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INTERVIEW:
JOHN DeCECCO

Dr. John P. DeCecco is a Professor of Psychology and Human Sexual-
ity at San Francisco State University, San Francisco, California, and
Director of Human Sexuality Studies for the University. He is also
Director of the Center for Research and Education in Sexuality
(CERES), and Editor of the Journal of Homosexuality. The interview
took place in December 1987 in Amsterdam, where Dr. DeCecco is

currently a visiting professor.



Sexual Identity

Question: Let us begin with with some issues raised in
your article in the book The Origin of Sexuality and
Homosexuality. In it you question the validity of
“sexwal identity " as a scientific concept and suggest the
substitution of “‘sexual relationships*'. Could you begin
by briefly sumnarizing the background of this critique

for our readers?

John DeCecco: It came out of a historical sur-
vey of the development of the idea of homosex-
ual identity, the different formulations it took,
in anthropology, sociology, and within psychia-
try, especially in the psychoanalytic movement
in America. That survey was designed to docu-
ment Michel Foucault’s notion that the gay
identity was really a reverse discourse of the no-
tion of homosexuality as a pathology, thar it
was an effort to show that homosexuals, later
called “lesbians™ and “‘gay men”’, could tulhll
the same roles in society that heterosexuals did,
that they could have long lasting relationships,
that their sexuality didn’t deflect them from the
more serious pursuits such as work and com-
munity devotion and so on. We showed that the
“gay identity”" emerged as a way of “detoxify-
ing”’ the pathological model of homosexuality
that had arisen in the 19th century, and was
propagated throughout much of the twentieth
century by European and American psychiatry.
As such it was a categorization of individuals
rather than any general acceptance of homo-
sexuality.

You saw several advantages arising from a shift to the
study of sexual relationships, one of those being that it
would make research more value-free.

[ think the idea of the gay identity limits the
study of homosexuality. Until fairly recently,
many of the articles that were submitted for
publication in the Journal of Homosexuality fitted
this model of detoxification, such as ‘Lesbian
mothers should be entrusted with their children
because the children will grow up in the appro-
priate gender roles, to be heterosexual’. Much
research that came to me—it’s now beginning
to change—was an effort to prove that homo-

sexuals were “normal”’, but by criteria applied
to heterosexual society, and there was nothing
unique to homosexuality itself. I'd be interested
to see an article in which we’d find our how les-
bian mothers and gay fathers allow children a
kind of freedom that is not present in traditional
families, allow the children to develop bisexual-
ity and androgyny and so on. That’s one big lim-
itation of the ““gay identity "—there are others,

besides.

You speak about that as a limitation, and yet at a certain
point in history, that was perhaps absolutely necessary

as a political strategy.

Y es, that detoxification literature is obviously a
political ploy. It is not descriptive of the wide
range of homosexual desires and acts—it shuns
being “‘gay”’. So much of what Foucault calls
the reverse discourse has been a political dis-
course. Simply, it says that all these terrible
things that are claimed about homosexuals are
not true, that indeed homosexuals can be very
much like heterosexuals except for the fact that
they are homosexuals, If inquiry into homosex-
uality is to be open, we must resist ideology, we
must resist the normalization as well as the pa-
thologization. Academicians should not make
their first priority political whitewash; it should
be the illumination of the phenomena that they
turn their attention to. It would be much better
and maybe ultimately better serve political
purposes, if we tried to render reliable accounts
of what is going on in people’s sexual lives,
without yielding to the pressure of saying,
“What 1s it that we should be teiling the public
that will make them more sympathetic?’ [ think
that is where truth and politics part company.

If pow abandon the language of identity, which has been
so prevalent in discussions of homosexuality, and to
some degree in paedophilia, what are you replacing it
with, what kind of language?

To me, it is the individual and his or her desires
and actions that are primary. There are such
things as individual character and individual
personality. They are disordered and opaque,
but they are what distinguishes a single person



from anybody else. The study of sexuality oughe
to be pursued within the context of a person’s
life, and that life in its social context. The sex-
ual identity categories are very crude, and tend
to veer more and more away from sexual teel-
ings and acts and become entities in themselves.
If ultimately what we want in society is to ar-
rive at some consensus of what sexuality is, and
the ethical constraints within which it should be
expressed, subsuming people under these cate-
gories works against that objective. So what do
you replace sexual identity with? You don’t
have to replace it with anything. You replace it
with people’s lives, and the part that sexuality
plays in those lives.

What are the implications of this shift for the study of
paedophilia?

One of the things that attracts me to the study of
paedophilia is that it allows the possibility of an
inquiry into childhood sexuality, free from
normative models that have occupied our atten-
tion in the past, particularly the psychoanalyuc
model of stages of heterosexual development. |
see it as a chance to determine how children in
their own ways, yet to be described, and in var-
ied fashions, vet ta be discovered, can be and are
sexnal, and how adults, as the mentors and
teachers of children, unavoidably, will have
some kind of role in that development, apart
from just standing outside and observing it,
which would be very unusual for anyone who
really cared for a child. [ don’t think we know
much about the sexual development of children,
apart from heterosexual models, which say that
a child at eight should be repressing sexuality
and at puberty it suddenly tloods forward, and
ultimately leads to fatherhood and motherhood.

For the study of homosexuality to reach the point where
it was able to free itself from the limitations of sexual
identity concepts, there had to be a political progress.
Isn't there value in a similar period of political organiza-
tion for a paedophile identity? Given the current ex-
traordinary oppression directed against paedophilia, is it
possible to conduct a value-free scientific disconrse on the
subject ?

No, but at least you can show how heterosexual
values dominate. Before the gay liberation
movement, it would have been impossible to do
that, and it still is not easy to do today, but I
think—I’m hoping, but I believe—that we now
have a cheice that we did not have one hundred
years ago when Ulrichs formulated his theories
of the Urnings. I think we now see that the iden-
tity route is another trap. You know, for a long
time it left out paedophilia, homosexual paedo-
philia, and has never countenanced heterosex-
ual paedophilia, which one would assume is
even more prevalent, and has never acknowl-
edged lesbian paedophilia. So I would say there
wasn’t a choice before the creation of the “gay
identity””. Maybe the inquiry should be framed
differently, in other words it’s not going to be
an inquiry into paedophilia per se, but an inquiry
into childhood sexuality and the roles that
adults play in that, including the sexual role.
We've maintained the preposterous stance in
Western society that the adult has no part in
that, or that the part is simply that of an ob-
server, and yet in almost every other aspect of
children’s lives the adults are participants as
well as observers. We've put a fence around the
sexual area, and said “This you must stand out-
side of . So my feeling is, the better route to go
is to say that paedophilia is part of the broad in-
quiry into sexuality, the meaning and the expe-
rience of sexuality in an individual s life, includ-
ing children, and not frame it too narrowly as
pacdophilia. 1f you narrow the inquiry to
“paedophiles’’, to the adults, you're going to
deflect it away from the children, and you're
going to deflect it away from the broader exam-
ination of the sources of heterosexual oppres-
sion and prejudice.

Society versus Paedophilia

Why is society’s protectiveness of the child so strong,
and why has it created such a vielent reaction to paedo-

philia, especiaily in the last five years?

I think you need to ask, "What are they protect-
ing?’ [t seems to me that what they are protect-
ing, is a whole system of adult ownership of



One of the things that attracts me to
the study of paedophilia is that it al-
lows the possibility of an inquiry
into childhood sexuality.

children and control of their development, of
dictating to them desire and character so that
they grow up to be mindless workers and con-
sumers, The ordinary family is suffocating kids’
imaginations and feelings, including their sexu-
ality. There is so much economic and political
power that rests on the continuation of family
control and oppression, that anyone who
threatens it is going to be severely punished.
The family is the only recognized institution for
the rearing of children, and other organizations
are acting in place of the parent, and the law
says it that way, that they have parental custo-
dial rights, even though we have legions of unlit
and abusive parents. It was the genius of the
Greeks—well, it's not genius, because they
could not do anything but what they did—that
they organized homosexuality so that it was
congruent with the family, and therefore did
not have this opposition, [ think we need to in-
vestigate the family s mistreatment of children,
which is in many cases outrageous. The femi-
nists are calling it patriarchy, I think that needs
to be taken much more sericusly by non-femi-

nists.

Yet the feminists, who are precisely the ones who most
condemn the family as patriarchy, are also the ones who
tost condemn paedophilia. Do you have any comment
on ihai?

The feminists have their own dilemmas, and
their own contradictions. To the extent that
they have taken on the identity of women,
which puts them at a disjuncture to all of men,
and all of humanity that’s not woman, to the ex-
tent that they are women-identified women,
they've backed themselves into a corner be-
cause this category of “woman’ then has to
have unique characteristics, which will set them
off from men. They have had to come up with
such things as *‘women are nurturant’, whereas

_5

men can never be, and to the extent that they
are nurturant, of course, this puts them into a
very traditional role, protecting women from
these awful males who are all bad anyway, be-
causc one of the characteristics of males is self-
ish aggressiveness. So the only posture that a
male adult could have toward a child would be
one of exploitation, not one of nurturance. In
fact, [ think these feminists are jealous of men
who show the kind of nurturance that only fe-
males are supposed to possess, because from
what I know of paedophile relationships, they
are supremely purturant, in a way that should
make most parents crumble with shame. The
children respond so well to the care in paedo-
phile relationships because they are getting
what they want, their desires and their needs
are getting met. The fact that these relation-
ships are seen as only sexual is a way of hiding
the inadequacies of biological parents. We also

don’t have to look at what paedophile relation-

ships with these kids really consist of.

Could you enlarge on what needs of kids you see being
niet in paedophile relationships?

Men who have paedophile relationships may
have insights into the kid s need for freedom and
at the same time for guidance and protection,
for a home base to come back to, and I think you
need to teli about that out of your own under-
standing of these relationships. [ don’t think
you re goimng to get this from most heterosexual
researchers. I would certainly not leave out the
fact that these kids are finding in paedophile re-
lationships something that they cannot find in
their parents. Even in the well established
homes of the professional class, kids turn to pae-
dophile relationships, to men who have time to
give them, men who are cultured and who are
responsive to them. Child abuse can be seen as
the other side of this coin. That kids are being
beaten is partly because they are expressing
ticeds and desires, or even satistying them, in
ways that the family cannot accept, for one rea-
son ot another. If you're a heterosexual moral
majoritarian you can say the breakdown in dis-
cipline is because parents have been neglecting
their duties as parents. But another way of look-



ing at the breakdown of discipline 1s that many
parents do not satisfy the needs of their chil-
dren, that the children have outgrown their fa-
mily, and the parents are not allowing that, and
are beating them as a last desperate effort to
shore up the foundations of their authority.

oo

Kids are finding in paedophile rela-
tionships something that they cannot
find in their parents.

One of the other problems in the family is incest, which
is often lumped together with paedophilia. Do you have
any comments on it?

I have heard that otten the men who have been
invelved in incest are men who have been de-
feated, who feel their fajlure as men and as fa-
thers. They haven't been able to sustain em-
ployment—that’s why they are home with the
daughters in the fiest place-—and they feel that
they have not met the expectation of their
wives, in many cases that they've never been
adequate lovers, breadwinners, parents, and in
some desperate moment they often turn to a
teenage daughter who intuitively senses this de-
feat in the father and will give in to his sexual
needs. It doesn’t take any great wisdom to
realize that sexuality is complexly related to
other things in our lives and that often what
looks like a grossly sexual acr is really the ex-
pression of other things. In incest, the sexual act
expresses the need of the defeated man to regain
power. Incest has been depicted as so horrible
and the adult has been so terribly stigmatized
that we’ve been afraid to even get into the dy-
namics of it, but I know some stories that my
students have told me and they re terribly com-
plex, I think the guilt that the young person car-
ries into later life is not only the guilt of the sex-
ual exploitation, butit’s the tact that they were
encumbered with this feeling of defeat in an
adult and tried some form of nurturance, and it
couldn’t work because the child could not
shoulder this reversal of responsibility. But
again, sexuality is a nice neat category used by

the establishment to run away from the exami-
nation of problems, because they’re afraid of
looking at the failures of the family very
closely, and it’s much easier to prosecute a few
individuals for sexual abuse.

Can we retum to the question of why it should be now,
at this time, that the hysteria against paedophilia, and
other sexual acts that threaten the family, should be

groting?

I think Jeffrey Wecks is right. He’s saying that
the establishment is really besieged right now,
the family is really besieged, there’s a lot of fail-
ure, in marriage, in love, in affection, in bonds
between children and parents, that we're con-
fronted with a whole area of great social fail-
ure, Now Weeks contends that there is a whole
other movement coming in, which is typified by
the gay movement; [ think that’s terribly opti-
mistic. [ think that we’ve simply got to take
another view of whar individuals are, what few
real choices we have in our lives, which are
much more limited than we once believed they
were. We've got to incorporate that all in our
dealings with children, we've got to learn to
deal with children in ways that keep us in con-
tact with them but also out of their lives.
They've got to have the space to understand
who they are, to know their desires, and there’s
where { think men who have paedogphile rela-
tionships often achieve that balance becter than
parents. The parents feel so overwhelmed by
the task that they move between total neglect
and total centrol, and the kids need something
else, they need a distancing from the adult, and
yet the adult’s presence at crucial moments. i
think men who have paedophile relationships
also have some insights into the balancing of dis-
tance and closeness.

In your discussion of paedophilia, in terms of the explo-
ration of childhood sexuality, you don't seem to take into
consideration the reality of the paedophiles themselves,
especially in the midst of oppression. Are the paedo-
philes themselves getting lost here?

[ think that you have an obvicus need, you have
a help that you can provide ene another, be-



cause you Te not getting it from any other place,
[ have total respect for that, and ['m poignantly
aware of it since I've been in Amsterdam,
where there is this whole emigre group of men
who have been run out of their countries be-
cause of the so-called “abuse™ of children, For
those who know nothing of your persecution,
you need to describe your experiences, but you
need to ask questions, that is, why it is happen-
ing, and I think the why questions will take you
in many different directions. They will cer-
tainly take you back to the family, to the
guardianship of childhood sexuality, that1s why
[ dwelt so much on that. A question that always
comes up when spokesmen for paedophile
groups speak to my classes in San Francisco, is
‘You talk so much about the welfare of these
kids, and how much you’re doing for them, but
what are you getting out of it?” | think what men
who have paedophile relationships get out of
them needs to be clearly delineated. The fact
that the relationships are parental and aftec-
tionate and that the sexuality is worked into
that much larger framework is not understood.
That there can be that combination 1s surprising
to most people, who still think of sex when it’s
cross-generational as exploitive and manipula-
tive. I chink your telling of your relationships is
very important, particularly how you must bal-
ance your own fulfillment against theirs, if
there come moments when these are not har-
menicus. | think many parents need to learn
how to do that with their own children, and
maybe you have insight into that thar they don’t
have.

We’'ve got to learn to deal with
children in ways that keep us in con-
tact with them but also out of their
lives. Men who have paedophile rela-
tionships often achieve that balance
better than parents.

e

You are a professor of psychology. One of the major so-
cial forces opposing paedophilia is the psychological pro-

fession. It provides research which opposes paedophilia,
and takes an active role in the courts, giving testimony to
convict paedophiles. It also advises courts on sentencing,
and in Sexually Dangerous Person procedures. Do you
have observations on the state of psychological research
in this area, or on its funding and responsiveness to

power?

Psychology has played a shameful role carrying
out the government's research priorities. You
must understand the process of getting research
grants. The grants I got from the Federal gov-
ernment were to study only aspects of homo-
sexuality which represented failures or vicuimi-
zation. If [ were to go to the government and
say, I think there’s an inventiveness in relation-
ships between two men or two women that
married heterosexuals really could profic by,
how the going in and out of these relationships is
negotiated with much less trauma, and some-
times with enormous care and understanding,
that we could well use in the present era of di-
vorce, | would never have gotten a single grant.
But I could get a grant to study jail rape, for
studying ageing homosexuals who presumably
the government believes never have sex any-
more, or for discrimination. Today psycholo-
gists will ger grants for incest and for child
abuse, and violence against children and por-
nography. Also these studies can be experimen-
tally designed, and the government now prefers
controlled experiments: it fits in with their idea
that all sexuality should be contrelled, even
within the context of research. So psychology
has been opposed to paedophilia because the
government has been opposed to paedophilia,
and that’s where psychalogy gets its money.
Psychology pretends to be a science, in the
sense of a natural science. It can never be that; it
shows a terrible misunderstanding of the natu-
ral sciences and of its own biases, It cannever be
a perspectiveless discipline; that is, any human
being looking at another human being, at hu-
man conduct or relationships or studying human
phenomena, does so from one, or several, of var-
ious human perspectives, whereasin the natural
sciences, presumably, we come up with the
truth that will stand the test from many ditfer-
ent perspectives, so that in essence science be-



comes perspectiveless. But that is never the case
when human beings are studying other human
beings.

Psychology also is not a predictive science.
Again, it is a pretense to being a natural science.
I know one forensic clinical psychologist, who
has practically dropped his private practice
now. He gets involved in child abuse cases, and
it’s very lucrative. He’s flown all around the
country, he’s paid for every day that he’s away
from home and works on the case, all of his
hotel accommodations, and it’s a whole profes-
siof1.

Power and Consent

Omne of the principal attacks on paedophilia has been in
the area of power differentials between the participants
in the relationship, and over the question of consent.
How would you formulate the issue of consent: what
constitutes consent for the minor partner? What about
power in the relationship?

The issue of consent is a difficult one. We have
trouble with it even in peer relationships. It
would at least include knowledge of what one is
consenting to,

How much knowledge? Here we touch on the argument
of “informed consent”’, which holds that it is impossible

for the child, out of his experience, to imagine what he
will feel like thirty years later about the experience, and
therefore cannot truly consent.

Yes, that’s it. As if any woman who is consent-
ing to have sex with a man can!

But she at least has had some parallel experiences on
which to base a decision. By the time one is twenty of so
you have been around a little in the world at least...

Well, why don’t we outline what consent must
minimally require, what the criteria of in-
formed consent must be. It has to be some
knowledge of what the act is, right at that mo-
ment, what one is consenting to, and that, in
fact, what one consents to is what really trans-
pires. Add to that the anticipated consequences
of the consent, not only personal in the sense of

Psychology has been opposed to
paedophilia becanse the government
has been opposed to paedophilia, and
that’s where psychology gets its mon-

ey.
e —
“Will I really enjoy this?’, “Will it harm me in
some way? , but also the social consequences of
reputation, of societal judgement, parental in-
terdiction, and so on. If you lay out all those
qualifications, I don't think there are many

adult acts of full consent, In a way, if we could
know that much ahead of time, much of the

sexual excitement would be gone, because what
we often hope for, | think, in a sexual encoun-
ter, is that something new and unexpected
might occur.

So you are suggesting that there actually are no relation-
ships where there is truly full consent that meets all of
those criteria?

Yes, Il would be hard pressed to believe thar that
could occur, and even that people want it to oc-
cur. There are certain non-consensual elements
which people value in emotional and sexual re-
lationships. What is romance? Romance is when
you get onto this roller coaster, you know, and
you go up and down. If you could anticipate all
the suffering that’s going to be involved, you
probably wouldn’t start it, but you know there’s
at least going to be this thrilling undulating ef-

fect.

To say there is no true consent in any relation doesn’t
ansiwet the question of what exactly consent should be in
the power-charged, wnegual situation of an adult and a
minor.

Well, I'm not trying to evade your question. I
think that sexuality is not exempt from ethical
constraints, nor is any other area of our lives.
We have not arrived at a social consensus on
what sexuality is, on what forms of touching, of
conversation, on what we see in a picture—po-
lice can see pornography where others don't.



For better or for worse | think we have not ar-
rived at a consensus as to what it is we are con-
senting to. So what can a person do in a situation
in which the culture provides only very con-
fused and disordered notions of what it is that
one's consenting to, what can an adult, operat-
ing within some kind of ethical community, do?
[ think the answer must be that one must show
enormous respect for the desires of the child,
and the feelings of the child, and some sense of
whao that child is, and how whatever transpires
is going to fit into the larger frame of that

child’s life.

So, in other words, the adult’s experience showld com-
pensate for the child’s inexperience. If it’s two adults,
each one has a little better idea of what they may be con-
senting to; in the case of a cross-generational relationship
the adult must be especially considerate of those things.

Exactly, but [ think it’s only in the area of ethi-
cal responsibility. I don't think you can substi-
tute adult experience for childhood experience,
and vice versa. And I don't think you should
even be required 1o, it can’t be done. But what
you can do is, the adult must take a full ethical
responsibility, for himself, chae is, you must op-
erate within ethical constraints, which I hope
would include the respect for the fact that this
child is a unique human being, whose unique-
ness must be valued, and that the experiences
that you have with the child would then some-
how make it more possible for that uniqueness
to develop rather than curtailing or suffocating
it. This may mean giving up sex even when it is
possible. In a particular case, this might mean
that you would be even more sexually respon-
sive, possibly, knowing that the child at that
moment desires it, welcomes 1t and would be-
nefit from it. But the ethical responsibility is a
heavy one because this society is not defining
what those ethical considerations should be, and
because the child may or may not yet be a part
of any ethical community, so that he can’t make
these judgements, or she can't, very well. That
is why an enlightened law must have a role in
protecting the child. Because the child, less than
the adult, can know the consequences of his
acts, there is still a place for laws that protect

the child from clearly demonstratable exploita-
tion or immediate harm. But the enforcement
of such laws would have to respect the percep-
tions, judgements and desires of the child.

This leads into another question, about how paedophiles
can develop a healthy relationship in the midst of a so-
ciety that condemns them.

The word ‘healthy’ is here a substitution for
ethics. It’s the medical profession taking over
the cleric’s responsibilities; 1 prefter to have
those definitions remain with the people who
think and know about them. I would just say
again everything [ said about the ethical consid-
erations; I would prefer them vo be frankly
phrased, as moral and ethical considerations,
rather than ‘health’, because I think that plays
right back into medicine and the medical con-
trol of sexuality. Medicine is embarrassingly
involved with sexuality. I think that ar one
point it was an adventure, a huge expansion of
its institutional power; | think today it’s terribly
embarrassed and would like to get out of the bu-
siness if it could.

In relation to the whole question of power within their
relationships, might looking at sexual relationships
rather than sexual identities clarify the whole matter, be-
cause inequalities of power are one of the things that are
common within all sexual relationships, which might
help to clarify the question of inequalities of power
within paedophile relationships.

Or vice versa. The exploration of paedophile
relationships, when the adult often is extraordi-
nartly concerned with the issues of imbalance of
power, is an exploration of how power can be
handled in interpersonal relations in which
we 'te entrusting people with our emotions, and
our bodies. These relations inevitably revolve
arcund power, so that ethical notions of what is
fair and equitable are crucial. Women are be-
ginning to complain about the kind of sexist
treatment that they have been subjected to:
there are any number of books on the American
market now you know, “Women Who Love
Men Who Hate Women', and so on. Those
bocks have a very angry tone, yet [ get the im-



pression, are still written without any real ex-
amination of the dynamics of the whole struc-
ture of the relationships women have with men,
which themselves result in those dymamics.
They want to change the dynamics without
changing the structures. Thoughtful adults who
have sexual relations with children have had to
look at everything, the dynamics and the whole
structure of their relationships, which have
been forbidden in Western society. So again I
think these individuals have a lot to contribute,
as in the case of childhood sexuality, in the case
of adult sexnality, and now in the case of rela-
tionships. I believe that it’s the quality of the
people involved that often determines the qual-
ity of the relationship. If you have sleazy char-
acters you are going to have a sleazy relation-
ship, and two people who have a sense of fair-
ness and mutuality are often going to have a
good relationship. You've got to have ethical
people to have good relationships, and ethicsisa
matter of persons.

Can you pursue that a little further, how you see paedo-
philes restructuring traditional roles in their relation-

ships?

The persons I have met here in Amsterdam who
identify themselves as paedophiles certainly
don’t impress me as being stereotypical macho
American males, thank God, but in many ways
they are also extraordinarily brave and pioneer-
itg men, which is part of the male stereotype.
So what I guess this means is that they show a
kind of androgyny, this incredible nurturance,
and vet this rather fearless dedication that
shows that maybe men can be men in a way that
does not require brute force. In other words,
that men can be powerful, but powertful in a
moral way, that there can be a kind of moral
power that can combine with nurturance, so
that power and nurturance don't have to be seen
as opposing attributes. So I think that these men
redefine what it is to be a man. And then, of
course, you constitute another threat, because
one of the preat threats that adult child relation-
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ships have, especially, is that the adult is not re-
producing the model of the father, of the stern,
aggressive totally self-confident male. You're
providing another kind of a model, with
another kind of a very subtle, pervasive power
that comes from understanding and knowing
and responsiveness. That, you see, doesn’t fit
the image that we have of the totalitarian fa-
ther. Therefore, even though you're providing
an understanding of how males can be quite dif-
terent people than they stereotypically are, that
poses a threat. It is possible for males to have
this enormously norturant relationship to kids.
Your authority in a kid’s life, comes to the ex-
tent that you represent something that he wants
to trust, but doesn’t completely, and can not
completely understand at the moment, but
something that he will someday understand and
then assumne himself, which is not the transmis-
sion of male power as we think of it in the fam-
ily. There are not many options open, but there
arc a few things that we could be doing with
kids that we're not doing teday, and I think
paedophiles have an intuitive and often an expe-
riential understanding of them.

Do you have any summary you wish to make?

There are two points I would stress. I think the
idea of sexual identity reduces the importance
of the individual, and that the focus of inquiry
must be, should be, would most profitably be,
on how the sexuality of a given person fits into
that person’s life, and how that person’s life fits
into the broader social context. We ought to use
the current categories of sexuality, at best, as
categories of desire and behaviour, but not as
categories of people. I think my other point is
that the investigation of pacdophilia could be
important because it can be one means by which
we can shed light on childhood sexuality, on
issues of consent in all sexual relations, not only
intergenerational relationships, and how sexual
relationships are regulated not in the interest of
the individuals but in the interest of our rulers.
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LISTEN! ONLY A MOMENT!
A CRY

John Henry Mackay

Gehoer! (translated here as Listen! Only a Moment!) was written by the
German anarchist and poet John Henry Mackay (1864-1933) in 1908,
and published under his pseudonym ““Sagitta™. It was written in re-
sponse to the Eulenburg scandal, caused by allegations that several of
the Kaiser’s close advisors were homosexuals. Mackay hoped that
the discussion this provoked in society could be an opening for modi-
fying public attitudes about paederasty. He had previously published
three parts of his Biicher der Namenlosen Liebe, which had been ad-
dressed to boy-lovers; Gehoer! was his first appeal to the general pub-
lic, and was mailed out to clergy, youth workers and community
leaders. He was wrong about the possibility of dialogue; upon com-
plaints from some who received it, Gehoer! and his previous titles
were prosecuted as corrupting to public morals. At the conclusion of
the trial, in 1909, Gehoer! and the other titles were ordered destroyed,
and the publisher fined. However, it was issued again, as part of the
complete Biicher der Namenlosen Liebe, in 1913 and 1924, both editions
bearing imprints from outside of Germany. This is its first appear-
ance in English, translated by Dr. Hubert Kennedy. With transla-
tions of the other prose portions of the Beoks of Nameless Love, it will
appear later this year from Southernwood Press, Amsterdam.

What do [ want from you?
it may happen that an hour comes in the life
of each one of us in which we feel that its burden

And it will be like a ery!

To you, whom I do not know, about whom I

know nothing, but that you are a human being
like myself, I turn and ask you to listen—to
listen for only a moment.

I do not know you. But I assume that, since
you are human, you would stop on your way if
the cry of an injured person were suddenly to
strike your ear. You would stop and, according
to your character, hurry to help or continue
on—Dbut at least you would stop and listen for a
moment, if only out of curiosity.

With a cry, with a cry of desperation, I call to
you: not for help, but rather for a hearing, and
for a moment only.

*

is becoming too heavy for us, that no living
hand, no word of friendship is able to help us
bear it. In such an hour—perhaps it is not a
stranger to you—we walk, unable to be alone
with ourselves any longer, into the streets, to
wander aimlessly here and there and grasp, as if
in the fear of death, for the hand of the first, the
next passerby, and cry out, in order to feel that
we are still alive.

In such an hour I come to you, whe are a
stranger to me.

*

You stop still. Astonished.
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“What do vou want from me?” you ask.

What do [ want from you?

[ will speak to you. Only a moment. I will
speak to you of love.

*

You laugh.

“Of love? Why the introduction? The wheole
wotld speaks of love. Everyone enjoys hearing
of love. Speak!”™

[ begin, and have ditficulty finding the first
word.

Yes, [ will speak of love. But not of the love
the whole world talks about, but rather of the
love the world keeps silent about. Of which the
world knows nothing, because it wants to know
nothing of it.

I will speak to you of the love—

W

You fall back and turn away. On your mouth
lies a sign of scorn and disgust. Your eyes look
cold and forbidding, and you interrupt me:

“I can guess what you are getting at. But |
will hear nothing of it. Is it not enough that one
can’t pick up a newspaper anymore, or go to any
social gathering, without running into a discus-
sion of these things, which a couple of yearsago
no decent person would dare to even think
about? Is this filth now to be brought across
one’s path? 1 want to know nothing about it,
however! [ will not listen! Do you understand
me?”

[ understand you. [ knew that you would turn
away, that you would interrupt me, that you
would talk like that. But it is here that my cry
begins: to listen to me, to listen for only a mo-
ment! Just hear at least the promise that [ will
give you. | promise that you will hear some-
thing from me that you did not know before, on
which vou never thought before. And I further
promise that you will not hear from me a single
one of those words, in which the misunderstood
notions of our age take refuge, and of which I
will only say that they disgust me a thousand
times more than they could disgust you, that
you will hear from me none of those words, not

a single one. I give you an insight and you give
me a hearing in return—for a moment—is that
not a good exchange? And is it too much to ask?

*

You are uncertain and still hesitate. Then:

“All right, so be it. In the end, what more can
[ lose than a half hour? So talk. But make it
short.”

I will be brief. As brief as possible. Let us
walk up and down here. No one is listening to
us. If anyone hears us, so much the better.

I will speak to you of love.

What is love?

Love is the deep and mysterious power that
draws one person to another—often against his
will, always against his resistance.

Love is—let me speak of it as we all, without
exception, speak of it and in words just as they
come to me.

Loveis: the ‘fulfillment of life’, its ‘beginming
and end’, the ‘final end of wisdom’.

We did not know where it comes from or
where it goes. It ‘is there’ and it “dies of itself’.

It is our first and last happiness, it makes us
‘human for the first tme’, ‘lifts us above our-
selves’, discloses the ‘treasures of our inner be-
ing’, it awakens our best sctrengths; it is the
hearth of our house and *changes earth into par-
adise’.

Love—we love, and the world appears ‘in a
new light’; we are immersed in it; only in ‘the
beloved’ do we still see it.

Love—it asks no questions, and it laughs at
answers; it requires no excuse and no approval;
it does not ‘let itself be mocked’; it scorns the
judgement of the world.

Love—it enncbles our actions and gives the
least of them new meaning; it does not take, it
only gives... And is biessed in receiving and giv-
ing... It is the only thing that cannot be bought
in this mercenary world...

Love—it does nothing, except one thing
alone: it foves.

Wonderful, like itself, are its ways.

[t created the world, and holds it in existence.

What would the world be without ic?!

Thus people speak of it—love!



We are in agreement on the wonderful
strength of love, which rules the world, just as
we are in agreement on its power, from which
no one living can entirely escape.

And yet we exclude one love, declare it to be
criminal, persecute it wherever we find it, and
take from it every right, even the right to the
name of love, one: the love of a man for a
younger person of his own sex, his love for a

youth, for a boy!
*

You stand still. Again disdain in your eyes, dis-
gust on your lips.

“But you don’t want to claim that the abomi-
nable vice you have started to talk about again
has anything at all do do with love?”

Yes, I claim that, just as I claim that no love
has anything to do with vice, if it is truly love.
And I shall seek to prove my claim to you from
the existence of this love.

But one thing [ must ask of you: that you first
banish from your imagination that dirty pic-
ture, which up to now has been the only way
you could think of this love.

Think of your own love and you will under-
stand me, you must understand me!

For since you are human, love cannot have
remained a stranger to you: you love someone,
you have loved someone.

Perhaps you are fortunate in love. Then you
know the heavenly bliss of the heart, the agoniz-
ing pleasure of desire, the blessed feeling of un-
derstanding in two beings who belong to one
another, the deep feeling of peaceful security on
the beloved’s breast.

Perhaps you are unfortunate in love. Then no
torment of hell has remained a stranger to you:
neither the infinite bitterness of not being
heard, not being understood, the hopeless grief
of futility, nor the passionate torment of never
fulfilled longing, the raging pain of jealousy, the
dull giving in to resignation and despair.

Now, exactly so, fortunate or unfortunate, do
we feel our love. Thus it rejoices, thus it suffers,
and it is distinguished in no way from yours, ex-
cept in the one thing: that its object is not of the
other, but of the same sex!

John Henry Mackay, circa 1900

*

“But that is precisely what I do not under-
stand,”” you say. ““Why do you not love the
other sCX as we do? Explain to me this discrep-
ancy.

[ could just as well ask you to explain your
love to me. You cannot do it. Just as little as I
can explain mine. For love does not let itself be
‘explained’.

Not this one either. Two thousand years bur-
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ied it in silence. They ‘explained’ it as criminal,
just as the majority still ‘explain’ it today as
criminal, Then, as progressive science had to
occupy itself with this question, it locked for
physical and mental appearances of deviation
and ‘explained’ it as a sickness. Yet, confronted
with its own research and powerless to maintain
this theory in the face of numberless cases of in-
contestable health, science admitted the inborn
nature of this inclination, its inability to be
changed or influenced, and today, provided that
it goes about its work honestly and objectively,
it must finally admit in shame that it is a ques~
tion here of a phenomenon of nature like every
other, not a question of ‘another kind of human
being’, but rather of persons who differ from
ather people in no way, except in this their love.

Our time—at a loss and helpless—is faced,
not with criminals, nor with sick people, nor
with degenerates, but with people, healthy hu-
man beings, and indeed human beings who have
finally begun to regard themselves as such and
to demand to be treated as such.

*

Again you stand still, reflecting. But then—tri-
umgphantly:

“You forget ane thing: the goals of nature. Its
goals are preservation and reproduction. There-
fore it created two sexes. The love you speak of,
however, contradicts these goals. It is unfruitful
and therefore against nature—unnatural!™

To this too I can only answer:

I do not believe in the goals of nature. I only
see everywhere its meaningless and enormous
extravagance: how it creates numberless germs,
to allow one to mature to fruition, and how it
everywhere destroys what it has just created. It
thus fulfills its inner laws of necessity in eternal
and unbroken transitions from form to form,
but it fulfills no ‘goeals’. And we, who do not
know from where we came or where we are go-
ing, nor yet why we are here, are only allowed
to guess that the world subsists in this constant
struggle between attraction and repulsion.

Subsists, just as our life subsists in love and
hate. A struggle against nature, whose victory 1s

the victory over itself!

[ do not believe in the goals of nature. But
you, who believe in these goals, you must then
also believe that nature pursues a goal with us
too, and 1t is up to you, not me, to discover this
goal.

For do you want to doubt the existence of this
love? Did you yourself not say that it has be-
come a topic of the day: that one can no longer
open a ntewspaper without running into 1t, Just
as the powerful dammed up current finally
breaks the dam, so has it broken its monstrous
stlence of centuries, and it 1s not its fault if today
it so suddenly stands among us like a stranger.

A stranger that has only one homeland:
among that unique people, of whose art the soul
of our culture longingly seeks the last frag-
ments, because it recognizes in it the revelation
of the highest beauty.

A stranger everywhere, but nowhere for-
eign: all times, all peoples, every country and
every class have known and know it, and every-
where it demands today its native right to tol-
erance. A stranger, whom we know and yet do
not know, of which we do not know whatitcan
and will bring, we still shove it off and back
away from tt, as if from a leper, and it wanders
homeless about and must first earn its right as a
citizen and—oh!—how gladly would it not
want to earn it.

For who knows in how many heartsit already
lives today, since everyone dentes it!

Thus placed before the fact of its existence,
powerless any longer to root it out and suppress
it, there remains only one thing left: to come to
terms with it; and experience will teach us that
we can do this in only one way: by seeking to
make it useful for our life, like every other
strength of nature, by allowing the apparently

fruitless to become fruitful.

How—that [ cannot tell you here. The time 15
too short. Consider for yourself how great the
educational effect of this love can be on the be-
laved youth, if it is allowed to function unhin-
dered. We shall see mature as its finest fruit che
virtues of manliness and sincerity, of justice and
freedom.



Now, however, I hear your long awaited objec-
tion:

“But who and what hinders you today from
effecting this? Surely not the law? Ridiculous!
No law in the world has ever punished feelings,
no law has any power at all to do that. Feelings
are as free as thoughts. It is not those the law
prosecutes, but actions; and punishment is the
only thing that protects the youth from seduc-
ers.”

Not true!—I answer you. ltis not true! And |
will prove to you that it is not true, will show
you that the law seldom punishes actions alone,
but always punishes love.

Laws are made by those who have the power
to make them. They last only as long as the
power that maintains them. But power is
forever changing, and the laws change and fall
with it. Power has its strongest support in what
we call ‘morality”: the ‘judgement of public
opinion’, the ‘voice of the people, which is the
voice of God’, the ‘'moral consciousness of the
general public’. And morality, in turn, rests on
the law: it is still today the guiding principle of
most people, of all those who are unable to feel
and act independently: the ‘great masses’. Whar
the law allows is ‘good”; what it forbids is ‘bad’.

And now this law! There is none that is so un-
tenable, since it is so completely unenforceable.
Here and there, among innumerable cases, some
unfortunate is ruined by it. Those, however,
whom it concerns, or should concern, the true
seducers of youth, they slip away always, or al-
most always. Well versed in all its tricks and
ambiguities, basing their life on the enjoyment
of their senses alone (roo often only because
they despair of the possibility of their love and
have learned to doubt it}, they struggle through
between morality and law unharmed, and seck
to win for their underground existence the
cheerless stimulation of the secret and un-
usual—a life, not in the light of the sun, but in
the artificial light of a hideout.

But why do I talk to you of such!

I wanted to bear witness to you of those alone
who love. Of those who suffer the more, the
deeper they love. Who are ruined, because they
love; and who love, because they cannot live
without love. Of those whom you murder, since

you hinder them from loving—those who are
the true victims of this law, always, even there
where it does not reach, cannot reach!

x

“But cannot and will not your love also lead to
actions?  you ask.

[t will not always necessarily do so. But cer-
tainly it can. Yet then it can be only actions of
fove: arising from the unique wish to make one
another as happy as possible; to do good and not
hurt one another; and so also to benefit and not
harm one another. And that 1s all and should be
all that I can tell you about the actions of this
love, which people—and you too!—can only
imagine, when you think about this love, unwil-
ling and unable to investigate assumptions be-
fore you draw conclusions.

Nevertheless, a word more abourt seduction.

No law can protect youth from seduction.
Only instruction can do that,

But never will instruction be more effective,
more penetrating, more blessed than when love,
genuine love gives it. Let us, therefore, trust less
in the law than in this: the law of love, the u-
nique unwritten law of eternal validity and du-
rability, which one day will here oo mock all
our written laws—Ilet us also safely entrust our
youth to it!

And let us not always and everywhere see
only seducers, who lead astray. For there are
also leaders.

A seducer is one who misleads to questions
and ofters their solution, before they pose them
themselves—who violently opens buds with
impudent and impure hands, before their time
of maturity has come. I have nothing to do with
these seducers, as little as you, and with you I
say that everything must be allowed us to keep
them off.

A leader, however, is someone who carefully
waits for the questions until he sees that they are
pressing for an answer and are asked—who pro-
tects the bud, but does not refuse to nourish the
ground for its blooming.

Here lies the border and nor in the artificial es-
tablishment of age. One person is mature and
appears still to be a child; another is still a child,
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while we would take him to be mature already,
according to his years.

Distinguish, therefore, between leaders and
seducers.

For, believe me, it can happen that your weap-
ons are turned against your own breast.

The awazkening boy, the awakened young
person impetuously seeks for answers to his
questions—for a leader in his confusion.

How do you answer him? [ do not know. I see
only the results of your answers.

How does his friend answer him, his older
friend by whom he has up to then found the an-
swer to all the little questions of his young life—
how does he answer the first big one?

‘Naturally,” you say, ‘he advises him to love
him!’

Not at all. He loves him and therefore will
show him all the paths and then say: Now
choose for yourself! Go in whatever direction
you are impelled. |

The boy, however, hesitates between you
and him: between you, who have filled his soul
with frightening hints and horrible warnings,
and him, to whom he is drawn.,

He doesn’t know which way to turn. Where
should he go? Should he go to a girl>—'seduce’
her? Who will rescue him and her from the con-
sequences? In the best case the sacrifice of the
whole of his own life.

Should he go to a prostitute? He can buy her.
But she can sell him out. And here no sacrifice
will rescue him, not even that of his own lost
life.

Should he finally turn to himself? In the sol:-
tary love of self seek release from his necessity?
Give himself the answer that is everywhere de-
nied and not understood, which slowly destroys
him?

‘He should not love at all, as long as he s
young,” you say. ‘He should remain continent.’
You can just as well say to him that he should
not live, as long as he is young. He feels that this
is no answer. It seems too simple to him. He
knows already that life, which is pounding on
his senses with such questions, is not so simple.

“Thus he should love with his heart, but not
with his senses. Thus you should and can also
love him.’ And this answer, which is the worst

of all, will make him into the person we would
least like to see: into an unstable dreamer, an
idealist unfitted for life, a fanatic of some idea
or other, whom life tosses about until it crushes
him.

And with this you say to us: we should love
him without—loving him.

He, however, who has hesitated so long be-
tween you and his friend, finally seeks his last
refuge on the breast that loves him. And it will
not shove him away. It will give him the answer
that he seeks, in spite of the world and its judg-
ment. It will not betray his love or him. It will
also not disappoint him.

Therefore: Is it better that he comes secretly
to it, behind your back, than openly and with
your permission?

What is better: to place the danger of aliena-
tion between us, or to work in common for his
happiness? x

For what could I more earnestly ask of you
than this: let us go together! And what could 1
more gladly welcome, than that you instruct
him?

But before you instruct him, instruct yourself!
*

And now that we have drawn closer—

But have we drawn closer?

You stand sc indistinctly before me in the
shadows of this night. [ do not know who you
are. But whomever you may be, man or
woman, old or young, unhappy or happy, in-
fluential or powerless, poer or rich—you are a
human being, and as such sympathy for anoth-
er’s suffering cannot be entirely foreign to you.

The time is short, which you have granted
me, but not so short as to allow you to tarry a bit
with me by a life of the love, of which youknow
nothing, and which is able to find its fulfillment
in this love alone.

However it may appear from the outside, it is
a poor life. It is 2 life of danger and fear, and it is
a life of lies—a life that only he endures, who
must bear it.

Danger and fear are around him and around
all that he loves. The next chance can destroy
him, can rob him of his family, alienate his



friends, tear his beloved from his heart; can
shake his position in society and make his pres-
ence impossible everywhere; destroy his repu-
tation, stain his honor, drag his name into the
mud, take his bread, and make him homeless.

Therefore he builds his whole life on one lie.
No one, not even the nearest to him, is allowed
even to imagine how he appears inside. The
mask of indifference and contentment con-
stantly before his frozen face, he simulates love
and interest—how often does he notl—where
he feels none; he sympathizes where no one
sympathizes with him; he does not look where
he would dearly love to look, and he must lie,
lie, lie—with every glance, with every word,
continually.

Everything that makes up the “happiness of
the others’, for which they live, is closed to him:
he does not know a peaceful life in a secure posi-
tion: knows no home adorned with a woman's
care and the laughter of children; no peace of
mind and feeling of serenity following a good
and well-done day’s work; does not even have
the consciousness of being allowed to work for
those he loves!

And he has no one to whom he can complain.
Not even to the lap that conceived and bore him
does he dare to bring his misery, out of fear of
confusing, wounding, killing the last and dear-
est heart with his confession.

Everything is denied him. What the poorest
of the poor may still dare, to show his bit of
happiness to the world, he dare not do—he must
hide it. Everything—even the last consolation
of tears on the grave of the one he loved—for
his tears could indeed arcuse suspicion!

Loneliness is his destiny and bitterness his
curse!

How is he still to live? He himself no longer
knows.

Never is his love secure. Even when he suc-
ceeds in winning the trust of a young heart and
calling it his, he is surrounded by suspicion,
pursued by impudent curiosity, an eye is kepton
every footstep, and how easily is the one who is
young and therefore so casily influenced tom
from him by a word, a threat, a prohibition!

Again and again he stands in mourning before
the seeds of his happiness, trampled by stupidity
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and malice, from year to year losing the courage
to begin anew the futile task.

With less and less courage to live—for how is
he yet to live and work?

He himself no longer knows.

What is allowed him after all?

What he is still able to do—everything has of
course only the one goal, to make the poor vic-
tim compliant to his lust: a smile—the snare he
uses to trap; a friendly word, a small gift—the
bait he uses to catch; help in word and
deed—the price and hush money for some re-
ceived or expected disgraceful act! He holds
himself back—aha, he is lurking; he ‘appears
otherwise quite decent’—well yes, there you
see the way he knows how to hide his true na-
ture; he is faithful, selfless, and self-sacrificing
in his love—his bad conscience helds him back
from the final deed.

You tell me: is there in all this even a trace of
heart, sensitivity and understanding? I do not
find it.

Thus he lives his corpse-life among you, a
shadow of your happiness, lonely and silent, and
litele by little dies his feeling of being a man
among hurman beings!

For how is he to prove that he too still belongs
among them?

All around him is silence, nothing but silence.

And this silence, with which his love is bur-
ied, is the most dreadful of all: this impossibility
of being able to defend himself; to seize this
spectre of madness; to close the mouth that lies
about us; to be able to choke the throat that spits
out cowardly insults!

For this love is just not love. It is not there at
all. Its nonexistence does not let it defend itself,
nor grasp the inaudible whispers of rumor, nor
crush the unspoken slander that prowls about.

Silence—who is able to fight against silence!

Where is the character that would not be-
come callous or shallow in such a life, the heart
that would not become bitter? Where the
nerves that would not succumb?

But you all, who will hear none of this, you
see nothing, you have no idea of it, you judge;
his vice has ruined him; a person mistrustful and
unhappy in life; a heart without love.

A heart without love? It is not without love,
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but is sentenced to what is the hardest for every
decent person: to deny it, and more than this: to
join in insulting it, in betraying it, so asnot to be
betrayed! For silence arouses suspicion, defense
is self-accusation!

Thus he goes where you drive him. Damned
to live without love and joy, to sacrifice his life
to a phantom, he puts lust in place of love,
frenzy in place of joy, seeks to numb himself, de-
lude himself about himself, clings with the last
hundredth part of his wasted tenderness to the
warm, but unfeeling breast that tolerates it be-
cause it is paid for this tolerance, and is still sat-
isfied to know at least one place yet where he
will not be shoved away with complete disgust.
And everything becomes more and more indif-
ferent to him: your judgement and his life, until
his nausea before the waste and emptiness of this
his own life buries him!

*

“But,”’ I hear you say, “be stronger than your
life, greater than your destiny! Openly ac-
knowledge your love and fight for it!”

Show me first, [ answer you, the person who
is so independent of his whole surroundings that
he can defy your judgement. And if he is, who
can ask that he bare himself in the open market
place, to show that he is without stain? Who has
become so indifferent to himself, that he would
destroy forever his last hope for a small bit of
happiness?

Nothing else than this would an open confes-
sion of this love be today, this condemned love,
condemned like nothing else on earth.

Who can ask it? Surely not you, who have
nothing to fear and yet do not have the courage
to touch on the nature of this love for fear of
somewhere being suspected of being in sym-
pathy with it.

L

Y ou shrug your shoulders. “The time is not yet
ripe. You were born too soon. And it seems to
me that you exaggerate a bit—it really cannot

be so bad.’

Only my smile answered you.

If I were to tell you all that I know—and I
could tell you much—it would be the enormous
sum of those sorrows that in the accounting
book of humanity have alone remained unwrit-
ten and uncounted, because they were never
taken into account, not a single one was entered!

*

You stand wavering. You are not shaken, for
only that, which we ourselves are capable of
suffering, is able to shake us.

However, you have become somewhat
thoughtful.

“But what can I do?” you ask.

What can you do? You must know that your-
self, I cannot tell you. For I do not know you.
But one thing you can do today-—everyone
can—is this:

Do not make yourself an accessory to this
most senseless of all judgements, this darkest of
all madness, this most unfeeling of all injustices.

Take part no longer, as you have up to now:
in those unspeakable jokes, with which the
common and thoughtless dirty someone’s lot, of
which they have no idea; in the ugly and cheap
smile that secretively plays around the lips of
those who think themselves educated when they
bury this Jove with silence; in the hideous hunt-
ing down of men, which has become a sport and
which a never sufficiently prodded greediness
for ever new sensations carries out in the open
strects in our days; in the repugnant pleasure
with which the rabble ‘of all sorts’ stones to
death the one they have trampled to the ground;
in the dirty suspicions with which the honor, the
reputation, the name of someone who is ‘so’ or
is under suspicion of being ‘so’ is stained, until
his existence is buried under them!

Guard yourself well from taking part any
longer in the degradation of a love you do not
know, for you degrade your own love with it!

If you believe in God, then profess: God, who
takes even the least one to his heart, rejects no
one for the sake of the love that he himself has
planted.

If you do not believe, then investigate further
and realize that no area of life may be closed to
true research, and regard its phenomena not



with the eye of a zealot and moralist, but with
that of a searcher after the truth.

That is what you can do without fail,
whoever you are, and indeed from tomorrow
on!

What you are able and wish to bring about
further in this sphere of your life, so as finally to
order a halt to perhaps the greatest, certainly
the most cowardly crime that one part of man-
kind has without punishment perpetrated on
another part—your heart, your spirit, your love
of justice alone can tell you.

*

The moment you allowed me is coming to an
end.

[ have kept my promise, have Inot? You have
heard nothing from me that you could not
calmly listen to; no word has fallen that adds to
the confusion; and I have only spoken to you of
love.

Love—where is it not?

Listen: do you not hear a rustle around us in
the silence of this night, deep and full like the
rustle of a distant current? It is the current of
love, which flows through the world. Its source
wells up in the distant mystery of time. Its wa-
ters flow there pure and clear—at the beginning
of the world, at the origin of all being. People
bend over it, to drink in life. Everyone may
come and drink: strength and health, beauty and

oy.

: ?Onl}r we stand aside. Among all apart and
alone. For our spring, also flowing here, is poi-
soned: poisoned by prejudice and made impure
by hate. And as we bend down over it, to
quench our thirst, there strikes against us the
decaying smell of corpses, the corpses of those
who drank nevertheless and had to die because
they drank. And we shudder back, again and
again—to drink nevertheless and dic like them;
or——to die of thirst!

x

It is late. The moment has passed.
I do not thank you. You have me to thank.

You gave me an audience, but I gave you the

possibility of 2n understanding.

You turn away. You know that what [ told
you is the truth: indisputable in its facts.

What [ wanted was: to show you that this
love—the love of a man for a younger one: for a
youth, for a boy—is as little a vice as every
other love. [ have gained nothing from you, if
you have not grasped this.

You keep silent. Doubts probably afflict you,
but your instinct, as you call it, rearsup in oppo-
sition—that poison of slander, continually in-
jected into generations through the centuries, is
having its effect and is stronger than your will
for truth, You ‘can do nothing against it’.

All right. So be it then.

Go. Continue to close your eyes and your
ears, your heart and your understanding. Con-
tinue to help the work of persecution: sharpen
the laws—no, better: make new ones that

. threaten a smile of this love with public dishon-

or, a word with prison for life! Just don’e stand
in the middle of the road: rip hearts from
breasts, dissect their feelings, and when you run
up against abominable ones, like ours, burn
them in the light of your centuries, before the
eyes of a mass of people screaming out to you!

Only then can you say that you have obtained

what you wished!

Did you believe perhaps that [ would have
cried out to you because [ hoped for sympathy,
tolerance, understanding from you? Because |
still believed in the possibility of justice in our
time? Because [ still had hope?

Happiness? None of us believes any longer in
happiness. —Justice? We laugh at it, as at an
empty word. —Hope? We have given it all up,
down to the last.

No. I cried out to you, because [ had to cry
out!

*

Go. Do what you will. But do not believe that
you can still do anything that has not already
been done against us. The cup is empty. There
are no more dregs.

But one thing, hear me, you should no longer
do—no longer do for your own sake.

Speak no more of love. Genuine love makes

19
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one discerning and indulgent—broadens our
faculty for understanding the lot of others, o-
pens our hearts to their mistorcune,

Speak no longer of justice. True justice
knows only one crime: the crime against the
equal freedom of others, secks to understand its
causes and to make it and them impossible, but
does not create criminals out of innocent peo-
ple, purely for the pleasure of punishing them.

And speak no longer of Christian charity. For
under the scornful laughter of those cast out the
word would die on your lips!

We, too, finally comprehend and know what
we have to do.

You were able to murder those who were—
unpunished.

But we, who are among you and of your race,
and who will be among your progeny, not your
and their enemies, but their and your friends
and helpers, we shall be their avengers: no more
‘outcasts of humanity’, but rather a pare of it,
and—with equal rights, equally respected in
our actions, equally respected also in our love—
we shall win and maintain our place in it.

How that will happen—that is our concern.

A path lies open to us and we shall walk oniit.
It is the path to the heart of the youth. And we
have one weapon. It is the shield of our love.

We shall hold it aver us and over those we
love, and the arrows of your hatred, like the ven-
om of your slander, will glance off it. Thus shail
we conquer.

For the future of youth is also the future of
our love. Qur love lives on in youth, our vision
becomes fact. Thus our last consolation is: that
no onc of them, the youth, who once has truly
felt this love in himself, can misunderstand it
again. Each of them, who has feit its strength in
himself and has tested it in growing up, has ex-
perienced its blessing in his large and small
needs, and has seen its loyalty kept; whoever
was not seduced, dishonored, and disgraced by
us, as you persuaded him, but rather tound in us
the helpers and comrades of his happy youth and
his friends for life, he will, having become the
father of a son himself, see in the one approach-
ing the youngster not, to be sure, a friend from
the outset, but also from the outset not an
enemy, will examine him rigorously, and hold

1

him to be a decent person until he proves him-
self to be the opposite.

Therefore we, who have nothing more to
lose than our love, who are not without it, even
if without any more belief and hope, we shall
not become tired of loving. Over every
trampled seed the work of our love will begin
anew, until we too stand before our harvest; un-
til the current of our love also, purified of poi-
son and corpses, will flow clear and bright; until
we too are allowed to drink of it without
danger, drink as everyone drinks,

And we shall no longer keep silent. You can
count on it, we shall no longer keep silent!

For one right is also ours: one right, one last
one, which no power, no injustice, no mal-
treatment is able entirely to suppress, which
even the most cruel hangman is unable to
smother on the lips of his defenseless vic-
tim—the right of a final cry!

Dragged before your bar as an outlaw; con-
victed only by the witness of stupidity and
meanness; sentenced without being heard; bur-
ied alive in the midst of the living; held in the
eternal fear of uncertainty about the hour of our
death; and finally somewhere, sometime,
strangled by the hands of some scoundrel, our
last cry is our last and only righ!

Only this cry is able to lift the cover of silence
under which you have sought to further
smother us.

Therefore we shall shout it—we shall cry out
until we find a hearing, not a hearing for a mo-
ment int the darkness of night before this or that
person, but a hearing before the whele world,
and in everything we have to say! We shall cty,
cry, as long as it takes to be heard, cry out as [
have cried cut to you with this cry!

*

You walk away. But do not believe that this
hour will ever entfrely vanish from your life.
Sometime, perhaps very soon, perhaps only
after years, another hour will come, when a
person who was dear to your heart, whom you
believed you knew and yet did not know, incurs
his undeserved fate, in which you stand stunned
and disconcerted before the dead, and find al-



ways only the one question: “Why? Why?!™
And in this hour, in which your foot, which
otherwise walks so securely over corpses, stum-
bles on the threshold of your own house, fouled
by blood and tears, this hour in which you bend
over him, whom you have without love or un-
derstanding offended and whom no love and no
understanding can now awaken, and in which
you nevertheless still hope that the silent lips
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will give you the answer to the question that
tortures you—in this other hour there will
pierce your numb ear, as if from a distance, the
echo of a long forgotten cry, like the answer
you seek, a cry that once, in a dark hour, a
stranger who crossed your path and whom you

shook off uttered, and you will, too late, understand

his meaning.
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THE PAEDOPHILE IMPULSE:

Toward the Development of an Etiology of Child-
Adult Sexual Contacts from an Ethological

and Ethnological Viewpoint!

Gisela Bleibtreu-Ehrenberg?

I. Introduction

The term “‘paedophile” in the following
ptesentation will be understood as the sexual
contact of adults with children before puberty,
regardless of the sex of the partners. As is well
known, every culture determines what is under-
stood by “adult’ according to its own needs;
here it means an age that lies in every case after
puberty. Thus contacts between “adults™ and
*children”—so defined by their culture—will
not be subsumed under the concept of pacdo-
philia here if both partrers have already reached pu-
berty, for then it is merely a question of contact
between adults of different ages. In this connec-
tion, the degree of age difference is unimpor-
tant.

The present essay is an attempt to describe
the sexual impulse of those persons who prefer
close bodily-emotional contacts with prepub-
eral children to those with adults, and where the
impulse in question is an integrating moment of
the whole personality. Let it be emphasised
from the beginning that contacts of this kind are
fundamentally free of force. If they are not, it is
not paedophilia that is present, but rather an of-
fence to be considered legally punishable.

II. Causes of the Negative Evaluation of
Child Sexuality and of Child-Adult Sexnal
Contacts in our Cultural Domain

1.} Traditional Hatred of the Body

The traditional hatred of the body in our civ-
ilization goes back to the pre-Christian philos-

ophers and thinkers of ancient Greece,? by
whom the Apostle Paul, as an educated man,
was strongly influenced. No indications of

hatred of the body are found in the Gospels.

Through Paul’s missionary work, however,
genuine Christian demands were so inseparably
mixed with pagan ascetic ideals that Christian
dogma, both in patristic and scholastic teaching,
was inconceivable without them; in contrast to
their cultivation, the primary demands of the
Gospels were often neglected. Sexuality was
rated as negative, as long as it did not serve re-
production; and even then it was good only as a
means to reproduction, not as an expression of
life suf generis. 1dealized, on the other hand, was
asexuality, “*chastity”. Therefore it is obvious
that sex with children, since they are not ma-
ture enough for reproduction, would be re-
garded as altogether evil and could not even be
considered value-neutral. To the extent that
some later works on this theme express other
theories,* they generalize relationships that
doubtless existed, but which have never had ec-
clesiastical and general sanction, as is shown by
all the penitentials, confessionals and textbooks
of moral theology that have ever been found.’

In the late middle ages and carly modern
times the fear of syphilitic infection presents a
further and often overlooked motive for de-
manding chastity, especially for very young
persons. Chastity at the time constituted the
only possible protective measure against the
still incurable disease. Similar considerations
are evoked today, as we know, by the appear-
ance of AIDS: moralistic and hygienic measures
against the epidemic are entering into a symbio-



sis not objectively justified. Thus “innocence”,
in the sense of being sexually untouched, be-
comes equated with “‘health” in the sense of be-
ing disease-free. These ideas in turn find appar-
ent support from a false literal interpretation of
the Biblical injunction, *‘...the wages of sin is

death.”
2.) The Pretended Asexuality of the Child

When Rousseau writes at the beginning of his
Emile, "Everything is good as it comes from the
hands of the Creator, everything degenerates
under the hands of man”, the effects of the
above-mentioned dogmas, believed for centur-
ies, show themselves. For Rousseau, child sexu-
ality meant degeneration®, so that, in following
his concept of education, people were to try as
long as possible {(even until after the 18th year!)
to do all they could to keep from children every-
thing that would remind them, even distantly,
of sexuality. We now know, at least since
Freud, that children are not asexual beings, yet
the influence of Rousseau continues to have an
effect today. In the meantime children are *al-
lowed™ to masturbate and “'play doctor ™, but if
they seek to learn something about sexuality or
direct sexual practices from those from whom
they are otherwise accustomed to learn most
things, namely from adults, then the majority of
the population feels this to be a violation of the
child’s “purity”. They assume (even in the face
of proof to the contrary) that an ineradicable
emotional harm has been caused and demand
punishment of the “culprit™ as if he were the
worst kind of criminal.?

What actually offends society about paedo-
philia, however, is not something inherent in it.
Rather the offence is in its violation of the
above-mentioned ideologies, which are partly
Christian and partly of a pseudo-enlightenment
tendency. The ideologies, further, assume the
absence of child sexuality, so that its presence is
seen as “‘against nature’’, when in reality nature
has in fact already bestowed sexuality upon the
child. In addition, the *‘seducer’” might under-
mine the child’s acceptance on faith of these
ideclogies, which for the child they are simply

prohibitions. His actions are therefore subver-
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sive to repressive educational goals.

A third prohibiting ideology is the recemt
apodictic assumpticn, raised from an extreme
feminist standpoint, that sexual contacts of
adults with non-adults {even as far as concerns
sexually mature adolescents already beyond
puberty) is in principle never free of force and
therefore always criminal. This last conviction
ts just as unprovable as the two previously men-
tioned traditional views, but is based on its pro-
tagonists” belief in their own deductions.

1. Child Sexuality as a Component of the
Physiological Make-up of Primates

Fortunately nature pays no attention to what
people from one epoch to another have under-
stood, and understand, as being “‘natural™. Let
us then take Rousseau at face value: “Every-
thing degenerates under the hands of man.” In
fact! If we had indeed drawn the desired conse-
quences from the ideologies that strecched over
two centuries, then in the meantime the West
would probably have become really empty of
people. Children must learn sexuality before
their own sexual maturity in order o be able to
practise it without conflict in their adult years.
Reared in isolation according to Rousseaun’s
concept, they would certainly become neurot-
ics unfit for marriage. And in reality childrendo
learn sexuality, only they learn it from other
children, i.e., in a subculture carefully kept hid-
den from the adult world. If this has begun to
change recently in the case of a few progressive
parents, one may still assert that, for the major-
ity of all children in our civilization, sexuality
remains even today a book with seven seals until
they begin to concern themselves about their
own “‘sex education”. In doing so, however, a
“knowledge” ot reproduction and birthis often
spread and believed that is simply fantastic, that
in turn calls forth new fears and insecurity.
Here young primates and children in certain
primitive cultures have it easier.

1.} Child Sexuality in Anthropoid Apes

If, in the following considerations, animal
sexual behaviour is the starting point that leads
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by further thinking to conclusions about human
behaviour, then it must be expressly empha-
sized ahead of time that such comparisons must
always be entered into with great care.®* Human
beings are not the same as beasts, and the
greater the nearness of the anthropoid apes to
homo sapiens in the rank of evolution is pres-
ented, the more care is required in comparisons
of this kind.1® As a rule of thumb it may cer-
tainly be held that the importance of learning in-
creases, and that of instinct decreases, the
higher a creature is ranked in the order of the
primates.! In the human being pure instinctive
behaviour is strongly reduced. Possibly, how-
ever, the degree of the remainder of instinct still
present in each individual of our kind varies and
is related besides to the domain of the instinct,
s0 that much that in reality is perhaps a re-
mainder of instinct appears, falsely, as some-
thing individual, through factors of social be-
haviour appropriate to personal socialization,?
and vice versa.

The importance of learning for primates de-
pends on their form of life; unlike martens,
bears or moles, for example, primates are not
loners, but social beings, and practically every-
thing they learn is learned through and from
adult members of their group or older siblings
or somewhat older members of their “peer
group”’. Learning and the forming of a tradition
tend always and necessarily to be bound up with
one another; at first, no doubt, predominately
those *‘customs”” were continued that made sur-
vival easier.' Among the early forms of our
own kind that have died out the handing down
of newly found, meaningful and existence-
maintaining forms of relations must have been
continued and substantially enlarged.

The enormous differences in the traditions
that are found among human beings makes clear
how manifold (and sometimes, from our mod-
ern standpoint, meaningless} are the traditions
that have been handed down (such as the belief
in local spirits, the power of ancestors, the
danger of some special kind of sex, foed tabus,
etc.). In spite of their absurdity, however, such
traditions are neither conscious deceptions of
priests nor savage superstitions. Rather, every
tradition acts in spite of its objective truth as so-

o

cial cement. The same mechanism holds for so-
cial prejudices.4

Ethologists, ethnologists and anthropologists
all agree that the importance of learning in non-
human primates and in humans cannot be over-
estimated. To the content of what must be
learned by being taken in and internalized dur-
ing childhood belongs without doubt, among
many other things, the sexual behaviour usual in
the respective culture. That is, learned sexual-
ity (or the learned ideal of asexuality) is de-
pendent on the respective cultural eraditions.
This even holds mutatis mutandis for the non-hu-
man primates, since they must learn the sexual
behaviour typical for their own place in the
ranking order.

Primates become sexually mature at very dif-
ferent ages, according to how long-lived the re-
spective species 1s on the average. Many young
monkeys and anthropoid apes only a few days
old already show forms of behaviour that ap-
pear to be derived from sexual ones, but which
in that early stage of life obviously are not yet
“meant’’ as sexual. Thus, for example, the ex-
hibition of the penis (with an erection) is a dis-
play of power and in certain monkeys (Toten-
kopfifichen), when they are babies, is to be
classified as a playful imitation of the threaten-
ing gestures of adult males.’® For their part,
these “‘threats” are taken no more senously
than they are meant. Even these animals, which
inintellect stand far below the anthropoid apes,
are thus already able to distinguish between the
pure gesture and the age or maturity of the one
making it. In chimpanzees and gorillas the adult
animals, even the alpha-male, tolerate the fact
that playing young animals, from the age of the
baby to the small ‘child’, tug at the fur, con-
stantly cross over the distance that is maintained
among adults according to their rank, take food
away from adult animals, and do not react to
their defensive and threatening behaviour; ob-
viously the adults comprehend that the *young-
sters’ just do not yet know better.

Behaviour derived from mating behaviour,
such as “mounting’ (actually a precondition for
coitus), is found in young anthropoid apes partly
as play, partly as so-called “‘demonstrations of
rank’’;% they always learn by watching the ac-



tions of adult members of the troop. Masturba-
tion has been observed in many adult males al-
though at the same time sexually mature fe-
males stood available; this was observed in pre-
puberty, to be sure, only in the intellectually es-
pecially high-ranking chimpanzees.!? In order
to learn the coitus behaviour of mature animatls,
young chimpanzees must be able to observe
older ones doing it. Examples reared alone 4 la
Rousseau's Emile and then at the onset of their
sexual maturity set loose in a pen with females
ready to mate did not know how they were to
behave. To be sure, most showed a definite in-
terest in the fernales and noticeable restlessness,
but many did without any kind of sexual activ-
ity of their own at all. Females reared in isola-
tion often regarded male attempts to approach
as attempts on “‘life and limb ™" and reacted with
panic. Animals that have had only slight contace
with others of the same species, but which none-
theless have not entirely had to do without it,
often attempt sexual behaviour according to the
system of “‘trial and error”, and even animals
that exercise extensive opportunity to observe
older members of their species in coitus behav-
iour, must practice the coitus behaviour typical
to chimpanzees until they finally master it.
Chimpanzees, however, on the basis of their
higher intelligence, can still learn functional
sexual behaviour even after an abnormal child-
hood, so long as they are confronted with it as
“adolescents’—although such animals have
distinct problems with i1

The aforementioned “‘mounting”’ (originally
the mature copulation behaviour of male mon-
keys) has become in 2n extraordinary number of
species what ethologists call a “status gesture™
or “‘demonstration of rank™. I personally be-
lieve that ethologists make it somewhat too easy
for themselves when they bring into play here
terms that are unsuitable for animals, and would
prefer the designation “pacifying gesture” (Be-
friedungsgeste). Otherwise, it appears to me,
one concludes too directly that there is a con-
stant readiness for conflict, which that gesture
does not convincingly express. The investiga-
tion of the whole field in question suffers be-
sides from the similarity of such behaviour to
that of humans, which plainly evokes errors.
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The only thing certain is that “mounting” on
the one hand and “presenting”’ (i.c., offering to
allow oneself to be mounted) on the other are
gestures that on the breaking out of conflicts
almost tnstantly restore the peace, since they set
in motion an almost immediate restraint to ag-
gression in the stronger (mounting} animal. The
connection between the former sexual and the
later social meaning of this gesture is likewise
clear: in primates!® freedom from aggression is a
component of the act of copulation. The fact
that female animals of higher rank also occa-
sionally mount lower ranking ones show how
strongly ritualized the gesture is. The situa-
tional context shows that here it is not a question
of homosexuality. Presenting is obviously
learned by all the babics {male as well as female)
from their own mothers, who daily use it as a
pacifying gesture toward stronger animals. This

_social learning is carried out on the model

“identification through imitation”. 2 Animals
reared in isolation could not learn even the
peace-making content of these reactions that
are derived from types of sexual behaviour.
Those “‘unskilled’’ in such remained social out-
stders.

Not directly sexual, but probably sexually
flavoured types of behaviour such as caressing,
romping, fondling, licking body openings, and
“grooming’’ definitely serve the group peace in
primates; they signal sympathy and a fecling of
belonging together,? but can also and at the
same time be foreplay to sexual acts. Similar
nonaggressive caring behaviour was ar first of
value only to their own young and in the course
of primate evolution was much later—and in-
deed at first within the framework of court-
ing—transferred to the sexual partner, where-
in the bringing of food and nonaggressive ges-
tures in an often highly ritualized form resur-
face. Also, in primates that live in groups with-
out forming permanent couples, individual
variations that are obviously connected with
the “rank order’ of the two animals clearly ap-
pear in the contacts with their various sexual
pariners.?

2.) Child Sexuality in Primitive Peoples

The usual division between civilized and
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primitive peoples easily leads the uninitiated as-
tray: it is self-evident that there are no human
beings without culture.? By the term "'primi-
tive peoples” one understands today—after
overcoming the linear evolutionism of the
preceding century—peoples without writing or
such as belonged to a high civilization that hasin
the meantime perished, or whose material cul-
ture has since sunk very low.

Different cultures are remarkably at var-
iance on the question of child sexuality and its
evaluation. Some judge that this area of learn-
ing is just as important as all the others or even
one of the most important altogether, and so
teach it intensively and unaffectedly.? Others
hold only limited sectors of sexuality {such as
those relating to pregnancy and birth} as worth
teaching, thus making an evaluative selection.®
We ourselves, and other peoples as well, % hold
a rigid sexual rearing to be desirable and are in-
clined to declare morally inferior any of the
goals of education that do nort practically ex-
clude sexuality. All three views mentioned, in-
cluding their intermediate forms, are detersmined
purely traditionally and are in no way “natural” in
the sense of a pre~-formation exclusively deter-
mined by instinct. The nearly supreme power of
the compulsion to learn in our species, in union
with the still enormous impressibility of the in-
fant brain, leads indeed to the fact that, tor ex-
ample, the sexual customs of the West that are
acquired by rearing have been viewed until the
most recent past as evidently given by nature.

Since the pedagogical treatment and social
evaluation of child sexuality in primitive peo-
ples is extremely diverse, it would be absurd,
within the framework of a short essay such as
this, to bring examples of this or that customary
behavicur, which, moreover, are discussed in
the literature mentioned in the notes. Sexology
dearly loves the most exotic examples possible
(thick books on the subject thrive on them!), but
in: the end they only tell us very litde, if we do
not take into consideration the whole of the re-
spective culture from which the examples in
question came. Moreover they often lead thor-
oughly into error: namely, viewed only by
themselves they produce in the naively ethno-
centric European grotesquely false representa-

tions of the life of the people in question, since
he, unconsciously selective, only observes what
appears to him strange and therefore interest-
ing—for example, the sexual liberty of young
and very young people in certain cultures. He
thereby overlooks the numerous food tabus that
exceedingly complicate life in the same society,
for food tabus do not appear to him as a Euro-
pean to be important. If he then reports either
enthusiastically or in horror on the “liberty” of
the society in question, he perceives only one
side of the coin—since the “liberty’” that he no-
tices is perhaps the only one there is altogether
in the people in question, for all expressions of
their life except sexuality are constrained by
rites, tabus, traditions, etc., to the limit of the
endurable. Therefore if | give here only a few
examples and limit myself to more general
statements, this is because to give a detailed cul-
tural comparison would require not an essay or
a book, but rather an encyclopedia in which, in
every case, along with child sexuality the whole
of the respective culture of a people would be
treated. Brought to a simple sounding but perti-
nent common denominator, one may in good
conscience declare about the the child sexuality
of primitive peoples: There is simply nothing
that does not occur. And the farther one goes
back historically to include in the analysis the
circumstances of antiquity or those of the an-
cient Orient and the civilizations of Asia in the
past, then the more colorful are the results pres-
ented.?? As cause of any particular evaluation
of child sexuality found among primitive peo-
ples, the following may be agreed upon in
general: The respective racial traditions with
their myths, their genesis and fertility legends,
and further the cultural characteristics of the
groups in question, now treated as geographi-
cally spread out and viewed in connection with
race, language {language familics), lineal de-
scent (patriarchal or matriarchal), as well as
their economic and ecological particularities,
religion, economic relations, natural resources
along with the ecological environment all to-
gether (also their changes in the course of time!)
prove themselves to be directly related to one
another everywhere.

An institutionalization of child sexuality oc-



curs within the framework of initiations
(matnly in Melanesia, parts of Australia and
New Guinea); it resembles the paederastic edu-
cational practices of ancient Sparta.? Sexual
contacts between the girl just beginning to men-
struate and an adult are to be judged less accord-
ing to the old European custom of the “jus
prima noctis’ than as a component of the “rites
of passage™ from one stage of life to the next.?
In the setting of the category of shamanistic re-
ligions there occasionally appear very young
individuals as mediums, who feel themselves
erotically bound to spirits, and sometimes be-
lieve that they are forced by the spirits to be-
come transvestites and therefore, in a state of
imagined ‘‘sex change’’, select same-sex mar-
riage partners. Such bondings, however, do not
attract social attention, since the shaman’s so-
ciety firmly believes in the supposed sex
change. In large parts of India, but also in In-
donesia, ancient China and Indochina as well as
in the Philippines, there were and are to the
present day elements of the cult prostitution of
the old civilizations. Admittedly these are noth-
ing but a secularized reminder, and socially
marked as prostitution of the poor, in which
children are also to be found. ¥

The sexual behaviour of children and youth
in many peoples, such as in the Pacific region,
where individuals were especially long-lived by
reason of above average envirommental circom-
stances, presents the transition between instito-
tional child sexuality and child sexuality in or as
play. Here a regular youth culture tended to de-
velop, in which no adult was allowed to enter or
interfere. Usually boys and girls met in their
own house, where they were undisturbed
among themselves; they tried out friendships
and love relationships, and celebrated their own
festivals. Such arrangements, actually called
“clubs” by European researchers, existed in
Polynesia, Central India and Micronesia. Here
the “*peer group” took over on its own the sex-
ual education of its members. 3

The preponderant opinicn among primitive
peoples is that child sexuality manifests itself
differently from that of adults: it is more playful
and less goal-directed. Heterosexual and homo-
sexual play among children, but also of adules

with children, occurs and is hardly noticed, is
smiled at, or is so common that it is a theme of
ordinary conversations.® Sexual contacts be-
tween parents and children {especially berween
mothers and small children}, which we would
designate as “‘paedophile”, were not rare and
are probably still not today in places where the
culture of the white man has not become the
model or where its influence is in the process of

disappearing again.

3.) Connections Between Sexual Drive, Sexual
Maturity and Social Maturity in Anthropoid
Apes and Human Beings

Chimpanzees become capable of reproduc-
tion at about age eight, vet at this point their
bodily growth is still not complete and they are
inferior to the stronger, older males in their
group. This can be a source of frustration for
them.® Before attaining the ability to procreate
and conceive, chimpanzee children nonetheless
have for years already been sexually mature to
the extent that they, through observation and
their own experimentation, have learned a lot
about sexuality within the group. Ivis a question
here of a cognitive learning that builds on the
sexuality available from birth (carlicr called
“sexual drive”’) and directs it into the course
that is appropriate for their species; in this their
bodily experiences are not to be separated from
the social ones.

In those primitive peoples that take a neutral,
indifferent-tolerant or positive attitude toward
sexuality in general and that of children in par-
ticular, the circumstances are very similar; we
human beings, too, are indeed capable of sexual
pleasure and frustration much earlier than the

onset of puberty. But puberty (particularly in
boys) is not in all societies the end of childhood

nor can it be equated with soctal maturity, i.e.,
ability to marry. What is decisive 1s whether the
culture in question is simply-structured or com-
plicated, where much must be learned for its
complete internalization (i.e., more than a per-
son is able to learn up to puberty) and where so-
cial maturity, the sexual maturity as well as the
actual ability to procreate, can only follow ata
distance that is, at times, very great. In such
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cases all three abilities {for simple sexuality, for
procreation, and for the assumption of the adult
role besides) are often falsely put into one, and
thus the individual is kept an unseemly long pe-
riod totally in the stage of childhood. In primi-
tive peoples the response has sometimes been
the development of the youth culture men-
tioned (a type of reaction to which our own
youth have come relatively late). Without this
possibility of sexual contacts, which are allow-
ed to them although they are not yet in a posi-
tion to take on the official role of adults, there
comes between the adults and the next genera-
tion strong interpersonal conflicts that for their
entire later life often overshadow the parent-
child relationship.

IV. Child Sexuality and Curiosity

So-called “curiosity’™ is presumably to be
viewed less as a measure of intelligence thanasa
disposition that some species of primates have,
in the sense of a selective advantage, more than
others. Thus the gorilla, which stands physically
almost as close to us as the chimpanzee, shows
little or no curiosity,’ whereas the curiosity of
the chimpanzee appears inexhaustible and our
own, the root of all inventions, proceeds con-
tinuously from them in a straight line. Strictly
speaking, curiosity is an especially intensive and
active rcaction to an outside stimulant and to
that extent also a source of imitation and learn-
ing; without the imitation of newly invented
types of behaviour there would be no progress.
Chimpanzees and {early) humans, in contrast to
the much stronger gorilla, had a host of enemies
and the more methods they adopted to cope
with them, the better they succeeded. Their
heightened curiosity offered a real selective ad-
vantage for survival, especially because it was
unspecific. For the human being today, too, cu-
riosity as an inborn disposition is important for
survival.

When a child directs curiosity to its own sex-
uality, trying it out within its peer group, it thus
puts into practice fwo inborn dispositions: curi-
osity and the inborn ability for sexual feelings
(within the limit of the degree of bodily matur-
ity at the time, of course). In such situations the

1

following reactions of the child are distinguish-
able: it reacts passively when it either simply
obsetves what is happening around it or when it
accepts the sexual actions of others toward it-
self without resistance or going away, but also
without an active cooperation. Active sexual
reaction (masturbation) can be directed to its
own gratification or this gratification can be
sought by and with others who are younger,
older or the same age. In both situations curios-
ity (i.c., imitative learning behaviour} and be-
haviour directed to obtaining purely sexual
gratification are superimposed by that cogni-
tive learning within whose context the respec-
tive culture-specific preceptive and forbidden
forms of sexual gratification are internalized.
Generally children imitate only what interests
them: curiosity selectively appears, correspond-
ing to the respective (and certainly highly di-
verse) motivations of the individual child, and
the cognitive result is stored and later differen-
tiated as the age of the children increases.
Children actively cooperate in their own social-
ization; they also do so with regard to the de-
velopment of their sexuality, even when their
behaviour does not go beyond an accepting pas-
sivity. How important a child’s self-fulfiliment
is regarding its sexual interests is strikingly
shown by at least one fact: both in nen-human
frec-living primates and in those primitive peo-
ples that cultivate a type of rearing that fully
accepts child sexuality there are no sexual
crimes! On the other hand, in anthropoid apes
that grew up in isolation, i.c., without the pos-
sibility of learning experiences, wild aggression
is found in the attempt to copulate, and in primi-
tive peoples that, like us, have assumed a for-
bidding, fearful-mistrustful attitude toward
sexuality, sexual crimes are thoroughly known.

V. Child Sexuality and the Paedophile Im-
pulse

1.} The Meaning of the “Infant’” Model

Already in non-human primates the raising of
the young is no longer ensured exclusively on
the basis of instinctive rearing behaviour:% thus,
for example, chimpanzee mothers must have



the opportunity to observe how to handle babies
in order to know how. Without the possibility
of imitating rearing behaviour, they sometimes
regard their first child as a foreign object and a
puzzling nuisance; they pay no attention to it or
even kill ie.?” This occurs despite the fact that
evolution, in the so-called “infant” model
(“Kindchen’’-Schema),® has installed a safety
mechanism that makes possible the recognition
of a young animal of the same species in need of
care and protection, as a reflex, illuminating
perception. Corresponding to their high rank
on the scale of evolution, however, in anthro-
poid apes the importance of learning as a factor
in the handling of the newcomer is added to in-
stinctive-reflex nurturing. This is demonstrated
by the fact that female chimpanzees that grew
up alone in cages still sometimes treated their
baby correctly at the first attempt, i.c., with
loving care. The intensity of the reaction to the
infant model must accordingly have been
stamped in these primates, only in varying
strengths. In general people react to the infant
model, in the sense of an encoded stimulus
(Schliisselreiz), by heightened acceptance and,
where it is a question of living, not pictured be-
ings, by “euphoria, caressing or nurturing ac-
tions.”® “Nurturing actions’ are primarily to
be understood as feeding, warming and protec-
ting. The enormous popularity of certain breeds
of dogs (e.g., pug and Pekinese), which were
bred on the infant model centuries before it was
scientifically discovered as an encoded stimulus
for nurturing behaviour, strikingly exhibits the
associations under discussion: such dogs have
been known and loved for a long time as *‘baby ™’
substitutes and “lap dogs’™’. Yet not all persons
find Disney figures ““sweet’ or babies or Peki-
nese cute’; rather, many find them boring,
even decidedly ugly and grotesque. They thus
show an ideal of beauty that is exclusively or-
iented toward adult living beings. They are not
child-hating monsters; what is missing is evi-
dently just the ability to still relate to the infant
model. But that this, as was mentioned above,
can already be found in chimpanzees forces us to
the conclusion that the stored instinctual ability
of the individual to react in a meaningful way to
the encoded stimulus 15 in humans also no longer
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generally present. Many lack it entirely, while
others still react to it very intensively with eu-
phoria and acts of devotion, which, especially
when the reacting individuals are not women,
are noted by the society with a certain aston-
ishment. The functioning of the infant model in
male primates is very much as important as in
mothers; it makes certain that a young animal
running around without motherly protection is
not attacked by a grown male of the same spe-
cies, but rather, on the contrary, is protected.
The infant model also presents a means to
hinder aggression within the species, especially
toward young animals,

The “*fondling” connected with the reaction
to the infant model in non-human primates, and
in those primitive peoples that have no tabus re-
lating to this, includes caresses, smelling, lick-
ing, “‘romping ", and the well-known “groom-
ing"’. Touching and manipulation of the genitals
of children belong in this context among the
acts of devorion,® because in humans, as a result
of the heightened mobility of the hand, “ac-
tions”’ can supplement many of the forms of de-
votion mentioned above. Their own reaction to
the encoded stimulus of the infant model brings
to those reacting an intensive experience of sa-
tisfaction (the “‘reward’ of nature, so to speak,
for the response to the encoded stimulus).

The child, who has already learned after a
short time how such forms of behaviour—clas-
sified by it, of course, as desirable—are pro-
voked in adults, develops for this purpose an ap-
propriate repertoire of expressions and ges-
tures, and, if new devotion is experienced with
their help, there arises in it the feeling of secu-
rity and primal trust. That exchange of positive
actions and feelings, in which genetically fixed
reflexive behaviour and social learning are
mixed, form the beginning of every bond that
promotes social unity. Both young non-human
primates and human children still seem to have a
vague, instinctive knowledge of the effect of
the infant model on adults; therefore they put
on a “little child™ act so as not to be punished
for pranks or to gain attention (i.e., devotion).
Here belongs not only the childishly calculated
“regressive” behaviour of young anthropoid
apes and young children, which is meant to re-
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lease appeasement, attention and heightened
devotion, but alse the well-known “‘fooling
around’’ of grown-ups {deliberate stumbling
and falling, stuttering, throwing things down,
rolling around, talking nonsense): this is nothing
but unconscious imitation of childish behaviour
and says int a nonverbal but unmistakable way, I
am small and dumb and helpless as a baby; why
don’t you concern yourself about me?!’ This ex-
tends to the clowning-around of school chil-
dren, whose bad behaviour, not corresponding
to their age, often causes them to appear intel-
lectually deficient, although what they need is
not more sense but more devotion from adules.

2.} On the Etiology of the Paedophile Impulse

In contrast to the anthropoid apes (and pre-
sumably also to many of our prehomimd ances-
tors that stand closer to us in evolution), we
humans are “‘wanderers between two worlds™:
one side of our nature is firmly anchored in our
genetic inheritance, which we have in common
at least with the anthropoid apes and pechaps
even with animals standing much lower in the
scale of evolution. We are unable to give up this
inheritance, since it is unchangeably imprinted
in our brain stem and midbrain. The other part
of our nature is determined by learning and by
freedom from bondage to the *‘early” parts of
the brain, i.c., by the cerebrum and especially
by the frontal lobes. Where the impulses of the
older and younger parts of the brain prove to be
incompatible, there appear social anomalies® —
collective neuroses as well as conflicts within
the species, i.e., wars, as well as institutions
such as the inquisition, concentration camps,
etc. In the West paedophiles have become the
victims of such a collective neurosis, whose cul-
turally determined cause lies in our traditional
hatred, fed from multiple sources, of the body
and thereby of sex.

Paedophiles who seek to define and describe
the object of their longing often reproduce the
infant model with striking sureness.®? And as
conclusion to what has been presented so far, let
us assert the theory—at least as a topic for dis-
cussion—that the paedophile impulse is the re-
sult of a still unbroken spontaneous and inten-

sive reaction—which has become rare, certain-
ly—to the infant model, an enceded stimulus
originating in the midbrain, such as may have
been intrinsic to many more people in earlier
epochs. Paedophiles emphasize again and again
that sexuality is not the constituent factor in
their relationships with children, but rather
only cne—important, to be sure—among nu-
merous other and not less important ones. They
further declare that in their opinion ‘many peo-
ple have an interest in paedophilia, but repress
it’. This observation may be true within limits,
but the conclusion is false: my opinion is rather
that many people do indeed still reace impul-
sively and intensely to the infant model (other-
wise it would doubtless not be so popular in ad-
vertising!), but just no longer quite as strongly
as the paedophile. Thus it is easy for these peo-
pte to do without the sexual component of their
contact with children, which in truth does not
represent something as unique and noteworthy
as it appears to us, but rather has acquired this
character only through the sexual fear that the
basic body-hating pattern of our culture produ-
ces. People can do without this component in
their contact with children, but one could also
place special value upon it, indeed see it as an
altogether important value. The moralistic
judgement against paedophilia is always
“learned”, is a cerebral matter. 42

Healthy children react with curiosity to ev-
erything that happens in their environment.
Since they are interested in their own socializa-
tion, which includes becoming acquainted with
their own sexuality and the sexual feelings of
others, then in child-adult contacts, sexual con-
tent also is inevitably included, wherever it is
not made tabu. Sexuality must be learned: that
is one reason why children are interested in it,
and children prefer to learn from someone who
loves them. To this extent one would think that
the natural teachers for this would be the child’s
own parents, and in anthropoid apes and some
primitive peoples this is indeed the case. Paren-
tal introductions to sexuality, however, are
never the beginning of a lifelong sexual relation-
ship; on the contrary they have an absolutely
temporary character. The fact is worth noting
that paedophile chitd-adult contacts correspond



to parental introductions to sexuality in that
they tend to end with the puberty of the child
and, in addition, that the paedophile can have
equally strong emotional relationships with
several children during the same period of time.
Moreover, rounding out the picture is the cir-
cumstance, denied by most people who pass
judgement, that for the paedophile, the sexual-
ity of the child with whom he wishes to have
contact is only of secondary interest.

3.) The Fundamental Nonaggressiveness of
Paedophile Relationships

Since the infant model arouses nurturing de-
votion and forms an unalterable basis for non-
aggressiveness, pacdophile contacts must by
their nature be {ree of force. If they are not,
then they are not paedophile. Those who force a
child to sexual contact belong to a category of
pseudo-paedophiles who are just as truly crimi-
nal as a man who rapes a grown woman. But
sexual contact by force is not attractive for
pacdophiles. The widespread opinion, where
such a relationship is discovered, that the pae-
dophile must have “forced” the child into sexu-
ality, reproduces once again the Western ideol-
ogy of a fundamental child “innocence’ or
“purity’ that has long since been disproved by
psychology. In truth, the child may often even
be the sexual inictator with an adult in whom,
by way of exception, the child does not notice
the usual tabu toward all questions about sex.
Declarations by paedophiles in this connection
are thus by no means to be evaluated as defen-
sive statements. Likewise, the often expressed
conviction that children are “seduced” to sexu-
ality is to be seen as pure nonsense, when one
takes cognizance of the basic physiological en-
dowment of sexual feelings already in the smali
child. One can *‘seduce’ someone to sexuality
just as little as to eating or drinking. Paedophile
relactonships also constitute no inevitable
power relationship of the adult over the child:
they establish on the contrary a seldom seen
camaraderie between the personality of the
child and that of the adult, within whose system
of reference each takes the other seriously.
Where sexuality with children is forbidden, as
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it is with us, there can be no talk of any kind of
power of the adult, since the child can denounce
him at any time to anyone, something which
brings with it truly existence-threatening con-
sequences for the adult.

Contrary to the customary opinion, sexual
murders of children are extremely rare, but
even in such shocking cases a distinction must be
made between sadism and actions motivated by
a fear of discovery. In the cultural domain
paedophiles are considered criminal no matter
whether their contacts with children are
triendly and loving or are extremely harmful. It
is this criminalization that brings with it most of
the consequences that finally must be judged
negative for the paedophile as well as for the
child in question. Paedophiles who do not con-
stantly maintain a self-awareness and an exami-
nation of the child’s reactions are naive. Never-
theless their environment has at some time or
another unmistakably inculcaced into both
partners that sex is something nasty and bad,
Thus they often have feelings of guilt—all the
more serious when in fact nothing happened in
the contact that the partners did not expe-
rienced as pasitive,

If force comes into play, then the intimate
contact of an adult with a child acts exclusively
to frighten the child and can lead to lifelong
harm. Ironically, it is often overlooked that in
the cases of sexual contact with children often
presented as being particularly horrible, the
force used is in the first place the force of au-
thority: the perpetrators are fathers, stepfa-
thers, older brothers, uncles, neighbors—pre-
cisely those people whom children customarily
find themselves forced to obey. The forced sex-
ual contact is therefore interpreted by the child
as a form of rearing, to which the child must
obediently submit. The paedophile impulse, like
every other human impulse, runs the danger of
being perverted, but the perversion does not lie
in the impulse itself, certainly, but rather in its
interpretation. Where sex between older and
younger, cven between parents and children, is
not made tabu, it is not grounds for shame, mu-
tual accusations of seduction, lies or force of va-
rious kinds. Examples of this are found in the
pre-Aryan races of India, the Kighiz, in Mi-
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cronesia and the Malay-Indonesian region. Are
the aborigines of India or the members of the
Malay family of peoples therefore not human?
The question is rhetorical; I only want to em-
phasize one last time that our Western fear of
paedophile contacts is determined above all by
the sexual tabu as such.

V1. Problems of Research on Paedophilia

The start given in this essay to a discussion il-
luminating the etiology of the paedophile im-
pulse may need entarging, may be one-sided or
false. One is left, however, with nothing more
than theories about it, for what would be
needed here to clarify the remaining questions
are international empirical researches, ranging
over many fields, of a social-psychological na-
ture.# For us (in the Federal Republic of Ger-
many) these are impossible at the moment, for
whoever investigates nonaggressive paedophile
contacts must necessarily be actively occupied
with people who are living out the paedophile
impulse, and with their child partners. But the
information that is thereby obtained must, by
law, be reported to the responsible state’s attor-
ney, since under German law paedophilia be-
fongs to those crimes that everyone must de-
nounce if they hear of it. The exception of pro-
fessional confidentiality, as with doctors and
pastors, does not exist for social researchers. An
attorney of my acquaintance commented on the
situation thus: ““You had better not begin such a
project. The state would not be able to avoid
demanding that you turn over the names and
addresses of your informants so as to begin pro-
secution. And you can not refuse, otherwise you
would be imprisoned to force you.”

In view of this absurd situation, I argue that
sociologists and psychologists, too, who wish to
undertake empirical work on the behaviour,
development, personality profile, etc., of the

Notes ein junger Mensch Sexuali-
tac?’ in Liebe, Sexualitit und
soziale Mythen (Der Monat
ncue Folge) 295, 1984, pp. 175-

1. An abridged version of this
article was published as "Der
pidophile Impuls. Wie lernt 192,

“rypical paedophile”, also be juridically re-
leased from the duty of denouncing our infor-
mants. As Edward Brongersma has written, the
literature {and not least the expert opinions
given in the courts) is stamped with conceptions
of paedophilia and paedophiles that are false and
have their ideological origin in the previous
century.® Until more valid analyses exist, this
will not and cannot change; but how is it to be
changed, if for the researcher the effort to make
a better analysis is bound up with the danger of
being robbed of one’s freedom? Here closes a
vicious circle, whose victims are not only paed-
ophiles, bat also the behavioral sciences.
Paedophilia is the least investigated scientifi-
cally of all sexual **deviations”. This is so be-
cause in it the general sexual tabu still has the
most intensive effece. With the notorious impu-
tation that every paedophile contact is forced,
completely prejudiced public opinion prevents
a more realistic view of things: the prejudice it-
self hinders its dissolution and is able to evoke in
those involved and in outsiders further insecur-
ity, fears, and even actually punishable, repre-
hensible acts. One is reminded of the old Ger-
man legal adage: *‘False laws ripen into genuine
. L
crimes.
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THE IRRESISTIBLE BEAUTY OF BOYS

Middle Eastern Attitudes About Boy-Love

Maarten Schild

You know not how deep was the love
your eyes kindled within my soul, or
how great was my suffering! Bless my
beloved! He wished to visit me, but
could not come near me because of his
tear-drowned eyes; he feared the
watchers, so he came to me quickly,
taking all adornments off his neck, ex-
cept his beauty. 1 offered cups of wine
to him: the wine was put to shame by
those honey-like lips, those pearly
teeth! His eyelids were at last van-
quished by slumber, wine made him
obedient to all my wishes; I wanted to
make my cheek his pillow, but he
found it toc small and said, “Your arm
is the best pillow for me!” Thus he
slept safely, not frightened of treach-
ery; | spent the night in thirst, not
touching the pure spring. The moon
appeared: it was nearly its last, the
firmament was dark because of envy;
the night was perplexed; where will
the moon rise? Did it not know that she

was sleeping on my arm?
Ibn al 'Abbar (d. 1041 C.E.}!

The traditional explanation for frequent and
extensive homosexual behaviour in the Middle
East is that there was a strict segregation of the
sexes, which made girls and women unavailable
before marriage. This is, however, too simplis-
tic an explanation. It is one sided and views the
matter from a negative standpoint. Because
homosexual behaviour is so universal, it needs
no explanation. What must be explained, how-
ever, are the attitudes of society about homo-

sexual behaviour, since these attitudes deter-
mine the extent to which this behavior exists.
The traditional explanation is useful, though, if
we pursue the question of why boys were re-
garded as irresistible; thear availability played a
substantial role.

Contact between men and women in the
Middle East is txtrtmtl}r limited because of the
strict segregation of the sexes and the relatively
separate male and female life styles. A man
would hardly ever exchange a word with an un-
accompanied woman or girl, not to mention
getting to know her in any more intimate way.
Before marriage, the opportunity for men and
boys to have sexual contacts with women and
girls is severely curtailed.

Role patterns prescribe that a girl should re-
main a virgin until she is married. Her virginity
is a matter of family honor, which if compro-
mised would bring shame on all the members of
the family. Girls are therefore kept under strict
observation by male family members, who are
ultimately responsible for them. Married
women are also closely controlled, since sexual
contact with them is considered adultery and
therefore is punishable by law.

The only other possibility of heterosexual
contact before marriage is with female prosti-
tutes, and recourse 1s cften made to this solu-
tion. But this form of sexual behaviour has its
limitations: not everyone can afford it.

There are of course other possibilities for
achieving sexual gratification, such as mastur-
bation and contacts with animals. Masturbation
is rejected by Islam; the Prophet spoke nega-
tively of it:

God, on the Day of Judgment, will not
throw a glance at the one who mastur-
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bates; he will be the first to enter Hell,

unless he repents.?
The contemporary theologian Shaykh Kishk (b.
1933) describes various objectionable physical
consequences to such behaviour:

The crime of masturbation... has terri-

ble consequences: it causes, for in-

stance, complete lethargy, and he who

practices it will be unable to walk

much because of the ensuing feebleness

of his legs. He will loose his sight and

he will age prematurely. Cure is to be

found in marriage, or in reading the

Koran, prayer, fasting and physical

exercise.?
We may assume that any connection between
this pronouncement and the fact that Shaykh
Kishk himself was blind is purely coincidental.
Through masturbation you would not only be-
come lazy, indifferent and depressive, but this
behavieur is claimed to lead to epilepsy, tuber-
cuiosis, impotency, infertility and madness.
These views may sound Victorian, but are con-
sistent with Islamic values in the Middle East.
Nevertheless, 1n practice, masturbation seems
to be the most frequently used method of sexual
gratification for unmarried men, even though it
is considered infcrior because no other person is
involved as a sexual partner.?

There are almost no references to sex with
animals apart from the face that, especially in
rural areas, it is said to occur frequently.

Homosexual contact between men is another
matter. In principle, sexual contact between
equals is considered impossible according to
Middle Eastern wvalues, because one of the
partners, in playing the passive role, makes him-
self unequal. Between men, therefore, homo-
sexual contact may only happen if one of the
partners is prepared to accept the inequality of
the passive role or if both, for whatever reason,
ignore such role patterns. Homosexual contact
between men and boys, or between boys them-
selves, is therefore a much more frequent pat-
tern.?

Young boys ate a very attractive sexual al-
ternative for men and older boys who are not
yet married. Younger boys are not the property
of anyone else, as are married women; they are

not required to remain virginal, as are unmar-
ried girls; they are unveiled and are found ev-
erywhere. As Muhammad ibn Hani a] Maghribi
Wrote;
Moralist, rebuke me not, that women
such as Hind and Zaynab do not move
me as does a little gazelle, for whom
my love burns. Three interesting ateri-
butes has he: he 15 not apprehensive
about getting his periods, never com-
plains of a suddenly swelling belly, and
is never veiled from my gaze.®

It appears that it was not so difficult to per-
suade boys. Often they were seduced, at times
by offering money, but sometimes, on the rare
occasion, force was used. A notorious manner
of taking sexual advantage of boys against their
will was to ply them with drink and subse-
quently ‘mount’ them; this is called dabib, mean-
ing literally “crawling”. Ibn Quzman (c. 1080-
1160 C.E.), the poet and cynic, about whom it
was circumspectly remarked that he couldn’t
swim and indeed had rarely scen the sea, wrote:

Throw off your restraint in loving the
youthful, and as for the beloved, if you
see that his sash is hard to undo, give
him te drink, and do it again, as often
as needed. Then, if he drinks from the
large cup and endures, pour him out a
second: He will collapse though he be a
lion! When my beloved drank his cup
for you, and drunkenness made him
droop among his seated companions, |
redoubled my efforts whenever he
raised his head; my beloved drank, he
drank until he keeled over. There isno
safety from me for one whe gets drunk
and then falls asleep.?

The model for [bn Quzman was Abu Nuwas
{c. 757-814 C.E.), the famous satirical poet and
trickster, who was also a master in the art of
stealthy seduction:

His beautiful attributes promise some-
thing delicious, his eyes shadowed
with kohl, filled with temptation.
Upon whatever part of his body the
eyes might rest, it gives continual de-
light. Proudly his cheeks curve from
the temples in an arc to the chin, u-



niting there perfectly in beauty and
sweetness, as it should be. Against his
will [ will drink the feas from his cup,
that tastes of the fawn’s blood, dispel-
ling all sorrows. The wine flowed
within him "ul his eyes became murky,
clouded with drowsiness. [ said when
sleep flirted with him, “Drowsy al-
ready?”” and he answered, “No, not
yet.”” He wanted to wait until the
morning to leave unviolated and not
dishonored. But when slumber over-
came him and he fell asleep, I could fi-
nally enjoy my guest. I said nothing
when [ finally had him; God would
have been more pleased had itnot hap-
pencd. We, and our shame, were unit-
ed in sleep, two birds in one nest. Per-
form not the pleasures in secret, but
rise to it like someone who removesall
the restraints.?
First a boy was plied with wine until he passed
out, and while he slept it off, the seducer
grabbed his chance:
[ stood up and went over to him witha
stiff one after I had prepared my ram
for attack. When I had driven my ar-
row into him, he regained conscious-
ness, and, as someone who is wounded,
lay down. I said to him, “In the name
of your father, my rod is not so trou-
blesome and there is no need to yell.”’
He answered, “You have won, go
ahead and fuck me, but caretully, and
as much as you can.” And when I
climbed his back and laid my baggage
on hitm, he sang hymns of praise.?
Usually Abu Nuwas was successtul and the boy
submirtted, but on occasion a boy would resise
passionately and have the last laugh:
When the morning red competed with
the darkness, wine sent my comrades
spinning and my Joyful One already
maliciously lay in wait, 1 said to my
prick, when 1 saw his eye sadly weep-
ing, “'If you are not able to do what [
want, then you shall spend the night
cheated, with tear-inflamed eye.” At
that he sank, and looked forlornly at

the lad, as a gambler looks upon a lost
stake. Even when the messenger of
sleep whispered to the boy and his eye-
lids closed, I remained patient until,
powerless, he slipped off. Only then
did I craw] towards him, like a scor-
pion, sometimes even on my belly, and
pierced that which was enclosed in his
trousers. Yet, thrusting in my passion,
my spear missed the goal, whereupon
the lad detected the nail at his back and
sprang up, confused in fright. Ulti-
mately he lay atop me, and I under
him, cursing my attempt to plunder his
treasure. [ had banged my head, and
with a bleeding ear [ backed away. He
then even threw an apple at my face
and aimed it so it struck my teeth. |
went off wounded and without further
desires, yet my prick stood up straight
and, though I had him to thank for ev-
erything, laughed at me saying,
“That’s what happens to those who act
presumptuously!’'1
In order to avoid these kinds of accidents,
caution was advised and it was recommended,
especially in crowded sleeping places, to equip
oneself with various aids. Various sources ad-
vised the use, among other things, of the follow-
ing:
—EA hook or large needle with a long thread, to
attach to the clothing of the lad on whom had
one’s eye, when he laid down to sleep. That way
one could not only find the lad but find the way
back to one’s own sleeping place.
— A sheet of paper, to fan out the lamp if it sud-
denly went on.
—Three small stones, which were thrown one
by one against the ceiling to see if everyone was

asleep.
—A pillow, to be thrown at the would-be vic-

tim to see if he was asleep. If indeed this was the
case, one could always gallantly place che pil-
low under the boy’s head.

— A small bag of dust, used to make sure the boy
would lie on his belly. If he were lying on his
back, one would sprinkle dust in his face so that
he would turn over, thinking the dust came
from the ceiling. If he were lying on his side,
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one would sprinkle the dust in his ear. The dust
could also assist in covering a quick retreat: if
the victim awoke suddenly, one could throw
dust in his eyes to distract his attention so that he
temporarily could see little or nothing, making
recognition impossible.

—Soft slippers, so that footsteps could not be
heard.

—An inflatable leather sack, which could be
used if someone was lying too closely beside the
boy. The sack was placed between them, and in-
flated, thereby pushing aside the adjacent
sleeper. Both the boy and his neighbor would
have the subconscious idea that the other was
pushing him away,

— A ring and scissors, used to make a hole in the
trousers of the boy. One would make a fold in
the trousers of the victim, near the anus, pull the
fold through the ring and cut it oft.
——Marsh-mallow pulp or a twig of the sumac
tree, to put into the mouth to promote the pro-
duction of saliva. One’s mouth might become
dry from the tension, and one would need saliva
to lubricate the anus of the boy and one’s own
penis.

—A piece of fur or a hairpiece, which one
would place on one’s head to prevent one’s own
hair being grabbed if one were to be caught.
One also had to be on guard against being
scratched on the face by which one might be
identified.

—A purse with false coins, which one gave to
convince a reluctant victim; in the dark he
wouldn’t see that the coins were false.

— A small pillow to put in the boy’s mouth if he
should scream, or in one's own to stifle a sneeze.
— A dildo, with which one could fend off intru-
sive hands, and also foil attempts to grab one’s
penis.

— A bag of fresh brains to toss behind one if the
victim or somecne else gave chase, to cause
them to slip and fall.

— A raw egg: [f caught, one could beat a speedy
retreat to one's own bed, quickly remove one’s
own trousers and put eggwhite on the burtocks
so that it would appear that one had also been
mounted. If necessary, a person could scream
along with the victim, but one should not
overdo it.

It was considered advantageous not to have
too large a tool, otherwise penetration was
hopeless. It was also wise to change places in the
dark, before beginning one’s adventure, lest
some other misguided soul might have had his
eye on you!ll

Such complicated maneuvers were generally
not necessary, because many boys had no prob-
lem with putting themselves sexually at the dis-
posal of men or older boys.

While the availability of boys made sexual
activity with them an attractive option, the ir-
resistability imputed to them in Middle Eastern
poetry and stories cannot, in my opinion, be ex-
plained only by the negative fact that there was
nothing better available. I would suggest thatic
was their beauty that led to their being regarded
as so seductive.

The irresistible seductive power of beautiful
youths is an often-repeated theme in Arabian
and Persian poetry and literature. Many men
became inextricably entangled in the curls or
pierced to the heart by the roguish twinkle in
the eyes of boys:

I would give my father in ransom for a
precious possession that clings to my
soul! | loved a new moon unique in 1ts
beauty, borrowing from the gazelle its
glances and slender neck. A full moon
that shown in shapely proportion was
proud of its beauty, desiring no in-
crease. Grace had adorned him; his
fipure was graceful! A full moon that
conquered with evident charm, cheek
down curling over a jasmine complex-
ion, a lily placed in line with a well-
guarded rose; when it appeared it
proudly trailed the edges of beauty’s
robe. Before me a creature appeared
that was worthy of love! My eyehds
live only to find out about him; if my
soul had but feathers, I would fly to
him. Beauty placed armies upon his
pupils and upon the arrowlike glance
feathered with licit charm. He has a
tall, graceful figure, hence my heart is
in thrall to desire! He has made it his
aim to shun me ever since I submitted
to his love, yet [ have squandered my



patience despite the length of his shun-

ning. The water of beauty flows on his

cheek’s surface; his front teeth have

put rows of pearls to shame; his mouth

is a receptacle for sweets worthy of be-

ing kissed! When he donned a stylish

robe as a costume, [ wished to kiss his

voluptuous, deep red lips, so that he

said in verse, trying to act as one who

refuses, and inclining coquettishly,

with the sweetest of words: "I say that

you will not taste the tempting morsel,

by God!"2
Various Sufis, [slamic mystics, saw the beauty
of boys as a reflection of the Beauty of Ged.
Admiration and love of God could, therefore,
be directed at beautiful lads as long as it re-
mained a spiritual and chaste love.

Descriptions of the beauty of boys in Sufi

poctry, and Arabian and Persian stories and
poems in general, are unparalleted in their spir-
itual description of certain physical characteris-
tics of boys, as in this passage from Ibn Khafaja
(1058-1139 C.E.):

| drank the wine from his hand, and

such was its brightness and puricy that

it was as though it came from his kind-

ness and my love. My accompanying

relish consisted of the daisies of the

teeth or the lily of the neck; of the nar-

cissi of the eyelids or of the roses of his

cheek. Until the wine and sleep in-

vaded his body; they made his

shoulders droop, and he leant against

my arm. [ proceeded to ask as a present

the cold that was between his tecth for

the heat that was between my ribs. |

embraced him, being stripped of his

fipured robe; I embraced in him a

sword drawn from its scabbard. Soft-

ness of chest and straightness of body;

quivering of sides and splendour of

blade... Both my hands journeyed over

his body, now to the waist and now to

the breast. One hand went down to the

coastal plane of his flanks, and another

went up to the plateau of his chest...

Afrer [ had parted from him, I was stall

kissing the places where those cheek-

ey <+ |

hairs of myrtle had fallen. O morning

of misfortune, may you be accursed as

a morning! O night of good fortune,

will you ever return?®
A boy’s face was like the radiance of a full moon
that chased the dusk of the earth. It possessed
large dark gazelle eyes as bewitching as glisten-
ing jewels, piercing as two razor-sharp swords,
intoxicating as the headiest wine, eyes that
shine as the rays of the sun. The cheeks were like
blossoming roses, gleaming like blood-red
cotal, blushing as a rose petal, at times subtly
embellished by a beauty-mark. The teeth were
pearly white and the lips red and honey sweet.
His kisses and the dew in his mouth were exqui-
site wine and sugar-sweet honey; his breath the
scent of perfume and intoxicating. His voice
was soft and sweet and even more attractive by
its nasal tone and lisp. His hair was fong and
curling and as black as coal. His neck was long
and sinewy as that of a gazelle. His waist was
thin and supple and yet as brittle and vulnerable
as a slender twig. Finally there was his shapely
bottom, rounded as a mountain of sand. In anoth-
er passage Ibn Khafaja writes:

[My love was] a tender youth, on

whose cheek the down had appeared,

like a line written with camphor on

ambergris... | would go to him in the

evening and then in the morning—I

turn from glory only for the encounter

of passion. To where | might meet, asa

lance, a solid chest, and drive the

horses of kissing on the jousting-

ground of the cheek; to where | might

pluck the daisy from a desired mouth

and bend the bamboo of a well-pro-

portioned body. He walked swaying

like a green bough, and | asked him te

let me pluck the fruit of union—or the

flowers of promise. He turned away,

not inclining towards me, as though,

when | was calling to him from

nearby, I was calling to him from far

off...14

Feminine beauty also was described in the

same way and with the same symbols. At times
the resulting conclusion was that the beauty of
boys was derivative of the beauty of women and
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therefore second-rate. The mystic Ibn Arabi
(1165-1240 C.E.) contended that without the
similarity between boys and women, boys
would be attractive to none. When the face of
the boy began to become overgrown and no
longer was soft and feminine, attraction and
love disappeared immediately. For others,
however, it was in fact girls and women who
had ‘borrowed their beauty from boys’. One
was Abu Nuwas:

By my soul! He upon whom I have

rested my hope and for whom I feel

such a torment of passion, prides him-

self above others because of his beauti-

ful face and hair, the length of which

reaches his neck, and the locks sur-

rounding his temples, which he, my

lord and master, has arranged around

pear-like cheeks. God has fashioned

him of gold and pearls, and during his

creation made him more than beauti-

ful. And when God had shaped him

into a perfect figure, He created the

women of paradise in his image.!s

The notion that the attractiveness of women

and girls was based on boyishness was expressed
through the phenomenon of the gulamiyyat. The
gulamiyya was a girl whose appearance was as
boyish as possible, The word stems from gulam,
meaning “‘boy”, “servant” or “‘slave’’. The
word gulam has a distinct sexual connotation and
is closely related to the verh, galima, which can
be translated as “‘being excited (by lust)”. We
can therefore define gulamiyya as a girl who pos-
sesses boyish sensuality. Muhammad al Warrag
(d. 909 C.E.) wrote of one,

She understood that beauty can best

arouse men’s love under the guise of a

lad. She has therefore cut her hair in

order to arrange it like a boy’s, and

rolled her sleeves up like them. Each

day she played sports—played at ball

and at baton and shot at the target with

her arrows. But how could she, alas,

plug up that deep and sombre pit,

something that no boy possesses?'s
The tradition of the gulamiyyat most likely origi-
nated in the court of the Abbasid Caliph Al
Amin (809-13 C.E.) in Baghdad. It is said that

his mother arranged that a number of girls be
disguised as boys in order to combat the prefer-
ence the caliph had for eunuchs. This practice
spread quickly, especially in higher circles
where many female slaves and servant girls cic-
culated dressed and coifed as boys. Other means
were used to achieve as boyish a countenance as
possible. Some girls even painted a moustache in
musk on their upper lips. It is said that the wife
of the Umayyad Caliph Al Hakim II (961-76
C.E.) of Cordoba, because of his preference for
boys, not only disguised herself as a gulamiyya
but took the masculine name of Ja'far as well.V?
A perfect illustration of the fact that even a
convinced boy-lover could allow himself to be
fooled by the phenomenon of the gulamiyyat, and
temporarily succumb to the charms of a girl, is
given by Abu Nuwas:
Full breasted was one of the servant
girls from the palace, who enraptured
me by the beauty of her neck, face and
nape. She dressed as a boy and was well
fed; her hair was short, with orna-
mented temples. 1 was swept off my
feet by the beauty of her face, although
the love of generous breasts is not my
taste. Thus when I saw her I inces-
santly made verses and sang the sweet-
est songs. The poetic art is a bewitch-
ing snare. So she consented, and came
to me on her own after the hour of af-
ternoon prayer.  Welcome,” said I,
and from hand to hand were passed the
cups of cooled wine, like saffron or
flaming coals. She said, “*This is wine,
is it not? I shall lose the innocence [
have reserved for God, if | consort
with men and wine.” [ replied,
“Drink! If it is forbidden, I shall be
blamed, my gazelle, for your sins and
mine!”’ Then I asked her ‘something’,
and she spoke emphatically: "It shall
kill me!”” And a tear began to fall. I did
‘it" therefore with much gentleness
and said to myself, “A virginal ser-
vant: that is why she is afraid, she is
still a virgin!”” But when we melted
together I was engulfed, a tidal wave,
as at sea, in which, [ drowned. And 1



cried, “Boy! Help!” And he came, as
my foot slipped and [ sank into the
seething mass of water. If | had not
called to the boy and he had not saved
me—and just—with a rope, I would
have been lost... And I swore that for
as long as [ lived I would never again
choose the abundant froth, but would
only travel by back.!8

We could suppose, d l2 Ibn Arabi, that the
beauty of the gulamipya is derivative of that of
boys and therefore second-rate. In my opinion,
however, the issue is not so much which sex is
the more original or beautiful, but rather about
a general ideal of beauty by which both sexes
can be judged equally. It scems that for many
the epitome of beauty can be found in androg-
yny; such an attitude is not exclusive to the
Middle East. The popularity of girl-like boys
and boy-like girls can perhaps be explained in
that they approximate the androgynous ideals
of beauty for men and women respectively
more closely than men and women themselves
ever can.

To prove that the beauty of boys was merely
derivative of that of women, the argument was
often used that the attractiveness of a boy disap-
peared with the growth of his beard. There
even existed a separate name for verses dedi-
cated to the growth of facial hair, mu’adhdhar,
derived from the word idhar or “"down’". There
are numetous examples of mu adhdhar, but a few
will suffice:

You were the full moon, until one
night you were infected by decay.
When the down sprouted, I said,
“Love 1s finished! The black raven of
down has announced separation!”

* Ihn al Hayy (12th cent. C.E.)"

I asked, “What has happened to the
beauty of your face that the moon is
swarming with anes?”’ He answered
smiling, “'I know not what is happen-
ing to my face. Perhaps it wears black
in mourning for my beauty.”

Sa’di {1200-91 C.E.}»

Oh you of tender pale cheeks, you

*the transliteration of this name is rendered as
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were light until the beard came to
smudge your beauty. I think of the can-
dle, its wick blackening as the flame
goes out.

Ibrahim [bn Sahl {d. 1251 C.E.}»

Asa general rule, the eventual growthef aboy's
beard was reason enough for a man to end his
relationship with a boy; his beauty was marred
and love disappeared. The Saljukid Sultan San-
jar (d. 1157 C.E.) was an extreme case:
[t was his custom to buy a slave of his
choice, then make him the object of his
love, flaunting his love for him,
squandering his wealth and affections
orn him, drinking his evening and
morning cup with him, investing him
with his power and entrusting him
with his authority. But when night
dispersed his day, and violets oversha-
dowed his pomegranate blossom, he
turned away from him and disliked
hirn, left and abandoned him, and went
so far in his hatred for him that he
would not be content to end the union
with him by separation, but found re-
lease from him in his execution.?
Others were less repulsed by this normal physi-
cal development; in fact, some found that it
made 2 boy even more attractive:
Jealous people and slanderers over-
whelm me with sarcasm, because my
beloved has started to shave. I answer
them, “‘Friends, how wrong you are!
Since when has down been a flaw? It
enhances the splendor of his lips and his
teeth, like silk cloth which is bright-
ened by pearls.” And [ consider myself
fortunate that his sprouting beard pre-
serves his beauty from indiscrete glan-
ces; 1t gives his kisses a different flavor

and reflects in the silver of his cheeks.
Abu Nuwas®

With the sprouting beard hisloveliness
merely grew subtler, finer, and my
love for him followed suit. For us, the
beard was not some vile darkness
creeping cross his cheeks, but only a

Ibn al Hajj [of Lorca] in Norman Roth's article in Paidika 11, p.13
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trickling-down of the beautiful black-
ness of his eves.

Ibn Sara (1095-1123 C.E. )

Jealous ones cry scandal: what's this? |
dare to love a boy whose beard has
sprouted! Well, yes. [ do dare. Why
not? If you love a sterile and barren
garden at a time of bitter drought, will
you abandon it when grass starts w
grow?

Al Hariri {1054-1122 C.E.)*

These verses, however, illustrate exceptions to
the rule. [t was very unusual for a relationship
to continue with a boy once the growth of his
beard had begun. It was even considered inde-
cent and shameless behaviour. The question is
why this should be so, for it would seem to be
admirable that love endures though beauty
wanes.

We are dealing with a complex attitude, the
exact causes of which are difficult to trace. My
own interpretation is that it was the boyishness
and seeming androgyny that was so attractive in
beautiful lads, both of which soon disappeared,
making way for masculinity. Growth of the
beard was symbolic of becoming a man, and was
not semething to which lovers of boys looked
forward. Quite on the contrary, it inhibited the
continuation of the sexual relationship because,
in principle, sex berween equals was rejected.
From the moment that hair began to grow onhis
face and on the rest of his body, the boy wanted
to be treated more like a man, and therefore like
an equal, ending his subordinate position within
the sexual relationship. Abu Nuwas gives us an
example of this in one of his verses:

He saw on his checks a planting of
down and therefore resisted my kisses
and said, *'l have become a man. [t s
over, the things of my youth. [ wish to
be treated as an equal, therefore ask
not for union, and reproach me not. o |
said, ‘“Oh you, who champion your lit-
tle beard, now, by God, you are finally
ripe for this business. For it is the saf-
fron and musk that buds from under
your curly temples. I admit, you burn

with maturity, but the charm of your
eyes is not yet over. Why should I not
bite your cheeks, and suck the mois-
ture of your mouth that is as honey?”
“Go away! Leave me alone!” said he,
and turned away, confused and grind-
ing his teeth in shame. But I embraced
him hastily, with pounding heart and
full of panic, until we blended together
on the bed of habit. My young colt
snorted as [ let my gift of love melt in
his behind.2

Some men actually considered it a challenge
to physically possess a boy in the bud of man-
hood, or, as Al Nafzawi (14/15th cent. C.E.)
said,

I'll have my cup from a Jad of gazelle-
like grace with houri’s eyes, dark lips
and down just sprouting around his
mouth and temples, and then I'll rape
him and strip him of his manhood! To
vanquish a victor is the only source of
pride.?
But for the boy it was an humiliation, to be re-
turned to the feminine role which he had sought
to leave behind.

The role pattern for boys is not as clearly es-
tablished as those for men and women, since
childhood is a transitional phase of life. Becom-
ing a man represents the transition from the
protective, female~dominated “inside’” world
of women and children to the “outside’ world
of men. The boy attempts to break away from
the subordinate position in which he is continu-
ally dependent upon others. The “inside” secur-
ity of family and home is replaced by the dan-
gerous ‘‘outside” world in which one must
stand up for oneself and for the honor of one’s
family. To be “outside” means to be always on
guard against others who would manipulate or
defeat one; it requires vigilant selt-assertion.

We find this confrontational experience with
the “outside” world reflected in the verbal
word-games Turkish boys play with each other.
These are a kind of ritual exchange of rhyming
insults, the goal being to humiliate the other be-
fore one is humiliated oneself. For example, the
masculinity of another boy can be attacked by
suggesting that his mother or sister is sexually



available to everyone, implying the inadequate
performance of a man's responsibility to protect
the honor of his family. More often boys try to
sexually humiliate each other by implying chat
the other could be used as a passive homosexual
partner. An example of such a dialogue be-
tween two boys might be:

A: “Hiyar!” (“Cucumber!’’)

B: “Gatiine uyar!” (“It fits your ass!"'}
The implication of “cucumber™ is that the one
so labeled is a “‘stupid prick”. He, however, is
quick to retort, in the conventional rhyming
mode, humiliating the first speaker with the
suggestion that he 1s a passive homosexual #Z In
these exchanges, the boy endeavours to prove
his manliness by humiliating the other and cast-
ing him in a female role. In this 'playful’ way,
boys learn to protect themselves in the threaten-
ing “outside’’ world.

A boy always has to be on his guard: the child-
tsh and feminine position of passivity and de-
pendence has to be overcome as quickly as pos-
sible and replaced by an active and aggressive
attitude. Especially older boys found it neces-
sary to prove their manliness at the expense of
younger boys:

The aggressive behavior of older chil-
dren toward younger ones is not mere
bullying; it is at the same time an imi-
tation of adult behavior and a means of
displacing suffered humiliation. In la-
ter years, degrading others becomes
the unthinking method of asserting one-
self. I rise by pushing others down—by
humiliating them, by making them
look ridiculous, by undermining their
position.®

As they are growing up boys find themselves
in a none too enviable position. They constantly
try to prove their masculinity to others and are
caught up in a continuing and frustrating strug-
gle against the passive-feminine. As a result the
only ones a boy can trust are his friends, that is,
his equals, of the same age. 1t is indicative that
the Turkish word for friend is arkadas, meaning
someone to whom one can turn one’s back
without fear.

In the Middle East, boys are not accepted as
equals in the men’s world and are not seen as

‘complete’. Not only are they supposed to obey
and respect their elders, they are also associated
with the world of women. They possess, as
women do, the power of seduction, or fitna. Itis,
I believe, this lack of acceptance as equals by
men that accounts for younger boys, between
the ages of 11 and 15, being regarded as availa-
ble for passive homosexual contact with men
and older boys.

Given the limited opportunities for sexual
gratification before marriage and cultural as-
sumptions about the irresistible beauty of young
boys, this seems like an understandable situation
from the point of view of men and older boys. In
addition, for older boys, the domination of
younger boys plays a role in proving their mas-
culinity. But for the younger boys this seems to
be in direct conflict with their striving for man-
liness. It seems ironic, then, that so many boys
would choose to have homosexual contacts
with men and older boys and thereby place
themselves in the passive role from which they
wish to escape.

According to the only reasonably trust-
worthy statistical survey of sexual behavior in
the Middle East, done among students of psy-
chology at the American University of Beirut,
409 of the men had had homosexual conracts.
The survey revealed that the first homosexual
experience took place at an average age of 13,
and the first experience of masturbation at an
average age of 14 1/2.% Apparently, homosex-
ual contact is for many boys their first sexual
experience. This homosexual contact usually
occurred with older boys or men, with the boy
in the passive role. This contributed to the social
experience of the boy, although this would not
have been the intention. Through this expe-
rience the boy learns how sexuality works and
how the roles are divided so that later, when he
has sex with women, he knows what will be ex-
pected of him and how he is supposed to behave.
Thus a boy’s first homosexual experience
would be a step closer to manhood. While the
boy is not treated as an equal, as a man, any at-
tention and even contact with the world of men
is more than he could have expected and there-
fore would give him a feeling of belonging.

The idea that association with men makes a
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boy more manly, or that the man’s masculinity
reflects onto the boy, can play a subconscious
role in the boy’s acquiescence. Moreover, in the
Middle East there exists a strong superstition
that sperm contains miraculous power. It is also
thought that power and masculinity can be
transferred to a boy by allowing the sperm of
the man to flow into the body of the boy. A
pupil of a teacher of the Koran, or of a carpen-
ter, for instance, who wished to make his
teacher’s expertise his own could do this best by
having sexual contact with him. It s also
through insemination that the baraka or holy
power of God possessed by certain holy men is
said to be transferred.?

For a boy temporarily to assume a female
role, specifically a passive homosexual role, can
be understood as a positive experience, a matur-
ing by association. Of great importance as well

is the fact that boys {ind themselves in a transi-
tional phase of their lives. That is to say that
their role pattern has not been clearly estab-
lished as compared to adults, and it is therefore
not considered scandalous or improper that they
do not yet behave as men, Passive homosexual
behaviour is expected to cease with becoming a
man, and if not, it is only then that one should be
ashamed of such unmanly behaviour,

Editor’s Note:
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Gumperz and Dell Hymes
(New York: Holt, Rinehart
and Winston, 1972). The same
article was previously pub-
lished, under the same title, in
The Journal of American Folklore,
83, 1970.

29. Hisham Sharabi, “Impact
of Class and Culture on Social
Behavior: the Feudal-bour-
geois Family in Arab So-
ciety’’, Psychological Dimensions
of Near Eastemn Studies, ed. L.C.
Brown and Norman Itzko-
witz (Princeton, N.].: Darwin
Press, 1977), p. 250.

30. Melikian, loc. cit.

31. Edward Westermarck,
Ritual and Belief in Morocco
(London: Macmillan, 1926),

An Eye for Ganymede, p. 12.
27. Nafzawi, op. cit., p. 41.

la vie, trans. Vincent Monteil

(Paris: Sinbad, 1979), p. 98. vol. 1, p. 198.
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PAIDIKA BIBLIOGRAPHIES 2:

SIDNEY SMITH AND THE DRAGONFLY

PRESS
D. H. Mader

Sidney Smith’s Dragonfly Press came into be-
ing twelve years ago, in December, 1975, with
the first issue of Dragonfly, the irregular maga-
zine from which the press took its name, This
issue was sub-titled “‘Poetry and ITlustrations™,
which could aptly characterize all of the press’s
output. Although he had produced several titles
prior to Dragonfly, with its appearance the par-
ticular style of Sidney Smith’s publications,
blending poetry and illustration, was first estab-
lished.

The significance of Dragonfly lies both in the
aesthetic merit of Sidney Smith’s own work and
the fact it was a pioneer paedophile publication
in the United States. Although it co-existed
with several paedophile newsletters such as
Hermes and B L (“Better Life”’) Monthly, Dragonfly
was more consciously political and aesthetic,
certainly being the first openly circulated
American publication devoted to the expression
of boy-love in poetry and art. A number of
North American artists and writers concerned
with paederastic themes were contributors or
collaborators in the magazine: poets Bob Bur-
dick, Richard George-Murray, “Antler”’, Pat
MacGregor, Douglas Roome, and lan Young;
the author “J. Z. Eglinton”; the illustravor
Ralph Hall. Issued at the same time as the farst
efforts of paedophile organization in the United
States took place, Dragonfly provides insight into
the period. Later, as editor of two early
NAMBLA publications, Sidney Smith also was
to document the early phases of that organiza-
tion, through extracts from speeches and re-
ports of meetings.

In addition to publishing Dragonfly, Sidney
Smith (1950- ) was, at the rime, a gay activ-
ist and radio-broadcaster. He was born in New
York’s Harlem neighbourhood. His parents

were artistically inclined, both having been
professional musicians. The family; “striving”
blacks of Creole background, later moved to
Crown Heights in Brooklyn, where he attended
parochial schools. He went on to Wilberforce
College, the black liberal-arts school in Ohio,
for two years, where he was involved in Civil
Rights activities and also did his first radio
broadcasting with the campus station. Finding
the atmosphere of the American midwest sti-
fling, he returned to New York and became a
part of the East Village scene, when that area
was a centre for the city’s radical politics and
afternative art movements. He also became in-
volved with radical broadcasting at New
York’s Pacifica radio station WBAI-FM, for
whom he worked as an engineer and, at differ-
ent times, produced a program of his own with
the Gay, and the Art and Literature depart-
ments.

His first publication, Prurient Interest, ap-
peared in the East Village in 1973, printed at a
co-operative press where persons were taught
printing while producing their own material. It
lasted only one issue, but was followed by a
second title the next year, the tabloid-size
Gayzette. This too failed to make it to a second
issue, but 1975 saw a third try, Puberty Rights,
which did appear twice. All three of these titles
combined drawings by Smith and others, re-
prints of leftist political articles and gay literary
items, and poetry, both original and reprinted.
The atmosphere of leftist politics and sexual
experimentation out of which they arose is per-
haps best illustrated by the ewo states of Prurient
Interest, in which a centerfold drawing of two
lesbtan lovers was replaced, midway through
production, with a collage protesting the Amert-
ican sponsored coup in Chile. Gayzette, while it
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contains such items as a reprint from Tom
Reeve's Red and Gay,"also began to directly ad-
dress man/boy-love concerns, with a front-
page manifesto which declared “'Pederasts have
for too long lived in a condition of fear, repres-
sion, and guile... This must end! ...this publica-
tion will attempt to portray pederasty as a legit-
imate and positive sexual life-style.”” As the -
tle indicates, Puberty Rights continued that direc-
tion even more strongly, focusing almost exclu-
sively on man-boy telationships. Another
change is apparent by the second issue of Puberty
Rights, as poetry gains a larger proportion of the
space in the magazine, and the magazine itself
becomes an art work, with pages of different
colours, sizes and textures, and text printed
over illustrations. The cover illustration also
depicts a boy with a dragonfly. All of the ele-
ments were present that went into the make-up
of Dragonfly except the name itself.

With Dragonfly, the politics were mmplicit
rather than explicit. There were o more mani-
festos; rather, assuming that pacdophilia was a
valid orientation, the magazine gave literary
and artistic expression to this assumption. The
first issue was mimeographed at the Gay Post
and distributed free on the streets of lower
Manhattan in December, 1975, The issue was in
part a co-aperative venture, with Ralph Hall as-
sisting on the printing and joining in the Hlustra-
tion in the centre-fold, Hall doing the top half
of the design and Smith the bottom.

The second issue appeared three months
later, and is devoted to science-fiction, with a
long article on gay themes in sci-fi literature, a
brief note by *']. Z. Eglinton” on the sexual ten-
sion implied between Capt. Kirk and Mr. Spock
in Star Trek, and an untitled poem which asks:

What would happen if Conan came out?
Would he finally understand
Why red Sonja prefers not his groin?

Inner Tides, a collection of nine poems by Bob
Burdick, is intended to be the third issue of Drag-
onfly, although this chapbook does not bear the
series title. It first appeared in October, 1976,
and received a second printing in April, 1977.
Burdick (1908-1986) was a retired teacher who,
as a gay activist, was deeply involved in both the
founding of NAMBLA and in assistance for gay

prisoners, and who was tragically murdered by
an ex-convict he aided.

With three issues of Dragonfly published, the
press now moved in a new direction, producing
chapbooks composed entirely of Sidney Smith’s
own artwork. The first two of these, issued in
March and April 1977, were both entitled A
Small Book. Number I is an autobiographical
tour page drawing-cycle describing a “‘crush”™
Smith had on a schoolmate in his early teens, the
drawings moving from the facts of the relation-
ship to the desired, but never experienced, ful-
fillment; the second is a personal fantasy inval-
ving a boy’s sexual awakening, and subsequent
feelings of guilt and shame. Handled in clichéd
terms—the advent of guilt, for instance, is de-
picted as the result of eating an apple—the sec-
ond is not as powerful and original as the
former.

Sidney: Smith was self-trained as an artise,
and intluences on his work are diffuse. Cer-
tainly the style of these two early books indi-
cates one source, the “comic-book art™ of his
boyhood, with its story-telling boxes and sim-
ple line-drawing. Later, other works show the
strong influence of Art-Nouveau, particularly
in the design of the covers of the last two issues
of Diragonfly, and in Evergreen. Sidney Smith him-
self identified the British paederast, poet, artist
and lithographer Ralph Chubb (1892-1960) as a
principal influence, in such general points as the
mixture of poetry and art which characterizes
both Chubb's and Smich’s output, and the art-
ist’s personally printing his books. In fact,
Smith water~coloured some copies of the first
edition of Manchild, as Chubb did for some of his
books. The philosophy set forth in Chubb’s
writings, which Smith read in copies provided
by an English correspondent, also influenced
him, though the roots of his concept of raising
boys in accord with nature to embody a new
masculine style characterized by love, gentle-
ness and care for the environment lie more
deeply in the “counter-culture™ of the 1960’s in
which Smith moved, than in the works of
Chubb.

While this philosophy first becomes a clear
theme in Sidney Smith’s work 1n Manchild, the
concept earlier appeared in a manifesto by the

51
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gay anarchist Lynn Dodge, which Smith printed
in Puberty Rights 2
We are born into a culture of death...
[t kills old people—drops us as left-o-
vers... It kills the young—denies selt-
discovery... conforms us to deadly and
macho images... We serve up new
helpless young, our *“own” children...
We “educate’ our young to submit, to
cooperate in their own sacrifice...
The proscriptions, the forbidden re-
lations with the young of such a death
culture, had better be examined: they
may, if violated, prove to be prescrip-
tions for movement towards life...
The rights of access of children to
other people, of whatever age, who
turn them on at life levels... of their
own choice and consent are the rights
of puberty... in any life culture. To
proscribe the right of the young to
choose, is but the first stage of life-long
State proscriptions of the right of any
individual to self-determination, to
consent or dissent... It is, of course,
‘natural’ for a death culture to reserve
its heaviest taboos for those who...
molest its initial primary effores at
death-conditioning its... young.
We believe it essential to the emer-
gence of a life culture that pleasure be
experienced in non-competitive shar-
ing...
In Manchild, Smith restates this theme in a poem
beneath his images of nude boys romping in
fields:

Come, Manchild,

And cast away the rags and

devices of your slavery!

Come and sing the songs of nature.
Come and dance the dances of life.

Come, Manchild,

And let your body and spirit

be in harmony with the flow of

creation.
Naive as this prescription may strike us today,
Smith had begun setting before us, in his books,

the vision of a world in which, by accepting and
sharing sexual love between males, boys—and
the men they will become—liberate themselves
and society from violence and death.

He was to take up the theme again in other
works, among them the trilogy that concludes
with A Handful of Angels. This book was printed
on the mimeograph of the Blind Duck Press, the
press of fellow poet and chapbook publisher Pat
MacGregor (b. 1947). MacGregor's poems are
found throughout Smith’s publications, and he
produced two chapbooks of his own work, Anon
poem to youth (New York: Blind Duck Press,
1977) and Children of the Night (New York: Blind
Duck Press, 1978), the former of which has a
drawing by Smith on the cover. During the
printing session for Angels, at least two of the
pages were also printed onto white tee-shirts,
making them the rarest issues by either press.

How successful the concept behind the Angels
trilogy would have been is hard to determine,
for it was never completed. In outline, 1t begins
with the boys in Metamorphoses who, trans-
formed by what remains a rather vague science-
fiction intervention, become the “angels” of
the final volume. Without the missing part of
the trilogy, an unpublished manuscript entitled
Phantom Children which is in a private collection
in England, no final judgement can be reached,
but it may well be that some of the individual
images are more successfully realized than the
whole project.

A similar theme is found in Evergreen, which
imagines a nation of boys, living together in
harmony with nature and with one another,
their number replenished by children received
from a Lesbian planet. Unlike the two parts of
the Angels trilogy which were published, which
are so different in artistic style as to make it
hard to conceive them as parts of a whole, Ever-
green is aesthetically unified, and within the lim-
its of its scope—one does wonder, for instance,
what happens to the boys upon maturity—more
successful work. Many of the drawings in it are
basced on photographs by the English photog-

rapher Oliver Hill.
We have already noted the science-fiction

issue of Dragonfly, as well as science-fiction ele-
ments in Metamorphoses and Evergreen. Sidney



Smith was an avid reader of science fiction and

fantasy literature, and a friend of “Hakim”, the

American author of Crowstone (Amsterdam:
Spartacus, 1983), the boy-love sword and
sorcery tale. In Smith’s work, the function of
science fiction is to allow the imaginative con-
struction of alternative worlds with other value
systems than ours—particularly in the areas of

sexuality and male roles.

Between March and November, 1978, four
books had been published: Manchild, Angels, Drag-
onfly 5 and Evergreen. Now another change of
course occurred, as Smith returned to political
activism again. On 2 December, 1978, the Bos-
ton/Boise Committee, formed in response to
arrests of paedophiles in Boston, held a confer-
ence at which the North American Man/Boy
Love Association was founded. Sidney Smith
was a participant in that conference, and re-
mained active in the details of organizing be-
tween it and the second NAMBLA Conference,
in New York, in March, 1979. Except for a re-
print of Manchild and a A Small Book No. 3, a
“gift” volume for participants in the New York
conference, his own publishing plans were set

aside. After the New York conference, he con-
tinued to take responsibility for editing the sec-

ond and third issues of NAMBLA's publica-
tion, NAMBLA News, which appeared June,
1979, and (retitled as the NAMBLA Journal) in
March, 1980.

Perhaps the burst of publishing in 1978 had
temporarily exhausted what he had to say in
that medium, perhaps it was a break in momen-
tum, or perhaps it was the beginnings of exhaus-
tion and disillusionment following the intensity
of the organizing efforts, but when the time
came to return to his own work, something had
evidently changed. Metamorphoses, which had
been set aside for nearly a year, finally was
issued in August, 1979, but was commercially
printed. The next publication, A Book, was
again commercially offset, and explored a new
medium, manipulated xerox images and col-
lages. The set of drawings of men and boys
which Smith completed for the Journal, while
they are consistently reprinted “classics™ in the
American paedophile movement, lack the vigor
and playfulness of his earlier work.

From A Small Book I

Although Sidney Smith has been careful to
make it clear that he laid down his responsibili-
ties for personal reasons, and not as a result of
any disagreement with NAMBLA, he gradually
withdrew from public participation in the or-
ganization, giving up the editorship of the Jour-
nal after the third issue. Returning to Dragonfly,
in June 1980 he produced the largest, most
widely distributed issue to date, which included
work by new poets he had contacted while edi-
ting the NAMBLA publications.

It was to be the final issue. No announcement
was ever made about ceasing publication, but a
variety of reasons, including pressures that his
visibility with paedophile causes brought about
at work and in his private life, postponed and
then terminated all projects. While he has con-
tinued to draw for his personal pleasure, for the
past five years Sidney Smith has chosen to retire
entirely from public notice.

Though their history may be little known,
Sidney Smith’s drawings continue to be reprin-
ted—often without attribution—and are prob-
ably among the best known paedophile images,
continuing to engage the imagination of view-
ers. Once given away on streetcorners or sold
for spare change, his chapbooks now appear in
rare book catalogues at many times the prices
charged on the streets of the East Village only a
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decade ago. Smith sometimes described his
drawings as “‘prayers’’, private meditationson a
gentler world, achieved by the sharing of love
among men and boys. But surely they are also
manifestos, for in imagining such a world, and
publishing that vision, the first steps are taken

toward its creation.

PUBLICATIONS BY SIDNEY SMITH:

Because copies of Smith’s chapbocks were as-
sembled by hand, sometimes over a period of
months as need for more copies arose, there are
considerable variations in the collations. Par-
ticularly among the later books of drawings, the
number of end-papers (and their colour and tex-
ture } can vary substantially. The copies here de-
scribed are from the author’s own collection,
and in all cases were inscribed by Sidney Smith
to him. It is therefore assumed that they were,
in Smith’s eyes, representative and complete.
Copies found with additional blank pages may
be considered extraordinary; copies lacking
end-papers here noted should not necessarily be
considered defective. The listings follow the
principles advocated by Fredson Bowers, Princi-
ples of Bibliographic Description (Princeton, N.J.:
Princeton University Press, 1949).

1. PRURIENT INTEREST October, 1973
No copy available for examination. Reportedly
101/2 x 8 1/2 inches, pp. 32, printed on coloured
newsprint, printed wraps.

Notes: Edited by Sidney Smith. Offset at Come!Unity
Press, New York. One issue only, but in two states,
the first with a centre-fold of leshian lovers, the see-

ond with a collage protesting the American-spon-
sored coup in Chile. Press run: 500 copies.

2. GAYZETTE August, 1574
[ To left: Logo of Come!Unity Press] GAYZETTE
[ To right: price] / [omament and two rules] / [ Toe left:]
Summer, 1974 [ Centred, bettwween arabic decorations: ]
pederasty [To right:] Volume One / Number
One / [rule].

Coflation: (17 x 11 inches), five single leaves, pp. [10].
The outer leaves {t.e., pp. 1-2 and 9-18) are a thick
butf-coloured laid paper, the interior leaves thinner
and of various colours (light blue, yellow and salmeon,

in the copy examined). Sheets were originally se-
cured by wire staple in upper left corner; later
stapled along left edge.

Contenis: TITLE, untitled poem by al-Rusafi, *'Ped-
erasty” {unsigned manifesto by Sidney Smith) and
note regarding Come!Unicy Press, p. 1; Report on the
Second Congress on Pederasty, Breda, The Nether-
lands, literature list and “Alexis” and ““He Is Boy "',
poems by K. Bidge, p. 2; Selections reprinted from
the pseudo-Byronic Don Leon, and I Love a Boy™,
poem by Richard Kihlstadiuvs, p. 3; Untitled poem by
Ken McLaren, reprint of Tuscan troubadour song
and “Ross”, poem by G. Jackson, p. 4; Excerpt from
Finistere by Fritz Peters, p. 5; Excerpt from Red and
Gay by Tom Reeves, p. 6; Four poems, “"Romantic
Friendship'’, unsigned, “Two Loves ™ from the Greek
Anthology, “Victor” by C. Woolf, and "Happy
Birthday Sweet Sixteen’” by Pat MacGregor, p. 7;
Photograph and untitled poem from Greek Anthol-
ogy, p. & Poems, “At Rest (¥}’ by F. E. Murray,
“Workers Only No Trespassing” by Harold Norse,
“A Boy of Fifteen” by lan Yeung, “To Each Age lts
Own"’, “Lucky Pierre” and “Bed and Bored by W.
Pagenkopf, p. 9; Full page illustration of dancing boys
by Sidney Stmith, p. 10.

Notes: Edited by Sidney Smith. One issue only. Offset
at Come!Unity Press, New York. Press run: 150 cop-
tes, of which only 25 were distributed.

3. PUBERTY RIGHTS 1 1975
PUBERTY / RIGHTS / AMAGAZINE OF /
BOY LOVE / {still from the film Special Friend-
ships] / free to those who cannot afford it,
‘though a .75 cont. is suggested... / [information
regarding ComelUnity Press, with their logo centred].

Collation: (11 x 8 1/2 inches), [unsigned: 1%], pp. [ 16].
Contents: Note entitied “Pederasty” and publication
information, inside front cover; “'Realities”’, essay by
Charles Picts, pp. 1-5; Note on proposed changes in
Swedish age of consent laws, p. 5; “Captive”, poem
by Bob Burdick, p. 6; *A Christmas Tale”, fiction by
Pat MacGregor, pp. 7-9; “Metamorphosis”™, anon-
ymous fiction (7}, p. 10; “'Visions”', poem by Richard
Middleton, p. 11; ““Things go better with'-
..COCK?", collage, p. 12, “Night Boy”, poem by
Bob Burdick, p. 13; “Of men... and little boys™, essay
by Gerald Hannon, p. 14-16; "“Others™, literature list,
p. 16; photograph and untitled poem by PLM, inside
back cover.

Binding: White cover-stock printed in blue. Fromt
cover bears title, back cover a design with the motto
“Fear of Love is the Source / of All Oppression™. Se-
cured with two wire staples.



Notes: Edited by Sidney Smith. Offset at Come!Unity
Press, New York. Press run: 200 copies. Issued spring,
1975.

4. PUBERTY RIGHTS 2 1975
[in circle at top of design:] 2 / [drawing of boy with
dragonfly] / PUBERTY RIGHTS.

Collation: (8 1/2 x 5 1/2 inches), [unsigned: 11], pp.
[20]. The third sheet is unequally inserted and bound
in such way that one end (pp. 5-6) is an inch-wide
stub, while the other (pp. 15-16) creates an almost
two-page fold-out.

Contents: *‘Greek Love”, essay by Bob Burdick, pp.
1-3; Poems by Sandro Penna and Ralph Hall, p. 3;
Manifesto by Lynn Dodge, pp. 4, 8, 13; Publishing in-
formation, pp. 5-6; Poem, by Sidney Smith, p. 7;
“Chan Ex"”, poem by Jim Eggeling, p. 9; “Invoca-
tion”’, poem by Jim Eggeling, pp. 10-11; Photograph,
p- 12; Proposal for a paederast work-group, p. 14;
Untitled reprint from “Country Women”, p. 15;
“*Taboo or not Taboo”, article on women and paedo-
philia reprinted from “Country Women", p. 16;
““Honi soit qui mal y pense”’, poem by lan Young, p.
17; Poems by Ian Young, p. 18; Drawing by Sidney
Smith, p. 19; “Amerikan Macho!”, Collage, p. 20.

Cover, Puberty Rights 2

. O

Binding: White paper wraps. Front cover bears title,
back cover a mandala of nude boys and address. Se-
cured by one wire staple.

Notes: Edited by Sidney Smith. Front and back cover
drawings, underprints on pages 1 and 2, and drawings
on pages 10-11, 14, 17 also by him. Contents offset at
Come!Unity Press, cover printed at Gay Post. Press
run: 250 copies. Issued summer, 1975.

5. DRAGONFLY 1 December, 1975
DRAGONFLY / POETRY and ILLUSTRA-

TIONS / [portrait of boy].

Collation: (51/2 x 4 1/4 inches), [unsigned, 15, includ-
ing cover], pp- [12].

Contents: TITLE, p. 1; “Sugar-Candy Bird”, poem by
lan Young, p. 2; drawing by Sidney Smith, p. 3; pho-
tograph, p. 4; “He is Boy™", poem by Kiokem Bidge,
p. 5; drawing by Ralph Hall and Sidney Smith, pp.
6-7; “Love Murmur”, poem by Ralph Hall, p. 8;
drawing by Sidney Smith, p. 9; photograph, p. 10; un-
titled poem by DAC, p. 11; drawing, p. 12.

Binding: The outer sheet of the magazine bears the ti-
tle and serves as cover. Secured by two wire staples.
Notes: Mimeographed at Gay Post. Press run: 100
copies. Distributed free.

6. DRAGONFLY 2 March, 1976
DRAGONEFLY / [drawing of dragonfly-boy].

Collation: (8 1/2 x 7 inches), [unsigned, 1], pp. [16]. In
the copy examined, the innermost sheet (pp. 7-10) is
grey laid paper, while the outer sheets are white bond
paper.

Contents: *‘Article" (on gay science fiction), by Mark
Horn, pp. 1-2, 4-7, 12-15; drawing by Sidney Smith, p.
3; untitled poem by Bruce Rutherford, pp. 8, 10;
drawing by Sidney Smith, p. 9; publishing informa-
tion, untitled poem and drawing by Demian, p. 11;
“Trek”, note by “J.Z. Eglington”, and drawing by
Sidney Smith, p. 16.

Binding: White cardstock cover, bearing title and
drawing by Sidney Smith as above on front, with a
Smith drawing of an Icarus figure over a fantastic
landscape on back. Distributed unstapled.

Notes: Mimeographed at Gay Post. Press run: 100

copies.

7. INNER TIDES

[DRAGONFLY 3] October, 1976
Inner Tides / Bob Burdick / [drawing of boy with
sea shell).
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Coflation: (8 1/2 x 5 3/8 inches), [unsigned, 1¢], pp. [8].
Contents: TEXT pp. 1-8.

Binding: Cardstock cover, bearing title on front,
drawings by Sidney Smith {ront and back. Secured by
two wire staples.

Notes: Mimeographed at Gay Post. Two states of this
chapbook exist, the earlier identified by an ecror in
the first line on page 1, “lithsome for "lithesome”,
which was corrected in a second printing in April,
1977. Press runs: 100 copies, first state; 200 copies,
second state. Coversare found in a variety of colours;
some copies of the second state have one additional
sheet creating four pages of blank endpapers.

8. A SMALL BOOK [I] March, 1977
A 7 SMALL BOOK / [triangle pointed downward) /
BY / SIDNEY SMITH.

Collation; (7 x 51/2 inches) [unsigned 14}, pp. [8]. The
outer leaves (pp. 1-2 and 7-8) are thinner, salmon-col-
oured paper.

Contents: TITLE p. 1; blank, p. 2; drawing cycle, pp.
3-6; blank, p. 7; Colophon: *'Copyright Pending, 1977
/ DRAGONFLY PRESS /... /... / H00 COPIES "p. 8.
Binding: Glossy card wrapper, emblem of a boy s head
and shoulders in two concentric circles printed on
front cover, dragonfly-boy on back cover; secured by

one wire staple.
Notes: This was the first book entirely of Smith’s art

work and the first issued by of his own press.
i

9. A SMALL BOOK [II] April, 1977
A / SMALL BOOK / [triangle pointed downward) /
BY / SIDNEY SMITH.

Collation: (8 1/2 x 5 1/2 mches), [unsigned, 15], pp.
[12]. The outer leaves (pp. 1-2 and 11-12) are thinner,
salmon-coloured paper.

Contents: TITLE p. 1; blank, p. 2; drawing cycle, pp.
3-10; blank, p. 11; Colophon “Copyright Pending,
1977 / DRAGONFLY PRESS / ... /... / 100 COP-
IES” p. 12.

Binding: Glossy card wrapper, emblem of a boy s head
and shoulders in two concentric circles printed on
front cover, dragonfly-boy on back cover; secured by
two wire stapies,

Notes: Press run: 100 copies.

10. DRAGONFLY 4 July, 1977
Dragonfly / [drawing of boy with flowering staff and
rising sun] / THE INTERMEDIATE, ECO-
NOMICAL, / SMALL, NOT TOO BIG,

SPARSE, / MINI, SUMMER 1977 EDITION. /
4

Coflation: Single sheet, 14 x 8 1/2 inches, folded three
times to create a pamphlet 8 1/2 x 31/2inches, open-
ing to the right. Printed one side ouly; title page ver-
tically on far right section, text and one illustration
horizontally on remaining three sections to the left.
Contents: Four poems, by Rick Thompson, Ken
McLaren, lan Young and Richard Kihlstadius.

Notes: Press run: 25 copies.

11. MANCHILD March, 1978

{a) First printing:
[in box of rules:] MANCHILD / [drawing of boy
seated in field)

Collation: (12 1/2 x 8 1/2 inches), four single sheets,
pp- [B] including covers.

Contents: TITLE, p. 1; blank, p. 2; poem/drawing cy-
cle, pp. 3-7; blank {copy examined bears a colophon
hand inscribed by artist), p. 8.

Binding: First sheet bears title, blank verso of final
sheet serves as back cover. Secured by three wire sta-
ples, spine backed in cloth tape.

Notes: Poem and drawings both by Sidney Smith. The
seated Pan figure on page 6is intended as a portraitof
“]. Z. Eglinton”". First (front cover} sheet found in
variety of colours, including light blue, red and
white. Some of the latter {less than a dozen) are hand-
painted in water-colours by Smith. Press run: 200

copies.

(b} Second impression. March, 1979:
MANCHILD / [drawing of boy seated in field)

Collation: (8 1/4 x 5 1/2 inches), pp. [10] or [12], the
outer leaves (pp. 1-2, 7-8 and 9-1%in the ten page state,
1-2, 9-10and 11-12 in the twelve page state) being sin-
gle sheets, the central leaves (pp. 3-6 in the ten page
state and 3-8 in the twelve page state) being folded
japanese (i.¢., with the free ends bound in and the fold
at the outer edge). The outermost single sheets {pp.
1-2 and pp. 9-10 or 11-12, depending on the state) are
thinner, yellow paper.

Contents: Ten page state: blank, pp. 1-2; poem/draw-
ing cycle, pp. 3-7, blank, pp. 8-10. Twelve page state:
blank, pp. 1-2; photograph, p. 3; blank, p. 4 poem/
drawing cycle, pp. 5-%; blank, pp. 10-12.

Binding: White paper wrappers, the front cover bear-
ing the title. In the ten page state, the back cover
bears the drawing of the dragonfly-boy; in the
twelve page state it is blank. Secured by three wire
staples; spine backed in black cloth tape.



Notes: This printing was offset from reductions of the
first printing, after stock was exhausted. The shorter
state is the earlier. Press run for both states: 50 copies.

12. ““We, as men are afraid...””  June, 1978
[no text on cover: drawing of three youths with grape-
vines by Jean de Bosschere, reproduced from Strato’s
Boyish Muse (London: Fortune Press, 1932)]

Collation: (8 1/2 x 5 1/2 inches), single 8 1/2 x 11 inch
sheet folded once, pp. [4].

Contents: Illustration as above, p. 1; blank, p. 2; un-
titled poem/manifesto beginning “We, as men are
afraid...”, signed by Sidney Smith, p. 3; blank, p. 4.
Notes: Mimeographed on blue paper. Prepared for
free distribution at the 1978 Gay Pride March; also
laid-in in the first edition of Manchild and in Angels.
See “Appearances and Minor Works”, item 7 for a
similar broadside with a manifesto by Lynn Dodge
and drawing by Smith used for the same purpose.
Press run: 500 copies (?).

13. A HANDFUL OF ANGELS June, 1978
[device of boy’s head in two concentric circles] / A
HANDFUL OF ANGELS / BY / SIDNEY
SMITH / First Edition JUNE 1978 / 200 copies /
[address in two lines)

Collation: (11 x 8 1/2 inches), five single sheets, pp.
[10]. The first sheet (pp. 1-2) is coloured bond paper;
the remainder are heavy white art-paper.

Contents: TITLE, p. 1; blank, p. 2; drawings, pp. 3-10.
Binding: Blue, yellow or red cardstock front cover,
lettered: ANGELS: beneath in double box of wide
and narrow rules is drawing of a “leather-angel”.
Originally issued without back cover; later with
white cardstock back cover. Secured with three wire
staples; spine bound in black cloth tape.

Notes: Angels is the third part of a projected trilogy,
part one of which is Metamorphoses (see item 18). The
“leather angel’” on the cover had previously been
used as a Christmas card by Smith; see ““Appearances
and Minor Works”, item 5. Mimeographed at the
Blind Duck Press. Press run: 200 copies.

14. DRAGONFLY 5 October, 1978
[drawing of kneeling boy with sea shell] / Dragonfly

no. 5

Collation: Regular edition: (8 3/8 x 7 inches), [un-
signed, 14], pp. [8]. Special edition: same format, [un-
signed, 1¢], pp. [12]. In the special edition, the outer
leaves (pp. 1-2, 11-12) are brown art paper.

Contents: Regular edition: haiku by D. H. Mader, p. 1,
haiku by Douglas Roome, p. 2; “Japanese Boy”,
poem by Ian Young, p. 3; drawing by Sidney Smith,
p- 4; “‘Boys Into Men"', poem by Pat MacGregor, pp.
5-6; drawing by Sidney Smith, p. 7; poem by Sidney
Smith, p. 8. Special edition: Tipped-in black and
white photograph by D. H. Mader, p. 1; tipped in li-
noleum block print by Sidney Smith, p. 2; haiku by D.
H. Mader, p. 3; haiku by Douglas Roome, p. 4; ““Jap-
anese Boy”, poem by lan Young, p. 5; drawing by
Sidney Smith, p. 6; “Boys Into Men”’, poem by Pat
MacGregor, pp. 7-8; drawing by Sidney Smith, p. 9;
poem by Sidney Smith, p. 10; tipped in colour photo-
,graph by D. H. Mader, p. 11; tipped in black and
white photograph by D. H. Mader, p. 12.

Binding: Cover in blue-grey laid art paper, front
cover bearing title. Secured by two staples.

Notes: Press run: 125 copies (100 regular edition, 25
special edition). Both editions may be found with an
additional set of coloured end-papers. Of the 25 cop-
ies of the special edition, 20 were for sale and 5 were
presented to contributors.

From Evergreen

November, 1978

15. EVERGREEN
EVERGREEN / [drawing of boy with banner]

Collation: (8 1/2 x 7 inches), [unsigned, 1°], pp. [12].
Contents: drawing cycle, pp. 1-12; colophon:
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“EVERGREEN/BY /SIDNEY SMITH / First Edi-
tion NOVEMBER 1978 / 100 Copies™', p. 12 below
drawing.

Binding: Wrappers of same paper as contents, front
cover bearing title, back cover a drawing of boy do-
ing handspring. Secured by two wire staples.

Notes: Copies found on both green and white paper;
both were printed tn the same session, but green cop-
ies issued first. Mimeographed at the Petersbrook
Press. Actual press run: 80 copies.

16. A SMALL BOOK NO. 3  March, 1979
A / SMALL BOOK / [triangle pointed downward) /
BY /7 SIDNEY SMITH

Collation: {4 x 2 3/4 inches), four sheets folded japa-
nese, p. [B] including covers.

Contents: Portrait of boy with wreath on head in
floral border, p. 1 (front cover); blank, p. 2; TITLE,
p. 3; reproduction of photograph by Frederick Rolfe
(*‘Baron Corva™), p. 4 drawing by Sidney Smith, p.
5, reproduction of photograph by Frederick Rolfe, p.
6; drawing by Sidney Smith, p. 7; “Ne. 37, p. 8 (back
cover).

Binding: Qurer sheets form binding, as above. Secured
by two wire staples; spine bound with black cloth
tape.

Notes: Commercially printed, on one side of one sheet
of 8 x 11 paper which was then cut in quarters which
were folded to produce the book. Press run: 50 cop-
ies. Distributed only at the New York Conference of
the North American Man/Boy Love Association,
March, 1979.

17. NAMBLA NEWS No. 2 June, 1979
NAMBLA News / [drawing of boy with banner,
from cover of Evergreen]

Coflation: (11 % 8 1/2 inches), [unsigned, 14], pp. 1, 3-9:
g).

II;SEI'HIEHI’S: “What is NAMBLA?" and “Advice 1o a
Sexuatly Anxious Boy”, p. 1; ““The Importance of a
Unified NAMBLA ™ by Jerry, p. 3; “‘Summary of a
Speech given by J.Z. Eglinton (New York NAMBLA
Conference)”, pp. 4-5; “Matthew, poem by Pat
MacGregor, p. 5; Book review and “Metamor-
ohosis” (re-print of fiction?), p. & *“The Flavor of
Loneliness”, by Pat MacGregor, pp. 7-8; Manifesto
by Lynn Dodge, *‘Summary of a Speech by Bob Bur-
dick (New York Conference)” and lecter, p. 9.
Binding: Blue paper wraps, front cover bearing title,
as above: back cover reproducing an illustration from
Smith’s Angels. Secured by two wire staples.

Notes: Edited by Sidney Smith, Published by the

North American Man/Boy Love Association, Press
run: 200 copies.

18. METAMORPHOSES August, 1979
[ No text appears in the book; the cover bears a manipu-
lated xerox image of a boy’s face]

Collation: (8 x 5 1/2 inches), two single sheets fol-
lowed by five sheets folded japanese followed by two
single sheets, pp. (18], The single sheets (pp. 1-4, 17-
18} vary in colour and texture.

Contents: blank, pp. 1-4;, drawing cycle, pp. 5-15;
blank, pp. 16-18. One copy examined, which was assembled
later than the representative copy described, has the blank
pages 3-4, 17-18 in red construction paper, with the re-
productions of the Rolfe photographs used in A Small
Book No. 3 tipped in on pages 3 and 17.

Binding: White paper wrappers, the front cover bear-
ing the illustration described above, the back cover
blank. Secured by three or four wire staples; spine
bound in white clath tape.

Notes: First part of a projected trilogy; see item 13
above for information. Commercially printed. Press

run: 50 copies.

19. A BOOK December, 1979
[ Cover bears no title; dual image of a boy’s face done by
manipulated xerox)

Coflation: (8 1/8 x 5 1 /2 inches), three single sheets fol-
lowed by five sheets folded japanese followed by two
single sheets, pp. [20]. In the copy examined the
sheets comprising pages 3-4, 19-20 are brown con-
struction paper. Other arrangements of the blank
pages are likely.

Contents: blank, pp. 1-6; collages and manipulated

xerox images, pp. 7-15; manipulated xerox image of
boy's face and colophon: “A / BOOK / BY / SID-

NEY SMITH /100 COPIES™, p. 16; blank, pp. 17-20.
Binding: White paper wrappers, front cover bearing
image as described above, back cover blank. Secured
by three wire staples; spine bound in white cloth
’[EIPE+

Notes: Commercially printed. Press cun: 100 copaes.

20. NAMBLA JOURNAL
NUMBER } March, 1980
NAMBLA JOURNAL/ NUMBER THREE /

[drawing of nude man and boy)

Collation: (11 x 8 1/2 inches), [unsigned, 18], pp. 1-16.
Contents: '*Some Questions and Answers about Man-
Boy Love”’, p. I; “Why is Richard Peluso Still in



Bridgewater?” and "“The Immortality of Boylove™,
poem by “*Antler”, p. 2; *'Letter to Tom O'"Carroll”
by Tom Reeves, p. 3; “NLAM, L.A.?” and two
poems by Pat MacGregor, p. 4; *' A Proposal for Pae-
dophile Groups' by Richard Bishop, p. 5; “The Great
Kiddie Porn Panic of 19777 by Mitzel, pp. 6-8; ““Car-
rent Literature in Child-Adult Sexual Behavior™ by
Gerald Jones, pp. 9-11; “Sucker: A Skit™ by Douglas
Roome, pp. 12-14; three poems, by Bob Burdick,
Jerry and Peter Raymond, p. 14; Book reviews, poem
by Stephen Foster, p. 15; "'In Memoriam™, poem by
“Antler”, p. 16.

Binding: Blue paper wraps, front cover bearing title as
above, back cover with drawing of man’s and boy’s
heads, both by Sidney Smith. Secured with two wire
stapies.

Notes: Edited by Sidney Smith. Drawings by Smith
on covers, pages 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 14, 15, 16. Published
by the North American Man/Boy Love Association.
Press run: 500 copies.

21. DRAGONFLY 6 June, 1980
[portrait of boy in floral frame] / DRAGONFLY

Collation: (5 3/8 x 4 inches), [unsigned, 12], pp. [24].
The outermost sheet (pp. 1-2, 23-24) is a thin bright
vellow paper; the next sheet {pp. 3-4, 21-22) is heavy
tan or dark gold stock; interior pages cream paper.
Contents: blank, pp. 1-2; photograph, p. 3; blank, p. 4;
“A Boy”, peem by Douglas Roome, p. 5; "Five
Poems”’ by Stephen Foster, pp. 6-7; “To a Boy Whe
Kissed Me”’, poem by Albert Collignon, p. §; draw-
ing by Sidney Smith, p. 9; haiku by D. H. Mader and
antitted poem by Richard George-Murray, p. 14; “In
Memoriam™, poem by “Antler”, p. 11; "Poem for
the Realization of the Divine Homosexual Manifes-
tation in Every Human Being..."” by ** Antler”, pp.
12-13; “The Immortality of Boy Love”, poem by
“Antler”, pp. 14-15; “Incunabula #1”, poem by
Sharon Mattlin, pp. 16-17; “Incunabula #9”, poem by
Sharon Mattlin, pp. 18-19; photograph, p. 20; blank,
pp- 21-24.

Binding: Tan or gold cardstock cover, front bearing
title as above, back “No. 6. Secured by two wire

staples.
Notes: Commercially printed. Press run: 500 copies.

MINOR WORKS AND APPEARANCES:
t. Dodeca, Number 2 (New York, N.Y., 1975). A
drawing of an oriental boy illustrates “The Chinese
Boy'', a poem by lan Young; never used elsewhere.
2. Kalos: On Greek Love, Number 1, edited by "].Z.
Eglinton™ {Arlington, Va.*COMITA, 1976). The

Icarus figure from page 3 of Dragonfly No. 2 appears
*COMITIA

.

on the cover. A second issue, also bearing this illus-
tration, was reputedly prepared but never released.
3. Anon poem to youth, by Pat MacGregor (New York:
Blind Duck Press, 1977}. A drawing by Sidney Smith
appears on the front cover. The bock can be found
with both card covers and paper wraps.

4. Ageis { Alliance, Ohio}, April, 1977. The emblem of
the boy’s head in concentric circles from the cover of
Small Book 1 or 11 is reproduced on page 1.

5. Christmas card, December, 1977.51/2 x4 1/8, sin-
gle told card, bearing “leather angel™ later used on
cover of Angels on front and small “*dragonfly-boy™
on back. Commercially printed.

6. Post card, December, 1977. 7 x 5 1/2 inches. Draw-
ing of a Ford Tri-motor flying past the Chrysler
Building, rising out of flood-waters. Commercially
printed.

7. Broadside, ““We are born into a culture of
death...”, June, 1978. 11 x 7 3/4 inches, printed one
side. Text is a mamfesto written by Lynn Dodge (b.
1922}, which originally appeared i Puberty Rights 2,
and later in NAMBLA News. Drawing of boy-man-
dala by Sidney Smith at top previously appeared in
Puberty Rights 2 and Dragonfly 2. Mimeographed on
paper of various colours at Gay Post. Along with
Smith’s ““We, as men are afraid...” {see item 12
above), it was distributed at the 1978 Gay Pride
March in New York, and later Laid-in ¢o the first edi-
tion of Manchild and Angels.

8. Fag Rap, #23-4 Double Issue, Fall 1978 (Boston,
Mass.). Drawings from Angeis ceproduced on pages 1,
4 and 5 of the Supplement.

9. Catalog 16, Elysian Fields Booksellers {Elmhurst,
N.Y., 1979). The cover drawing of Dragonfly 5 is re-
produced on the cover of the catalog, which also lists
many of Smith's works.

10. RFD Fall, 1979(Etland, N.C.)}. Reprints the draw-
ing of two standing figures from Angels, p. 9, without
attribution.

t1. “‘Statement by the North American Man/Boy
Love Association’, June, 1980. 11 x 8 1/2 inches,
printed one side. The drawing from page 3 of
NAMBLA Journal Number 3 appeats in the upper left
corner. Distributed at the New York Gay Pride
March, 29 June, 1980,

12. Liberation, Jeudi, 31 Juiller, 1980 {Paris, France).
Page 20-21, two drawings from Metamorphoses and the
cover of NAMEBLA News Number 2 are used to illus-
trate an article on North American paedophile or-
ganizations.

Editor's Note:
D. H. Mader is a Co-editor of Paidika.



The two standard texts in the field:

LOVING BOYS

Volame One
by Dr. Edward Brongersma

Erotic attraction and sexval relations between adult males and boys is a persistent
phenomenon—it occurs in all known cultures and in all umes. The author, a retired Duich
senator and distinguished jurst, examines “boy-love™ from the perspective of all the social,
culhural and scientific disciplines, drawing on published sources in virtually every Western
European language and his own extensive correspondence and interviews with boy-lovers and
the boys they have loved,

Epoch-making work..—Pim Wiecrsinga in “De Waarheit”, 17 June 1987,

In my humble opinion, this book |s destined to become, and rightly so, the definitive work
on the subject of maniboy love for a long time to come, the new Bible of Greek Love.—Werren
Middleton, Editor of “The Betrayal of Youth”.

~.easily the most informational document on the subject of boy-love.—Den Nichols, Author
of “Toward a Perspective”. k

The author, with his careful, exhuberant and occasionally idealized report of sex between
men and boys, has broken new ground in the one-sided way the sexuality of young people is
viewed ioday—Dr. Lex van Naerssen, in “Haagse Post”, August 1987.

A captivating and often moving book—"0Q.K.", No. 8, July-Aug 1987.

Cloth-bound library edition: ISBN 1.-55741-000-3
Soft-cover student edition: ISBN 1-55741.001-1

Boys on Their Contacts With Men
by Drs. Theo Sandfort

A thoughiful book written for the general reader describing the first rigorously scientific
study ever made on sexually expressed pedophile relationships in which boys who have not
been raumatized by courts, psychiatrists, social workers or police have been able to express
how they actually feft about the men they interacted with and the sexual activities they shared.

..mitst reading for all those interested in the development of sexuality in childhood.~—Dr.
John Money, Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine.

..today's boldest sex research is occurring outside the United States. We are fortunate that
we can rely on Sandfort, and others, I hope, to explore this new frontier.—Charles H.
McCaghy, in “Deviant Behavior”.

In my opinion, no conlemporary book on this subject deserves a stronger endorse-
ment.—Benjamin Rossen, in “Paidika”.

Cloth-bound library edition: ISBN 1-55741-004-6
Soft-cover student edition: ISBN 1-55741-005-4

Global Academic Publishers
80-50 Baxter Avenue (Suite 500), Elmhurst, NY 11373, USA
Europe: P. O. Box 12731, NL-1100 AS Amsterdam, The Netherlands
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BOOK REVIEW

Hubert Kennedy

John Henry Mackay als Mensch
By Friedrich Dobe {Koblenz: Edition Plato, 1987).

paperback, 94 pages, DM 17,80.

Under the pseudenym Sagitta, the German wniter
John Henry Mackay published in the early part of chis
century several writings on man/boy love or, as he
called it, ““the nameless love”. Deeply committed to
his cause, he wrote to his American friend Benjamin
R. Tucker in 1908, "I shall never give up this battle. ™

This was during the trial ot his publisher Bernard ™

Zack on charges of publishing Sagirta’s “immoral™
writings. That process lasted nineteen months and
ended on 6 October 1909 with Zack being fined and
assessed court costs, and the “'immoral’’ writings or-
dered destroyed. All costs were paid by Mackay, of
course, who also wrote to Tucker, “If they had
known who Sagitta was, logically they would have
had to sentence me to prison.”2 We may wish that
Mackay had revealed his identity later, but keeping
the secret of Sagitta at this time had a distinct advan-
tage!

As a result of the trial, however, there were prob-
ably many, at least in homosexual circles, who knew
his identity. The police certainly suspected it, for
they searched his house several times for the Sagitta
books. But they found nothing; since Mackay kepuall
Sagitta material in a room with a separate entrance
that did not appear to be part of his apartment. This 1s
ane of the many facts about Mackay revealed in John
Henry Mackay als Mensch (John Henry Mackay, the
Man} by Mackay’s longtime friend Friedrich Dobe,
which was written in 1944. The manascript is in the
Staatsbibliothek, Berlin (DDR); this is its first publi-
cation. The book sheds light on a part of Mackay's
life that has been rather obscure, not least because of
Mackay's insistence on keeping Sagitta ‘officially’
secret until his death in 1933.

Dobe relates that Mackay considered including
one of his early poems, '"Walter oder: Das Gelage ",
in Sagitta’s collection of poems on the “nameless
love' so as ta make his identity known to his readers.
But the poem was not included and, despite Dobe’s
pleas, Mackay even refused to “‘come out™ as late as
1932 when he published a final volume of memoirs.
Only in his will did he direct that when the Sagitta

books were reprinted they were to bear his true name
and state, "I was SAGITTA. | wrote these books in
the years when people believed my artistic strength
had expired.”’ His “artistic strength” had not ex-
pired, but it must certainly have seemed so when no
new writings appeared under his name, for at the
turn of the century he was already well known as a
poet, novelist, anarchist propagandist, and rediscov-
erer of Max Stirner, the philosopher of egoism.

The son of a Scottish father and German mother,
John Henry Mackay was born on 6 February 1864 in
Grenock, Scotland. Only nineteen months old when
his father, a marine insurance broker, died, Mackay
was taken to Germany by his mother, who later
remarried there, Thus Mackay grew up in Germany,
with German as his mother tongue, although he did
not become naturalized until around 1900, after he
had decided to settle permanently in Berlin, which
was to remain his home until his death on 16 May
1933.

Mackay began publishing in 1885, but instant fame
came to him in 1891 with Die Anarchisten {The Anar-
chists), which had an American edition that same
year and was quickly translated into six other toreign
tanguages. Subtitled “*A Portrait of Civilization at
the Close of the Nineteenth Century”, this was a
work of propaganda in fictionalized form. By the
turn of the century his poems and short stories had
appeared in the leading German literary journalstand
he had also published several volumes of lyric poetry,
anarchist verse, novellas, short stories, and the only
biography of Max Stirner. This activity culminated
in 1901 with the novel Der Schwimmer (The
Swimmer), one of the first literary sports novels.
Then Mackay's mother died the following year, and
he was only brought out of his depression by his de-
termination to champion the cause of the “nameless
love."”’

In 1905 Mackay conceived his project of using his
literary ability to rally other boy-lovers to the cause
with a series of " Books of the Nameless Love . The
first two hooklets appeared in 1906, but he apparently
‘tested the waters'” in early 1905 with four poems in
the Berlin monthly Der Eigene. Begun in 189 as an
anarchist journal that reflected the philosophy of
Max Stirner {“'Der Eigene” : “The Self-owner'” in

*Bernhard
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the meaning given that word by Stirner), Der Eigene
became an apenly homosexual journal from 18%8. As
such it contimied, with occasional interruptions
(mostly due to police interference], into the 1930,
making it the first successful gay journal.

Mackay did not reveal his identity as Sagitta even
to Adolf Brand {1874-1945), publisher of Der Eigene,
although they were personally acquainted. He even
went so far as to have all correspondence as Sagitta
sent to Brand from Dresden in the handwriting of his
friend, the actress Luise Firle {1865-1942). Brand,
however, was able to guess that Mackay was the au-
thor of the poems and, ironically, it was precisely be-
cause of the poem *“Walter oder: Dras Gelage ™, men-
tioned ahove, that he could do this. He first read this
poem, which he immediately recognized was about
boy-love, shortly after receiving the firse Sagitta

em; the stmilarity of the two convinced him.3

Although Dobe did not learn that Mackay was 5a-
gitta until 1914, they became acquainted in April 1905
at an evening gathering at the home of Mackay’s
friend, the well-to-do private scholar Benedict
Friedlinder {1866-1908), where a young medical stu-
dent named Hartwig read a poem about a recent un-
happy love affair with a boy. These evenings, to
which the men could also bring their younger
friends— Dobe compares them to Plato’s Symposium—
continued in other homes during Friedlinder’s severe
illness, a few times at Mackay's, and later in a rented
rcom of a small tavern near Mackay’s house.® Al-
though Mackay was twenty years older than Hart-
wig and Dobe, the three were to become close
friends. Dobe also reveals that the three occasionally
attended sessions of the Wissenschaftlich-humani-
tires Komitee, where Dobe also lectured on various
topics.

The Wissenschaftlich-humanitires Komitee
(WhK, Scientific Humanitarian Commitiee) was
founded by Magnus Hirschfeld (1868-1935) in Berlin
in 1897 and was the leader in the political struggle for
homosexual emancipation. A primary goal of the
WhK was the revision of the anti-homosexual law,
Paragraph 175. To this end a petition was drafted,
sighatures collected, and the petition more than once
(without any political effect) presented to the legisla-
ture. It has been known that Mackay was an early
signer of the petition {giving his address as Zurich,
althouph he was already living in Berlin), but Dobe
furnishes the first evidence that several times he at-
tended sessions of the WhK.

The last session at which Mackay was present was
on 14 Ocrober 1906 at Hirschfeld s house. Friedlinder
was too i1l to attend, but had entrusted Dobe with his

presentation. Head of an “Arbeitsausschuss”™ (advi-
sory committee) of the WhK, Friedtdnder had not
only raised objections to Hirschield's theory of ho-
mosexuality (his so-called Zwischenstufentheorie, or
theory of sexual intermediates}, but also objected 1o
his heading of the finances of the WhK. Unknown to
Friedlinder s friends, Hirschfeld had called for an in-
formal meeting of his supporters the evening before
to prepare their response. The result was that che
four members of the Executive Council attending the
formal meeting together proposed the expansion of
that council and proposed the simultaneous dissolu-
tion of the committee headed by Friedlander. Thes
measure carried (“*almost unanimously™, according
to Hirschfeld’s report),” thus eliminating Friedtind-
er’s influence without even having to name him.

Mackay was outraged at the tactic and rose to
teave in protest, foliowed by his close friends Herbert
Stegemann and Dobe, Hirschfeld diplomatically
tried to stop them, standing before the closed deor,
spreading his arms, and saying, “'My dear Mackay!”
But Mackay, red with anger, replied, “I'll break the
glass in the door, if you don’t let us out!™® According
to Dobe, the three protesters retired to a tavern to
discuss the matter; he gives that hour as the birth of
what Friedlinder later named the Sezession des Wis-
senschaftlich-humanitiren Komitees {Secession of
the Scientific Humanitarian Committee). In fact, the
Sezession was organized with Stegemann as presi-
dent and attracted some members of the original
WhK. But it depended on the support of Friedlinder
and quietly died out after his suicide on 21 June 1908,
following his long and painful illness. Also contribut-
ing to its demise were the public “‘scandals™ of the
so-called Eulenburg affair,® whick also affected
Hirschield's WhK, and the reception of Mackay’s
Sagitta writings.

When his long trial was over in the fall of 1909,
Mackay waiked through the night in the woods near
Berlin. He slowly recovered from his immediate de-
pression and when he returned to the city in the
morning and *‘read in the trusting and pure eyes of
my boy the eternal confirmation of this love, he
found me calm and cheerful as always.” Although
much in the Sagitta writings has been believed to be
autobiographical, this is the only place where he
speaks directly of “my boy"". Dobe assures us that the
Sagitta writings are indeed based on Mackay’s expe-
rience, particularly the novel Fenny Skaller, which he
calls Mackay's “"confession of life and love . He also
describes several of Mackay's boys, especially the
Berlin schoolboy Atti, with whom Mackay fell
deeply in love in the spring of 1916. Acti was a puptl at



the famous Franckesche Stiftungen in Halle; Mackay
met him in Berlin during a school holiday.

Mackay talked of his feelings for Atti with Hart-
wig, often in notes that he left in Hartwig’s mailbox.
When Hartwig emigrated to South America in 1933,
shortly after Mackay’s death, he gave the collection
of notes to Dobe, who quotes several of them. For
example, sometime before Easter in 1916, Mackay
asked Hartwig to find out at which school the boys
wore light brown velvet caps, and shortly after he
wrote:

[ found it—the light brown cap! It is
charming, this brown cap, but much more
charming are the brown eyes ander it, and
the whole boy from which they look out.

If I had not become so terribly mistrust-
ful of every happiness, [ would again hope
to have something once more; but I no longer
dare to rejoice! Still, I did wane to write
you, for you will rejoice a bit with me all
the same. This really is something special!tt

Sometime later he wrote:

And today, when [ was together again
with this bit of happy and cheerful life, [
almost believed that there can be some-
thing like happiness.1?

But alas, Attidid not live up to Mackay’s expecta-
tiens, and in a note that can be dated 12 June 1916,
Mackay wrote to Hartwig:

The last days have left me no more doubt
that, even if he stays and does not leave me
tomorrow, it has not been and will not be
what I hoped for; he, too, is after all a Ber-
lin boy, and they beat us in love [die sind
uns in der Liebe ‘tber’]. Perhaps, if [ ahways
had him with me—but that would also be
more than I could still manage now.

He has been almost my last hope. T will
not let it go, but it also no longer supports
me.

I believe I shall not live much longer. |
feel it this evening more than ever.??

Bucnot all of Mackay’s relationships with boys were
unhappy. He often told Dobe that the struggle with
his sexual orientation as described in Fenny Skaller was
true to life, but he always added, “Because of it T had
to do without much love in my younger years—I'm
making up for it now!"¥

Hartwig and Dobe also often accompanied
Mackay i 1924 during his research for his final Sa-
gitta novel Der Puppenjunge (The Hustler), which is
set in the milieu of the boy prostitutes of Berlin.
Mackay systematically visited all of the "schwule

Kneipen'' (gay bars} of Berlin that advertised in Die
Freundschaft, and during that summer and fall he could
be found every evening in the Marienkasino, treating
the “Pupenjungen’ {Mackay wrote the work with
the spelling “Puppenjunge” only in the title of his
novel)!s to food, beer and cigarettes, and listening to
their stories. Faithfully described, this is the bar
called Adonis-Diele in the novel;!¢ it was later closed
because of the traffic in cocaine there. Dobe also in-
sists that all characters in the novel were actual per-
sons, except the two leading figures, Giinther and
Hermann Graf.

In a brief afterword Kurt Zube, Secretary of the
Mackay Gesellschatt, clarifies and corrects some
statements of Dobe; in particular, he notes that Otto
Hannemann, one of the two executors of Mackay’s
will, was the person mentioned by Dobe as the one
boy of Mackay who remained a friend for life. Des-
pite Dobe's “somewhat slovenly and unrefined
manner of expression”’, Zube notes that nothing was
changed in the manuscript, *for of course it was
meant to give his personal impression of Mackay.”
And that is indeed its value. For students of the period
most of the new information has been pointed out
above, but Dobe's portrait of Macka}' helps bring
him alive for us, and his insight into the situation of
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boy-lovers in the early years of this century will be of
value to anyone interested in the early gay movement
in Berlin. Thus the book may be recommended not
only to fans of Mackay, but also to a wider German-
reading public.

Dobe’s memoir, part of the publication program of
the Mackay Gesellschaft, is a welcome addition to
our knowledge of the writer, the individualist anar-
chist, and especially the boy-lover John Henry
Mackay. Besides Dobe’s manuscript, the Staatsbibli-
othek, Berlin (DDR), also has some 120 postcards and
letters from Mackay to Dobe. They will perhaps shed

further light on this courageous fighter for the
“nameless love™,

Editor’s Note:

Dr. Hubert Kennedy is Professor Emeritus, Providence
College, Providence, Rhode Island, and a member of the
editorial board of Paidika. He is the translator of John
Henry Mackay’s The Hustler (Boston: Alyson,
1985), and author of Anarchist of Love: The Se-
cret Life of John Henry Mackay (New York:
Mackay Society, 1983).

Notes

1. Mackay to Tucker, 11 May
1908; Benjamin R. Tucker Pa-

pers, New York Public Library.
Mackay wrote to Tucker in Eng-
lish, since Tucker did not read
German,

2. Mackay to Tucker, 12 October
1908; BRT Papers, NYPL.

3. See John Henry Mackay, Die
Biicher der namenlosen Liebe von Sa-
gitta, 2 vols. (Berlin: Verlag rosa
Winkel, 1979), 1:491. My transla-
tion here and later.

4. For example: Die Gesellschaft,
Das Magazin fiir die Literatur des In-
und Auslandes, Pan, Jugend, Simpli-
zissimus, Die Zeit {Cﬁ!m‘eﬁ:hisshf
undschau ).

5. For Mackay’s contact with Der
Eigene see Hubert Kennedy, “Das
Geheimnis von Sagitta™, Capn.
Zeitschnift fiir schwule Geschichte 1
(1987), pp. 4-19.

6. It is interesting that Dobe no-
where mentions the Gemein-

schaft der Eigenen (Community
of Self-owners), founded on 1
May 1903 under the leadership of
Adolf Brand. Several men at the
evenings described by Dobe were
also co-founders of the GdE, e.g.,
Benedict Friedlinder, Walther
Heinrich and Wilhelm Jansen.

7. Monatsbericht des Wissenschaft-
lich-humanitdren Komitees 5 (1906),
p- 202.

8. Friedrich Dobe, John Henry
Mackay als Mensch (Koblenz: Edi-
tion Plato, 1987), p. 52.

9. In 1906 and 1907 several advi-
sors of the German emperor were
accused of homosexuality. This
resulted in libel suits that kept the
attention of the public for
months. An excellent account is
in James D. Steakley, “lconog-
raphy of a Scandal: Political Car-
toons ‘of the Eulenburg Affair”,
Studies in Visual Communication 9,
No. 2 (Spring 1983), pp. 20-51.
10. Mackay, Die Biicher der namen-
losen Liebe von Sagitta, 1:48,

11. Dobe, op. cit., p. 71.

12. Ibid., p. 72.

13. Ibid., p. 75.

14. Ibid., p. 65.

15. The euphemistic spelling on
the title page of Der Puppenjunge

. suggests a derivation from “‘Pup-

pe’’ (doll) and ““der Junge” (boy);
but the word is rather derived
from “pupen” (to fart), as is indi-
cated by Mackay’s use of the
spelling ““Pupenjunge”’ through-
out the novel. This word is no
longer used in Germany, where
the ordinary term for a male pros-
titute is now Strichjunge”’.
“Hustler” is the current Ameri-
can term.

19. In fact, there was at that time
an Adonis-Diele in Berlin, which
I incorrectly assumed was the bar
described by Mackay. See the
notes to my translation The
Hustler, by John Henry Mackay
(Boston: Alyson Publications,
1985), p. 294.
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(cf Paidika 6, p.48;
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