and he was beardless. In their boy-friends,

men found and loved this vision of the paidikc. or, as the French novelist

Saint-ours put it so nicely, ..This vision always carries the name of the boy

into whose body I insert my member"' (1913, 4l)

For the Greeks, paidila and girls were among the common joys of

life-the paidika p..irupr .u..r -ori so than girls. From the social point of

view, boy-loue wai more important than heterosexuality;sheer sexual delight

*u, iorrnd with boys, not with women (Borneman 1978,12,607)' By compar-

ison, married interiourse was rather a duty to the commonwealth' Thus only

married men were allowed to assist at the gymnopaideia, ritual dances

f..ror_.0 by naked boys (Borneman lg7g, 210). Boy-love didn't need any
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explication to the Athenian: its niceness was self-evident (Bethe lg07 , 442). rf
a sleeping man had a wet dream he was supposed to have dreamed of a
paidika (Dover 1978, 65). In Megara boys held kissing competit ions, in Elis
beauty contests and, as Dover rightly observes, to adhire physical beauty,
whether we like it or not, was and remains a sexual act ( 197g, ia i;. rn. Greeks
were highly susceptible to this veneration of beauty, and not the ieast bit t imid
about nudity. The male genitals were exhibited without shame. At the olym_
pic games of 7 l5 BC the vicror Orsippos of Megara lost his loincloth duiing
the race, and from then on official rules obliged the athletes to perform stark
naked. Peyrefitte, a profound student of this period, writes that the public
would comment on the size of the competitori '  genitals and often gave the
athletes nicknames inspired by the configuration oitheir members. Images on
vases and plates often showed satyrs with gigantic erections and in the streets
ofevery city the way to bath-houses and biolhets was pointed out by Hermes
columns topped by a bearded bust of the messenger god and for ihe rest a
quadrangular column smooth except for a male membe. in erection.

In this society youthful beauty was highly appreciated. plutarch tells a
revea.ling sto_ry. During a street fight in Sparta, Isodis, a big, handsome boy in
the bloom of early adolescence,, came running out of his hJme without taklng
time to put on his clothes and joined the baltle with spear and sword. His
naked beauty proved more of a protection than his shield, however, for no foe
dared to maim such a fine body and he remained unharmed (Bufiibre 19g0,
84).

The genitals were a part of the boy's beauty. Aristophanes claimed that
the superintendent who must inspect the young cit izens takes a particular
pleasure in looking at their genitals. And the poet Strato thought ihat paris
would have turned away from the three Graies if he could ha=ve compared
them with the stiffened member of Diokles, the poet's favourite (Buffitsre
1980,  180) .

. when a teacher got an erection during wrestl ing exercises with his pupils,
the spectators were only amused (peyrefitte lglT , 30g,4 I 5). It was commonly
recognised everywhere that men needed sexual satisfaction and got it with
boys. Xenophon refers to an official army regulation which allJwed every
soldier to take a boy with him. Athens' lawgiver Solon (640-55g BC) saw
boy-love as a quite natural phenomenon (Gide 1925, I l9-l20). He decreed,
"You- sha_ll love boys in the charming bloom of life, desire their itrighs and soft
mouths. You shall love boys unti l f luffy hair covers their facei love their
sweet breath and thighs." (Eck 1969,42) Girls married atanaverageage of 15,
young men only at 30, so it was natural that an opportunity be created for
them to satisfy their sexual appetites. It was the intent of Solon's laws to
guarantee to all free boys of the city-state the liberty to decide for themselves
whether or not they wanted to abandon their body to a free cit izen. To adult
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male slaves, by contrast, active relations with a free boy were strictly forbid-
den. To prevent them from occurring, parents sometimes had the slave to
whom the education oftheir son was entrusted (the "pedagogue") castrated.
Likewise, the slave boy was entitled to no free choice; sexually he must always
be at the disposal of his master, who could also order him to satisfy the lusts of
his guests (Buffi6re 1980, 204, 244, 620-622; peyrefitte 1977, S5l-552).

On the whole, Athenian fathers were not very much in favour of sexual
relations between their sons and adult men, and they tried to guard against
them. In Elis, in Lakonta and Boeotia, where the Dorians were in power, it
was, on the contrary, considered nice and morally good for a boy to give
happiness to his lover (Bethe 1907). when Telemachus, in his search for his
father Ulysses, visits old Nestor in Elis, the king offers him his own son as a
bed-companion, and Homer tells us that the boy fell in love with the noble
guest and wanted to go with him on his journey (Borneman 1978,F 997). On
Crete tradition demanded that the lover abduct a boy forceably. This was a
faked rape-faked because the family of the boy was informed in advance
and, if the man was acceptable, their defence was only a comic pretence.
During the next two months the boy accompanied the man everywhere, and
they shared their pleasures. At the end of this period the man brought the boy
back, presented him with armour, a coat of honour and an ox which the boy
must sacrifice to Zeus. At the sacrificial ceremony the boy had to declare
solemnly that the sexual intercourse had been to his taste. Now he was
considered to have reached majority, had a seat ofhonour in the theatre and
wore a coat of a special colour (Buffidre 1980, 53-55, 623).

Solon gave to his city brothels where girls served their clients, fearing that
otherwise the Athenian youth would come to know only homosexual inter-
course. Sparta's lawgiver Lykurgus had quite different fears; he put a ban on
female brothels in order to promote sex between males (peyrefi ie lgjj, 1s6,
656). The obedient Spartan cit izen had to use boys (Borneman 1919,9i2,9't i ,
987) and men were even punished for neglecting this obligation (patzer 1982,
89). As soon as a boy was twelve a respectable young man was designated as
his lover (Bremmer 1980, 282).

Sex with boys also found its place in religion. [n the sanctuary of
Aphrodite on Mount Eryx (nowadays Erice) in Sicily boys served as prosti-
tutes in the temple precincts. on Delphi every four years, at the opening of the
Pythian Plays, naked boys danced in front of Apollo's temple. This was the
ceremony of the Gymnopaideia, the memory of which inspired the French
composer Eric Satie (1866- 1925) to write such wonderful music. It was
followed by a ritual the original meaning of which became completely forgot-
ten in the course of t ime: a boy, also stark naked, entered from one side,
overturned one of the tables laden with food, set fire to a tent and ran away.
Men chased and caught him, then whipped and raped him, just as people used
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to do. with-runaway slaves (peyrefitte lg7l, 123, 521_S2g).
As well as this sacral prostitution, there. was, of course, in every city ofGrecian and Roman antiquity, the secularuari"ty. i*pr.;;;;g*;r, decreedthat brother boys shourdhave an un.ruul horiday on a fixed date (verstraete1980' 231). The wearthv had their rr*.r. s"rai..i il;iil;;'o\r,r,u,ro,n*

|$iitX?: iiril"rrliitenerd 
were often rewarded with th.;;;;;; of a boi

, The Roman practice.was profoundly different from the Greek in itsabsence of the pedagogic intent. Beautifui uoy, *"." a t*"lr,iro as suchthey were bought or imported.. especialty from Egypt tNuUi"f. i ie Greekswanted their beloved boys to distinguish themserves by good behaviour; theRomans liked them impudent, vulgir ana frovoking. il., '.r. *...."..pr,onr,of course. The passion of trrnps.;r Hu.ai'u.r (ll7-l3g) for Antinous rs wellknown, and there arg.t91de1 UoV fou. purrages in the writings of Catullus,Cicero, Horace, Martialis, Ovid"anJ iibrlrr. (Lever lgg5, 2j_2g, 32).At all times, in every country, men have nia r."uut ..iaiio-nl'*itt uoys.we will give some examples in what follows of fre. una inrtitutronui uoy-tou.outside of Greece. But, it is important to point out arready rr".l ,rru, ,rri,"Greek love" and alr other similar exprerrlo'n, ur. quite far removed riom therelationships of lust ancl love to which this book is dedicated. For whereversex with boys is a cultural tradition in which ,.normal', ."r., 
"i* 

purticipate,we do not find men and boys. uniting in mutual lust; it is rather a situationwhere the man is bent on atiaining his own satisfaction, and for this he usesthe body of the boy-_ol it is a lractice believed necessary for the boy,s
fiy:l:", 

development. Most commonly ii,. .orpo.ut union is modelled onheterosexual intercourse: the man is eipected to insert his member in theboy's anus or to move it berween th" t;t; thighs. what the .nan grv", i.,exchange to the boy-at least to the free"-born Loy-m"y u" 
"."riaerable:care' alfection. education. an example of viririty unaui.tu., pr,yr;lui.*rr.ir",and character training-and all of ihis to ,u.rru nigh degreilt;;, frnd theGreek philosophers i..pt.d to regard boy-love rather as the privilege of

l:t^r,l^lly 
distinguished and virruoirs citizens. Lukianos says, ..Marriage isIor everyone; to love a boy is reserved for the sage,,, 1a_ur,'[rot.o UyBeurdeley 
.1977., il) for it demands *o.".tu.u"ter and sacrifice than theaverage citizen is capable of giving. ln his treatise Menschlichii aiiu Urnrinti-c'et Nietzche stated thatprobably in no time in human history were boystreated with so much affection, iove and careful consideration for theirwell-being as then, but this doesn't arter the ia"t that u ,r".rut u"tiuiiy whichrepays a man his devotion remains a one-sided affair: what to th" mun r, usatisfaction of lust is a sacrifice on the pu.ior,rr. uoy. crurri"u C-reet rou.,then, was characterized by three ttring;: ijii'*u, a rerationship between anadult and a boy; 2) the seiual activity"was never mutual-the man had to be
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