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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
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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.
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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-

DrrpeRpNr Aspscrs On Sex

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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