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Praise for Loving Boys,Vol. l:

"A moving plea for boy-love."
- Dr. Theo Sandfort, in Sec.

"Epoch-making work..."
- Pim Wiersinga in De Warheid.

"Destined to become, and rightlY
so, the definitive work on the
subject of manTboy love."
-Warren Middleton, Editor of

The Betrayal of Youth.

"The author, with his careful,
exuberant and occasionally ideal-
ised report of sex between men and
boys, has broken new ground in the
one-sided way the sexualitY of
young people is perceived today."
- Dr. Lex van Naerssen, in

Haagse Post.

Volume One, published in 1987,
covered 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.

This second volume takes up the
difficult subject of the negative
aspects of man/boy relations, real
and imaginary. It conftasts the
effects of sexual repression and
sexual liberation. The final chapter
is devoted to an extensive descrip-
tion of.just what ffanspires during
sexual contacts between men and
boys - how they are brought about,
what precisely happens, and how
different kinds of contacts within
different kinds of relationships are
viewed by both of the involved
participants.

Dr. Edward Brongersma was
born in 1911 and after World War
Ttvo became one of Holland's most
distinguished jurists. For many
years he was chairman of the
important Judiciary Committee of
the Dutch Senate - this despite
previously serving a term in prison
for sexual contact with a 16-year-
old consenting boy under an archaic
law which he later helped repeal.
He is now retired but is still active
in public affairs and remains a
prolific writer on sexological and
legal subjects.
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Chapter 4.

Negative Aspects of Man/Boy Relations:
Presumed and Real

Introduction

A Cautionary Tale

Once, long, long ago it was customary for men to sleep with boys and have
sexual relations with them. All the men did this, and the real boy-lovers among
them did it with even greater joy than the others.

Then the Christians appeared on the scene and told everyone that it was a
very great sin to sleep with boys. And from that moment on whenever the
Authorities managed to get hold of them, boy-lovers were bumt alive, strangled,
drowned or beheaded.

That went on until the French Revolution, when a new breed of philosopher
began to say that penal law should be used only to protect society and prevent
individuals from being illega-lly harmed, not to enforce morality.

The boy-lovers took heart; they started sleeping with their young friends
again, and nobody bothered them.

But it wasn't long before some people began to preach that this kind of
activity was enornously harmful to the child, for children were pure, innocent
creafures who were quite unaware of such a vile thing as sex. So once again
boy-lovers were hunted down, and when the authorities got hold of them they
were ruined and cast into prison.

Then came Freud and his followers who affirmed that children weren't
asexual creatures at all. He even went so far as to call them "polymorphously
perverse".

Boy-lovers, of course, had known this for centuries; once again they took
heart.

But along came the medical doctors, the same ones who had been busy telling
everyone that masturbation caused honible illnesses and brought on premature
death; now ttrey said that any boy who had sex with a man would invariably
be tumed into a homophile himself, and would remain one for the rest of his
life. Legislators listened to these expert opinions and they made the laws much



IV. NEGATIVE ASPECTS OF MANEOY RELATIONS

tougher; now men were sent to prison for having sex not just with pre-pubertal
boys, but with adolescents and even young men.

Then some psychiatrists were able to demonstrate that this was all nonsense
and gave rise only to misery and injustice. ln several countries the old harsh
laws were repealed.

But now another group of scientists started to maintain that it may very well
be true that children were sexual from head to toe, and it may be quite healthy
for them to have sexual play among themselves, but this by no means proved
that they wanted to play in the same way with adults. Children had not matured
enough for ttrat. So the boy-lovers whom the police had managed to catch stayed
in their prison cells. Moreover, as the aggression of society grew stronger and
science progressed, they were subjected to torture by brain surgery and aversion
therapy.

Now a group of researchers came forward with many examples of boys who
wanted to establish intimate relationships with adults because adults could give
them a feeling of security and protection which friends of their own age simply
could not.

Once again, the boy-lovers began to take heart.
But ttre traditional psychiatrists and psychologists immediately raised the

objection that in this kind of relationship the parorers weren't equal: ttre adults
dominated the boys. There was, of course, nothing wrong with dominating
boys as long as it was done to teach them their lessons, send them to church,
discipline them and bring them up properly, but where sex was involved, it was
absolutely impermissible. And so boy-lovers caught by the Auttrorities continued
to go to prison.

Then one psychologist came up wittr the crazy idea that even this concept
of the man dominating ttre boy needed to be investigated. He studied in detail
a number of such relationships and how the balance of power actually was held.
And in none of them did he find any evidence that the man dominated the boy.
On the contrary, in several instances it was the boy who dominated the man!
In each case the boy wholeheartedly consented to the relationship, including all
its sexual aspects. Boy-lovers once more began to take heart.

Then, however, a psychiatrist who had evidently studied the work of Jung
rose to declare that when children involved in such relationships say "yes",
what they really mean to say is "no".

"And when they say 'no'?" the boy-lovers asked hopefully.
"Then they also mean 'no'!" the psychiatrist replied.
So when the police managed to catch boy-lovers they still went to prison,

and stayed there for years on end.
And the universities began to enlarge their medical faculties enormously, for

wasn't it evident that, in the future, every child had to be provided with his
own individual psychiatrist? Otherwise who could tell his parents, teachers and
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pedagogues what he really meant when he said "yes" and what he really meant
when he said "no"?

But now a group of scientists came along doing follow-up studies of
individuals who, as children, had consented to sexual activity with adults. These
researchers agreed ttrat they could find no trace, even after fifteen years, of
damage resulting from their youthful sexual experiences.

Once again the boy-lovers began to take heart, but almost immediately the
psychiatrists answered that the lasting damage done by early sex with adults
might take longer than fifteen years to become apparent.

The boy-lovers shrugged their shoulders and asked for proof. And, lo and
behold, along came a physician who shouted triumphantly, "It's not up to us
to prove there is damage; it's up to you to prove rhere isn't!"

Now this threw the boy-lovers into considerable confusion. No researcher had
ever been able to prove that sexual relations with a boy were harmless, nor had
it ever been satisfactorily established that sexual relations with anyone were
harmless-nor, for that matter, that travelling in a train was harmless, nor the
eating of green peas. And we all well know that under penal law every man is
guilty until acquitted, that in this world everything is forbidden unless one's
government specifically permits it.

The situation became even more confused when another psychiatrist (Fraser,
1981, 41) proposed that we should ignore entirely any data or arguments
submitted by people showing even the slightest trace of paedophilic desires
themselves. The principle in itself seemed sound. Only bachelors should be
allowed to write treatises on marriage; all sexological books should be compiled
by scholars utterly devoid of sexual feeling. Never listen to the man with
personal experience, never listen to the man who comes to the defence of
something you don't like, for isn't that the essence of mental health?

The problem with ttris proposal, however, was that sexologists had long ago
established that there was a bit, and sometimes more than a bit, of paedophilia
in every human adult, thus a// discussion of boy-love would have to cease
immediately. How, then, could you send boy-lovers to prison if you couldn't
even talk about what they did? So ttris idea had to be dropped.

For a brief moment boy-lovers thought they again saw a glimmer of light at
the end of the tunnel when a few psychiatrists declared that any kind of sex in
which a child willingly engaged was in itself completely benign, but then their
hopes were dashed when these men of science added, "Such activity, however,
brings the child into conflict wittr the standards of his enviroffnent and the
society in which he lives, and that is very detrimental."

So the boy-lovers, half-crushed already, surrendered. They were well aware
of how powerful the standards of society were. In Hitler's Third Reich a Jewish
girl was in deep trouble if an Arian became enamoured of her. In Souttr Africa
a black youth is lost if a white woman takes him as her lover. So the boy-lovers
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ran weeping to the psychiatrists, begging for help, for it isn't only in Soviet
Russia that psychiatrists are called upon to adapt people to the standards of
society.

But the children didn't give in. They continued to seduce nice adults and
called those who reproached them for this silly fools. For in the meantime they
had learned a bit about psychoanalysis. They said, "For every objection they
were forced to abandon, these stupid men and women immediately produced
another. Could it be that, though they don't realise it, ttrey are just trying to
hide the secrets of their own innermost souls? Aren't they simply a little bit
afraid of sex itself?"

But nobody bothered to listen to what they said, for how could truth ever
come from the mouths of children?

The Usual Objections

Boy-love can occur in both casual and more enduring relations. Just as in all
relations between human beings, it has its pleasant and unpleasant sides. kr this
chapter we will concentrate on the unpleasant aspects, leaving the pleasant ones
to the next.

Many of the unpleasant sides of boy-love exist only in the imagination and
have no basis in reality. We gave a few examples in the introductory satire.
Others, unfornrnately, do exist, but we must be careful to make the proper
distinctions. Some-as, for example, prostitution-are common to sexual
relations of every kind and are therefore not peculiar to boy-love. Others- as,
for example, the fact that the sexual attractiveness of the younger partner is
linked to a particular period of his life- are specific problems of boy-love.

"The Child is Not Yet Mature Enough for Sex"

Under contract from the Swedish govemment, child psychiatrist Elsa-Brit
Nordlund studied between 1944 and 1949 hundreds of cases of sexual contacts
involving children which had resulted in criminal trials. She came to the
conclusion that the sex itself didn't cause any harm to the child, providing the
adult parbrer didn't use any violence (Ullerstam 1964, 56-57).

Since indecent assault and rape will be discussed a little later in this chapter,
we will here consider only those activities which do not come into conflict with
the boy's will.

The outcome of Nordlund's research is hardly surprising. How could any
activity which is so clearly a part of human nafure ever hurt a child? @endig
1980, 157) People may say that the child is not yet mature enough for it, but
precisely what kind of maturity are they talking about? Certainly he is mature
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enough to experience feelings of lust; the frequency of masturbation in babies
and orgasm in toddlers clearly shows that a child is ready for these feelings
from the moment of his birttr (von Stockert 1956, 10, 24; Bomeman 1978,
114). As for the objection that he is not yet mature enough to have the "deeper"
experience of being emotionally related to the parbrer, boys may well be unable
to have certain feelings yet which adults value highly, and therefore certain
potentials of a relationship won't be understood or even noticed. This is quite
normal and quite cornmon in youth. Why should this suddenly be viewed with
such intense concem if it happens in a sexual setting? (Pieterse 1978, 67; Miiller
1983,26).

In the first chapter we saw that there are different aspects of sexuality. For
the aspect of lust, of pleasure, the child is prepared from the moment he is born;
to the aspect of love he will gradually develop receptivity from infancy on; for
the aspect of a dionysic union with the forces of primordial nature he might
have to wait until pubertyl to participate in its procreative aspect he will probably
have to attain adulthood in his society.

Once the boy reaches puberty the objection that he is not yet mature enough
loses conviction even in the minds of those who offer it. Fifteen-year-old
Achilles in his love for Patroklos, boys in history showing their willingness to
sacrifice their lives for the men they loved (Dover 1978, 191), or the Jerome
whose diary we have already quoted (No. 37F-one would have a hard time
convincing any of them that they "weren't old enough".

"The Child Cannot Give Informed Consent."

But already a new objection is being raised: the adult in having sex with the
child places him in a situation over which he has no control and of which he
caffiot forsee the consequences flMolfenden 1963, Sect.71).

This objection is rather surprising. First of all, in raising a child parents and
others close to him are constantly bringing him into situations over which he
has no control. They force him to make decisions or impose decisions upon
him, often of the greatest importance for his future. There is the choice of
school and professional instruction, of a job, of joining some youth group,
music lessons, swimming classes, sports, hobbies. Can the child forsee the
consequences of engaging these activities? (CAPM 1980, 26) Is he able to weigh
the advantages and disadvantages of baptism and confirmation, of going to
church, to confession, of being inculcated with a religion? Is the seven-year-old
in command of the situation when he receives holy communion for the first
time, or the twelve-year-old when he takes the oath on renewing his baptismal
vows, or the sixteen-year-old when he volunteers for years of military service,
or the twenty-year-old when he marries? If all these important things are
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accepted by society as a matter of course, why the sudden worry when sexual
activity is concemed?

Abel et al. (1984,94-97) build their attack on children having sex with adults
entirely upon this issue. Their conceit is to define "informed consent" in such
a way that almost no form of human interaction could pass the test: complete
understanding, awareness of community standards, knowledge of all posiible
consequences, participants of exactly equal power positions.

The objection that the child is put in a situation over which he has no control
would only make sense if it could be contrasted with an adult entering into a
sexual relationship entirely in control and aware of all possible consequences.
This, however, can only happen if we limit our view of sex to its procreative
aspect. Here there are very real rational considerations (contraception or not,
and, if so, what form?) and predictable consequences. But all the other aspects
of sexuality-as a source of pleasure, expression of love, uniting with primordial
nafure-are quite mysterious and not at all subject to rational argument. Even
the most sensitive and intelligent adult will find himself lacking in real insight
(O'Canoll 1980, 145, 170).

In man/boy relations, procreation, of course, is impossible, so only the other
aspects are present. A child knows just as well as an adult whether some activity
is pleasurable to him or not. A baby readily shows, if only by the expression
on its face, whether he likes someone or finds him unsympathetic. And the
experience of abandoning oneself to the primitive forces of nature might well
be more clearly perceived by a young mind than by an older one.

And the consequences for the boy in engaging in a sexual activity? They
will mostly be limited to the satisfaction of his sexual appetite, juit as in
masfurbation, with the same feelings as an adult experiences. Moreover, one
result could be that he feels increasing love for his parrrer, so it is an enriching
experience. Another result could be loathing and disgust-a pity, but it is
precisely through such experimentation ttrat mankind gains understanding and
Ieams how to avoid certain unpleasant situations in the future. Nothing is
irrevocable here, nothing inemediable.

We are discussing-and this must constantly be kept in mind-the conse-
quences ofthe sexper se.Iflater a boy is disturbed, to a greater or lesser degree,
about his earlier sexual activity, it is never because the sex itself harmed him,
but because it has collided with the ethical standards of the people about him.
This collision with social morality will occupy us elsewhere in this chapler.

So I think we can dismiss the objection that a child cannot give informed
consent. It is badly formulated and superficial. It is based upon sex-negative
superstition, the conviction that any child has an underlying loattring of
sexuality, that he is afraid of it and is then dragged along by the adult into an
unknown domain where horror follows horror, from which there is no retum.
The psychiatrist De Levita, for example, in his blanket condemnation of all
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paedophile activities, proclaims that "children are taught to do disagreeable
things wittr pleasure" (quoted by Sandfort 1979, 138). This leamed man
evidently is projecting his own feelings of sexual distaste upon the children.
Quite without justification! In Chapter Three we saw how far removed this
superstition is from reality. (Lrt us not raise the issue of the number of parents
who discipline their children to do disagreeable things with pleasure. This seems
to be considered damaging only where sex is involved!)

"A World Where the Child Doesn't Yet Belong"

Our discussion in Chapter Three bears on a new objection: that sexual contact
with an adult brings the child into an unsuitable realm of existence, one where
he doesn't yet belong. Sexual activity, therefore, should be reserved for adults.
If a child samples prematurely the forbidden fruit he will get into trouble because
in so doing he will sever his connection with childhood and his relations with
peers will be endangered. Those children who are happy in their sexually
expressed relationships with adults are abnormal and need psychotherapy (De
Levita, quoted by Sandfort 1979, t38; Socarides, quoted by Kessler 1981,92).

But, as we have already seen, naturs doesn't recognise a closed domain for
adults only and in which children are prohibited. Every new-born child is
receptive of sexual sensations; he enriches his understanding of them by
acquiring new elements of cognition. Where his comprehension fails a sexual
activity will simply go unnoticed. Give a pomographic photo to a toddler and
he will put it in his mouth or tear it up and not be emotionally affected by
what it represents. Adults are all to prone to project their own feelings and
responses upon the childish mind. It is simply impossible to induce in a child
feelings he is not yet mature enough to have; one cannot force him to enter a
sexual domain which he is not yet ready to perceive.

In this context we must stress that adults in our culture usually underrate by
far the maturity and capabilities of the child (O'Canoll 1980, 134-135). Only
a few centuries ago European boys married at the age of twelve, thirteen and
fourteen (Taylor 1953, 35). In the Middle Ages and the Renaissance there were
competent thirteen-year-old army commanders and cardinals of the Roman
Church, fourteen-year-old fleet admirals, fifteen-year-old govemors. kr his
"School on Boats" L6onid Kameneff (1979) discovered that contemporary
boys and girls are capable of surprising achievements, provided they are
entrusted wittr all the responsibility. A nine-year-old cook dealt competently
and faultlessly with all the meals for a group of travellers, from purchasing the
food to its preparation. Tlvo fourteen-year-olds steered a sailing ship through a
heavy storm along a rocky coast.

Thus it is not unreasonable to suppose that children possess far greater
capacity in the realm of sexuality than adults commonly suppose. Until about
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two hundred years ago boys simply participated, and nobody thought.twice
about it (Matineff tW, 1!,5). The essential truth-as we have seen-is that
any problem here is imaginary: you cannot elicit from a person.something that
is not yet inside him (Sengers 1969,22). A child who doesn't.yet have the
capaciiy to experience everything an adult might in a sexual episode will simply
not experience it completely.

A nian making love to smaller boys is usually quite aware of thi! and adapts
his behaviour aciordingly, limiting himself to kisses, fondling, cuddling an{ the
like. A psychiatrist like van der Kwast (1968, 55) is thus more concemed about
the infairtile level on which the adult must act than the adult level to which the
child is supposedly forcefully brought.

Certainly- it would overburden a child to demand from him fql_lV erown-un
and responsible behaviour in a love relationship (Schillemans 1983, 139). Any
adult tob stupid to recognize this may well hurt his younger fri_eld,by demanding
he accept a-load too heavy for his mind and, like certain kinds of religious
instruction, crush it. But what causes the psychological damage in this case are
the unreasonable demands, not the sex itself.

When it comes to enjoying sexual activity, it is well to keep in mind that
Freud (1920, 102) called ihe child "polymorphous perverse", referring to the
child's'almost unlimited capacity to be sexually excited in many ways closed
to grown-ups. Nobody is less sexually "innocent" than the child: he displays
a fir greater and mori varied capacity for le*u_al pleasu-re than the adult.

Hoi a boy reacts to adult orgasm and ejaculation will depend upon his own
developmental stage and how he was raised. He may pglceiYe^ll as sfrange'
unsauoory, or he riay think it is nice and important (Sandfort 1981, 191). One
boy-lovei confessed to me that for years he never let himself climax while
-uting love to his beloved boy because he didn't want to shock the child.

"The ChildWill Be Traumatised"

During the time when people in Europe believed sex was something
sub-hum-an, bestial, dirty, disgusting and sinful, and the child was pure, innocent
and asexual, it was self-evident to them that if the angelic child was confronted
with this dark aspect of human existence the initiative could only have come
from a criminal adutt and the effect on the child of such an encounter would
be disastrous. At first the supposed damage was thought to be primarily moral.
Later, as the medical profession gained more and more social influence,
psychological and/or psychosomatic traumatisation was presented as proven
fact (Killias 1979, 186).

Physicat damage, or pain inflicted by violence, during a sexual encounter is
e*tre-"ly rare in the case of boy-victims (as it is not in the case of girls).- We
will return to this point later in the chapter. Hurting or even wounding a boy,
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it seems, is in the opinion of the average citizen, and even of many judges,
much less objectionable than in having sex with him (Baurmann 1983,225).

What are the reported symptoms of this supposed traumatisation? Baurmann
in his study published by the West German Ministry of Justice, gives an
extended summary of those claimed by different authors. Covering the literature
only of the past thirty years, and eliminating symptoms which only girls could
have, mention is made of depression, guilt feelings, leaming difficulties,
bossiness, sexual promiscuity, running away, somatic complaints, anxiety,
disturbed sense of reality, regression, hostility, sexualisation of object relation-
ships wittr both men and women, asceticism, repeated sexual delinquency,
paralysis of the will, embarrassment when thinking about childhood, lack of
adaptability, sleeplessness, bragging and general showing off, telling friends of
experience, sexual deviance, symbolic thefts, exhibitionism, neglect, tendency
to prostitution, fear of the perpetrator, fear of males in general, fear of the
locality where things happened, appearance or reappearance or increase of
neurotic symptoms or infantile behaviour troubles such as stammering or
compulsive behaviour, oedipal regression, seduction of other children (1983,
197-198). The reports of the Illinois Legislative Investigating Commission
moreover mention difficulty in eating, sleep-walking, possible self-destructive
behaviour, drug or alcohol abuse, self-mutilation (1980, 113). Nicholas D. Groth
is quoted (1983, 218), adding headaches, stomach aches, poor social behaviour
while in school, decline in grades, increase in fighting with peers, arguing with
family members, refusal to attend church, withdrawal, nightrnares, talking in
one's sleep, mood swings. Taken all together it seems a rather curious
hodgepodge, and Baurmann rightly observes that many authors claiming these
effects fail to distinguish between those which manifested themselves before the
sexual encounter or encounters and those which appeared afterwards-and
moreover fail to establish any causal link between the sex and its supposed
consequences (1983, 409).

Groffmann (162, 153) wrote that the damage inflicted on the child showed
up as "disorders in the balance of the personality which in the short term
adversely affect the social abilities of the individual or later cause anomalies
in the evolution of his personality." Baurmann (1983, 202) wrote: "Damage
as a result of a sexual encounter is a reactive disorder on the sexual, social,
psychological or physical level culpably inflicted upon the victim. The disorder
may either be subjectively perceived by the traumatised individual himseH, or
diagnosed with the help of expert scientific methods."

In his own analysis of 8051 criminal cases (7181 conceming girls, 870
conceming boys under 14 years of age) he found evidence of serious damage
sustained by the victim in about 347o of the cases, lesser damage in about 187o
and no damage at all in about 487o (1983, 415). All boys, without exception,
fell into the "no damage" category (1983, 397). This suggests that the whole
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concept of traumatisation thrcugh sexual activity with adults is- applicable
almosi exclusively to girls and not to boys. kr this chapter.we -will see much
more evidence ani maiy other instances of boys reacting quite differently than
girlr in sexual situationi. It is, then, rather dangelgys-to talk about "children"
in these matters. Conclusions which may be valid for girls may be entirely
invalid where boys are concemed.

To the people of the Victorian Age it seemed ser-evident that a child, that
innocent being, would be hurt by sexual contact with an adult. Thus it was not

until i926 thal Goroncy in Germany attempted to investigate the fate of women
who had been raped in ttreir childhood. He could discover no menlal diseases
resulting from thi assaults (Baurmann 1983, 171)' This research was followed
in 1934- by the Norwegian psychiatrist Augusta Rasmussen, who limited her
sample to 54 females who were raped before their fourteenth birthday. Despite
this extremely unfavourable sample, she too concluded: "Mental diseases
resulting from the acts they were subjected to were not demonstrable in any
*ay, atri it seems ttrat the lives of the victims were hardly affected in any other
respect by these affairs..." (Rasmussen 1934' 432).

iuur.tir Bender who, with A. Blau studied in 1937 a group of 16 children
5 to 12 years of age having had sexual contacJs with adults, examined the same
group t6 years hler with A. L. Grugett and found "no p.rop]9T which she felt

fould teasonably be attributed to the sexual experiences" (O'Canoll 1980,62;
Baurmann 1983, l7 4 -17 5).

over a period of four years, from 1951 to 1954, Judson T. Landis, using an
entirely different technique, carried out a much larger investigation among
ro-" i800 students of thl University of Califomia. 30Vo of the males and35%o
of the females had been sexually approached while they were children. After a

careful analysis of 500 such cases, Landis declared, "ln general, tle gleat
majority of the victims seem to recover rather soon and to acquire few
perman-ently wrong attitudes from the experience"' (1956, 108)^ 

Dr. H. 
-Brunold, 

once again following in the footsteps of Rasmussen,
investigated 62 child victimi of "substantial sexual abuse" (50 girls and 12
boys iged 5 to 15) 15 to 23 years after the event. Lasting psychological

traumatlsation was rather infrequent and where it occurred was often more due
to the reactions of the victim's social environment than to the sexual events
themselves (1962, 97 0).

Prof. Reinhart kmpp, a doctor of medicine at Tiibingen, published in the

Neue Juristische Wociinschrift of 1968 a paper on "mental traumatisation of

.triiArrtt as victims of non-violent sexual criminality". He personally examined
gi rucrt children (1963, 2267). He observed: "If we take into account the
poritiu" attitude of'the children at the beginning of the indecent activities, this

alone makes primary traumatisation by the activities themselves highly improb-
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able. It becomes even more doubtful when we recognise the frequency with
which such indecencies occur." After emphasising their frequency he continues
with his conclusions, "Most of the contacts remain undiscovered and thus the
frequency of these indecent assaults must be assumed to be very high. This
makes it impossible to claim as self-evident that children involved in these
activities will always be psychologically traumatised. We can in no way assume
that such a large number of people have been permanently and considerably
hurt in their psychic evolution. My own investigation of 97 children involved
in 93 criminal affairs did not establish clearly in arry single case that
traumatisation of the child had been directly caused by the sexual activity."

McCaghy (1971,24) wrote, "An incident of molesting is not likely to be
traumatic for a child unless the parents themselves make it so."

Dr. Frits Bemard, a Rotterdam psychologist, began an investigation in 197i
which in 1979 he described as "still in progress". (This is probably why exact
data are lacking about his "around 30" subjects, their age and sex, and his
sample selection-data normally provided by researchers.) His tentative conclu-
sion is, "We cannot confirm a traumatising influence, nor the development of
fear of adults." (1979, 51)

Another Dutch psychologist, John M. H. Corstjens, published in 1975 the
results of an enquiry among students of the Catholic University of Nijmegen,
yielding completed responses from 224 males and 215 females. l3%o of the
males and lSVo of the females said that as children they had had sexual contact
one or more times with an adult. At the end of his report Corstjens wrote, "'We
have demonstrated that there is no evidence of any influence of such contacts
on later sexual experience." (1975, 122; 1980,282)

Youth counsellor Father Michael Ingram, an English Dominican friar,
reported in 1977 at the Swansea conference on "Love and Attraction" that he
had studied 91 pre-pubertal boys who had had sexual experiences with men.
"There is no evidence that sexual coniacts with adults do any damage,
psychological or moral, to the children any more than the 'rude games' that
many of them play." (1977,5) "The activity itself evidently performs some
function for the child, or fulfils some need, or is a passing act of little
significance." (1979, 517; 1981, 186)

An extremely fine piece of research was carried out by the English psy-
chologist Lindy Burton in 1968. She compared 41 children (6 boys, 35 girls,
ages 5 to 15) who, according to police records, had been involved in sexual
delinquency with adults with a similar group of children who had had no such
contacts. She concluded, "that sexual assault of children by adults does not
have particularly detrimental effects on the child's subsequent personality
development." (1968, 169) Even a noticeable acceleration of the child's sexual
evolution, as might well have been expected, was not empirically observed
(Kirchhoff I97 9, 294-295).
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Research is commonly complicated by other factors: children involved in
criminal cases often come from problem families. Burton observed "that the
item which discriminated most significantly" between her subject group and its
control population was "the affection seeking": "thesg sexlally assaulted
childrentertainly showed every evidence of needing affection of this sort" and
the sexual experience with an adult often served "to satisfy unconscious
personality needs" (1968, 122,169, 161). Since these were not satisfied at
home, the children sought for affection with adults outside of the family. A
fairly large percentage of such children are psychologically traumatised by their
tiving conditions (Gibbens and Prince 1963) or by the unbalanced reactions of
their-social environment and/or police intenogation (Burton 1968, 168). Thus
it is most remarkable that Rasmussen, Brunold, Lempp and Burton, working
with samples of especially unfavourable cases, arrived at the same conclusions
as the other researchers.

A close study of the relevant literafure and his own experiences as a child
psychologist made K. J. Groffrnann propose the following hypothesis: "Men-
ialty sounO children and adolescents who find both support and ulderstanding
in ttreir human environment will generally not be permanently troubled in their
evolution by sexual assault." (1962,178)

Prof. Emst-Walter Hanack of Heidelberg told the annual meeting of German
lawyers in 1968, "In general we can assume in any particular case-always
excepting the most violent executions of this crime-that the psychological
damage 

-inflicted 
upon a healthy child will not be particularly serious and

certainly will not disturb the child permanently-if, in fact, (and ttris would be
most exceptional) there is any damage at all. The contrary view, however
generally aicepred it may be (...) is based largely on the mlstakgl assumption
that ttre child is a non-sexual being, and we should treat it with the utrnost
scepticism, particularly in the interest of the children themselves'" (1968' 95)

The Dutch psychiatrist Tnegers wrote in 19'70, " A great many children have
sexual experiences at a young age without sustaining any harm." Pondelickova
(quoted by Powell & Chalkley 1980, 70) wrote, "It is not very probable that
pedophile behavior causes psychic trauma to the object." Dtuq Challot wrote,
?.in a vast majority of the cases no appreciable harm resulted from such
contacts." (1972,9)

Dr. Eberhard Schorsch after analysing the relevant literature, made this
summary: "There is no evidence of a direct causal link between such
experiences and a misdirected evolution of the penonality. Empirical research
foices one to accept the fact that permanent damage does not occur." (1974,
24) See also Goldsten (1974,31). Dr. Karl-Heinz I. Kerscher of Hamburg
University and the Evangelical Professional Academy_s_eco-nd9$__t{is opinion
(1974, 564) and in the same year Dagmar Potrykus and Manfred Wobcke wrote
in their book that "it has become impossible to sustain the assumption that
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negative consequences generally occur", adding "Among the authors who claim
that the sexual activity itself has negative effects, not a single one presents the
slightest empirical base for his assumption. They generally produce their
allegations uncritically, as premises, moralistically, without mentioning conflict-
ing data and arguments." (1974,70-71). This is also the position of the Swiss
researcher Killias (1979,184). For a fine example of such ttreorising unsupported
by any daia, see von Stockert (1956, 54).

In 1975 this view was voiced by:
a) Philippe Graven, Professor of Law at the Univenity of Geneva: "Disas-

trous short-term or long-tenn consequences of non-violent contacts-in reality
by far the most common form-are unsubstantiated. As far as we can tell at the
present time, any later disturbances which may occur cqllot be blamed, either
in whole or in part, upon the sexual activities." (1975,289)

b) The Austrian criminologist Dr. Walter Hauptrnann mentioned several
examples "of the con)mon absence of serious psychological troubles after
paedophile contacts." Even among boy prostitutes "there was no evidence of
any link between hetero- or homosexual experiences of the child and later
deviancy." The "commonly accepted fiction of nearly omnipresent 'lasting

damage' and 'aftereffects' from sexual experiences" has "for a long time now
no longer been acceptable." (1975, 42-43)

c) The American youth psychiatrist D. R. Walters calls the theory that
"psychologically, the sexually abused child is permanently damaged" a myth
( 1 9 7 5 , 1 1 3 ) .

The Swedish govemment appointed a commission, presided over by Chief
Justice Kjellin, to prepare suggestions for the reformation of the sexual offences
section of the penal code. Summarising a number of publications on the subject,
the commission concluded: "Possible sexual contacts between children and
adults often pass over a child without any apparent negative effect on his
psychology." (1976, 80)

In i978 the distinguished Austrian psychiatrist Bomeman wrote, "The
negative effect of youthful sexual intercourse with adults have been exaggerated
by the press. The results of research by youth psychologists, forensic physicians
and sexologists are almost completely the reverse of what the layman takes as
truth." (1978, 1011) And in San Francisco Prof. Haeberle declared, "By no
means all of such contacts are harmful, and it seems irrational to punish them
all in a summary fashion." (1978, 444). Geiser (1979,87) came to the same
conclusion.

The Illinois Legislative Investigating Commission, a body one would hardly
suspect of any leniency toward paedophiles, said in a report to the Illinois
General Assembly (i980, 113) ttnt, "the effects of sexual molestation of
children can be devastating. They neerl not be, depending on many variables,
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not the least of which is how the victims are treated within the context of the
system that investigates and may prosecute an offender." In other words, if
there is damage it is not caused by the sex but by a secondary factor, the police
examination. The Commission quotes as confirmation the opinion of Leroy G.
Schultz, noting "that, in and of themselves, non-violent sexual assaults do not
usually have a serious effect on a child's personality development." In another
report published in the same year the Commission observes, "It has been
demonstrated in ttre literature that a completely mufual consensual relationship
between a young man and an older usually does not result in deleterious effects
on the younger of the two." (1980, 205) See also Fraser (1980, 56); Powell &
Chalkley 1980, (59, 68-69, 7 I, 13-7 5).

Sam Janus, PhD (1981, 232) quoted with approval the opinion of one of his
colleagues: "In my experience a child who is pretty well together in other
respects and is doing well in the world, getting along with his parents and in
school, will not be permanently harmed." Larry L. Constantine in the same
year reviewed 30 independent investigations on this subject. Only five of the
researchers concluded that ttrere could be some long-term negative effects, but
in these cases the subjects had been juvenile delinquents and psychopathic and
it was therefore difficult to distinguish between cause and effect. Where the
sample studied was selected from the general population, no mention was made
of negative results. Six of the researchers commented on positive long-term
effects (1981, 220-225, 259)

Baurmann in his analysis for the West German Ministry of Justice of 8058
criminal cases, wrote ttrat the prevailing view of the dangers to children of
sexual contacts with adults has simply been copied by one author from another
without any empirical base. What is advanced as scientifically established is in
reality no more than individual prejudiced opinion. Or, as in the case with
Geisler, the whole sample was taken from a selected, disturbed group so that
the outcome was determined in advance. Baurmarn himseH shares the opinion
of such investigators as Landis and Lempp quoted above (1983, 169-70, 176,
195,484,486).

Wilson and Cox, although adverse to legalising paedophile activity, conclude,
"Numerous empirical attempts to demonstrate that lasting psychological harm
is done to a child through sexual contact wittr adults (e.g. changing his sex
orientation, or making him impotent) have generally failed to adduce any such
evidence. Most researchers seem to be agreed that except in the case of physical
assault against an unwilling child (tantamount to rape), no lasting harm to the
sexual or social development of the child 'victim' can be detected." (1983,129)

Monique Mdller likewise writes, "Neither scientifically nor statistically has
the harmfulness of paedophile relations been demonstrated." She continues
with the wise remark, "No relation is in itself either beneficial or harmful,
regardless of whether it is between adults, as in professional or married life, or
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children, or between adults and children. Sexuality in itself, of whatever kind,
does not render a relation between people desirable, undesirable, good or bad.
The people themselves are of more importance than what happens between them.
fney aenne the afinosphere in which the events occlr by.their personalities,
ttreii capacity to sympaihise with others, their respect lgt^ttttfglers and their
willingness io love one's neighbour as themselves." (1983' 98-99)

When we consider all the honible consequences which public opinion ascribes
to sexual experiences with adults, it is amusing to read the account of Dutch
psychologist Rouweler-Wutz (1976,14). While sfudying paedophilia she con-
ia6tea nilne pedagogical and orthopedagogical institutes requesting them to
provide trer witfr caies which demonstrated harm. Every on9 of them replied'that 

they had never actually seen any "victim" of consensual contacts.
Even if in Westem societies the incidence of adult/child sex is lower than in

Hindustan, where it is the general custom for adults to caress the sexual organs
of children (Miiller 1983, 35), there is no reason to suppose_that the number
of ,'victimised children" in the West is inSignificant (McCaghy t97I, 24;
zeegers 1970, 44; Sandfort 1979,242). A number of reports, on the contrary,
point to rather high figures for children involved.

The most conservative estimates are given by Rennert (1965, 362): l2.4Vo
of all girls and 8.9vo of all boys; and by van Ewij\ (1983, 66): 207o of all girls

and l\Vo of all boys (also used by Rush 1980, 246).
Corstjens (1975',127) found that among students at the Catholic University

of Nijmegen 13% of all males and l87o of all females reported sexual
experiences as children with adults.

Hertoft (1968, I-23g,II-69) found that among 400 Danish_ regruits_ t had had
sexual experiences with women before the age of 12, lt ttld had sexual
experiences with men before the age of 15, making a combined total of l1vo
of the recruits.

Walters (1975,116) reported that among 412 American students Zlqo were
approached by men befoie they attained puberty, which led to sex in l77o of
these 412 boys.

Kinsey reported that 247o of his female subjects had had, as pre-adolescents,
sexual experiences with adults. The Kinsey figures have proved to be valid for
countries other than the U.S.A. as well: Baurmann (1983' 216); Italiaander
(1969, 138). West (1981,252) however thinks that Kinsey's ?AVo "under-
estimates the true position".

wolters (1982, i6) said that 25-33Vo of all boys have sexual experiences with
adults; the iame percentages are given by Mrazek (quoted by Fraser 1981, 50).

Gibbens (quoted by West 1977,217) said 337o of his boys, bottr those wittt
heterosexual-and homosexual tendencies, had been sexualiy approached by
adults.
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The Dutch newspaper De Volkskranr (14 June, 1984) refened to an investiga-
tion of "intimacies" in secondary school. Of 68 boys, 22had been "molested"
by their own teachers; 5 claimed to have liked it.

Landis (1956, 93) reported that 30Vo of the male and 357o of the female
Califomian sfudents he studied had had such experiences as children. Robin
Badgley of the University of Toronto interrogated 1000 minors and found that
33Vo of the boys had been the victim of undesired sexual activities (Journal de
Montrdal, 19 Feb 1985). Of 1800 New England children, mostly from the
middle and upper classes, 337o had been "sexually abused" (Geiser 1979, 10).

Schofield (1965, 58, 122) found that 35Vo of 15-19-year-old English boys
claimed to have at least once been the subject of a man attempting sex.

The highest incidence is given by Kirchhoff (quoted by Baurmann 1983,
106): 37Vo of females md 45Vo of the males had had as children sexual
experiences with adults.

Thus it is clear that sexual contacts between older and younger parhilers are
rather commonplace occurrences and that the number of cases reflected in
criminal statistics is only a faint echo of what really goes on @eyaert 1982,
97; Frisch 1971,7; Mdller 1983, 12; Taylor 1981, xv; Pieterse 1982, I-35). kr
an article in the weekly Intermediair (1975) I estimated that only one in 3,000
sexual events of this kind comes to the attention of ttre judicial authorities, and
L6onard des Sables (1977,43), using an entirely different method of calculation,
arrived at exactly the same result. The total number of such sexual events in
any one year in any one country are not to be estimated in hundreds of thousands
but in millions. We are faced with the same situation our forebears faced with
respect to masturbation: it was only possible to claim mortal danger from
masturbating as long as the universality of this practice could be kept hidden.
After the publication of the Kinsey reports nobody could spread the old
masturbation scare stories with a clean conscience. Likewise, no one who is
acquainted with the relevant research proving the frequency and universality of
sex with children can any longer promulgate in good faith ttre myth of its
traumatic consequences.

If parents really loved their children above all else they would be happy to
see science prove that something which they had feared, regarded as threalening
or horrible, was really quite harmless. But most people appear to be more
attached to their sexual phobias than to their children, and so they cling
compulsively to the myth of traumatisation. This reluctance to give up old terrors
is especially to be deplored since the myth itself may really hurt children.

First of all, the myth creates fear of the evil stranger who decoys children
with candy and promises in order to torture or kill them. Instead of teaching
young children never to go away with anybody (including uncles and grandpar-
ents) without checking with his parents first-a comprehensible, clear and
non-frightening instruction-they are made mortally afraid of all strangers. "The
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danger of creating paranoid and xenophobic (fear of strangers) attitudes can be
more damaging to child-rearing in general ttran pedophilic occurrences.', (Mohr
& T[mer 1967,362; Baurmann 1979, 108; van der Zijl L976, 183). This
practice, in fact, is not very effective in combating sexual approaches, since in
80 out of 100 cases (with boys, 84 out of 100 cases) it is not a stranger but an
uncle, a neigh-bour, a family friend, a teacher or a youth leader who attempts
to have sex with the child (Baurmarur 1983,25I,375; Righton 1981,33; Taylor
1981, xiv). Moreover, sexual contacts with a stranger tend to be much less
intense and frequent and of a more "harmless" nature than those with
acquaintances or family members (Baurmarur L983, 144, 251, 262-nS, 469,
477).

considering that 30vo of all boys will at some time or another be approached
by a man for sexual contact, in only 6Vo, then, of all boys will this be by a
sffanger. Thus in order to protect children from a supposed threat which may
affect only 6vo, the practice of inculcating in children fear of the wicked stranger
inflicts real damage on l00%o of them, a damage, moreover, which child
psychologists consider far worse than the actual sexual activity which the parents
seek to prevent. This can hardly be considered wise procedure! "It may well
be a fact that scare techniques that induce panic cause more wideipread
interference with children's psychosexual development than do overt abnormal
sexual experiences." (Rabinovitch, quoted by Karpman 1954,556) The psychi-
atrist zeegers even says that ttris kind of sexual education could better be
characterised as sexual offence against the child (1970, 52). Neill, the famous
headmaster of Summerhill, justly remarks, "to introduce fear into a child's life
is the worse of all crimes. " (1962, 2I7) I once saw a delightful spoof of harmful
sexual nonsense plastered on a German car: "We are the people our parents
were always waming us about!"

Secondly,,the legend of the wicked stranger is one of those self-fulfilling
prophecies. Sexuality in itself is not harmful, but when it is connected to the
taboos with which parents fill their children's heads, it may well become so
(De Wind 1969, I2).If a child, as a result of sexual mis-education, panics at
the approach of a stranger, this may trigger an even more dangerous panic in
the man who, in his fright, may commit some kind of violent or even murderous
act.

In the third place, experience shows that scare stories about the wicked
stranger are highly ineffectual. In small children they give rise to great confusion
and misunderstanding (Janus 1981, 190). When it comes to oldeiboys, who are
most concemed in these matters, it is interesting to read an account of what
happened in Atlanta, Georgia when some years ago no less than 30 black boys
were being killed by a mysterious murderer: "The city's schools, press, TV and
radio having scarily wamed children of the dangers of even talking to strangers,
two plain clothes men conducted an experiment. In an unmarked car they drove
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slowly through a black area one night, at intervals asking boys of ̂ 9 to 15 if
they,d like to get in and eam $10. The danger discounted, the urge for money,
e*iitement and fun paramount, the activity expected from them thoroughly
understood and accepted, every single boy approached was willing." (Personal
communication by D. W.)

So we can see that the legend of the wicked stranger is very dangerous.
Nonetheless, many a caring parent continues to spread it. These are the same
caring parents who do a more thorough job of distortilg their children's sexual
evolulion than any child molester could have done. "Instead of simply asking
what damage is inflicted upon the child by having sexual cont?91with an adult'
we should isk as well what damage is inflicted upon the child by frustrating
his sexual needs. Putting it even more generally, what damage does he suffer
in his non-sexual relationships wittr adults?" (Rouweler-Wutz 1976,73)

L6onid Kameneff, founder of the "school on Boats", describes cases where
sexual contacts could have released boys from psychic isolation---contacts which
failed to materialise, however, because of legal prohibitions and the realisation
ttrat breaking the laws could have imperilled the very existence of the school
(1979,96).' 

Even today, in some places, we hear echoes of the honible anti-masturbation
campaign fought for almost two centuries with such dedication and enthusiasm,
and wiih sucli disastrous results, by doctors, the clergy and pedagogues. How
many boys did these experts bring to the depttrs of despair? How many boys
had their entire youths made miserable?

It is not even necessary to mention extreme cases, such as the French
physician Meignant cites from his own practice of boys committing suicide after
ieaOi.tg moralistic books about human sexuality (1974,106-115). The incidence
of ado=lescent suicide is always high: traffic accidents are the most important
cause of death among 10- to 18-year-olds; suicide comes in second place
(Wolters 1981, 449-45t). No less than half of these suicides are attributable to
iexual difficulties (Deschner 1978, 373). A radio programme on homosexuality
produced by the Dutch "Evangelical Broadcasting, Seryice" in 1974 directly
iaused eleven young people to put an end to their lives (Van SpreeuweL 1975,
4).

In opposition to all of this, I would like to quote from a_p_ersonal letter I
received- some years ago from an Austrian correspondent: "I love boys with
every fibre of my being. How could I ever hurt one of them? If I weren't
unshakeably convinced-and experience has proven me right-that the boy also
enjoys it and suffers absolutely no harm, I would renounce all sexual pleasure
and suffer myself instead."

So the question really is, Who threatens children the most? Somebody who
denouncesboy-lovers for traumatising their young friends and brin_gs up his.son
along traditional lines is like a burglar shouting'stop thief!'The Sioux Indians
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who teach their sons how to masfurbate seem to hit the mark when they call
the conventional sex education methods of the Pale Faces "simply barbaric"
(Sch6rer 1974,163).

We will have more to say about this in Chapter Five. For the present we
will limit ourselves to observing that the only acceptable and effective way to
protect a boy against unwanted physical attentions by an adult is to give him
honest and ample information about the possible dangers, to increase his
self-confidence and to teach him that he and only he must decide who may
touch his body in an intimate way (-amping-Goos 1982,ll7; Baurmarur 1983,
276, 480-481). Children taught to hold adults in awe and always obey them,
who come from families with very rigid views about sexuality and who enjoy
less freedom than the majority of their peers have proved more liable to hurt
and traumatisation by sexual offenders than those with a more liberal upbringing
(Baurmann 1983, 454).

"The Boy Will Be Turned Into A Homophile"

For years everyone believed that if a boy had sexual relations with a man it
would make the boy homosexual, and he would remain homosexual for the
whole rest of his life. Obviously, then, boys should be protected from such
contacts.

Despite the finding of Bell & Weinberg that, even in as desperately
homophobic a society as that of Norttr America, homophiles on the whole do
not feel less happy than heterophiles (1978, 432), it is not unreasonable to
suppose that a young man would prefer not to belong to a minority with a
considerably higher suicide rate (Baudry 1982, 82; Bleibtreu-Ehrenberg 1978,
402;ELJ.1979,I40; Tielman 1982, 168; Siegfried 1979,94; Wagner 1979,L41;
West 1977, 198), which is discriminated against, rejected and persecuted in
every society which has been heavily influenced by Christianity (Masters &
Johnson 1988, 254). It is pleasant to read in Ford and Beach (1968, 139) that
homosexuality is considered a quite normal phenomenon n 64Vo of the cultures
which they investigated, but neither the European, nor the North American, nor
the Soviet powers belong to this cultural majority of theirs. In many countries
homophiles have no legal rights and so are at the mercy of their rulers, as in
Cuba and in China (Haeberle 1978, 385-386), and this does not seem to cause
undue wony to those idealistic people among us who claim to be fighting for
human rights. Thus it is quite understandable that parents prefer their sons to
grow up as heterophiles rather than homophiles.

That a boy could be "converted" or "perverted" to homosexual preferences
had already been proposed in Greek antiquity by the peripatetic school of
philosophers-not in the absurd form it assumed later in the nineteenth century,
but in teaching that passivity in anal intercourse might become a preferred
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sexual technique if continued over a long period of time (Buffidre 1980, 440;
Bullough 1976,104; Wagner 1979, note 39).

It was left to a more enlightened age to promulgate the blind belief that a
single "seduction" by a man would make the poor boy ineluctably and
inevitably and forever homophile. No honest heterophile could ever have
invented this absurdity, for it presupposes that the homosexual experience was
so fantastically wonderful that in one single sexual cataclysm all the effects of
heterosexual indoctrination to which every boy is subjected by society for years
on end is eliminated. Whoever has drunk but once from the source of
homosexuality will ever after long for a repetition, so weak is the heterosexual
impulse in comparison!

Sucha testimoniumpaupertatis of heterosexualitywas,of course,notinvented
by real heterophiles but by homophiles standing trial for homosexual "of-
fences". To excuse their "criminal conduct" they claimed to have been victims
in their youth of homosexual seduction. Perhaps they ttrought if they were going
to be prosecuted by idiots it would be best to put forward an idiotic defence.
But the sword they used cut both ways. Judges and public prosecutors gullibly
swallowed the argument, only to conclude that they must fight all the harder
against homosexuality as a corrupting influence on youth.

In reality the sequence of events is quite the reverse. If a boy reacts positively
to a homosexual approach the reason is the presence within him of homosexual
tendencies which, at least at the time, are strong enough to allow him to become
sexually aroused (Hanry 1977, ll7-120; West t977, 54).ln which direction his
sexual preferences will gradually evolve is either inately determined or deter-
mined by environmental influences active during the very first years of his
life---+ertainly before he goes to school (De Batselier 1967, 444; Baurmann
1983, 72; Bieber 1962, 113; Bleuler, quoted by Wolfenden 1963, Sect. 68;
Churchill 1967, 2I4; Hart de Ruyter 1976, 143; Harry 1984, I22; Hoult 1984,
125; Klimmer 1958, 93; Van der Kwast 1968, 118; Sengers 1967, 144; Wyss
1967 ,44-45). All fear of "homosexual propaganda" or ''homosexual proselytis-
ing" is therefore groundless. It is as senseless to propagandise for homophilia
as it is to propagandise for redheadedness, Ieft-handedness or having crossed
eyes.

At the time when I was writing Das verfemte Geschlecht this problem of
"seduction to homosexuality" was still central to all discussions about penal
law reform. I thus devoted many pages to the issue, pointing to the shift in
position of the Dutch psychiatrist Tolsma who as late as 1948 energetically
supported ttre traditional seduction-to-homosexuality thesis but who was so
laudably honest that when later he was confronted with conflicting fact he
confessed that he had been mistaken and had altered his professional opinion.
Thus in the 1963 edition of his book he wrote: "Permanent homosexual
orientation is in our culture only to be found in individuals with a predisposition
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to it, that is to say in those in whom the tendency is already present before the
seduction." (1963, 141) As sharing this point of view, I quoted from Naecke
(1905), Havelock Ellis (1915), Moll, Placzek (1919), Hirschfeld (1926), von
Krafft-Ebing, Schwarz, Rozanoff (1935), Doshay (1945), Bender & Grugett
(1952), Berg (1954), West (1955), the Roman Catholic committee presided
over by the English cardinal Griffin (1956), the official British committee
presided over by Sir John Wolfenden, Coon (1957), Klimmer (1958),
Westwood, Rainer (1960), Schlegel, Freund, Bieber (1962), Schofield, Marmor
(1965), Sengers (1966), Churchill, de Batselier, Briiutigam (1967), Trimbos
(1968), the Dutch official commission presided over by Prof. Speijer (1970).
We may add Abraham (1969, 209, 237), Gagnon (165, 226), Geiser (1979,
92);Harry (1984, 118);Langfeldt (1981,41,7t-72); Powell & Chalkley (1981,
71); Righton (1981, 38); Zeegerc (1917,205); Everaerd (1980, 11); Haeberle
(1978, 176). It seems unnecessary now to cite all those passages which show
how the seduction-to-homosexuality theory is nothing more than "an old wives'
iale", as Hanack, law professor at the University at Heidelberg, and Briiutigam,
his medical colleague there, called it (Hanack 1968, 151). Every so often we
still hear its echoes, unfornrnately not only from old wives but from the likes
of Dr. Johannes Pohlschneider, bishop of the diocese of Aachen, who in 1976
repeated it with complete peace of mind in a treatise calfed Ethics of Christian
Sexual Education.

A most convincing witness to its lack of veracity is the experience of the
Sambia boys in New Guinea, as described by Her&. In their tribal villages the
Sambia segregate the sexes as much as possible. Men and women each have
their own paths and meeting places. The boys have no contact whatever with
the girls. The initiation process for them begins somewhere between ages 7 and
10. During the first phase, which lasts until they are about fifteen, they are
expected to suck the penis of a mafure boy every night and swallow his sperm.
Without regular ingestion of male seed, the Sambia believe, boys will never
grow up into strong, mature men. At first some of the boys dislike having to
do this, but gradually all come to enjoy it and often strong ties of friendship are
formed between the sucker and the sucked. After puberty the boys enter the
second phase of initiation: it is now their tum to provide seed for the benefit
of the younger ones. They do this until, at around age 22, they marry. Maniage
terminates the young man's homosexual life, since once his penis has penetrated
a woman's vagina it is no longer considered clean and it would be dangerous
for any other male to touch it. What is of especial interest to us at this point is
that after 10 to 15 years of exclusive homosexual activity carried on by 1007o
of the young male Sambia population, the incidence of adult homosexual
orientation is only 5%o---+xactly the same as in Western society (Herdt 1981,
2-4, 233 -234, 238, 280-282, 288, 3r9).
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Homosexual activity before or in the first years after puberty is neither cause
nor early evidence of adult homosexual orientation. At puberty a boy needs to
experiment with his sexuality, just as he has to try out his other physical and
mental capacities, until he has found what suits him the best. This is the normal
way every human being leams. Boys who have not been warped by ttreir
upbringing but are healthy in their psychosexual development will be observed
experimenting with homosexuality, animal sex, exhibitionism, voyeurism @eing
peeping Toms) and fetichism (Karpman 1954, 53). As long as boys, in their
sexual activities, respect the rights of others, there is not the least cause for
concem. Such experiments will never hurt the youngsters themselves, only the
possible panic reactions of the people around them (Rabinovitch, quoted by
Karpman 1954, 556).

We might ask ourselves whether only adults should be allowed their
exhibitionistic pleasures, to dress up and pose, to take voyeuristic delight in
spying on the intimacies of others in the pages of the yellow press, to sadistically
enjoy acid criticism and biting jokes at the expense of absent persons, to derive
sexual pleasure watching strip shows or looking at pomo magazines, to
experience homosexual sadistic excitement at a boxing match or auto races with
the greatest chance of lethal, bloody accidents. Is not all of this veiled mental
perversity far more symptomatic of a sexually traumatised personality than the
adolescent boy's open experimentation with sex could ever be?

In having sex with a peer or a man, the adolescent boy tries out the
homosexual possibilities of his mental makeup instead of repressing them.
Repression means not having them under control, and that could result in being
obsessed by them. The man who in his youth has had his fling expressing his
homosexual component, and then put it all by, will feel less driven as an adult
by homosexual impulses than the man who didn't. He will also find
homosexuality less disturbing, view it with more understanding, because it is,
for him, no longer a skeleton in the closet.

Of beautiful Alcibiades the story was told that as a boy he drove all husbands
mad with love and enticed them away from their wives, while as a man he drove
all women mad with love and enticed them away from their husbands (Buffibre
1980, 468).

"The Partners are So Unequal"

If it were really true that a man becomes paedophile because he did not receive
enough affection when he was young, then all the tendemess bestowed by the
boy-lover on his young friends would tend to prevent them from acquiring
tendencies deviant from "normal" heterosexuality. Boy-love, then, would be a
"normalising" rather than a "perverting" influence upon boys!

The Usual Objections

the objection is raised that in paedophile relations the
partners are grossly unequal. Even if we agree with most present-day authorities
"that sexual experimentation among children the same age is normal, healthy,
and perhaps even to be encouraged" and "to say that it's bad is to deny children
an essential part of their growth" (Janus 1981, 318-319), the situation changes
completely as soon as an adult enters the picture. Sexual play among children
is permissible but an adult will spoil it (Sebbar 1980, 292). Wolters (1982,
13-14), for example, describes all sexual activities between adults and children
as "sexual abuse" because "l) the relationship is unequal;2) the adulthas all
the power on his side; 3) freedom and opportunity of choice are limited; 4) the
older partner is strongly motivated by the desire for satisfaction of his own
personal sexual desires." Writers like Wolters and A. Nicholas Groth who begin
with the assumption that all adult/child relationships are due either to sexual
pressure or sexual force exerted by the man (Howells 1981, 82) have from the
very start made it impossible for themselves to gain any real understanding of
the phenomenon. They are acting exactly like those feminists who consider
every form of sexual activity, even if it is mutually consensual, rape if the
partners are in some way unequal (Califia 1981, 137-139).

If only those human relationships where the partners are equal were morally
and legally permitted, few indeed would exist. "It is a glib notion of power,
however, that assumes that equality in all things is either strictly possible, or
that assumes absolute equality is necessary for faimess and genuine reciprocity."
(Reeves 1983, 12) It is not inequality which makes a relationship objectionable,
but ttre exploitation of this inequality by one partner at the expense of the other.
Such exploitation may occur, but it doesn't have to. There are good parent/child,
good husband/wife, good employer/employee, good doctor/patient relationships
despite the obvious inherent inequality in all of ttrem. And so there are also
good man/boy relationships.

On the other hand all human relationships can deteriorate, or be poisoned
from the start. Things may occur between a man and a boy to which all of our
objections would apply. To the worst of these, such as rape, physical violence
or abuse of authority, we will retum later in this chapter.

In this section we will limit our discussion to those friendships which obey
the fundamental conditions demanded of any sexual relationship: they be free
of force or compulsion and of any abuse of dominance. The younger partner
should never be considered a property of the older; he should be freely
consenting not only to the sexual contact but to the form it takes and under
what conditions it will proceed. And at any moment--€ven in ttre middle of the
sexual activity-he should be free to withdraw his consent (Duvert 1980, 112).

If such conditions are met it should be evident that ttris very inequality
between man and boy may deepen and enrich the relationship between them.

But
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For the man is usually fhe more experienced of the two, is more knowledgeable
and uses these advantages not to dominate his young friend but to help him.
The boy on the other hand has the complementary gifts of spontaneity, freshness
and curiosity. Each benefits, and leams, from the other.

The English poet Auden makes the lovely observation, "A girl of eleven (or
a boy of twelve)... can be a most remarkable creature. No longer a baby, she
has leamed self control, acquired a sense of her identity, and can think logically
without ceasing to be imaginative. She does not know, of course, that her sense
of identity has been too easily won-the gift of her parents rather than her own
doing-and that she is soon going to lose it, first in the Sturm und Drang of
adolescence and then, when she enters the adult social world, in anxieties over
money and status. But one caffiot meet a girl or a boy of this kind without
feeling that what she or he is-by luck or momentarily-is what, after many
years and countless follies and elrors, one would like, in the end, to become."
(quoted by Fraser t916,182)

An objection to be taken much more serioqsly is ttrat if a boy becomes too
intimately involved with his adult friend he may deprive himself of necessary
and beneficial relationships with his peers. Where this happens the man
egotistically sacrifices the best interests of the boy to his own pleasure (Bemard
1979, 19; Nichols 197 6,75). Sandfort, carefully analysing 25 man/boy relation-
ships, concluded that this sort of situation was far from universal, at least in his
small sample: a number of his subjects maintained at the same time as their
paedophile friendships strong, positive relationships with their age-mates (1981,
97). Nevertheless, this must be recognised as a possible danger.

If the relationship continues over a long period the man often acquires
considerable influence over the boy (De Brethmas 1979, 98). The boy is at an
age when the body and its capacities are of overwhelming importance. In their
shared intimacy the naked bodies of the man and the boy speak to each other
in their own wordless language which has such deep significance to the evolving
youth (Krist 1976, 45). The boy finds something here which he cannot find
elsewhere: "elsewhere" is even denied him. An adult abandons himself to
him, reveals himself to him, confides in him as to no one else. Confidence
evokes love, love evokes tractability.

In itself this powerful influence of the adult is neither negative nor positive;
it all depends upon how the man uses it. The adult has a gre ter propensity for
good as well as for evil than the child (O'Canoll 1980, 166). In the archives
of the Brongersma Foundation there are notebooks in which a 30-year-old man
carefully kept score, in order to show his affection for his 12-13-year-old friend,
of all the shop-liftings the boy was busy committing. h this man's mind his
sharing in this way in the boy's thefts cemented their close alliance as well as
expessed their mufual love of adventure, ttreir dexterity and their courage; in
so doing he praised the boy for his thievery. The total value of items stolen
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over the years was quite high. When finally the two were caught the court, quile
justly, blamed the man for his complicity.

In a healthy society where man/boy relationships didn't have to remain hidden
and could be openly revealed, parents would evaluate and judge the man who
was in love with their son and, if necessary, reject him. Ttrey would have the
right to veto his association with their boy-not, of course, because of its sexual
element, for this they would consider quite normal and heal*ry, but because of
some character defect in the man which they felt would be detrimental to the
boy. kr such a world the real pov,er of parents would be much greater than it
normally is now, when many boys have to keep their relationships secret.

At present the oppression of a morally condemning society often makes
boy-lovers-compelled as they are to hide their sexual inclinations and so driven
to promiscuity, threatened as they are with arrest and loss of livelihood-to
become nervous, unbalanced and full of internal conflicts, in other words, less
able to play a constructive role in the boy's growing up (Matzneff 1977,
142-L43). When they are caught and brought to trial, society blames them for
the unfornrnate personality traits for which itself was responsible. "The day
we are free to show openly our affection for the boys and girls we love, we
will love them better." (Matzneff L977, I43).

How much more desirable it would be if society took advantage of the
enonnous pedagogic potential of boy-love!

188 "A school social worker in a large Northern city was astonished when four brothen
all under sixteen years old-young hoodlums, the eldest of whom had been arrested
8l times for stealing, mugglng, and other violent offenses against elderly cit-
izens-suddenly calrned down and behaved themselves for two months running. They
started attending school regularly and doing good work while there. The social worker
reasoned that the explanation must be that some dominant personality had become
involved with the young delinquents. Her investigation found that a 'boy-lover' (her
term for pederast) had entered ino a relationship with the farnily which was
ransforming the boys into good citizens. The social worker asked herseli 'Shall I ask
the police to tail the man, who is the fust constructive influence the boys have let ino
their lives in two or three years? How important is it to have this type of sex offender
arrested, when the result may be a new reigtr of terror for the elderly of the
neighborhood?' " (Rossman 1976, L9-20)

189 In another American city, a man, acting as social worker for the court, achieved
miracles in making decent people out of delinquent boys. The community threw a party
for him, and at it he was asked to reveal the secret of his success. He was acutely
embarrassed, and later he told his wifs, "flsw could I say to them that so many of
these boys had been made aggressive and turned criminal by sexual frustration, and
that they began to love and trust nre only when I began to meet their sexual needs?"
Some months later, horr"ever, the secret was out. The social worker was sent to prison
and the boys resumed their violent activities. This true story was told by an American
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professor at an international congress of psychiariss and lawyers at The Hague in
1981, and it is quite similar to another case cited by Rossman (1976, 55).

How many judges of juvenile courts and non-paedophile pedagogues have
been able to make boys quit their criminal gangs and throw away their stilettos,
as has Jacques de Brethmas and others like him despite being branded by society
as "child molesters" and "comrpton of youth"? (De Brethmas 1980, 42)

190 A German stugeon was aware of the fact that his son was having intimate relations
with a youth leader, but he did not interfere. When the boy was about 19 he began o
show more interest in girls. These, hov,ever, did not have a very good influence upon
him. "In the old days when he slept with you he behaved much better," the father
complained to the youth leader. (Personal cornmunication)

At an age when the boy is still finding his way in life, he easily pattems his
behaviour after the man he loves. Therefor€ the man should carefully consider
what the younger partner (the more unsettled, the more vulnerable) may expect
of him. There are boys who, in ttreir contacts with paedophiles, are looking
only for the joys of sex, and thus are less inclined to enler into a steady
relationship with a man. In such cases there is no good reason why the man, if
he is similarly inclined, shouldn't pleasure the boy and make love with him.
The boy might very well know that, under these circumstanc€s, the adult will
the very next day be similarly united himself with one of his comrades. The
boy himself will probably be doing the same thing.

But there are also boys seeking to establish deep companionship in love.
Sex, although indispensable, is then of secondary importance. If the man feels
unable to respond to the boy's deeper needs he should say so at once. It is
dishonest for the man to profit from the willingness of the boy to share his
body if he is unwilling to share love with him, too, and give the boy what he
is seeking. In such cases the boy's disappointrnent can be extreme (O'Carroll
1980, 172).

In boy-love, too, the nefarious double standard is sometimes encoun0ered: the
man insisting ttrat the boy be sexually faithful, creating tenible scenes of jealous
rage when he suspects that the youngster isn't, while at the same time permitting
himself all kinds of "adventures" on the side. Here the parfiers really are
unequal in their sexual life, just as with heterosexual couples, especially in
former times.

The choice as to whether they will have sex just for pleasure or for both
pleasure and love should be considered carefully and made consciously. It
should be agreed upon by both parhers and be equally binding on each.

The common image of the man subduing the child by ttre force of his adult
dominance in order to "sacrifice ttre child to his lust" is simply ridiculous,
especially in the case of bigger, older boys. Modem youths are hardly docile
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and are certainly not easily compelled to perform acts which they consider
repellent. If the child doesn't like the situation he is getting into, he just stays
away, or runs away (Pieterse 1982, tr-53). Even very young children know
perfectly vaell that one word whispered in the ear of their parents, or to a teacher
or to the police would put an end to the man's attentions at once. In no way is
the child wholly without power.

But in most cases this word is never spoken. Why? l.et us tum for explanation
to the report of the Illinois Legislative Investigating Commission (a body to
whom boy-lovers are "suspects" and "offenders" and their young friends
"victims"): "The suspects gave the children attention and affection which was
often lacking in their homes because of parental indifference. More than one
victim referred to a suspect as his 'best friend...' in fact, often the relationships
established with the offenders seemed, at least at the time, to be the only valid
relationships many of the victims ever had had." (1980, 7) Therefore these
"abused", "dominated", "piteous" children don't try to escape from their
plight. Therefore, on the contrary, they often bring their comrades to the home
where they are welcome (Pieterse 1982,tr-22). Therefore, rather than reporting,
ttey hide these relationships from their parents and teachers and refuse to talk
to the police.

The fact that children like these relationships is not sufficient, of course, to
prove they are beneficial (Mdller 1983, 100-101). This point we will take up
in Chapter Five. Here our concem is simply whether the child feels happy and
free in it or dominated and coerced.

In the case of long-term relationships, where deep friendship exists between
man and boy, it is unknown for the boy to complain to a third person (Hennig
1979,162-163; Schult 1978, I20)

191 The same youth leader mentioned in exarqple 190 told me, "During the course of
my life I had sex, I believe, with about 800 boys. They are all grown up now. Not a
single one of them has ever complained about our intimacies or tied to stop my work
with young people. Some of the boys in my group rejected my advances, and then, of
course, nothing happened."

In fact only people who do not accept such a refusal and persist in ttreir
advances run real risk of having ttre boy make a complaint. If he does, for the
most part it will be his parents he will go to, and parents are the main source
of complaints lodged with the police. Otrried Albrecht, analysing "indecent
assault" upon children from trial records, found that charges were brought by
the child's parents n 57.67o of cases, by the police itself n 16.77o, by
eye-witnesses tn 6.l%o, by youth protection authorities rn 4.67o, by colleagues
of the accused, mother of another child, neighbours, school staff, each 37o,
finallybyttrechildhimself orhisbrother,eachinl.5Vo of thecases (1964,272).
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Only rarely do conditions reach the point where the child is forced to
physically resist. A child knows perfectly well when he is being humiliated and
exploited (Rush 1980, t22). Under certain circumstances a child will tolerate
on-going abuse of authority, usually because the man who is supposed to protect
hirn is also the aggressor. We will retum to this matter later in this chapter; for
the present we must stress again that we are dealing here only with relationships
which are canied on with the free consent of the boy.

Is it, then, true that the adult man is invariably the most powerful, the
dominant partner? Surely this can only be the case when it is the boy who insists
the more strongly upon sexual intimacies. But aren't these exactly the conditions
which make the sexual activities in no way objectionable? If it is the man who
most desires sex, then one should recall a poem by the Arab Shihab Al-Abchichi:

I'm totally in love with a beggar boy,
But a beggar boy who is so beautiful
That his face is a treasure.
He tells n7e I'm lowering myself.
This isn't true: it is I who am poor
It is I who begs--for his love.

(lryland 1977, I28)

The boy is much more in command of ttre situation than the man (Hannon
1979,26). A direct or even scomful refusal is very painful. He who needs the
contact most has ttre least real power (O'Canoll 1980, 147, 173).

192 Theo (13 years, 9 months) said that he sometimes misled Bert (35 years, 9 months)
and sometimes coerced him when they had sex. In response to the question of when
he did that, it appeared that he realised that he could withhold the sexual contact from
his older partner and that sex as such could be a tool of power.

"When do you mislead Bert in your love-making?"
"Well, let's say he wants to suck me off or something, and I say it hurts; then I'm

"Because it doesn't really hurt?"

"You also said you sometimes coerced him when you are making love."
"Yes. He'll say, 'Come on, we're going to bed,' and I'll go watch TV or something,

and then he'll turn the TV off. And I say, 'If there's no TV I'll go sleep by myself,'
and then I get to warch TV a little longer.
(Sandfort 1982,48-49)

The idea of the helplessly overpowered child, however, was never sub-
stantiated when confronted by real research (Sandfort 1981, 57). "Only a pe$on
with no experience with children could talk about a youngster's one-sided
dependence upon the boy-lover." (Schult 1982,76)

The Usual Objections

A l2-year-old: "When I'm not in the mood I just don't do it, and then he stops,
too." His adult friend: "Of course. I love him too much to do anything else." (Berkel
,978,n)

A ten-year-old in a broadcast interview: "Sometimes I'm not so much in the mood
for it, and sometimes I am. Sometimes I am thinking, 'I don't really want to do it.'
And then I can just say so and he won't do it." His mother: "He knows quite a bit
about sex; when it comes to making love he's quite aware of what goes on. So he's
perfectly capable of deciding how far he wants to go, and I believe he really does
decide how far he'll go or not go. I don't need to interfers." (Sandfort 1979,125)

(Continued from 94) Conny, looking back at the long-standing relationship which he,
at L2, had had with lan, said later, at age 16, "I felt quite free when we vrcre together.
I could do, or not do, just what I wanted. He never condescended to me. I saw him as
the kind of friend you'll never find again." (Fuss & Goslinga L976,72)

(Continued from 155) Thomas gives a good explanation of how his relationship with
his young friend was shaped: "Yes, we played tennis a lot, v,e \'6nt to movies, to
concerts. I was very ractable. A little bit of a grandfather, He decided what 'tr'e were
going to do, because to me it was enough just to be with him. To be with him anywhere
where he felt fulfilled and was happy (..) I always let them be completely free, just
so I can be with them and they are happy. I let them carry on any activity they want."

"Did you ever feel that these decisions limited your freedom?"
"No, because actually the choice is always mine. If, for instance, he tells rne he

wants to see a movie, I choose the movie. And if I want to go to a concert I take into
account his taster and my tastes both and choose accordingly.

"Do you choose or does he?"
"We consider both of our tastes. He decides the kind of thing 

"r'e 
are going to do

and I decide how we're going to do it."
(Hennig 1979,143)

Sandfort analysed 25 cases of 10-16-year-old boys involved in sexually
expressed friendships. They associated with their relationships such affective
concepts as "fine", "jolly", "content", "free", and, slightly less often,
"safe". Negative feelings were seldom associated with the sexual activities, and
when ttrey were they related to fear of discovery etc., never to the sex itself.
This fear, incidentally, tends to make man and boy feel like accomplices and
increases their sense of equality (Sch6rer & Hocquenghem 1976,34).

The ancient Greeks had a far clearer idea of what happens in such
relationships than many a modem child psychologist worrying about the
oppression of the boy. They conceived of the beautiful boy as a lion and the
man.as his prey (Dover 1978, 58). Plato confessed he felt this way (Koch-
Hamack 1983, 200). On Anic vases the loving man "is nearly always
represented as a supplicating figure standing with bent knees in front of the boy
he admires and gripping the boy's chin and genitals entreatingly." (Koch-
Hamack 1983, 52, 68) Some of these drawings show the boy apparently
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accepting the man's courtship and exhibiting his naked beauty; some, on the
othei hand, show him refusing, with such written coflunents as "Leave me
alone" or "Stop", wittr ttre boy covering his genitals (Koch-Hamack 1983, 53,
72,75-76). Zeus may have been frequently unfaithful to Hera but he never was
to Ganymede; in fait he never dared contradict the boy @uffibre.1980, 357).
On a siamnos in Oxford Ganymede, opening wide his cloak, exhibits his naked
body to Zeus who is kneeling devotedly in front of hirn (Koch-Hamack 1983'
233'-234). Xenophon deplores the boy's pr€sumptuous attinrde which stems from
the youngster's iense of superiority (Koch-Harnack 1983, 220). "I\ete are many
epigramJ abour a man being enslaved by the boy he loves. We will cite just

one, by Meleagros:

"I was still untouched by love, but suddenly Myiskos, with his eyes,
shot his arrow straight into my heart, and cried, 'See how I break his
pride, and the fierce regal wisdom of his face I trample in the dust with
my feet!' When I could breathe again I said, 'What do you-want of me,
my beloved? Didn't Eros make even Zeus step down from Olympus?' "
(Anthologia Graeca xii, 1 01 )

Two thousand years later we hear this echoed by the English poet Nicholson
rhapsodising about his beloved Victor: "I can be his slave, and he'll behave
as Frince wittr charming grace." (D'Arch Smittr 1970' 128)

,'The boys usually control these relationships. Bottr in initiating them and in
continuing ttrem. They control what kind of sexual acts are performed, they
control when the sex will take place, and ttrey have just as much control as the
man over when the relationship will end. These are probably among the most
democratic of all relationships, despite the age disparities and ttre risks for the
man," says Thorstad (1981, 21), a founding member of NAMBLA. In a case
study pubiished by Wilson & Cox (1983, 78), the man declares, "All my kids
have one word they can use with me, 'no', and if ttrey say 'no',-that's it, and
they know this. Thby can use the veto if they want to." Sandfort's research in
many instances confirmed such assertions. Some examples from his research
into what adults told him:

lg7 Jan: "sometimes I'm in the mood to have a nice session in bed with him. But when
he's not in the mood, then, of course, it doesn't happen. However, when he's in the
mood and I'm not, I do what he wants."

Frans: "I propose and he decides. He sets the limits."
Mark: "What takes place depends on the child'"
Ton: "He basically decides what will happen and how fannp'll 89: I ".n 

tty q
persuade him, at leait very cautiously, like, 'Maybe wE can go just a little farther.."
But if he says 'no', it is no."

"Isn't this hard on you?"
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"No. Well, yes, at times, in certain situations, I have the feeling he's deceiving me
a bit. But I respect it. It's his choice. I think pu just have to adjust o this."

So it is the boy in such relationships who decides whether sex will take place
and, if so, what kind of acts he wants, permits or rejects (Sandfor 1980, 190'
194). It is of utrnost importance that the boy be able to order the man to stop
doing something he doesn't like.

198 John Valentine, an American boy-lover, says on this point, "Every time I have ever
been offered genuine resistance, I have withdrawn. Whenever I have been told, 'Stop

that'-alas-I have stopped. I'm easily deterred. I suspect this is true of most people'

certainly for most people in my freld. A resistance that doesn't stop ne needs
redefining." (1972,22)

The reader who keeps in mind what was said in Chapter Two about the
paramount importance for the boy-lover of the boy's pleasure in sex will
understand how any other response would be in flagrant contradiction to this.
If a particular sex act disgusts the boy and deprives him of all the pleasant
feelings he should be experiencing, the act is not suitable for the loving man-
to perform. This is another guarantee of the younger partner's freedom of

Sandfort found that the picnre he formed from the adult parfirer, and had
confirmed later by the boy, of their sexual contacts did not in the least coincide
with ttre usual picture psychologists and psychiatrists have drawn for us in their
professional reports. It is a pity that these people (and all others who present
the theoretical figments of their imaginations as fact) are never present when a
man and his young friend go to bed together. A look at what happens there,
and how it happens, could dispel a lot of mental fog.

Modem youth is not so sweet and docile as to put up with everything adults
want to do with him. "They have bad mannea and despise all authority. They
don't respect older people. They would rather chatter than leam. At home,
children today are tyrants rather than servants." This complaint was made by
Socrates, who died in 399 BC (quoted by Hoffrneyet l97l,I-232).It would
seem that youth (and it's elderly judges) have changed little in the course of
23 centuries!

The criticism of dominating the child and restricting his freedom, made so
unjustly of boy-lovers, should be turned instead against those who utler it. Wittl
all of ttreir laws and prohibitions, they undeniably protect the child's freedom
to say 'no' to any sexual approach-and we cannot criticise them for that-but
they deprive him of the parallel freedom, ttre right to say 'yes'! They have g1ve1
the child freedom only in a negative sense (Baurmann 1983, 53-54). "It is
simply assumed that children cannot give consent to a sexual act and that any
sucl act is always harmful. However, this view is irrational and oppressive."
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(Haeberle 1978, 355) Parents are not allowed to cut off their son's hand, so
why are they permitted to cut off his sexuality? (Duvert 1980, 126)

"It is incredible. In our society a l4-year-old is forbidden to make love with
whom he wants, and if, despite the prohibition, this accidentally happens,
everything is done to persuade him ttrat he was coerced by a wicked man and
that, in order to punish this criminal, he should report him, lodge a complaint
and sue him for damages. If laws are to be consistent they must be logical too.
If a boy is incapable of giving his consent, why, then is he capable of refusing
his consent? Why won't people listen to him when he says, 'I wanted it,' just
as they listen to him when he says, 'I didn't want it'?" @oulin 1977, 183-184)

The child under the legal age of consent is not free; he is subject to anti-sexual
force. When boy-lovers fight to set him free, to emancipate him, they are accused
of being hypocrites, of not really caring about the child's freedom, only their
own freedom to seduce children without being threatened by the law. This
accusation is hardly based upon reason, for the emancipated child is much more
capable of rejecting an unwelcome approach than is the "properly educated",
disciplined child who has been brought up to obey and so doesn't dare cross
his uncle, the family friend, his teacher, scout master, football coach (Duvert
7980, 169-170; Constantine 1981, 240; Wright 1980, 107. 109; Geiser 1979,
163; Baurmann 1979, 106).

An experienced psychiatrist, Dr. Maas, once observed in this connection: "I
believe that children, in knowing what is beneficial to them, err less than adults.
I also believe that most children experience these things without being
compelled. Compulsion and aggression do exist, of course, but they are in no
way characteristic of paedophilia." (Rogier 1973,48)

Not all of his colleagues would share his opinion. There are psychiafiists-and
lawyers who prepare legislation have taken their side-who claim that consent
by the child is impossible and so this possibility does not have to be taken into
consideration. The child is simply not able to give consent; any apparent consent
he might give is invalid, thus sexual activity with a child of any kind is
equivalent to rape. One could even say that it's worse where the child actually
gives what he believes to be his consent, for this proves to what extent the
poor victim has been mentally comrpted by the perpetrator. It is not denied
that children often actually seduce adults and solicit sexual activity, but this
only shows to what an extent they must already have been traumatised,
manipulated. No child really wants sex with an adult, according to these
psychiatrists; even if the boy says 'yes' what he really means is 'no'.

At this point the discussion becomes rather comic. First, the child couldn't
have said 'yes'. Then, when it appeared that he actually had said 'yes', he
couldn't have been expressing his real feelings (Sebbar 1980,29I-292). And
ttre child is subject to all this disbelief only so that he might be honoured and
his liberty defended. Out of our profound respect for the child *e cannot believe
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gJttrTg he says. only when he accuses a man is the child speaking the truth.
when he is a witness for the defence he lies. So we can see thaf everyteclaration
of the child is manipulated by such psychiatrists in order to mak6 it conform
to their_preconceived theories. And they call this defending the child against the
manipulation of his consent!

one psychiatrist of this species quite seriously said that in a perfect world
ev9ry child would have at his side his own psychiatrist to interpret what he
said (Dolto 1979,7r,74, 80-81, 84). An ideal world indeed... for psychianists!

"The Child Is Manipulated"

This is not to say, however, that children cannot be manipulated. They can,
even grossly so. Research shows that young people often jusf copy the op-inions
9n Tany subjects of their parents. A majority say they are in 

-favoui 
of the

family system, even wten their families oppress them-and a few even say
that their-parents give them too much freedom and ftrey would like to be subjeit
1o-1qore discipline (Sch6rer 1979,148-150; Instituut voor Toegepaste sociologie
L.977 , l0l).In chapter Three we have already described sex-negitive indoctrina-
tr.ol -9 the feelings of anxiety it causes. There are few thingi sadder than the
s-ight 9f children cruelly and systematically battered by their parents declaring
F1, q"V brought the punishment on themselves by 

-their 
UiO anO annoyin[

behaviour. certainly in bringing up a child a great deal of manipulation is rise{
and this is generally accepted. only when the manipulation concems sex is it
suddenly perceived to be so detrimental to his well-being.

And yel nowhere else may it be so unsuccessful. Research by the American
psychologist Joan Esserman on the effectiveness of television prognrms showed
that children were not so easily inJluenced in matters of tasti. ihe error-ous
popularity.of Popeye never induced many children to like spinach. similarly it
is not possible for a man to convince a boy that sexual contact wittr him would
be pleasant if the boy doesn't already think so himself. He would either find it
to his taste, like ice-cream, or not so, like spinach, No ruse, no manipulation
will be successful in changing his taste.

r99 Jean-claude (34 years old), one of Leonetti's subjects, declares: .,I have had sex
with about 150 boys. with some my friendships extended over ten years. I can state
unequivocably that none rr"ere one-sided. you always hear-this is pule pretence on
It putt of psychiatrists, dgctors and judges-that the children are subjicte.d to pressurp.
Based on my experience I can say this is absolutely untrue. Even if yrou are a teacher,
as I was, and you invite a pupil over to visit you, he may come one time, but if he
doesn't like it there he won't come back. If he does retum it is because he feels a need
to do so. Children expedence their sexuality in a passive rnanner, and thus the sexual
relationship enables them to discover ttreir body and their sexuality. If 1ou respect this,
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you limit yourself to fondling them, because they really desire nothing else." (Iconetti

1978, 163-164)

Wilson and Cox quote Rex, a boy-lover: " 'Children know instinctively
what is good for them, and therefore a paedophilic relationship is hardly likely
to be psychotogically damaging. The child must be respected and allowed to
take any initiative he wants to.' Rex views the child as a person rather than a
'mere child' and the paedophilic relationship as a two-way situation with both
parties contributing and benefiting." (1983, 73)- 

In everyday life adults frequently show little enough concem over whether
the child will consent to something or not. They say, "You're going to do this!"
"Parents especially are prone to confttse their right to voice their own
convictions with the right to impose these upon their offspring; their right to
live according to ttreir own convictions with ttreir right to compel their children
to live according to them too. Wittr no other altemative ttran to live with their
family, subject to parental control, parcntal will, parental ethicl and life style'
dependent upon family circumstances, culture, religious beliefs, ideals,-preju-
dices, hatreds, intents, children see themselves permanently subject to unlimited
compulsion. Were they not under such pressure, threatened with deprivation of
love or food, blackmailed about their futures and given an occasional box on
the ears, what really would be left of one's right to bring up one's children in
the way one would wish?" (Duvert t980,122)

Modirn education, Duvert says elsewhere with biting sarcasm, maintains
"that in a democracy everybody is entitled to the free development of his own
personality, but that-if you wish to be happy and develop yourself properly-it
is better to behave just like everyone else. A twisted mind like mine, however,
tums up a number of interesting implications of this truth. If a man whose
tendencies deviate from those of the others is rejected by them, this means that
such properly developed people (going along with the crowd) enjoy persecuting
fhose who behave differently. A curious demonstration of their proper develop-
ment! Consequently it is necessary for happiness to destroy others and to value
a person as the better developed, balanced and normal to the degree that he is
iniolerant, malevolent, discriminating and stupid. Is it because the majority
really has discovered the key to happiness that you have to behave like
everybody, or simply because of its brutal dominance that an outside position
inflicts more suffering than a position within? The educators keep silent on this
question. But they use words like equality, health, justice, liberty, wisdom; they
lel us on which side you'lI find these virtues; they tell us which side has the
unexpected right to treat other people brutally and without mercy; but they
don'i tell us that the key to human happiness, in any society where you may
live, consists in belonging to the least intelligent crowd, in howling with *rc
worst wolves in the wood, and in rallying to the side of the strong. They don't
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911e_*q^ml openly, but their pupils understand them well enough." (Duvert
1976,209-2t0)

Jacques de Brethmas dreams of a children's revolution: "How many lashes
-of -ttt" ylup, how many blows, how much more caning will there have to be
before this happens? How much thrashing, go-to-bed-without-your-supper, don't
touch-your thing!, how many hostile teachers, long hours oi beingRept after
school or even of confinement, of being ordered to stand at attentio; ,in shorts
in the snow', of fingers cracked with a ruler, of eady masses before day-break
on an empty stomach in a cold chapel, of being tortured by having to kneel on
a_ruler, of having t9 make humiliating confessions, of degrading penances, of'Don't do this; don't do that!', of 'Do what your father does,' of-'Get your hair
cut,'_ of 'Can't you beh-ave like other people!', of .That's for grown-ups, not
children,' of 'Say good morning nicely to Mrs. X,'; how mudh more moral
crippling, injured self-respect, humiliation, abuse of power?" (19g0, 190)

Rousseau was the godfather of our pedagogical thinking. kr his Ernilehe told
teachers, "Let the child feel that he is weak and that you are strong, that because
of his circumstances and yours he is of necessity entirely at your ii,ercy; let him
know this, let him leam this, tet him feel this, let him experience eaily in life
upon his resisting shoulders the hard yoke nature places upon mankind, the
hgavy yoke of necessity under which every mortal being must toil...; a :no!'
should be a brass barrier against which he may waste his energy five or six
times trying to defy and then never try again." (quoted by sch6reiigT4,zl-zz)

wogld things be different after the decline of ttre bburgeoisie, the fall oi
gapitalistic society? It is said that Makarenko, the leading pedagogue of soviet
Russia, based his educational principles entirely on prison-regulations (Sch6rer
1974,46).

. 19"6 sch6rer says modern middle-class society put together a concept of the
child as a mixture of infantilism, subjectivity, cruelt1', arbitrary behaviour,
complacency, fgrcing senseless tastes upon others and manic repetition. And
so this pedagogic philosopher distrusts the motives of those who work in this
disagreeable field: they are either people luxuriating in their power or dominance
over lesser and immature creatures, or child-loveis. Sometimes they are both.
"Any desire to educate is a perverted paederastic desire." (L974, IiZ, Ig5)

To what extent is the liberty of the child respected at home, at school, in
religious instruction, by ttre law? The child is often ordered about in the cruelest
way (Kameneff 1979,93). children are perceived and treated as their parents'
propgrtyf even if the father no longer has the right, as he did in Roman antiquity,
to sell them into slavery or to kill them (Bomeman 1978, 1032, 1042). It is
onlr in his relationship with a loving man that the boy can say, "I don;t want
t9.lg9* you any moJe." "Inside the strictures of the,family and the state the
child has no power of consent or dissent. (...) Yet they can cry 'abuse of power'
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at an adult with whom the child can actually choose to see or not to see, to
know or not to know, to love or not to love. A strange logic." (CAPM 1980, 25)

It is always supposed that an adult involved in an educational association
with young people is able to maintain his superiority in a responsible way.
Only where sex comes into the picture is this thought impossible (Sandfort
1980, 195). Why? Perhaps because the relationship of the heterophile adult to
a boy is always one of dominance; therefore such an adult simply cannot imagine
a situation in which a loving man can deal with his young friend without
resorting to power (Duvert 1980, 144).

Young people themselves are less concemed, even in situations where the
adult parbrer has considerable authority over the younger and might easily abuse
it. In an inquiry among French grammar school pupils it appeared that overTSVo
of them saw no objection to love relationships between teachers and students
(Sch6rer 1979, 103).

200 Twelve-year-old Frank said: "The swimming instructor had touched my penis several
times under the water. Later he came into my cubicle and locked the door from the
inside. We took off our swimming trunks and compared our penises. His was larger;
he showed me how it looked when he drew back the foreskin. Then he asked me if I
knew how you 'did it' with yourself. I told him not exactly. So he showed me how
you rubbed your penis with your hand in order to make it come. I tried that, but nothing
came oul I was real disappointed, and he told me he couldn't understand it because I
already had hair down there. Then he took me to his home. There we undressed and
he started doing it to me, and suddenly I came. I was glad and I asked him o do it
again right away. But he laughed and told mo you couldn't come again so soon
afterwards. He now wanted to put his penis in my arse; I wouldn't let him do that, but
I did let him put it betu'een my legs until he came (Stieber 1971,52).

201 Vincent, a l9-year-old German boy who spent his whole childhood in youth homes,
wrote, "I was beaten often, right up until I was sixteen, but even worse was the
humiiiation I endured at 13 or 14 from the Sisters. Sister Theresa, the head nun, always
watched when I took a shower. The hot water usually gave me a quick hard-on, and
then her face would go red. She always checked me over for dirt. One time she found
some-I hadn't washed my neck-and she took me to the bath tub, with me thinking,
'Just Iike a little boy!'There she gave me a good scrubbing-after locking the door.
She was just horny because I had a long cock. Afterwards she grabbed a sponge. 'Stand

up, boy!'-I can still hear her saying it. She kept rubbing me with this real soapy
sponge between my legs. She was doing it from behind me and she kept touching my
thing, and it went stiffer than hell. Then she said,'Now, tum around, boy!'I found
this terribly embarrassing. 'Come on, tum around. You don't have to be ashamed, not
when you're in a home.' I tumed around, and when she saw my long hard-on she ran
away, crossed herself and roared, 'Now into the shower! Right away!' Even after I'd
rinsed off her face was red with fear. Then she asked me whether I had unchaste
thoughts and whether I did it to myself very often. I didn't want to ans'x'er. So she
gave me a beating. I just accepted it. Because I thought if I fought back they'd just
send me to another home, which would be worse and a long ways away from my
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friends. she made me hop-to her like a frog. she said, ,c-ome here. euick!' I was still
naked. she J*f o! a thick stick and said, 'This will drive .*uy y.io sins.' I had to
bend over the bathtub and g9t ten cuts o1 my bary a1se. rn niver forget that shitry
nun. Afterwards we got male teachers. They couldn't control us witf,out beatingi,
either."

. Vincent gives-some examples of this treament and we will return to them later in
the chapter. {ylly . new leacher care to the home. ..He became .y ai.na. we calle.d
him Timmy. He was the one who set me free. when he ma oormi6ry outy one night
he took me from my cubicle and ted me to his roorn I was just 16 but I-'a never had
any experience of this sort, so I was enormously curious to rde iort what he would do.
It was love right from the beginning. we immcdiatety startJd nssing, fondling. I
promised not to tell anyone, and he promised my life in tle home wouH 6e better dom
now on. Pretty soon he^1o_ld q9, 'vincent, I love you so much, will you do something
for me just out of lore?' I said I would gladly. Tlien he said, ;L"oid lik ro ,." 1.ucompletely naked.' He was wearing corduroy trousers and he made me sit naked on
his knees. He fondled me and said, 'you have a nice long cock, my boy.; He wanted
to suck it' and that was very sexy. we had from one o'cl-ock to'fivi to ourselves. He
\r,Ent to the bathroom and returned with a handful of cold cream. He kept asking, .Do
10u love qe? Can you keep a secret?' Then he rearly started in. 'Kneel upon my uea,
with your head down and pur behind in the air.' f did as I was roid. fr" ,u* ,oro.
vrcals on my buttocks and said, 'you'll never be beaten with the stick again.' This was
llJ re-Trbly excitingro me, and I wanted to abandon myself to him out-J love. Since
I had jusr tumed 16 and was !il ry"ly naive, he u,eni about it very careruuy. (...) I
felt exactly how Timmy spread my buttocks with two fingers and pot'on, finger of the
other. hand into my oqe.nmg, getting everything nice ano geasy. this wai terribry
exciting, very sexy, and it uent 9l fol_quiti I y-tile. I had 6 keep my arse high, ani
this was quite a turn-on fo1 him. t_t9-wlriJperea, .Don't worry auouianyir,G!. luJt ohk
about love, vincent, py dear pupil!' I'll never forget that night. I sali myieacher also
had a njce long cock, for,surrgenly he too had undressed.-Then he put it into me,
whispering, 'o!' -y dear, dear boy,-lr-er lad, oh how I love pu! How I love fucking
pu!' It was a delicious experience. I'11 never forget it. He repeated it twici, once wit[
me- bending over, once with my legs over my head,

h happened another time when I had to ilean his room. I now had love instead of
Iashes, and my fint friend. From then on everything ucnt well for me in that home.
Isn't this maybe one way to teach? If the teacher ls acting with love he won't have to
uquJ ltl pupr]s very much; if he has love he won't needl stick After this happened
with Timmy I became a nodel sgdent, He passed the word to all of the othe, teache.s,
andlobody hurt me any more. They didn'ihave the faintest idea how he,o gotten oe
result he had. I was completely under his, spell-and he fucked me rvmy, mairy times!
Being fucked made me come, too-and very nicely. It's all a g."at ioystery uut t
remember it with enormous pleasure, this teacher who was so gSoo o *e. H, t*k
me under.his wing, ald then everything vent o.K. I did everyth-ing I did out of love
for him.,." (Personal Communication) 

-

Such relationships, however, can create substantial problems. If a youth leader
siarts a love affair with a boy who is a member of-his group ana tne two of
them are unable to hide their feelings, the other boys canLco*e so angry and
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iealous that they tum on their mate and make his life miserable, and the leader,
ioo, r* experiince a lessening of his authority. Such situations in educational
insiitutiot s, Uorstals, reform schools, etc. require a great deal of discretion. The
inmates are for the most part starved for affection; they long for tendemess and
Iove. An encounter with a boy-lover teacher may, as Straver and Geeraert (1980'

111) affirm, "be, for them, a positive experience, a rich educational experi-

"rr."." 
On a daily basis miracles occur: boys long regarded as problem children

suddenly start behaving, going back to school, regaining their sense of

confidence, becoming hippi, losing their aggression----only because they _hav-e
iound a -utr ."rponiiue i6-theit need for tendemess. But the group leader is

faced with ttre pr-oblem of how not to neglect the others and not let the beloved
Uoy **ug. to dominate him in a dangerous way. Many. make_ the mistake of

treating tlieir loved ones either too leniently or too strictly..Long neglected
boys l6ose the capacity to establish proper human relationships; they simply
c*oot deal with such a situation; they are liable to act in ways that appear to
adults as guileful and disloyal. For how can anybody be loyal who has never
experienced loyalty?'W. 

hun" reen, then, that the usual blanket objections to man/boy relationships
are invalid. There are, nevertheless, situations which can render them risky or
even undesirable. We will now examine a few of them.

Circumstances Which Cause Concern

Incest

A special case. of problems arising in connection with authority is incest:
sexual relations with members of the family. Incest is often called the last and
strongest taboo. Yet all students of the subject agree ttral^r1_ttrgSal world it is
not a"ll that rare (Geisler 1959, 5; Wegner, 38; Righton 1981, 30; Taylor 1981,
11). But there is often only silence surrounding it oc911e19e._This silence
favours its frequency and impedes its detection (Geisler 1979,47; Walters 1982,
56: Maisch tg6g, Og; Baurmarn 1963,656-666; Linedecker 1981, 94-95; Janus
1981, 128; Hearings of Subcommittee on Ctwrc 1977,362).

This phenomen6n was recognised as long ago as in Greek Antiquity. The
poet Strato addressed a handsome boy:

Circumstances Which Cause Concem

"The number of undiscovered sexual relations between kindred is very high.
Incest may be taboo, but it is a taboo violated on all social levels to an enorrnous
degree." (Stieber 197I,1960; Nelson 1981, 164, 172) American statistics have
unveiled the fact that 25vo of all children have incestuous contacts in their
homes (Kurier 13 Jan, 1984).

Where, as in contemporary society, the family as an institution is so hotly
defended and such bitter struggles are fought for its preservation, the reason
might well be that it is the last refuge where a sensual relationship wittr a child
is still possible (Sch6rer 1979, L75). For many adults it is absolutely necessary
to be tender with children, and here it is permitted. Children respond avidly
(Summit & Kryso 1981, 113). In the beginning they see no difference between
culturally acceptable expressions of tendemess and sexuality-simply because
they have no well-defined concept of sexuality. "The consciousness of being a
desired sexual object by no means always upsets children or makes them
ashamed," is the opinion of many psychiatrists, says Stieber (1971, 162).
Actually a child just doesn't see himself as a "sexual object". He becomes
aware that he is "desired", and that is sufficient. Nor is it true that parent-child
incest indicates a breakdoivn of family discipline. Theoretically the one would
seem to follow the other, but in the real world this fear has proven to be
unfounded (Symonds 1981, 160-161).

Let us summarise Stieber, omitting his description of the emotional aspects,
as he follows the usual evolution of an incestuous relationship. 1) seducdon,
playful caresses, initiating all kinds of sexual activities up to complete sexual
intercourse. 2) A pause of one to three months. Renewed impulse to come
together again, resumption of sexual activities which become less inhibited even
if there are still moral reseryations. 3) A short pause, during which both parties
desire a resumption of activities; when this happens the child for the first time
participates actively. 4) Ever more frequent aciivities, desired by both parmers.
The child is now sexually conscious and satisfied. 5) Ever greater intimacy and
often real love-making, until all acts are explored. This close relationship may
last for several years, 6) The child finds a "normal" lover and suddenly tums
away from the partrer, who becomes obnoxious to the child in scenes of
jealousy. Finally there is betrayal; often a complaint is lodged; it may even end
in murder or suicide (L97I, 164-166)

If we reflect for a moment on this recital, we are struck by ttre fact that
nowhere is the situation considered tragic or honid except in the final phase.
But here Stieber is caught in his own contradictions: if, as he maintains, ttrete
is "an enofinous amount of incest on all social levels", there would also be,
assuming phase 6 is commonly reached, a deluge of jealous fights, complaints,
murders and suicides. Actually statistics show no great quantiry of such
complaints. So it is best to confine ourselves to an examination of phases one
to five.

Heilo! Who crowned you with roses?
Your lover? How fortunate, then, he is!
Or was it your father?
Weil, he too has an eYe for beautY!

(Anthologia XXtr, 189)
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Presland 1981,77). Freud caused a scandal by declaring ttrat he saw little
difference between parental love and sexual love and by describing the child's
affection for those who attend to his needs as essentially sexual (Bomeman
1978, 514; Freud 1920, 92).

The interdiction of incest is strongest against parent-child relations and
weakest against sexual contacts between brothers, a very cornmon occurrence
(Banington 1981, L25-126). h the Yankowski research not less than 627o of
the male subjects reported having made sexual experiments with a brother
(1965, 93). Only 22Vo of a sample of boys reported it as unpleasant (Finkelhor
1981, 139). The best description in fictional literature of such a love between
older and younger brotlers was given by Agustin Gomez-Arcos in his novel
L'agneau carniyore (1975). See also Wood and Geasland's Twins (1977).

202 Wegner (1953, 38) reports the case of a l7-year-old boy who performed anal
intercourse upon his l0-year-old brother in the presence of their l3-year-old sister. The
girl then asked him to do the same to her, and he had intercourse with her while the
younger boy looked on.

203 In the February 1982 issue of Fag Rag a 35-year-old married man, father of a
l3-year-old son, told of his early sexual experiences with five of his six brothers. The
fint time was when he was 12 years old. His 19-year-old soldier brother was taking a
shower and caught him peeking. "His cock was the biggest I'd ever seen----over 13
inches long and 8 inches around. 'You tryin' to get a look at my dick?' I said nothing.
I was pretty scared by now. He stared at me for a few minutes before I realised that
he was getting hard. He then staddled my face, sitting on my chest and pinning my
arms with his thighs. His dick was just touching my face without him even moving
forward. He rubbed his dick across my lips, telling me to open my mouth. I refused
and he gently but firrnly put his hand behind my head and pushed my face into his
groin. I remember how clean but special (unique?) the aroma was. His cock was roaring
hard by now. He pulled my head back and pushed his cock in my mouth. I didn't resist
this time. I could only get a few inches in my mouth. He stroked it just a few times
and suddenly came in my mouth. (...) I loved it and wanted more. (...) After the lst
sexual encounter, he was warm and protective. Before the sex he was indifferent."

Melanie Klein, the famous child psychiatrist, ttrinks that sex play between
siblings has a positive influence on their further evolution lBaurm'ann 1983,
168). This is confirmed by Finkelhor (1981, 143) and Symonds (1981, 157).

There are few reliable data on sex between mother and son (Baurmann 1983,
65; Geiser 19'19,43), but its frequent occurrence in fiction shows its general
lPpeal. It is an important part of the cults of most matriarchal religions and of
Greek mythology (Borneman 1978, 665, 670, 809, 810, 891, 892). ianus (1982,
rJ4) mentions a "case of a father forcing a son to copulate wittr his mother
while the father watches." The Amsterdam Children's Telephone over a period
of 29 weeks in 1984 had 675 emergency calls about incesi, 27 from boys. Of

Again, there is nothing honid here. A"! *g we can under|tand why, during

ttre "international "symfosium on Family Sexuality" held ]n 1980 at the

University of Minneiota, researchers Jamgs Ramey, Warren Farrell and Joan

Nelson aivocated a revision of traditional opinion on this matter and said it

was not realistic to put every case of incesi on par with child. abuse. Their

resiarch had shown ihat S\Vi of the people concemed had positive memories.
l,tr R.rri.* sexologist told his col-agues he was very disturb€d to discover

in his research that many benefits, in fac1, ensued from incestuous relationships'
Recent research, then, sttows that there is no reason to view incest in itself as

very different from any ottrer kind of sexual relationship; it is neither more nor

less damaging than intercourse with persons not belonging- to 4e family;

."""ytttirg"a6ends upon the conditioni under which it all takes place (Con-

stantine 1981, 238).
It is rather the fiar of incest which creates havoc. Helmut ostermeyer, a judge

from 19i2 on, juvenile judge for ten years and, since 1977, ajudge for.f*ily
affairs, *rot", i'lack of seiual knowiedge and inhibitions between adults and

children result from an age-old tradition of suppressing impulses. Masturbation
i;-; longer prohibitedi but the natural physical tenderness- and athaction

Gt*r"n p"ut"nit and children is still universally repressed and pul under the
itt".rt tub'oo. (...) If we don't eradicate the taboo on the incest complex we will

never have a trouble-free sexual evolution." (Ostermeyer 1978, 126). We have

already cited Wainwright Churchill's opinion (1967, 160) that the-emotional
coldness and hardness 6f A-"ti"un boys is due to the homophobia of American
men; fatfuers are fearful of touching, let alone hugging, their sons and so giving

them the tendemess they need to grow into loving, feeling human beings (cf.

Gundersen et al. I98l,5l).- 
And yet "it is quite common and probably normal for parents occasionally

to have sexual feelings for their children. The younger they are, the more most

children need, and piovoke, loving physical contact, which at moments may

become eroticised for the parents."-(Janus 1981, 105; Martinson 1981, 4) "Al1
parents, at some time, and- at some level of consciousness or unconsciousness,
[uu" 

"ip"ri.nced 
sexual feelings toward an gpposite-sex child." (Hass 1979,

tO+) Wotters, a Dutch psychologist, thinks it is of ufinost importance to make

it-ri"ut to parents that'they mat have physical and sexual sensations in their

daily contact wittr ttreir cfiildren (1992, 24). Franqoise Dolto, a well-known
Frerich psychiatrist, states as fact that many motherl (and. at times the
grandparenis or the father) can, strictly speaking,-be g{"^a f:.d"ysts in their

S.huuiour towards their offspring (quoted by Sch6rer 1978, 42).It is not rare

ior mothers to experience c&npletebrgasm from their babies' breast-suclling;
rn*y f".f troubled and guilty-over ttris ggite normal phenomenon (Haeberle

lnd, gl; Mijller 1983,- t9;- Bieber 1,952, 52i Cohen-Matthysen 1982 37;
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these, 12 had been abused by ttreir mothers, 11 by a sister and one^by.his father
(Scheepmaker 1985). Louis'Malle's movie Le soffie au,coeur ()9T) portrays

mother-son incest as a tender secret and wonderful initiation of a l5-year-old
Uoi. fo an inquiry into cases of incest in upper-class families, 26 instances of

1nottr"r-ron reiations were reported by ttre 109 subjects (Symonds et al. 1981,
154).

Tttis fot- of incest was common among the nobility during the Middle Ages
(Armand 1931, 158), and in some parts of Indonesia (for example,_the Kalang
on Java) and Africi (Taite) it still receives moral approval (van camp 1983'

81; Bloch 19L2,56).
i,For the very reason that she is the original love object of all her children,

it is easy for a'mother to go on to bind a young son-close to l:l-* an erotic
liaison *hi.tt app"ars to be 'normal' mother love." (Janus 1981, 94) In a
famous English'cburt case, the mother declared, "If it is necessary for a boy
to do such"things, it is betterthathe does so athome." (Bomeman 1978,667)
In other instandes mothers have justified ttreir relations with ttreir l4-year-old
sons as "sexual instruction". (Symonds 1981' 160)

204 walter, a l6-year-old, told how, as a very small child, he was -given to his

grandparents to bring up when his mother, after her divorce, remarried and wsnt to

iive in Ausnalia. Shi reiurned to Germany on leave at the time of his l5th birthday.
..My mother at fust seemed like a stranger to me. she looked very young despite her

40 years, but v,e liked each other right from the start. The first night rrrc slept.in the

,urri. roorn at grandmother's house and she whispered to me to come toher bed. I got

up, went to hei and asked what she wanted. she then embraced me and kissed me. I

tissed trer, roo, without thinking about it, just as any boy might do who hadn't seen

his mother for such a long time. But suddenly she drew me to her under the covers.

Her hand sought my tneirb"" she caressed me thele over and over again, until I

completely los-t my self-control. We had i-ntercourse, and I did it three times' From

then on f jiveO wiitr my mother like husband and wife-and without my grandmother

having the least suspicion. Neither my mother nor I ever forced each other. Quite the

.onttia, by aftemoon ue could hardly restrain ourselves. Finally it would be night and

time for dd. (...) Throughout her entire visit, which lasted about nine months, we did

it with each other... how often?... nearly every night."
Ultimately the affair was discovered and the mother was sentenced to two years of

imprisonment. (Stieber 197 l, 35)

If a mother is deeply involved with her child this is generally thought to be
in her child's best interest. The moment, however, sex is involved, everybody
is convinced of the opposite. Why this exception? (Bendig 1'979,-lD The child

for his part often responds to his mother's carb with overt sexual excitement'

205 "I started masturbating when I was ten or eleven, and I remember clearly getting
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erections in the water while my mother and aunt were bathing me, and yet it didn't
bother them." (Janus 1981,97)

2M "I can remember once when I was very little lying in bed with my mother, holding
her, and feeling myself ger an ercction. (...) I wasn't even ten years old, but she didn't
seem to mind at all; she just hugged me and kept me with her that night the same as
always." (Janus 1981, 101)

The taboo on mother/son incest is stronger than on father/daughter relations
(Borneman 1978, 669; Fraser 1981, 48). In some cultures the lafter is a legal
obligation: the father has to deflower his daughter before maniage (Maisch
1968, 24). For the purposes of this book, relations between father and son,
doubly tabooed, are especially important. They are generally held to be much
less frequent (Fisher & Howell 1970), but a distinguished student in this field,
Prof. Van der Kwast, believed they were less rare than is commonly supposed
(1970, 93). In Germany 5Vo of reported incest cases fall into this category
(Geiser L979,45). This opinion is shared by Dixon (Fraser 1981, 49-50;
Banington 1981, 108). An analysis of 100 child abuse cases in Califomia
revealed that14 ofthem concemed boys, and 12 ofthese boys had had relations
with their fathers or stepfathers (Linedecker 1981, 98).

For some fathers the gender doesn't seem important. In one case a father had
sex with all of his seven children: three sons and four daughters, their mother
being fully aware of all that went on (Van Camp 1983, 90). But the father/son
relationship is in general markedly different from father/daughter incest, for in
the latter the girl is usually a substitute, which points toward a pseudo paedophile
situation (Lochtenberg 1981, 4; Sandfort 1980, 185). If we overlook his biased
terminology and emotive judgements we could agree with Stieber when he
writes: "No father freely abandons his incest victim. There is a real difference
here with other seducers of the young who, after a certain length of time or
upon the young person reaching a certain age, show no further interest in their
victims." (1971, 166) Few fathers or mothers are real paedophiles, therefore the
sexual attraction inspired by their offspring will tend to increase with the
opposite-sex child's growing up. Father/son incest, on the other hand, might
more often be caused by real boy-love and will thus lessen as the son grows
older. This may have been the case with the erotic attraction Thomas Marur felt
for his l5-year-old son Klaus (Nugteren 1983,71).

Dr. Bemard quotes a I2-year-old who told him, "If my father did it with
me I wouldn't mind at all, but I wouldn't like to do it wittr my mother." (L979,
18) A highly intelligent, sturdy and sport-minded German l5-year-old told me
ttrat he would like to have sex with both of his parents, since as far as he was
concemed this was the most wonderful expression of love.

Some examples:

5 l50



ry. NEGATIVE ASPECTS OF MAN/BOY RELATIONS

207 A Los Angeles father fought against his increasing desire to have sex with his son.
He resolved his conflict by visiting a boy's brothel and, while satisfying his needs,
fantasised that it was his own son he was embracing.

208 G. A. Awad saw a Canadian l4-year-old whose father had sex with him three tirres
over a period of a month and a half. The activities varied from fondling of the genitals
to anal intercourse, which the boy permitted. Each time the father had been drunk;
with the loosening of his inhibitions, long-repressed sexual tendencies asserted them-
selves (1976,78).

Another instance is Banington (1981, 26).

209 Fraser (1981, 43) mentions a case in which a father had anal intercourse with his
l0-year-old son, who had crawled into his bed, as well as an older son. Geiser (1979,
70) cites a case of a boy being anally used by his father and five brothers.

210 Emest discovered the following graffii in French public toiletsl "I am a wido\r€r,
33 years old. For the last three years I have been sleeping with my son; he is now 14.
In bed he is truly a woman." "I'm 34. I jerk off and suck off my l4-year-old son.
He comes into my mouth four times a day. I swallow every bit of it. yesterday I fucke.d
him." Whether fact or fiction, such texts bear witness to real desfues (1979, 198).

2ll An English l,ord was prostrated with grief when his beloved wife died in an auro
accident. Their only child, a 15-year-old boy, returned from his school for the funeral.
The next night the son was unable to sleep, so he stepped into the bathroom for a glass
of water, and there he heard his father sobbing. He went to his father and crawled into
bed and tried to console him. Both habitually slept in the nude so both were now
naked. In the tenderness of his son's embrace the father found himself becoming
sexually aroused-and so did the son. Their caresses became more and more intimate
and impassioned until they finally climaxed in orgiastic fusion. This experience was
so enthralling for both of them that they regularly repeated it, so forging a closer than
ever tie with each other. (Personal communication)

The initiative may come from the boy. The Svvedish monthly Revolt (tlly 1972)
wrote about a l5-year-old boy who always tried to creep into his father's bed in order
to glasp the man's penis and suck it.

One of Stekel's patients remembered how, when he was a boy, "his father jumped
from his bed to discipline one of his brothers. His father's imposing genitals swung to
and fro while this was going on. It impressed him deeply." The man wrote: ..I now
remember often having had the buming desire to play with those genitals, to take the
big phallus in my hand and fondle those giant balls which rolled back and forth so
neatly and easily. To me my father's genitals vrere absolutely enormous, things to be
admired..." (1925, 516-517)

Among the Parisian graffiti (see example 210) u,n'e a few written by sons: "When
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I was 15 I let my father fuck me." "My father has been fucking me for ten years. I'm
now 20. Has this happened to anybody else?" (Emest 1979, 198)

215 In example 102 in Volume One v'e told about the relationship betrpeen l7-year-old
Bemard and his father. Bernard related how he had been having intercourse with his
father, who helil down a good managerial position, since his llth year. "A little later
I had, in addition, relations with a teacher. My sexual intimacies with my father are
now coming to an end, since I am gening too old for his erotic tastes. I still sleep with
the teacher from time to time, but less frequently than before. This is because I become
more and more involved with girls. I've already petted with a girl, but not gone much
farther. There's never been any question of fucking. I consider my experiences with
my father and that teacher completely beneficial. They made rne turn to girls at a later
age than did my schoolmates, but that's certainly no disadvantage."

"Didn't this sexual relationship \,eaken your father's authority over you? Weren't
there ever any clashes with your father, as is common at puberty?"

"Yes, of course. I wasn't always the good, hard-working boy, and sometimes my
father got really mad at me. I don't think my reactions then werc much different than
any other boy's when his father is furious. I shouted back a lot. But I had ro obey
him, And that was one beautiful aspect of our rclationship: \{,€ never v,ore mad at each
other for long. At night, in bed, we celebrated our reconciliations with sex, just as
married people do. It was marvellous. I was never overly interested in sex. As a little
boy I fooled around a bit sexually with my friends, but later I never did. I went into
puberty at 13. Jerking off seems to me to be a good, healthy habit. My needs vary a
whole lot. At times I do it every day; a little later once every two weeks is enough.
Sometimes I buy a porno magazine-heterosexual-and I like reading the stories. I
hide them from my father. I had great fantasies about what sex movies would be like,
but they turned out to be a disappointment. I think it's a good thing that men who love
boys are banding together, but it's unfair that.there's nothing for us boys. We need
some sort of a club where ne can talk about our experiences and exchange views,
where we can give somebody help if the police threatens to brcak up a relationship. It
also ought to be made a lot easier for boys to get really good books full of sexual
information, where everything is explained, A sexual relationship with an adult man
is a fine thing for every boy, and it should be supported. I wish every boy had had
one, like me, It's such a shame you can't talk openly about it." @ersonal communica-
tion)

Once again we find it is a female author who draws a moving, romantic
picture of a father/son relationship with keen sensitivity to the complex situation:
Lolah Burford (1974) with her historical novel Edward, Edward. The relation-
ship between the Earl of Tyne and his bastard son Edward, set at the beginning
of the 19th Century is strongly impregnated with feelings of love-hate ana
sadomasochism. The boy is tom apart by feelings of guilt even though he
experiences the utrnost ecstasy during sexual intercourse. An admirable book.

As for myself, I believed that sexual intimacy was incompatible with authority
(see Voestermans 1983, 148-149) until my observation of some actual incest
relationships convinced me that this was not necessarily so. It is always difficult
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for the legislator to decide just where he should intervene. In the first place, it
is impossible to set the limit beyond which a tender caress of a loving father
becomes a forbidden incestuous act. Second, the legislator should have no right
to interpose himseH between parent and child when ttrey freely engage in
intimacies which make them both happy. Brutal interference with this secret
understanding, an interference which leads to highly upsetting examinations of
the child as a court witness, will always be traumatic for the boy and lead to
the destruction of his family. In all likelihood incestuous relationships are rather
frequent; of course they seldom come to the attention of the police since both
partners wish to hide what they do together from other people. Discovery and
conviction, then, is arbitrary and accidental, striking down one relationship in
a thousand. Thus there are many reasons why the legislator should abstain from
enacting penal laws in this area.

As head of his "School on Ships", L6onid Kameneff saw horrible examples
of parents sacrificing their children to their own selfish interests. He wonden
why this cannot legally be punished, why police and child protection authorities
are so tolerant of it, while if sex becomes an issue they immediately intervene.
Is the father who deprives his son of a proper upbringing so much better than
the father who sometimes helps his son to orgasm?

It would appear that the incidence of incest is especially high in nudist
families, but the younger parbrers in such cases are later quite willing to repeat
the experience (Smith 1981, 96). The effects of repressing incestuous desire
may well be worse than expressing it. "To stunt passive homosexual feelings
for a father can have serious repercussions upon a boy's emotional development
and can produce unsatisfying yeaming-rebellious feelings towards male author-
ity. (...) It can hamper the boy's ability to accept and leam from his father
much that would enable him to achieve a sense of male identity. It robs him
of the feeling of being sexually accepted by his father. (...) This acceptance
does not involve actual sexual acts but does have a basis in sexual feelings and
appreciation." (Lambert 1976, 85) "Some fathers contend that incest within
an endorsing family can be nontraumatic (Bender & Blau 1937) or even
beneficial (Rascovsky & Rascovsky 1950) to the child's emotional growth."
(Martinson 1981, 273; Summit 198I, 124; Tsai 1981, 202) "Contact between
parents and children can sometimes offer the child a well-rounded introduction
to sexual functioning in a secure and nonthreatening environment." (Symonds
1981, 161) "When I was a child I experienced an ongoing incestuous
relationship that seemed to me to be caring and beneficial in nature." (Joan A.
Nelson 1981, 163) In her study of 137 incestuous relationships, 537o were
described as positive, by the male substantially morc (62Vo) than by the female.
Of non-exploitative incidents, more thanT1%o were valued as positive (Nelson
1981, 166, 168, 171; Constantine 1981,228)..

Circumstances Which Cause Concem

Prof. lrroy G. Schule of West Virginia University wrote in 1979 that
sometimes incest "may be either a positive, healthy experience or, at worst,
neutral and dull." (quoted by Janus 1981, 126) We must keep in mind, however,
that despite all the possible benefits to the child, there are incestuous relations
where rbaly terrible forms of physical child abuse take place. Since sexual
violence against boys is rather rare, victims are characteristically daughtels
rather than sons. But fathers may abuse children of both genders in more subtle
ways that are deeply traumatic, humiliating, honifying and pregnant with
potential disaster. It is much worse, much more damaging and traumatising' !9
be compelted to accept sex passively (for in the family there can be no escape!),
to be made to say "Yes, I will" when all your instincts and feelings cry out
"No, I don't want to do that!", to be, in effect, treated as a slave, than to fight
against a sexual attack and be subdued by sheer physical force (Fraser 1981,
SO) wtricn at least permits ttre child to retain his self-esteem, his sense of dignity
(Constantine 198I,235-236). The real twist of the knife in these situations is
that it is precisely those people in the child's intimate environment to whom
he looks fbr care and protection that commit the crime against him or show no
concem while he is being molested. Whenever such sad cases come to light
society certainly should be allowed to radically intervene. Penal law, however,
often harms more than it protects. Is it helping the child to send his father to
prison, deprive his family of its income, subject his family to the contemptuous
gossip and scorn of its neighbours? Fear of this happening often prevents the
mother from taking action on behalf of her child. The police, then, should not
automatically be called iry better the doctor trained in matters of child abuse,
or the child protection agency, or the social worker. They should co-operate in
finding an acceptable solution for both father and child, and use the law only
as a last resort.

If children were better informed about sex, if they were more aware of what
ttrey had to accept and what they could reject, if the system of child-help
telephone lines was everywhere available and children knew how to use them,
we would see a real diminution in children's sexual misery and injustice. As
things stand now, the child's trauma is often increased rather than mitigated
by the intervention of the authorities.

Prof. Frenken told a symposium on incest at Utrecht in 1983 that the trauma
results more from the child's sexual education than from the incestuous activity
itself. At the same symposium it was pointed out that one cannot extrapolate
from data on incest involving girls to incest involving boys. In retrospect, at
any rate, girls tend to respond in an ovenrhelmingly negative manner, while
boys havJ much more positive feelings. This is in agreement with Nelson's
findings (1981, 168).
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Sexual Activities and Remuneration

It would have been a simple matter to head this section "Prostitution", but
that would involve an untenable simplification. Real life offen endless variations
on this theme; situations can be enormously complicated. Let us begin with a
few concrete examples which are far from imaginary.

Case One. Mario, a European tourist in a Third World country, meets a l5-year-old
boy by the name of Curro, Mario takes Curro to his hotel and has sex with him, and
afterwards he invites the boy to have dinner with him in a restauant. The rran is so
pleased with Curro that he asks the boy to stay with him for the next few rr,eeks.
Gradually loves springs up betneen them. Mario buys new clothes for the boy, a wrist
watch, shoes. He learns that Curro has a difficult tife. He used to go to school, where
he was a good and happy student, but when he was 13 his father was paralysed by a
cerebral haemonhage and as a result Curro had to quit school and go to work in the
rice paddies in order to help support his family. Mario goes to Curro's village home
and talks with his mother and the principal of his former school. He undertakes to pay
for curro to continue his education as r'"ell as send him monthly sums for food and
clothing. Curro is exbemely happy and works hard in school. Mario isn't ricfu he has
to make some economic sacrifices in order to save money for Curro. Every year he
retums to spend some weeks with curro. Their sexual relations iue most passionate.
Curro is a pious Roman Catholic; every night he says his prayers before joining his
friend in bed, and after that they make love until they both arc exhausted. Then Cuno
prays once again, thanking his God because their love-making had been so marvellous.
(Perhaps he sees God and His intent more clearly than does the Pope, who also visited
curro's country and told the people that a husband looking with lustrul desire at his
own wife was sinning.) After his prayer of thanks, Curro lies down in Mario's arms
and falls blissfully asleep. @ersonal communication)

Case Two. The story Peyrefitte (1979) relates about Roy, son of a los Angeles
millionaire, is not altogether fictitious. In all countries there are boys from well-o-do
families who, in order to have more pocket money, or buy expensive sport equipment
or musical instruments, or who are simply searching for adventue, make a game of
seeking out men to whom they can sell their sexual favours. Some are very fastidious
in their choice of only the most attractive clients. often they aren't in the least ashamed
of this game and brag about their conquests to their peers, telting them how they slept
with some well known artist or athlete, how they received an extraordinarily generous
remuneration,

Case Three. Leo, whom u,e have already met in example 2 of Volume One, was,
like lds brotherg, badly neglected by his srictly religious and v,ealthy parents. Not only
did he receive litde affection, he didn't even have proper clothing, having to make do
unhappily with cast-off and hand-me-down coats and trousers. All the other boys at the
neighbourhood school v,ere bener dressed than he.

One day when he was thirteen a man standing beside him at a shop window in
downtown Amsterdam told lro he would pay him t\rventy-five guilders if he would
come along with him. Now, lro had already heard about men like this from his
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age-mates, and he was curious. Moreover, the sum of menty-five guilders seemed
enonnous, for never in his life had he had so much money in his possession. The man
took him home and Leo found he thoroughly enjoyed what then ensued. Thereafter he
repeated the experience over and over again. One of his clients told me years later,
"That Leo was a really homy boy! Did he ever enjoy doing it!" Leo was now always
neatly dressed.

As soon as he finished school [,eo left his parents and went to live with a friend.
He supported himself entirely with the money he made by going with men. The sex
he found pleasant, even if his own preference. was for boys his own age. To meet
potential clients he haunted certain bars but, because he was handsome and had a fine
muscular body, he could afford to be choosy: he only v/Ent with men he liked. And
sometimes his earnings werc unexpectedly large: one night an American officer took
him to a hotel room, had him strip and lie down on the bed naked. The officer never
took off his own clothes, only knelt and sucked him off-and for this "service" l.eo
received $200!

At about the age of seventeen, Leo found his profession increasingly unpleasant. [n
his free time now he not only sought out handsome boys to have sex with but
occasionally a boyish-looking Clrl. And he discovered he liked working on autos; more
and more of his income came from repairing cars. He continued, honever, to dress
vvell, and his home was always immaculate. Eventually he broke off all connections
with his former homosexual life, became a company representative and now lives with
a young woman. (Personal communication)

Case Four. Ioey is 15. His parents are divorced and his father has disappeared. After
almost continuous conflict with his mother, the Child Protection Authorities sent him
to a "home". It seems to have been a good one: Joey was happy there, the boys had
a great deal of freedom and it was located in a town where Joey had many friends.

Then the home was closed and Joey dispatched to another, this one far away in the
countryside and where discipline was severe. Joey thought his treatrnent was cruel and
unjust. He knew from the other boys that at the railway station 1ou could always find
men who liked to go with boys, so, at 14, he ran away and had sex with his first client.

By now, a year later, he estimates he has had fifty more. At fust he was entirely
passive but with time he leamed to participate in all kinds of sexual practices. Since
if he doesn't find a client he has to sleep on the stre€t, he is forced to accept many
clients and acts which he himself finds repulsive. Sometimes he steals from the men
he sleeps with. He does not like this way of living, for his own preference is for girls;
ftequently he is unable to get an erection when it is a man who is fondling his penis.
He finds the whole situation humiliating but sees no other way to eaxn money. @ersonal
communica:l:;.)

Case Five. In some countries convenfional hospitality requires you to provide your
guest with a boy. Danidlou \r/ent on an expedition to Afghanistan in 1932. When they
came to a village the inhabitants, to accommodate the soldiers who vrcre accompanying
the expedition, "brought to the market place a bed of braided rop€s, a blanket and a
pung boy. A soldier and the boy u,ent upon the bed, the blanket covered them, there
q,ere the well-known movements, and after a while it was the turn of the next soldier."
(198r, 92)
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There are, especially in Third World counries, still boy brothels. Parents sell a little

son to the ownei and the boy is then systematically trained to satisfy the sexual appetites

of men. Such schools for'boy prostitution are often called "peg houses" from the

supposed practice of making the boys sit for hours on benches fitted with wooden pegs

wttiih e*iend upwards into their anuses (romantic description by Tony Duvert, 1973,

in his Poysage de fantaisie). Gradually, it is told, the boy has to sit on ever thicker and

longer pegs intil tris opening, after such systematic stretching, t! lblg q accommodate

ttre-penisJs of even the mosl "well-endo',r,rd" men @ack 1910,149; Bullough 1976,

305i Borneman 1978,739; Armand L931, 322). The prostitute boy must accept all

clients including rhe ugliest and most disgusting and accede to all their desires. If there

is a crowd, as dn holidays, he will be used by many men, one after the other, until he

is so worn out he is no mole use (romantic description by Pierre Guyotat, 1967' in his

Tombeau pour cinq cent mille soldats). Most of the money goes to the brothel owner;

the boy receives only a small fraction.

Five different sifuations, with an endless numhr of transitional cases between.
We have made no mention of call-boys who receive visitors in their own homes
or can be summoned by telephone; most are slightly older: youths or young
men. But our five examples, if nothing else, show how impossible it is to reduce
"prostitution" to a single categorical phenomenon. Each conc€ms a boy who,
in exchange for remuneiation, satisfies the sexual desires of a man or men. Often
the clienti are strangers, there are many of them, and the boy's own sexual
preferences are irrelevant (Redhardt 1968,2).

Even more simplistic is the tendency to make no distinction between girl and
boy prostitution despite the fact that they are actually quite different and have
oniy-ttre one common denominator of sex being exchang-* for.money. Except
in ttre brothels, there are almost no pimps in the world of boy "hustling"; it is
less commercial, less organised, with few pick-up bars, peep shows, strip-tease
acts, etc. While violence inJlicted on girls by customers and pimps is very
common, it is rare in the case of boy prostitutes. Quite the contrary: there are
many instances of boy hustlers attacking and robbing their clients, something
girl prostitutes seldom do (Geiser 1979,138).J\4ost importalt, wlren a boy goes
itittr me.t for money it is almost always a side-line, a passing phase, a way to
eam a little something extra; it seldom dominbtes his existence. This lends it a
distinctively different coloration.

We musi therefore recognise that in prostitution (iust as in incestuous
relationships with parents oi older brothers and, as we will see later in this
chapter, in posing as a nude model for ttre making of erotic photographs) boys
in general feel much more positive about their participation than do gills
(Wilters 1978, 303). Findings and conclusions applicable to the one sex should
never be extrapolated to the other. "studies show that many teenage female
prostitutes have a poor self-image and do not enjoy their lives as prostitutes.
(...) According to a recent study on adolescent male prostitution, some teenage
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gay-identified male prostitutes claim to enjoy prostitution and have a positive
self-image." (Subcommittee on select Education, u.s. House of Representatives
1982, 10).

There are people who, innocent of any fint hand experience with the different
ways of living and thought pattems of foreign cultures, weep copiously over
4" "q"1n9u!ggs prostitution and exploitation of children" in Asia, projecting
abroad their western horror of sex. They should better concem themselves with
the widespread prostirution of children in their own countries, or, better yet, ask
themselves to what extent their own moralistic repugnance of sexuality and the
laws it inspires have contributed to the Third world prostitution they so heartily
despise and the abuses inherent in it. "Sex tourism", in the final analysis, is
simpty symptomatic of a kind of social pathology rampant in most of the rich
countries. Western laws make it unacceptably dangerous for many a boy-lover
to establish with a boy at home a relationship satisfactory for both. That is
why, in order to experience any sexual satisfaction at all, he must travel half-way
around the world to enjoy a brief encounter with a paid partner in a more tolerant
social sefting (O'Canoll 1980, 184).

The battle against "sex tourism" is also a bit hypocritical. Boy prostitution
is traditional in parts of Malaysia, the Philippines, India, Indonesia and
Indochina (Bleibtreu-Ehren&rg 1979,130), which means that it is there viewed
by parents, boys and the people around them very differently ttran it is in ttre
West. The African, South American or Asian boys who on occasion sleep with
tourists are markedly more exuberant, happy and healthy than the hundreds of
millions of poor children in these parts of the world who, without eaming a
single tear from the virtuous crusaders against "sex tourism", are slowly
withering away or becoming crippled for life by back-breaking labour. Sex,
sometimes at least, can be tender and enjoyable; work on Third World municipal
rubbish dumps or in child sweat shop factories never is. But since no sex is
involved in picking ttrough garbage or working 16 hours a day in a garment
factory, some people find it preferable...

We should fight against the exploitation of children not because (and only
where) sex is involved, but because (and where) children, without respecting
their freedom and personal feelings, are compelled out of need to dothingi
which they find repellent. That is where the line must be drawn, the distinction
made.

. As soon as money enters the sexual equation, corruption is liable to be
imminent. No one expressed this better than Michael Davidson: "It's the money
that comrpts, not the sex: the money which, combining with sex in a kind of
psycho-chemical way, produces on the growing mind a condition in which sex
becomes inseparable from money. Sex by itself is quite innocent. Money by
itself, unfused with any of the agents in combination with which it generates
power (and sex is one), is merely a useful thing to have. But money acting
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upon sex can destroy the capacity for happiness; it adulterates and sophisticates
the emotions that make sex a principal vehicle of happiness. (...) There can be
no harm, surely, in linking a gift with any sexual transaction---comrption begins
when the idea of 'gift' fums into one of buying-and-selling and becomes a habit
of mind." (197I,93-94)

221 (Continued from No. 40,) Onno, whom we have already met, often received generous
gifts and substantial sums of money from the men who slept with him. He claims,
however, "I never lent out my body for the sake of money; I never would have given
myself to someono I didn't like just for monetary gain. I never asked for money nor
made it condition for sex. If men spontaneously, out of their happiness, made a gift to
me afterwards, and so expressed their enthusiasm and satisfaction, it not only made
me happy but also turned me sexually on."

This is quite acceptable. It isn't whether sexual activities are accompanied
by gifts or not that determines if we are dealing with true prostitution but
whether the material gain becomes more important than the pleasure. As far
back as Greek antiquity we hear complaints that boys urcre demanding gifts for
their sexual services. In one of Aristophanes' comedies, gifts actually sing a
chorus: "Thanks to us, boy-lovers will persuade many a sweet lad to open his
ttrighs." In another comedy, Hercules, just back from a descent into Hades, tells
of having seen there a man who was being punished for having used a boy
without paying the youngster's price. The tourist who fell in love with a statue
of a young athlete was more honest. During the night he secretly made love to
it, and next moming the guardians of the sanctuary not only found the statue
stained with semen but at its feet the four drachmas which was the usual payment
then for such services (Peyrefitte 1977, 199,549, 548). This story was so
popular that it occurs in many different versions (BuffiEre 1980, 484).

222 We see the same kind of thing happening in Arabian culture. "The friend of a
boy-lover once asked him, 'I'm amazed at the number of beardless ones who come to
you of their own free will, who do what you tell them to do and how fast they run up
when you call. What is 1,our secret?'

" 'I'll let you see my secret with ),our yery own eyes,' said the boy-lover. He touched
his head with his hand, and from the folds of his turban he took a bag of silver coins
and showed it to his friend. Then he detached from his belt a piece of cloth which
hung from it and was knotted together at its four comers and was full of cakes and
dried fruits. Then he went down still farther and brought out yet anottrer object.

" 'No!'cried the friend, seeing what he had. 'Stop, my brother, or I too will be
tempted to let myself be seduced by pu!' " (Tifachi 1970, 133-134)

What makes boys surrender their bodies in exchange for money?
In cases like the second and third examples described above, it is not unusual

for the boy to demand money in order to hide from his peers (and at times even
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from himself) the pleasure he experiences in these sexual contacts. Homosexual
acts are regarded with contempt, thus a ''real boy" would never want to perform
them. He is excused, however, if he only does them for money (Wilson 1982,
48).

223 In an American west c-oast city an outspoken 17-year-old gul bragged abour her
boy-friend to a social worker: "Sure, Jirnmy sucks cock. I think it,s a blast. Any time
v'e need five or ten, v,e take x walk dswn by the park and before I know it hets over
in the bushes with his cock up some old guy's ass or getting it himself. He made forty
dollars one Friday while rr,€ were out... You think he's a goddamn gay? He sure fticks
me good..." (Blake 1970,7l)

"A great many youths of today ironically do not in the least mind being
considered hustlers or part time male prostitutes so long as no one consideri
them a 'faggot'. Many of these youths will go to bed with another man and
indulge in the most eccentric sexual behaviour without a qualm, but would be
very disturbed by the social consequences that might ensue if they had a close,
intimate friendship that did not involve overt sexual acts." (Churchill 1968,
159) Such an attitude is obviously perverse, the result of morbid homophobia.

Boys like this do not feel any guilt, nor do they really consider themselves
whores (Illinois Legislative Investigating Commission 1980, 256). The number
of boys willing to engage in such practices is rather substantial. In Sorensen's
extensive research among American adolescents he asked his male subjects how
they would react to the following situation: "It's just possible that sometime,
if I really needed the money very badly, I might have sex with a man who
would pay me for it." Of the 13-15-year-olds, I3Vo said they agreed and 5Vo
were undecided. Among those who had had heterosexual intercourse, t47o were
willing; most of them had also already had homosexual experiences (Sorensen
1973,289,395). Rossman claims that one in every six boys would do it (L976,
84). Drew & Drake (elsewhere a somewhat dubious source) declared ttrat in
some junior high schools in the suburbs of New York more than half of the
pupils occasionally prostitute themselves (1969, 156).

But money is not the only, and often not even the main reason. The real
driving force, which even the boy himself may not realise, often has more tragic
roots: he longs for an adult to take an interest in him and pay aftention to him.
Prostituting himself may be felt by the boy as a kind of protest against his
parents. He wants to be the object of desire, of affection, and at home he is not
(Bullinga 1982,120; Matzneff 1974, 84-85). This is the case with the fictional
Kevin in Wallace Hamilton's fine novel of the same name (1980). Many such
hustlers come from broken homes and thus "unconsciously seek by their sexual
sunender and prostitution to be cared for and loved as they never or only
occasionally were during their childhood." The simple fact that customers
want to have sex with them proves that they "are desirable" (Schickedanz
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1979, 107-108). Elisabeth Mtiller-Luckman, a German psychologist, said about
10- to 13-year-old boys in Munich and Stuttgart, "The children find in hustling
some human communication which at the same time somehow enlivens their
otherwise very anonymous sunoundings." (Du & Ich, Sept 1979; Hennig 1978,
7s)

bthers are just looking for adventure and e*citement (Bullinga 1982,96).
Strangely enough, in those countries which do a booming trade in "sex

tourism;, iuriosity, play, enjoyment of tendemess, sexual pleasure and lust for
money are inextricably interwoven in the minds- o{ Tan_I of the^ yognger hustlers
(Duvert 1976; Franco 1980; Hennig 1978, 99-100; Herv6 & Kerrest 1980).
i'Even on his first visit to the land of the blessed the traveller is struck by the
exrreme facility and admissibility of making love with quite small boys. (.) I
was impressed especially by the natural nobility of these boys, their physical
and moial charm. Poor they may be, but they often behave and move like young
princes. They can be penniless, but ne]gr peryy-glstTq{: T"it..honesty is
ipontatt"our,-I might even say pure." (Matzneff 1979, 130) And "a tourist"
writes, "Every day I go about the city with dozens of t2- to l5-year-old
children, and I always bring four or five of them up to my room. I have never
detected in them any expression of surprise of displeasure. It is understood that
we will have sex, and ttris is considered quite normal. The boys, laughing and
dancing, are completely willing. In ttris culture boys are respected as-independent
beings who need neither special protection nor to be turned into fetishes. If a
l3-year-old boy I know prcsents himself at the hotel reception desk ten times
a diy, I am calied on the telephone and always, invariably, I am told, 'Someone

wanis to see you.' I'm not told, 'Ther€'s a boy', or 'There's a kid.', as would
certainly hapien in France (and in such a nasty tone of voice!). 'A boy is a
person trere, ana he is for anybody and -lik9 anyqg{y. He is not a fetishised being
held in tutelage." (Recherches 37 1979,124-125)

It is noteworthy, too, that such a boy isn't embarrassed by his occupation and
doesn't feel humiliated performing it, He may negotiate with a customer while
his comrades are standing around, or a small group of friends may come with
him to the hotel door knowing perfectly well that in a few minules he will be
in the naked, passionate embrace of a man. A Danish tourist was walking with
a group of boys on Galle Face Green in Colombo, Sri Lanka, when one of them
asled him, "You want a boy?" "No," the man said. "Why not?" "I prefer
girls!" "If you go wittr girl tonight, you go to hgspital tomorrow, but if you
go with boy tonight, you come back tomorrow!" (Rovsing 1959, 184)- 

It is, alai, noito be denied that situations like this can easily be poisoned
by thoughtless or unscrupulous sex tourists who believe ttrey can {o anything
to anyb-ody they want-and do it whenever ttrey want or, wishing to be
generous, offer iheir loved ones for one hour pf pleasure far more money than
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their fathers eam in a week o! hgavy work. For a brief time they spoil the boy
with luxuries, tear him out of his environment, and at the end 6r dreir holidav
let him sink back into his former destirution. A few such men make extravagant
promises about the boy's future, raising the boy's hopes, promises whictiare
forgotten the moment they step on board the plane for home. others assume the
boy must do- everything they want simply because they are paying him. some
scoundrels ply ttreir boys with alcohol and drugs in order to-subdue and abuse
them. where this kind of infection becomes endemic, the boys lose their natural
charm, become calculating, come to despise and hate foreignen, rob their
customers the first chance 49y g.t. The good man who followi after can only
suffer-and he would have liked only to cteate a nice relationship with a nice
boy wittrin ytri.!-m"-v could amuse themselves for a time togethei, please him
and leave him with pleasant memories.

The sordid sort of sex tourism, of course, has been treated at great length in
the press, but I would like now to tum to another kind of foreign traveler, a
Tan- rylro really wants to build up a relationship with a Third World boy, pays
the lad's school expenses, provides enough money to feed and clothe trii", ana
retums every year to see him again and love him.

such cases our westem joumalists and television reporters usually ignore.
Neither--do they observe that casual commercial sex cbnhcts with bols are
hardly limited to Third world countries but are most likely taking place close
to their own homes as well.

224 In 1983 one Francis N. Hardy was sentenced in Atlanta, Georgia for sex with
under-age white boys. A 3l-year-old resident of the community told a reponer at the
time that sex with Hardy was a local uadition among boys. "i've lived here most of
my life and I did it, my brother did it and my dad did it. Everybody v,e knew did it.
The men yh9 pqy young guys whatever amount for a little play ire uiually v,ell-known
by not only the boys involved but by their families-who are generally grateful for the
exfra financial help and the opportuniry to get their kids out or oeir hair tor a rime."
(Goy News, April l, 1983, 6)

225 An Englishman, having heard extavagant tales about another large American city,
wrote me after his visit: "I was here for four days and met nine Jeparate and very
beautiful creatures that 'did'. And this was not through anything I did! I drove into
town and my eye was caught by a golden blond. our eyes met. I winked, and I had
an immediate passenger in my car. The next day, by luck, I found a family of white
blonds. The oldest, twelve and a half, is an anal intercourse specialist, who only (!!!)
goes out with English. people who drive cars registered in Hottywood! I qualify io add
to this strange coincidence, he has win blond brothers of ileven. one is-an oral
inlerco"rse specialist and th9 other uses his fingers and toes in an incredible tickling
routine. I managed to_ge! a few pictures after pleading and bribing and I hope ro meer
the parents next time I visit and become an officially approved friend. Appaintly both
parents know what is going on and once a v,eek father makes the sons strip and then
inspects their bonoms to ensure that there are no injuries or diseases, and that the lads
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are not doing it too often! ! ! I find this hard to believe, yet each, independently, confirms
it. Additionally they are uncircumcised, which is atnost unheard of in America, and
they always have clean socks and wildly atEactive T-shirts, tight across their sturdy
chests. " @ersonal conrnunication)

Priscilla Cummings writes about Baltimore: "A lot of the boys have fathers
who did it and grandfathers before them." (Baltimore Magazine, June 1982, 79)

"To many of the (American) twelve- to fifteen-year-old boys, a fling at
streetcomer hooking is as natural as country-music. Their friends do it, their
older brothers did it, and even their parents accept it. One mother bragged to a
social worker that her boy brought more money into the family on weekends
than they acquired from their weHare payments. She did not consider him to
be a homosexual." (Linedecker L98I, I72\ And right she was. Most hustlers
have their girlfriends, or go to (female) prostitutes for sex (Redhardt 1968,70,
83).

In many European and American cities there is a small but flourishing trade
in "boys for sale". In New York, in fact, the boy hustlers seem to outnumber
the under-age hookers by five to one (Geiser Ing, 13S). On the other hand,
one must not exaggerate the numbers, as is done in the sensationalist press with
its stories about "sex rings" and intemational white slave networks. Dr.
Judianne Densen-Gerber suggested at a U.S. Congressional hearing (L977, 40)
that there were 300,000, perhaps as many as 600,000, such boys in her country.
The Illinois Legislative Investigating Commission, a body unlikely to be inspired
by sympathy for boy-love, found, however, absolutely nothing to substantiate
such a claim (1980, VII ,  14, 204,209,224,229,253,267,282).  This
commission extracted the confession from Dr. Densen-Gerber that she "had
no concrete evidence or personal knowledge" of the things she told Congress
(1980, 225). The press, nevertheless, distorted her "facts" even more and,
despite her admission that she didn't know what she was talking about, made
no effort to correct the wrong impression she had left wittr the public. There is
no organised crime syndicate eaming millions of dollars by coercing young
boys into prostitution. "This is a figment of someone's overactive imagination,"
the Illinois Commission stated (1980, n7). But if there is no million-dollar
child prostitution and pomography industry, there definitely are hundreds of
millions of dollars to be got by child protection organisations (and top salaries
for the people who run them) which upset the public and the authorities by
churning out distortions and biased reports.

Nearly everyone who has honestly studied the hustling scene has come to the
conclusion that the majority of these boys have a heterosexual orientation. At
their age, however, homosexual stimulation, too, will usually make them
physically respond. Made to perform acts which they find repellent, older boys
especially may react with outbursts of violence. On the other hand, the sexual
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activity may so coincide-with a boy's repressed desires, producing a shatteringly
inte.nse orgasm, that, indoctrinated as most are with oui societyk homophodii,
he is not able consciously to accept the pleasure he experienced and so, filewise,
erupts into insane fury. something like this may well have been at work in the
murder of Pasolini, the famed film director. Another example will be given
below.

Sexual attraction to mature or older men is only felt by a small minority of
boys.'These, of course, make the best and most passionate partnen.

Reformatories, borstals and the like are the most succesiful schools for bov
prostitutes. There they leam how to get money for sex, how to find clients ani
how to behave with them (Schult 1979, 180; West 1977, 224; Redhardt 196g,
75, 76; Hennig 1978, 47,74-75). Victims of parental and social neglect, they
start at an _early age masfurbating, having intercoune with girls ana matin!
homosexual contacts. schickedanz quotes a reformatory boy'i account, sayin!
it is "quite typical" of the conditions in such institutions:

226 , r was eight when I came to the home. It was a reformatory. I was put in with older
boys, in Ty group there vrere even boys of 16. And as a little boy )ou are dominated
by them. For example, pu had to jerk off the group chief. you kn6w, it's the strongest
that rules. Yes, and that u'ent on for years, until. they sent me to another home. And I,
too, got older, and then I started doing the same thing to the younger boys. Just like
they'd done to me. Some of the older boys, of course, had had experience,-they'd been
hustling themselves. They taught us a lot, secretly: how to treatltents, whai clothes
you had to \r/€ar-Eousen as tight-fitting as possible, so ),our cock showed, etc. And
then, too, we had sonte teachers who v,ere gay. They always seduced the boys they
n'ere keen on. For example our sports instructor started doing it to me in the sloners.
I was always a little slow. I came too late to practice and I was the last to leave. I
always stood a long time under the showers-with a hard-on. suddenly one day the
sport insEuctor-opened the shor"er curtain and saw how I handled my prick. He couldn't
conEol himself and sucked me. I felt really homy and shot off G his mouth. But
afterwards I felt so disgusted I wanted to kill him. How can I explain it? Liking it at
the time and later being disgusted. I could have thrown up, lettin! him do that ti me.
And this nauseadng.shame I projected onto him. when I tooked at him, this silly
forty-year-old man, this sport instructor, I could have at that moment murdered him. i
fo-und it so disgusting, so nauseating. l,ater when I went into the dressing room I found
fifty marks with a note pinned tg it saying, ',I,m inviting )Du to go with -e on )Dur
next day off." (Schickedanz t979,148-L49)

of.the boys who rurl awSy from such reformatories, SUvo are approached by
men in the first ten hours (Rossman 1976, L49). We don't have to approve, but
boys who are moved by necessiry to sell their sexual favours are certainly better
off than those who take refuge in drugs, alcohol, crime or suicide. wlst, the
tu-ATg English criminologist, rightly observes, "Prostitution has always pro-
vided easy material for moralising; yet the Fade does fulfil some very real
human needs, and ought not to be condemned out of hand. The comipting
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influence upon the young hustler of an undisciplined life of tax avoidance and
quick gains, inevitably based to some extent upon pretence, has to be set against
the fact that a certain proportion of these unsettled adolescents do eventually
manage to find their feet, iome of them indeed with the help and advice of thi
older men to whom they sold their sexual services." (West 1977, 226-228; Youth
Liberation 1981, 49; Hennig 1979, 3l) A French social worker (Bertrand
Boulin), gives examples: "I have personally received many letter from men and
women, now well placed in sociery, respected and often married, who had
prostituted themselves while children. On average they were neither more nor
Iess unhappy than the children who lived in homes. But on their coming of age
they could establish themselves with the money they had gained." (Boulin
1977, 145-L46) By engaging in high-level boy prostitution with influential
customers, these boys vvere enabled to see horizons, and to realise what life can
offer to those with education. Having a goal in life, they \r,ent out for the better
jobs that they now knew about, often helped in ttris by their men-friends of the
pasr.

Ackerley's father always spoke very highly of the rich lawyer, a married man
with four children, who had "maintained" him when he was sixteen. He said
that he owed this man all his knowledge, his self-discipline in matters of
education; he had, in fact, been the ideal after whom Ackerley's father had tried
to pattern himself (Ackerley I97L, n).

Most commentators on boy prostitution link it to criminality. The Lheory runs
that after years of luxurious living and eaming easy money for little work which
requires no professional training, ttrey start secretly stealing from their clients
and later, when the ageing process robs them of their fresh young charms and
thus their customers, tum to full+ime theft. Schickedau (1979, 40, I89,202,
210) and Schmidt-Relenberg (1975) examined this theory and found it false. It
is true that there are young delinquents who discover that prostitution is a less
risky means of eaming money and give up their criminal activities for a time
(cf Redhardt 1968, 73), but who later resume them when they are too old to
attract clients. But non-delinquent hustlers usually tum to other means of
livelihood later and often become solid family men. If there is any criminogenic
factor in boy prostitution it is the tendency of sociery to dqipise these youths
and treat them wittr contempt.

227 Peter Schult, author of a fine autobioglaphy Besuche in Sackgassen, knew quite a
few prostitute boys and follou'ed their careers. "It has always been my experience that
the boy who forms a relationship with a man, be it sexual or platonic, rather than
starting criminal activities, will tend to give them up. This shouldn't surprise us, for it
is well recognised that theft is often a substitute for insufficient love. I believe that
juvenile delinquency is very common now in Gennany, so this country is a veritable
Eldorado for the interested observer. To put it even more stongly, I know from my
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own experience that it is just these pung delinquents who are the most difficult to
make contact with, Some years ago I came to know, quite by accident, a family in
Neu-Perlach, a distict of Munich where many down-and-out people live. There was a
mother and three sons aged 13 to 27 . The oldest two had already been in prison several
times. The ),oungest, at 13, continued in this pattem and stole with zeal---+verything
from taking bicycles to taking part in organised expeditions through deparfinent storcs,
always with age-mate accomplices. He is now 16 and has already been sentenced several
times. Stealing has become an essential part of his life. I tried to get through to him
but found it impossible; likewise with his &iends. I was successful in esoblishing
relationships with some of the other boys who nere only on the fringes of this group,
and they succeeded in disassociating themselves from the gang. I had similar
experiences in the district where I lived. Those who came to me sopped stealing; those
who never retumed to me arc now in prison-and this in spite of the fact that all of
these boys, when I first got to know them, were stealing. It is usually the quiet, sensitive
boys who want and are looking for contacts with a man; they are more likely o listen
when he warns them that they will soon go to prison if they don't behave. And they
are well aware that the man who is telling them this is not a teacher or a priest or a
parent or one of those people who are always talking about what you shouldn't do.
That kind of man the boys don't seriously listen to any more; they remain obstinate
and antagonistic to everything he says. The boys feel he is talking only out of his own
selfish self-interest, while their adult friends are genuinely concerned with the boy's
u,ell-being. These are observations I made over almost 30 years. The hippies generation
was much more approachable than the frghting rockers of today with their friends in
the robber gangs. But it's not the real organisers that the public prosecutors see in
court, for only about three or four out of a thousand thefts result in a uial. The
prosecutors only see the hustlen, and it is from them that they construct their
stercotypes. The prosecutors are blind to the fact that the hustlers come from quite
another social sening and direct themselves towards males from quite opposite motives.
I've known many hus0ers and folloq,ed their careers. At first there is theft, burglary,
then prison. In jail they pick up homosexual pracdces and these they use when they
are free again. Almost every hustler I have known had first been in prison and only
afterwards turned to men, and that was because he could eam more money that way
and at less risk. When they aged out of their a$ractiveness to males they resumed
stealing. These are the boys the prosecutor sees." Qrtter from Peter Schult to the
author, 20 September, 1981)

Boys for whom money is ttre main incentive may need it simply to put food
in ttreir mouths (as in John Henry MacKay's ("Sagitta's") novel Der Pup-
penjunge (The Hustler)), or they may spend it on luxuries they cannot obtain
at home. Such luxuries can range from a piece of candy to a movie ticket, a
bicycle, a motor-bike, a holiday trip, drugs, oi payment for sex with a girl. In
1974 a Dane wrote, "The main problem irmong 13- and l4-year-olds in our
country is prostitution. Boys of this age sell their bodies to get money for
drugs." (Revolt, April 1974, 66) In France the number of boys engaged in this
was estimated to be between 11,000 and 13,000 (Boulin 1977,145,214). kr the
USA it is believed that more boys than girls are doing it (Illinois Lrgislative
Investigating Commission 1980, ?jl 7 ; Janus 1 98 1, 158, I7 2-17 3).
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228 The l3-year-old son of an Italian business executive had leamed from his peers how
to attract men. He would abandon himself to any sexual practice in return for money.
He pretended to be disgusted by men, but needed pocket money to pay for whores, It
all came out one day when his father discovered an unusually large emount of money
in his pocket. The boy was fudous at his father. "He forgets I'm a boy and not a girl,
and so I'm not taking any risk at all!" The boy'was big for his age and at school was
known for his intelligence and hard work (Schachter 1969,128-129).

In his speech against Timarchos, the Greek orator Aischines (343 BC)
observed, "A handsome boy enjoying fine and expensive food, mingling with
the most exacting whores and squandering his money gambling, doubtless pays
with his body for the generosity of his benefactors." @uffidre 1980, 601)
Among the Danish prostitutes of our time,857o spend their earnings on girls
(Jersild 1956, 69; cf. Redhardt 1968, 70: nearly all the boys were regularly
visiting prostifutes). Some men, wise to this situation, have, from ancient times,
short-cut the intermediary of money and, in exchange for the boy's surrender,
provided him the opportunify to sleep with a girl (Tifachi 1970,2M). Summit
& Kryso mention a case in which a father used his own daughters to provide
him with boys (1981, 123).

Agents, like pimps, are much more rare in the world of boy prostitution than
in that of girl prostitution @linois kgislative Investigating Commission 1980,
285). They may have been more common in periods when boys rrrcre meeker.
Around 1700 a certain Maurel de Volonne in Paris "sold boys Uke horses and
went to the pit of the Op6ra to meet customers." (Daniel 1957,35) But even
today such people are sometimes encountered. Some hustlers, growing too old
for their trade, recruit younger boys for their clients (Hennig 1978, 67,70). kl
London there was once an old curiosity shop. Every night some boys nere
playing on the street in front of it. Clients entered, indicaled the boys they
wanted and the proprietor signalled the boy by taking a particular object out of
the shop window. The boy came in through a back-door entrance off another
street. Herv6 and Kerrest (1980, 9l-92, 94) observed pimps working with boys
in the Moroccan city of Fez. Police crack-downs on boy prostitption were
welcomed by the pimps because they drove prices up (Geiser 1979, [5).

The worst fate, of course, was suffered by very young children exploited by
brothel owners who abandoned them without any protection to the unbridled
lusts of their clients. But even in brothels there are distinctions. kr 1909 Rolfe
had a rather favourable impression of the Osmarin Club, fust established in
Venice and later in Padua. A Venetian youth told him about it:

229 He said that the club used to be open day and night; and ten boys rraere there always
ready for use. The fee was 7 Fr. payment for the room and what pu pleased o the
boy, but you had to pay the latter in the presence of the steward and never more than
5 Fr. even though you stayed all day or all night, i.e. 5 Fr. and 7 Fr. for 12 hours.

Circumstances Which Cause Concem

Beside the staff, any boy could bring a Signiore. And many did, chiefly school-boys
at some of the public or technical schools who liked to make a linle pocket money. (...)
He himself began at 13 or thereabouts this way. One of his cousins being left an orphan
suddenly came to live in his house and sleep in his bed. The cousin was 14 and, the
bed being narow, there was a certain mixrure which pleased both. And suddenly both
spat together (You'd shrieked to see his great black eyes and his big white teeth and
his rozy young lily-fragrant face simply burst oqt laughing). This being very diverting,
they hugged and hugged, belly to belly and did it again. So for many nights. (...) In a
little while his cousin (they nere both occasional gondoliers as I had suspected) heard
of the Osmarin. A paron took him there. Amadeo Amadei, rather bucked, also went
and asked for ajob. They said, 'Bring a Signore'. So he nent and prayed to the Black
Madonna of Spain at San Francesco della Vigna and she sent him a Count. Then he
began. Many Counts and Princes and illustrious Signiori had he served there, having
much srength and ingenuity in finding out ways o give pleasure, all of which pleased
him too, as well as frlling his pocket. He found his parons this way. His first, the
Count, had spoken to him on ttre Giardinetto where he was by chance lounging one
morning, being out of work, and his shin being open as usual, because he was
appassionated for the air, the Count had sroked his breast while saying he was a fine
boy. To whom he said that he was as God made him and preferred to be naked. Upon
which the Count took him to the Osmarin for the day. Thereafter, he always q,ent with
his breast bare, even inPiazza, and soon Signiori walked after hirn.." (Rolfe 1974,
29_30)

Venice had not always been so open to the exercise of this profession. In
1462 several boys were castrated and branded for prostituting themselves.
Nevertheless, six years later there are reports of the "widespread existence of
boys who engaged in acts of sodomy for profit". After 1500, pimps "who
induced boys to commit sodomy" could be condemned to death (Munay &
Kent 1983, 187-188; Cleugh 1963, 139).

Observations of boy brothels have been made in all parts of the world and
in all ages. Every Greek city in antiquity had its ephebeion, a house where
ephebes, adolescent slave boys, were available for sex. Socrates' beloved
disciple Phaido, to whom Plato addressed his philosophic ideas about immortal-
ity, had been an inmate of such a brothel. Socrates met him there, liked him
and persuaded one of his rich followers to buy the boy's freedom (Bullough
1976, ll3; Borneman L978, 994,987). Later we hear about such brothels in
pre-Columbian Mexico (Sutor 1964, 346). Wars have been waged, expeditions
undertaken for the sole purpose of capturing handsome young slaves for such
institutions. In 1804 a British dealer sold from Ethiopia 32 young man, 66
handsome adolescents and 40 swe€t, girlish-faced boys to the owner of a brothel
in Havana. In capnrring such slaves, those with large genitals werc preferred.
At night they were exposed naked in the patio for the clients to make their
selection (Klostermann 1968, 20). Boy-brothels in Amsterdam are mentioned
in the beginning of the 18ttr and the end of the l9th Centuries (Hekma 1983,
262),in Paris in 1850 (Sutor 1964, 160), and.in New York in 1890 (Bullough
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1976, 608). London was shocked in 1889 by the sensational discovery ttrat
persons from the highest social circles, and even a member of the Royal Family,
were among the regular customers of a brothel in Cleveland Street where young
telegraph messenger-boys stood at their disposal (Montgomery Hyde 1926;
Simpson 1976). The British were less prudish in their colonies, and in Nigeria,
for example, it was at their instigation that brothels with black boys were
established there (Iraliaander 1969, 104).

More recently, we have many reports for Arab countries, and even as late as
1981 from the south Bgyptian town of Assiut. Burton mentions brothels in the
Near East (1885, X-205). Boy brothels were part of Chinese culture (Sutor
1964, 65,70-7L; Dani6lou 1981, 133-134).

In Japan they were to be found in all cities and were officially subject to
police control. Poor parcnts sold their sons to the owners of such institutions
which usually had about five boys between 10 and 20 years of age on the
premises. When the boy prostitutes grew up they usually became actors in
theatres (Krauss 1969, 9l; Italiaander 1969, 86-88).

230 A well-known Dutch author, an authority on the Far East, told me in 1966 that he
had obtained the address of one such brothel in Tokyo. It was shortly after World War
Two. A taxi driver brought him to the quarter where the house was supposed to lie.
Unable to find the right street, the driver, with his Dutch client, entered a tea-house
and shouted, "This gentleman wants to visit the 'Cherry Blossom' boy-brothel. Is there
anyone here who knows how to find it?" Nobody seemed astonished by this question,
and one of the guests kindly offered to show him the way. So he arrived at the brothel.
The owner of the house produced an album of photos from which to make his choice.
Moreover, he offered to arrange a "tve show", but this was too expensive for the
visitor. The assignadon, hovever, was most satisfactory, and after a number of equally
pleasant experiences, shortly before his deparnre, he decided to see the show. He was
placed facing a curtain, and when this was raised he saw in the next room two boys
in splendid ceremonial dress. With graceful gesturcs, each saluted his parmer, then
each started to undress the other slowly. Finally naked, they had sex in all forms in all
positions. It was all performed with a great deal of grace, almost like a ballet. The ,i
performance lasted an hour and a half, was full of aesthetic beauty and chaml and was 

'

one of the most enthralling shows he had ever seen,

231 In Bangkok in l97L a former Anerican army officer opened a hotel for this purpose
with thirty rooms and its own swimming pool. There were always 15 to 20 boys, aged
eight to sixte€n, on the premises, often splashing around naked in the pool. Apart from
lodging, food and clothes, they eamed about l0 to 20 American dollars a neek, plus
tips. They v,ere regularly inspected by a physician. The establishrcnt had many clients;
all rooms were fully occupied by the American military men on Rest and Recreation
leave and rich Thai citizens. Bangkok boys would do alrnost anything to be employed
there. At first they were systematically trained in oral and anal intercoune (and uere
given marks according to their skill), in erotic conversation, kissing and massage. Those
who were most popular u'ere allowed to refuse clients who did not appeal to them.

Circumstances Which Cause Concem

On average, a boy had to satisfy 6 to 10 clients a day.l0Vo of the men asked to suck
or be sucked by a boy, with foreplay of kissing and massage; 20Vo to 30Vo wanteA
anal intercourse. The American correspondent of a newsletter for boy-lovers reported,
"One of my boy-friends has worked there for a month and was already after three
days one of the most appreciated. What he loathed, hon'ever, stongly was that these
Americans were only obsessed by sex and that there was no other approach to them
whatever. A young medical offrcer had manipulated and sucked him for a whole night
long, incessantly, so that he had slept only for two hours and even this sleep had been
intemrpted, Immediately after this heavy strain, the man took him !o a movie theatre,
and dwing the show had still wanted continuously to play with the chafed member of
the boy. The youth had earned nerly 400 dollars in tips within a month's time, as
vrell as clothes, a wrist watch, etc. The owner offered him still more advantages if he
would stay, but he had had enough of it. Elsewhere he afterwards met another American
who offered him real affection and the connadeship he was longing for and which hs
needed. Originatly the man didn't even touch him, waiting patiently until the boy began
himself to be greedy for sex, and finally abandoned himself to his friend with
magnificent passion." (Penonal communication)

232 North America isn't far behind. "In the brawling, robust days of turn-of-the-century
New Orleans, boys were easily procured for men with a lust for children of their own
sex. At least one bawdy-house was staffed with young boys in drag." (I-inedecker
1981,74). Information was received in 1978 about a brothel in a smaller town where
no less than 63 boys of 12 years and older did their work. The clients paid 30 dollars
or more; the boys got 5 to 25 dollars for each tum, plus free marijuana, beer and
pornographic film screenings to put them in the mood (Rose 1978, 17).

233 lean Cocteau visited a brothel called the Satyricon in Toulon. Thete was a
low-ceilinged room where the inmates played cards. "When the boss gave the signal
they stood and lined up against the wall. The boss fingered their biceps, palpated their
thighs, brought ttreir less visible and most intimate chamrs into view and passed them
out like tickets. The clientele knew exactly what it was after, wasted few words and
less time getting down to brass tacks." (1957, 54-55)

In various European countries the press contains advertisements from "escort
services" from which people can order a young companion for a single night
or even for weeks of travelling, of "topless bars" where haH-naked or
completely naked youths act as waiters and are also at the disposal of clients
wanting to "relax" with one or two of them in a separate room. This publicity,
of course, respects the laws on ages of consent, but often special accommoda-
tions will be made for trusted and discreet clients. Wafelbakker (1983, 102)
published one application form for job as a call-boy. Questions had to do wittr
height, hairiness, penis size and whether circumcised or not, willingness to be
anally penetrated, photographed, give live shows, participate in sadomasochistic
acts, etc.

A Dutch youth described how boys are recruited for such houses. "You get
involved in the most innocent way. A boy quanels with his parents, doesn't
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know where to go and then meets downtown a nice old man who invites him
to visit. It tums out that the man has a brothel. You don't have to do disgusting
things, the nice old man reassures him. You don't have to let yourself be fucked:
you just have to engage in sucking and jerking off and be nice to the gentlemen.
So two yeani go by. The boy is now seventeen; there are already other boys of
fourteen and fifteen. What's left of the boy? Nothing." (Bullinga 1982, 130)

In modem French literature Tony Duvert (Paysage de fantaisie, 1973) and
Pierre Guyotat (Tombeau pour cinq cent mille soldats, 1967) described in detail
the lives of enslaved, defenceless children who were mercilessly sacrificed to
the lusts of their male and female customers. The boys are taught to behave as
though they were totally unashamed of what they have to do; they are made to
put on live shows with each other and even a large dog; they are tortured by
sadists; they are ordered to beat one another until they bleed-all to amuse their
spectators. It is not clear to what extent such things still happen in Third World
countries.

Who are the customers of boy prostitutes? Prof. Osanka of l,ewis University
(Illinois) told a Congressional Committee that many of them "are white, middle
class, well-established men. They go to church; they are often pillars of their
community; they seem to be concemed about matters of their community; ttrey
vote regularly; they eam good income..." (Subcommittee on Crime 1977, l3),
Cocteau reported the same thing about their Parisian counterparts (1982, 150).
Recent research in Germany and Holland gives the same impression: the
majority belongs in the 30-50 year age range; by far the most (707o) are married
men coming from middle class homes; a not inconsiderable number of prostitute
boys reported that they often had medical doctors, lawyers, important govem-
ment officials, teachers and priests as clients. Many of them have children of
their own (Schickedanz L979, 90, 161; Bullinga 1982, 126; Pittrnan 1971,26;
Hennig 1978, 42, 252; Bartugton 1981, 209-2rc). They are exactly the same
kind of men who, prefening older parftrers, go to public conveniences in order
to find quick, anonymous sexual satisfaction: conventional and conservative
citizens, mostly husbands and fathers, socially advantaged, often faithful
church-goers (Humphreys 1970; West 1977,297). "They defend God, country
and American womanhood during the day and prowl the dark streets of the
Tenderloin looking for boys at night." (Linedecker 1981, 179). Schickedanz
concludes from these facts "that this form of prostitution presents an extraordi-
narily important and necessary institution, and that it is undoubtedly due to its
existence that at least the psycho-sexual equilibrium of a group of men, not
inconsiderable in number, is kept in tact." (1979,219)

It is rather unusual for a woman to pay a boy to have sexual inlercourse with
her (West 1977, 221). It appears from Juvenal (VI, 366-376) 0rat in Ancient
Rome young slaves were hained for this purpose. Some boys who had just

Circumstances Which Cause Concem

reached sexual maturity, and were thus at the peak of their sexual potency and
salacity, preferably with large genitals, had their testicles removed or crushed
so that their mistresses could enjoy them without risk of pregrlancy (Hopfrrer
1938, 395; Spencer 1946,411). The Romans were well aware that such castrates
were capable of sustaining erection for long periods of time (van der werff ten
Bosch 1983, 27; Burton 1886 XI-70; Ellis 1913, m-10). A male brothel in paris
around 1850 had one entrance for men and one for women (Sutor 1964, 160).
A handsome l5-year-old bellboy in a Pornrguese beach resort once told me how
hard he had to work during the peak season: all day long slogging away in the
hotel and every night having sex with the female tourists. Robida wrote a witty
story (1958) about a young Sicilian wanting to buy a motor-bike because his
girl-friend lived in another village and eaming the money for it wittr an elderly
English spinster. The owner of a Dutch brothel advertised in a newspaper that'llgung boys" were available in his establishment. (Actually they werL 16 or
older). He told me that he repeatedly had telephone calls from women and girls
asking whether they could be accepted as clients too. They were, and the boys
especially liked this part of ttreir job.

Professional hustlers bent on satisfying several customers one after another
often ask for more money if ttre client wants to excite them with his hand or
mouth to orgasm. And this demand on the part of customer is rather common,
since, as we have already seen, the main pleasure of many boy-lovers is to
watch sexual delight coursing through the body of the boy (Wilson & Cox
1983, 44). The exigencies may be high. A london Dilly boy said, "The end
of my cock sometimes gets quite sore because of the amount I use it and then
I have to lay off for a few days, so then I usually just toss off the clients, maybe
four or five times a day. If the punter insists I come about fwice a day. A cock
ring gives me a stiffer erection and my clients like the novelty. I have a
six-and-a-half-inch cock when it's hard." @arrington 1981, 38). One of
Bullinga's subjects told him he used to have four ejaculations a day (1982,
131). Kinsey mentions a black husrler who averaged from his 13th to his 39ttr
year more than three times a day "and at the latter age was still capable of 6
to 8 ejaculations when the situation demanded." "Some male prostitutes
ejaculate five, six or more times per day with regularity over long periods of
y_earg." (Kinsey 1948,216-217) Sexual excess, then, doesn't really undermine
fte health of these youths; if anyttring it is more likely to be the constant
consumption of alcohol with their customers.

Extra payment is often exacled if the boy is anally penetrated. Mutual
masturbation is the most frequent practice; next comes the boy being sucked
by the client, since this allows heterophile hustlers to pretend they're not
"queer" if brought to climax this way (Haeberle 1978,24I). The more macho
types are mostly unwilling to take the man's penis in their mouths or anuses
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