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INTERVIEW:
GUNTER SCHMIDT

Dr. Gunter Schmidt is a psychologist, and Professor at the Abteilung
fir Sexualforschung (Division of Sex Research) at the University of
Hamburg, Federal Republic of Germany. He is the co-editor of the
Zeitschrift fiir Sexualforschung. The interview was conducted in English,
in the Library of the Abteilung at Hamburg, during February, 1989, by
the co-editors of Paidika. Dr. Schmidt has been chosen to write the
introduction for the forthcoming special issue of the Journal of Homosex-
uality dealing with paedophilia, which is to appear as Volume 20,

Number 1.



Question: In your introduction to the forthcoming Jour-
nal of Homosexuality special issue on paedophilia, you
refer to paedophilia as “one of the taboo subjects of sex
research.”’ What do you believe is the cause of this tabeo ?

Gunter Schmidt: The mostimportant reason for
this taboo is the cowardice of most sex re-
searchers, and their conformity to the social
norms and moral standards of the societies in
which they live. It was much easier to fight for
homosexual liberation and the understanding of
homosexuality than liberation for sexual minori-
ties that are evenmore under attack. Forme, that
is the most important reason: the adaptation of
most sexclogists, even the most liberal, to the so-
cial norm.

How do you see that this taboo could be broken i order to
bring serious understanding and information about paedo-
philia into the open?

Speaking of sex researchers, I must say that they
have to become more critical with themselves.
They must realize that it is not their first duty to
preserve the social normsand fight for the morals
of their society. When I lock at the development
of sex research all over the world, and especially
in the United States, | am more and more de-
pressed because the way things are developing is
just the other way around. Sexology is becoming
more and more conservative, more and more es-
tablished with che other sciences, more and more
preoccupied with reputation and a sense of de-
cency. If vou look at recent developments you
find a very strong impetus toward biological ex-
planationsof sexual problemsand sexual mateers.
As compared for example with the 1920soreven
the 1970's, sexology and sex researchers have
more and more abstained from sexual-political
questions. There is a reactionary retreat to the
chimera of “pure science’.

Whart pressires are there on sex researchers to make them
conservative?

[ think there are two reasons for this. The first s
that the overall climate with regard to sexuality
and to sexual liberty is becoming harsher. The
second is that sex research is getting more nar-

row-minded in its view of science and research,
so that the only thing which counts is counting,
measuring, a drab positivistic approach to our
very beautiful and colourful field.

Letme add something to the first point, regard-
ing the difficult climate. AIDS is certainly mak-
ing some people more conservative with regard
to sexuality, but I think that at Jeast in the Euro-
pean countries—I cannot judge it for the United
States—AIDS until now has not been the main
driving force behind the sexual backlash. I think
the tssue which is more important here is the de-
bate onsexual violence and sexual power whichis
under way in the United States and Western
countries. It is very lively and exerts great pres-
sure. Thisdebate is very delicate. On the one hand
the feminists are right in showing the researchers
and public alike that a lot of sexual violence and
sexual powerisgoing onallday, and especially all
night. This is a problem that many in positions of
authority, men, sexual researchers and so on,
have closed their eyes to, or have minimized its
importance. But there isanother side to this coin,
a side that is from a sexual political point of view
increasingly serious, and which can have really
repressive effects. In this debate very often the
differentiation of various kinds of sexual power,
of sexual aggression, sexual violence, sado-mas-
ochistic interactions and so on, has been dimin-
ished. All the different expressions of sexual ag-
gression, which according to Robert Stoller are
the essence of the erotic, are looked upen as sex-
ual violence.

In the name of sexual violence you can torbid
almost everything, starting with pornography,
not only really brutal pornography but all por-
nography, for in all pornography there is some
struggle going on between men and women or
men and men or women and women. You can
farbid and attack paedophilia, you canattack and
forbid, yes, in the last instance, heterosexual rela-
tionships, because there is a structural imbalance
of powerbetween men and womenin this society.
This necessary but undifferentiated discussion of
sexual aggression/violence is perhaps not the rea-
son for this sexual backlash, but is its vehicle. Itis
very funny to see that many of our conservative
politicians try to get on thisbandwagon. For ex-

ample, they don’t say any longer, pornography,



or even liberal sex education books for boys and
girls, are bad. They don't say that these are im-
moral, or sinful, they don’t argue on moral
grounds, but they say thar these propagate vio-
lence, these cause hostility to women. The moral
debate more and more becomes a debate on sex-
ual power and sexual violence. Sexual violence
and power are their vehicle to forbid sexuality.

Power Relationships

Now that we have begun talking about power relation-
ships, they were one of the two potential problems in paedo-
phile relationships which you identified in your introduc-
tion. Is there anything essentially different about the power
balances in paedophile relationships than in other relation-

ships?

Ifyoulook at the individual case, youcould come
to the conclusion that there is not. If you look
more abstractly at pacdophile sexuality, then I
think that there is a problem. To make my point
clear let me add the following. My aim is both to
reject asimplicisticapologetic pointof view, and
to abstain from a persecutory point of view.
Rather, my aim is to recognize the structural dif-
ticulties.

Now, regarding power relationships. If an
adult male meets a prepuberal boy—and I am
thinking here of paedophiliaasanadultmananda
prepuberal boy—they have different degrees of
experience and education, and possess different
degrees of power. For this reason the relation-
ship, and paedophile relationships in general, are
defined by structural differences in power. You
ask now, is this different from heterosexual rela-
tionships. If | were a radical feminist I wouldsay,
No. She would say that a relationship betweena
male and a female ismuch more defined by power
than a relationship between a man and boy, be-
cause the relationship between a man and a boy
doesnot cross gender borders. Butlamnotaradi-
cal feminist. For me the power difference be-
tween a boy and a man is greater than the power
difference between male and female. Personally,

that is my view.

Because you define the question of power as a theoretical
difficulty, in the abstract, but not as necessarily a problem

present in actual relationships, it would suggest that the

issueis not the imbalance of power itself, but themisuse of

that imbalance.

Yes, potential misuse of the inequality of power
cannot be used asa general argument againse pae-
dophilia, because power imbalances characterize
many other types of human relationships. But
where there is a greater difference in power in
relationships, almost by definition the chance that
this might be abused is greater. I think this is a
potential problem that we have toseeif welook at
paedophilia. I also know that there are many
paedophile relationships where this power dif-
ferenceisnotabused. Therefore my pleaisthatit
is absolutely uncivilized and unjuse to have a
general law against paedophilia, and paedophile
relationships.

Potential misuse of the inequality of
power cannot be used as a general ar-
gument against paedophilia, because
power imbalances characterize many
other types of human relationships.

[ have seen patients here in our clinic, patients
who wouldn’t have come unless they had a prob-
lem with the law, who were living ina pacdophile
relationship which was satisfying and good
for both parties. 1 often saw good relationships,
what [ call nurturing relationships. These were
mostly with boys who came from a disastrous
family background. They were emotionally, in-
tellectually and affectionally hungry, neglected,
you know, and this nurturing, extremely nurtu-
ring—I think it is a very good term that John De-
Cecco used in his Paidika interview—that these
enormously nurturing relationships have a posi-
tive, even healing effect because the boys were
getting all the things they could not get at home.
But what I personally doubt is that the boys in
such relationships need the sexual partof such re-
lationships. I believe that they could easily renun-
ciate this, and that they participate in the sexual
relationship as a gift to the adult because they
know it is so important for him. Is it impoertant,



this part of the relationship, the genital sexual re-
lationship, is this part of what the boy needs?

Even if it is not needed, is there any indication that the
sexwal part of the relationship is in any way damaging?

[ think that if it happens without force, without
violence, and if the boundaries, the wishes of the
boy are respected, then not. I think that sexual
relationships withadults, if they are free of force,
not only physical force but also psychological
force, they are not damaging to the boys. That'’s
my observation.

If the boy is in a love relationship, emotionally
dependentbecause he is getting somuch from the
man, somuch nurturing, love and aifection, then
think it is difficult for him tosay, “Q.K_, 1 wantall
the other things but not sex.” He might chink, sub-
consciously, ‘I should give it, because he is so un-
happy if he doesn’t get sex’. To put it in hetero-
sexual terms, you can think of a woman who has
notunfolded her sexuality, whois quite inhibited
sexually, whohas ahusband whomsshe loves very
much. She might accept intercourse, not because
of what she wishes; she might participateinasex-
ual relationship because he likes it so much, not
because she likes it. And I wonder whether in
many cases in a paedophile relationship it is not
the same way. I think perhaps there might be a
taboo about this in pacdophile relationships, be-
cause neither party speaks about it.

My plea is that it is absolutely uncivi-
lized and unjust to have a general law
against paedophilia, and paedophile
relationships.

Ibelieve thatin many cases the boy participates
in sex without really wanting it, but you never
cansayitis that way inevery case. ButI think that
in the typical case, it there are typical cases, the
interestinsexuality isnot the same intheboyasin
the man, I mean specifically in genital sexuality.
Thisdoesn’cmean thatboyshave nosexualinter-
ests. They have indeed. They masturbate aloneor
with their peers, with little gicls they are voyeur-
istic and exhibitionistic. But for genital relation-

ships I suspectthatitismore the manthatisinter-
ested.

Is this specifically aproblem of paedophile relationships, or
human relationships in general where one partmer is the
nurturer and the other person is the nurtured?

I agree. However, in paedophile relationships as
we have described them up to now, it is almosta
must because of the structure, a man and a boy.
Certainly a man can give a lot of encouragement
that the boy needs. But I agree that this structure
of dependence is a pattern in many relationships,
the one giving and the other taking. L have never
found, for example, inheterosexual couples, that
these kinds of relationships are the happiest ones.
But it was in many cases something they could
live with, though there is a lot of conflict when
there is this pattern.

If you see this in paedophile relationships, do you also see

the possibility of correcting it within the relationship?

This pattern is so difficult to change therapeuti-
cally in adult heterosexual couples that I think it
would be even more difficult to change in paedo-
phile relationships. It is interesting, though, to
look at the long term perspective with paedophile
relationships. In many cases vou see that the pat-
tern changes, that the sexual relationship stops;
the boy is no longer attractive as a sexual partner
because he has become an adolescent or an aduit.
In many cases you see that he and the pacdophile
still have a very good relationship as friends after
having separated as sexual partners. Then there
might be equality.

However, we can look at the power problem
from another point of view, for this power rela-
tionship is more complicated than we have dis-
cussed it up to now. It contains a special feature,
and that is the following: many boys know that
what is going on between the adult and the boy is
not legal, it is forbidden. This knowledge some-
timesis a power position for the boy. Ithink we all
know of cases where a boy isusing this against his
paedophile lover. At least for many of our pa-
tients thisis abig problem. They are very anxious
that after an argument or separating—oreven af-
ter 2 one night stand—that the boy could use this



against him. Sometimes this has brought disas-
trous consequences for the paedophiles.

Consent

The trend of this discussion indicates that you believe that
there is the possibility of consent by the younger partnerina
paedophile relationship. What de you see as constituting

consent from the child: full foreknowledge of everything
that might take place, or simple consent, the ability to say
o’ and to walk out?

That is a typical American question.

Because it is a typical American objection to paedophilia
that the child cannot consent!

Certainly not consent in the sense of formal in-
formed consent. Nobody can ask that a paedo-
phile give a boy a written statement of whathe is
going to do with him, and that twenty percentof
the time there is this consequence and ten percent
thatconsequence! No, I think thatif the boyisfree
from psychological and physical compulsion, free
to say no without bad consequences, he canexer-
cise consent.

I think that sexual relationships with
adults, if they are free of force, not
only physical force but also psycho-
logical... are not damaging to the

boys. That is my observation.

You earlier suggested that the child might think 'If I say
no, then love which I find nurturing might be withdrawn .’
Is that in your mind compulsion, or are you speaking very
literally of physical threats, or compulsion in terms of fear
of immediate physical consequences?

No, previously Imeant the boy may feel some sort
of responsibility, and obligation, to his partner;
some sort of nurturing from the boy’s side should
be giveninexchange. But thatisnotcompulsion.

You do not see that as eliminating the possibility of con-
sent? Because the boy feels that obligation, it does not

mean that he is no longer able to say no?

If you were todefine compulsionso broadly, then
I think that perhaps you would come to the con-
clusion that paedophile relationships should be
impossible.

There are large numbers of law-makers and police who do
come to that conclusion. That is why we are asking...

That is not my opinion. Because what is happen-
ing between the partnersin a sexual relationship
is so emotional and so difficult, the relationship
has complications and contlicts that are so com-
plex that you cannot marchin withlegal thinking
and make things clear.

Child Sexuality

In the introduction to the special fssue of the Journal ot
Homosexuality, you quote Sandor Ferenczi anddiscuss
his views. Oneof the statements you make is that, accord-
ing to Ferenczi, thereis "'a fundamental difference between
adults’ and younger children’s sexuality.”’ You also cite
him regarding the “disparity between the child’s tender
erotic wishes and the aduit s passionate desires,”’ and quote
him saying that "'children do not crave genital sex. ” How
accurate are these characterizations? What research is
there which supports these statements?

I will answer that in a minute, but [ want to ask
you a question first. What research supportsadif-
ferent point of view?

Wedon't know much research that supports either point of
view. Ferencziis putting forwarda supposition, bus there
is no support either for or against his supposition.

I cannat prove it, but [ have the impression from
talking with men who had a relationship with an
adult in their childhood, that a genital relation-
ship with the adult was not their fundamental
choice. They do have sexual interests, they want
to cuddle, but [ do not think they desire oral or
manual sex or petting to orgasm.

Some of the information that there is, for instance Theo
Sandfort’s research in regard to what goes ont sexually
within paedophile relationships, indicates that only a mi-



nority involved anal sex and that oral sex was practiced in
two-thirds. In his research, the most frequent activity was
cuddling, and masturbation. You are defining masturba-
tion as a genital sex act...

It clearly is. I agree, this is an open question,
whether Ferencziiscorrect. I thinkitisimportant
to think about it, to do research about it. If you
say, ‘T know thatboys at age eight, ten, six like to
play with their genitals, many of themare able to
experience some sort of orgasm, certainly erec-
tion’, I think that this is much more playtul, than
inadults who experience orgasmasejaculation, a
fulfillment. I think we have to look at whether
there are not really differences in their desires.

But the problem is still more complicated, for
we canask if paedophiles perhaps have adifferent
sexuality from non-paedophiles, from homosex-
uals or heterosexuals. Is their sexuality much
mote like that of children, more in this sense of
non-genital. | think nobody knows, and this
would be very interesting research.

Still another complication is whether we must
look at this question differently when we are
speaking of homosexual paedophiliz or hetero-
sexual paedophilia. I very clearly doubt that it s
in the interest of the hittle pre-puberal girl be-
tween four and eight or ten years old to have a
sexual relation with an adult. [ cannot imagine

that it is in her interest,
Ultimately I think that the question is not

whether a boy participates in a genital relation-
ship with an adult. The question is rather if he
could easily renunciate this form of sexuality in
their relationship. That’s the question that is in-
teresting.

“Treatment’’ of Paedophiles
John Money cites the Division for Sex Research here at
Hamburg as a pioneer in 1566 in the use of anti-androgens

as “therapy’’ for paedophiles. Is the Division stifl engaged

in using them?
No.

Can you tell us why they ceased?

Ie is true chat this Division was in tavour of treat-

ing sex offenders with anti-androgens. We
changed this policy early, and we seeitinquite an
opposite way to John Money. According to our
view, the use of anti-androgens only isjustified in
spectal cases of sex offenders, for very short time
periods, to be able to get the psychotherapeutic
contact begun. They have serious side effects, on
the bones and liver. Apart from these situations,
in the last fifteen years no anti-androgens have
been used in our institution.

This Institute has, since the mid-seventies, a
history of attacking crude, so-called treatments
of sex offenders, including paedophiles, and even
homosexuals. For example, there was an opera-
tien in which special parts of the hypothalmus
were destroyed by an electric current, by putting
anelectric wire into the brain. This wasdone in 75
cases over a few years, in West Germany. We
opposed this operation and finally won the battle
against this barbaric so-called therapy. We have
been the first, and among scientists and sex re-
searchers, the most radical in fighting the new
prenatal hormonal view of the etiology of sexual-
ity, in view of the potential consequences, when
these theories were put forward by psychohor-
monal researchers.

My point of view is much moreradical
than lowering the age of consent... I
think we shouldn’t look at ages atall.

We do have a lot of contact with people who
arein prisonbecause of sexual offences, including
paedophiles. We work with them psychothera-
peutically, but not in the sense of changing their
sexual orientation. I think that no one is able to
change a fixed sexual orientation because it be-
longs to his personality, it is part of him, and one
would be eliminating partof oneself, eliminating
the personality, killing important parts of the
soul. Rather, in treatment, we work with them to
be able to better come to terms with their special
sexual orientation and to help them not be in con-
flict with the law. [ think that every treatment
thathas inmind changing paraphilic orientations,
as Money calls them, that is, directions of sexual-
ity, 1s itadequate and will not be successtul.



Do you have any comments on the issue of medical ethics
that is involved in the use of these therapies, particularly on
people who are imprisoned?

That was a big issue in the stereotaxic brain
surgery discussion. They said people had con-
sented, who were sitting in prison, with a sen-
tence for, say, the next ten, fifteen or twenty
years. They couldnotmake afree decision tohave
an operation of this kind under these circumstan-
ces. The men they did these operations on were so
eager to get out of the prison that you could have
sold them anything.

You know thatin Germany until the end of the
1970°s many many so-called sex offenders have
been castrated. It's barbaric, an attack on the
health and the physical integrity of the man. Med-
ical doctorsdid it, and I must admait that our Insti-
tute inearlier times was infavour of castrationin
special cases, too, and I think that was a big mis-
take,

Decriminalization of Paedophilia

You end your introduction to the Journal of Homose x-
uality fsswe by calling for “decriminalization” for paedo-
philia. How does your view differ from lowering the age of
consent?

[ aminfavour of lowering of the age of consent. In
Germany, the age of consentissixteen forhetero-
sexuals; for homosexuals it is eighteen. This is
more a protection of teenagers from their sexual-
ity, than a protection of teenagers. It ““pro-
tects’'~—I use this in quotations!—it is even in-
tended to protect teenagers from their sexuality,
and not from seduction or such.

You would favour the lowering of the age of consent to the .

age of puberty then? Why set it there?

The lower the age the better, but each cut-oft
point is a crazy thing, because twelve year old
boysdiffer somuch that asimple age line doesnot
make sense.

My point of view is much more radical than
lowering the age of consent. It is hard for me to
formulate because l am not a lawyer, but I think
we shouldn’t look at ages atall. If the law is to be

iy

sensible, it has to examine the equations of power,
and whether there is damage. If you have laws
that have this in mind, youdon’t need age of con-
sent limits, and you don’t need special laws
against paedophilia even for smaller children
below puberty. Instead, you have to look at indi-
vidual cases if they come to court.

We should abandon age of consent
limits. We should change the law so
that the only thing that counts is the
misuse or the abuse of power.

What are your reasons for calling for decriminalization?

There is an ethical reason and a practical reason.
The ethical reason is that] thinkitis unjust, short-
sighted, and damaging to people to make the age
difference the only legal criterion upon which to
judge a sexual relationship. There is an adulk,
there isa boy; the adult has to go toprison and he is
punished: no discussion! { know it is a little bit
more nuanced than that in our courts, but not tco
much more. We should abandon age of consent
limits. We should change the law so that the only
thing that counts is the misuse or the abuse of
power. That should be the criteria, whether it is
with a child or an adult.

There is also a practical reason. We have alot
of people with sexual problems, who come to us
to get counseling and help. Many people who
would never have chosen to go 1o a psychothera-
pist or 2 medical doctor or a psychologist, come
here because of conflicts with the authorities, as,
for example, a case of exhibitionism. They are
absolutely not dangerous. That includes paedo-
philes, not only paedophiles who are living in
close relationships, but paedophiles who are able
only to express themselves, forexample, by exhi-
bitionism, showing themselves to girls or boys.
This is simply not dangerous. It is absolutely
harmless. If they have had the right sexual educa-
tion, the kids mostly laugh. Most of them are not
very interested.

Justyesterday Thad aman here who once again
was sentenced to eight months without proba-



tion, and the only thing that he did was show his
penis in front of boys between ten and fifteen.
Usually the boys were disinterested, orsaid "Why
don’t you go away.’ Some of the boys tried to get
in contact with him, and then he ran away, be-
cause that was not the way he wanted it! This
man, up to now—he’s almost fifty—has been in
prison for six years for these very harmless
things—six years in prison, and he now is sen-
tenced again without probation! I think this is a
scandal! This is a scandal that is brought about by
these unjust and crazy laws. That is the practical
reason why [ am in favour of dropping these laws.

When you advocate decriminalization, you are doing so
absolutely, not proposing that paedophilia is a disease that

tnust be “‘treated”’ under compulsion?

No, treatmentby compulsion is amedical fiction.

No reasonable psychotherapist would attempt
that, because he knows that if he wants to change
a person the way the person does not want, the
patient is stronger than the therapist. It’s a good
thing that it’s that way, too.

There are paedophiles who have somany inner
conflicts that they need psychotherapy. Some-
times it is helpful for them to understand more,
that they reach an understanding why they are
more attracted by children than, for example,
adolescent boys or adultmales. But paedophiliais
one of the sexual variations which is very often
ego-syntonic, that is, not a sickness.

If paedophilia were decriminalized, you would see a pur-

pose for laws which would continve to protect against coer-
cion and force?

Yes, tor everyone equally.
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BOY LOVE IN THE URDU GHAZAL

Tariq Rahman

Urduis the official language of Pakistan, and in
India, where itis spoken by about 30 million Mus-
lims, itisalsounderstood by speakers of Hindi. In
fact, the greatest difference between Hindi and
Urduis that of script, the former being written in
Sanskrit characters and the latter in Arabic char-
acters. Urdu developed out of a dialect of Hindi
when a large number of soldiers in the Muslim
armies in India started to use it to communicate
with each other. When later Muslims began to
write literature in Urdu, they used the Arabic
script and borrowed words from Arabic, Persian
and, to a lesser extent, Turkish, which has led to
further differentiation from Hindi.

The ghazal is a verse form which originated in
Persia. The word ghazalliterally means talking to
the beloved.! Thus, like the sonnet, the ghazal is
both a lyric poem and, basically, a love poem,
though like the sonnet it may deal with other
themes. Inmedieval Persia the great Muslim mys-
tic poets—Rumi, Hafiz Shirazi, Sa’adi, Farid Ud
Din Attar and Jami—began using it for mystic
utterance.? The ghazal is characierized by its
fragmentariness, evety couplet being a semantic
unity and not necessarily connected with the
other coupletsin theme. Indeed, unlike the sonnet
or English lyric poetry, the unity of the ghazal is
not thematic but purely structural, a regular pat-
tern of thyming couplets in the same meter.

In addition to love, other themes in the ghazal
are erotic desire, fate and mysticism. All these
themes are expressed through fixed symbols and
stylistic devices. One of these conventions re-
quires that both the lover and the beloved in the
ghazal, whether God or ahuman being, always be
referred to by masculine pronouns. This conven-
tional formula enables the ghazal to be read on two
planes, the spiritual and the secular. In this con-
vention, God is referred to as mahbub-e-hagigi, or

the realbeloved, and the human being as mahbub-e-
majazi, or the metaphorical beloved, reflecting
the contentionof Islamic mysticism thatonly God
is real. The physical union of the lover and the
beloved can here be read as a metaphor for the
union of the poet’s soul with an immanent deity.
Only if the poet’s interest is distinctly prurient
can interpretation on the level of mysticism be
ruled out.

Further ambiguity and richness is created by
the fact thatmany couplets, although they are in-
terpreted as referring to a human being, do not
make it clear whether the beloved is a boy or a
woman. Other coupletsdo containa reference to
an exclusively masculine or feminine physical at-
tribute {such as the down on the cheeks of pubes-
cent boys or a woman’s breasts), to masculine
items of dress or weapons (such as turbans or
swords), to a social behaviour or character trait
which is regarded as exclusively masculine (such
as wanderingin the market, or bloodthirstyness),
or even, in a small number of cases, the name of
the beloved. In these cases, the sex of the beloved
can be clearly established; however, the conven-
tion requires that even where some indisputably
feminine attribute of body or dress is mentioned,
the grammatical forms must still be masculine:
“his braids”, “‘his breasts™"!

As Muslim civilization spread in India the gha-
zal came to be written in Urdu in the Deccan as
wellasin the urban centresof northernIndia.? All
of the imagery and conventions governing the
Persian ghazal were imported for the Urdughazal,
including the use of the masculine gender in all
cases. Because of this some apologists have be-
littled the importance of the theme of boy-levein
the Urdu ghazal, arguing that it merely expresses
a convention, and not the true intent of the

pec [s.



The History of Criticism

One reason for this was that there was little
informed criticism on the ghazal until the begin-
ning of the twentieth century. The few antholo-
gies and brief biographical notes (catled tazkaras)
which existed did, however, mention poets’ love
affairs with boys and also quoted paederastic
couplets. However, the common reader had no
access to these sources, and university courses in
Urdu literature have shied away from erotic as-
pects of the work. This prudery, to which the ig-
norance of this aspect of Urdu literature can be
attributed, began in the late nineteenth century
and has become increasingly strong. It arose in
part from the Muslim middle class response to
British attitudes, which tended to dismiss Persian
and Urdu literature as perverted and licentious.
Muslim apologists felt called upon to deny
chargesof perversion by atleast claiming that the
ghazal wasonly poetry witha convention of using
the masculine pronoun for the beloved, but was
not really aboutboys. Another factor in the denial
and denunciation of the erotic aspects of Urdu
literature was the rise of religious puritanism in

the wake of the preaching of Adbul Wahab in
Saudi Arabia, and Shah Waliullah and Shah is-
mail in India. This engendered a belief that the
Muslims had lost their Indian empire because they
had lost themselvesinsensuality.? Subsequent de-
velopments in the criticism of the ghazel must be
understood in the light of these developments.
Shibli Nomani, an indian scholar, has given de-
tailed attention to the development of the theme
of boy-love in Persian poetry. He cites Abu Hilal
Askari’s book Kitab ul Awail to support his asser-
tion that the Arabs were uninitiated in paederasty
unrtil they conquered Persia and took handsome
beardless youths as their prisoners.5 Because the
Arabsoldiers were away from women they fell in
love with their prisoners, and amrad parasti (which
I have translated as “‘boy love™) started.® After
giving this simplistic explanation, Nomani goes
on to add that Turkish boys were captured later
and were much in demand for their beauty. Be-
cause of this the word “Turk’ came to be used for
the beloved, whether a boy or a woman, in both
Persian and Urdu poetry. An example of thisisa
coupletof Abul Ma’li Razi, a minor Persian poet,

who Nomani quotes:

YaRubeenbaccha Turkaan chebutanund ke

hust
Dida murdum nazzara uzeeshan choo bahar.

{O God, how lovely are these Turkish
boys—
To see them gladdens, as the coming of
spring)

Nomanialso explains the military imagery of the
ghazal on the theory that these youths were sol-
diers and actually carried swords and bows and
arrows, and fought in real battles.? Having pro-
vided this information, Nomani fulminates
against amorous and erotic references to boys in
Persian literature, and paederasty in general.

Abdul Haleem Sharar, another critic of Urdu
literature, explains the emergence of the theme
of boy-love as follows:

[n those days there were numerous
cathedrals of the Christians in Syria,
Asia Minor, Iraq and Armenia, with
large monasteries attached to them.
Here lived, along with the monks, hand-
some youths... Before long these youths
began to figure as the beloveds of the
poets... [t was at this time that Persian
poetry began. Hence the beloved of Per-
sian poets came to be this monastic
yotith 8

This not only explains the use of the mascuiine
pronoun for the beloved and the description of
boyish beauty in the ghazal, but also, as Muham-
mad Sadiq notes, “"how words like kalisa {eccle-
sia), dair (monastery), pir-e-mughan (the old man ot
the tavern), and mugh bacha (the Magian boy) en-
tered the Persian poetic tradition, and were later
imported into Urdu.™

With all thishistorical background, one would
have thought it difficult to deny the significance
of the theme of boy-love in the ghazal. However,
Altaf Hussain Hali, a moralist and prude, was at
pains todo so. He dismisses this theme as based on
a “misunderstanding’ and not reality.’ He goes
on to prescribe that poetry should be purged of
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such themes and the references to the beloved
should not reveal the sex, Although he was re-
futed by some critics, notably Andalib Shadani, !
many others followed his lead and glossed over
paederastic references in the works of Mir Taqi
Mir (1724-1810 C.E.) and other important poets.
In a major article, Shadani provided couplets
from Mir’s six collections of verse to establish
that he was sexually interested in boys.%? In
another article he also suggested that Mirza Asad-
ullah Khan Ghalib (1797-1869 C.E.}, the greatest
poetof Urdu, also wrote his ghazafas ithis beloved
was a boy. ¥ In Pakistan two critics, Shamim Rizvi
and Saleem Akhtar, have also written about Mir’s
predilection for boys. Shamim argues that Mir
first fell in love with a woman but, since this love
affair was frustrated, he turned to boys.* Saleem
Akhtar agrees with this and calls Mir 'sinterest in
boys “a kind of defence mechanism™.15 He also
adds thatsince loving boys wasnotregarded asan
abnormality or amental illness in Mir’s Delhi cul-
ture, this taste would have been viewed as nor-
mal.

Since the rise of sexual prudery, there have
been apologies for the ghazal. One such apology
was made by the poet Firaq Gaurakhpuri, whos
said tohave beena paederast himself. Firaq wrote
a book on amorous poetry in Urdu in which he
referred to Edward Carpenter’s Love’s Coming of
Age (1896}, in support of his theory that homosex-
uality isa reaction to the suppression of masculine
traits in women.!® Needless to say, Firaq's theory
did not explain much, nor was he as influential as
Carpenter had been in England.

The literature 1 have mentioned so far is avail-
able only in Urdu. In English, except for the ref-
erences in Sadiq’s book, nothing of importance
was available unti] C.M. Naim published hisarti-
cle on paederasty in pre-modern Urdu poetry.?
This article is not only informative, but also pro-
vides an interesting comparison of the themes of
the ghazal with those of the English ‘Uranian’
poets between 1870 and 1930.*® Another distinc-
tive feature is that Naim is the only eritic who has
not condemned homosexual desire. Itis only fair
to add that one reason for including polemics
against paederasty in studies of poetry dealing
with such themes is fear of public opinion in Pa-
kistan and, to a lesser extent, [ndia. Thus these

polemicsare notalwaystobe taken at face value.

Whatismore interesting about the Urdu criti-
cism is how often the critics use words and con-
cepts borrowed from the West. For instance, they
begin with the contemporary Westernconcept of
homosexuality, in which, by definition, the lover
and the beloved are both adults. However, the
ghazal tests on the assumption that the lover is a
man (mard), whereas the beloved is a boy {amrad).
The boy belongs, by cultural definitions, to the
category of women: those who take the penis in
the arifices of their body. When these modern
critics write about men’s love for boys in the gha-
zal, they use the term ham fins parasti, which is a
direct translation of homosexuality, and not am-
rad parasti, which is what they are really discuss-
ing, They are generally unaware that the concept
of “homosexuality " could refer to various forms
of sexual relationships between males, and that
the self-images of Western homosexuals are
quite different from those of boy-lovers (amrad
parastan) in pre-modern Pakistan and India. In
fact, these critics respond to the legacy of colo-
nialism by borrowing Western terms without
realizing that the assumptions which they carry
are not a part of the Indian Muslim cultural tradi-
tion.

The aim of this article is first to describe the
underlying assumptions in the indian Muslim cul-
ture which define the homosexuality one finds in
the ghazal. Second, it will refate the theme of boy-
love to some of the distinctive conventions and

themes of the ghazal.

Assumptions about Boy-love in Indian Mus-
lim Culture

There is considerable evidence to suggest that
in Muslim India beauciful boys, like women, were
seen as legitimate objects of male desire. Accord-

ing to Sa’adi,

There was a certain youth of exquisite
beauty, to whom his tutor, through
frailty of human nature, became so at-
tached that he would be frequently re-
citing these words...”

[t was certainly seenas “frailty " of humannature



not to abstain from sexual acts outside the institu-
tion of polygamous marriage. Bat thatmade boy-
love without sexual acts merely a “frailty”’, and
while sexual acts withboys were regarded assin-
ful, they were not seen as abnormal in the way
they are now in the West. Paederasty was ex-
plained not with reference to having a different
nature fromordinary men, butin termsof having
aninordinately lustful disposition, or just a differ-
ent taste. This meant that men who loved boys
were neither doubtful about their masculinity,
nor of their mental health. This self~image and
the assumptions which go with it were also found
i Arab, Persian and Turkish Muoshim cultueres.

In these cultures there is a stigma actached to
passivity, to taking the female role in sexual acts.
For anadult male thisis considered inappropriate
behaviour, while itisappropriate for women and
immature males, who are in the social category of
“notmen’’. Poetry mentions kissing and embrac-
ing, and hints at anal intercourse, and pornogra-
phicimages show boys performing fellatio. These
are regarded as passive acts, since the criteria of
passivity isreceiving the penis, or playing the role
of the woman.? The ghazal is written from the
man’s point of view: the man, who is always the
lover, the wooer, the pursuer, who proudly de-
clares his desire for the object of hislove, who for
their part remains honourable only so long as he
or she remains chaste.

The common myth in Pakistan explaining the
desire to take passive or feminine roleshabitually,
even after growing up, is simplistic. It is believed
that sperm which goes into the anus causes the
rectum to itch painfully until more spermistaken
in. Thus passive homosexuals, catamites, eunuchs
and women who have had anal intercourse crave
it all their lives. 2t

There is no significant body of literature in
Urdu concerning mutual sexual relationships be-
tween fully grown men, as there is in Western
languages. Nor is there any literature expressing
a fully grown man’s desire to see or handle the
genitals of handsome youths, to be anally pene-
trated, or to commit fellatio, as ‘gay’ men are
shown doing in Western novels. (In Pakistani
pornography not men but boys, youths and
women take the penis in their mouths. ) There is,
however, a facetious kind of poetry called rekhs,

which was developed in the decadent society of
nineteenth century Lucknow by Sadat Yar Khan,
Insha Allah Khan Insha, Mirza Ali Beg Nazneen2
and Jan Sahib, among others. In this poetry we
find the nearestequivalent to thathomosexuality
in which men are interested in each other, or in
which some profess to feel like women:

Aesi jawan randi ae Nazneen na lo tum
le jac ga tumhara shohar use vra kar

(Do not choose such a lovely whore O Naz-
neen,
For then your husband will elepe with her)

These couplets were mostly meant as frivolous
and comic entertainment. The ghezal, on the
other hand, could express frivolity, but was also
for serious and tender themes. Whereas the rekhti
isunknown except tospecialists, the ghazalis well
known and its assumptions were those of Paki-
stani and Indian Muslims towards sex, as well as
to many other subjects.

Boy-love in Indian Muslim Culture

In the Indian Muslim society in which the Urdu
ghazal was born, women were segregated and
took the veil (burga). Inmost middle class patriar-
chal families girls were not supposed to come be-
fore men, even cousins, unveiled after the age of
twelve, and sometimesevenearlier. However, as
many accounts indicate, men did fall in love with
women despite these cultural prohibitions. Most
men, however, loved courtesans (randi} or boys
(amrad, or invulgar language, launda®), or, atleast,
mentioned them in their verses as beloveds.

Indian history records the infatuation of Zahir-

uddin Muhammad Babar {1482-1530 C.E.}, the
first Mughal ruler of India, for a boy called Baba-
ti.#* Earlier, King Muizuddin Kaikobad (ruled
1286-1289 C.E.), a grandson of Ghias Uddin Bal-
ban, had brokenhis vow to abstain fromdrinking
and debauchery upon hearing Persian poetry
from a boy whose beauty has been described in
several lines by Zia Uddin Barni, the author of
Tarikh-e-Firoz Shahi.® Mystics too were not ex-
empt from this temptation, and Sarmad, whose
real name was Muhammad Saced, fell in love



T —————— e ——

with *‘a Hindu boy called Abhe Chand’ % when
he came to Thatta in Sind (now in Pakistan) from
Isfahan, He gave up wearing clothes, and was
executed by the Mughal King Aurangzeb Alam-
gir {ruled 1658-1707 C.E.) on a charge of heresy.
In che reign of the same king, who isknown for his
stringent puritanism, Maulana Muhammad Ak-
ram Ghanimat wrote his famous Masnaws Nafrang-
e-Ishq, which is about the love affair between his
patron’s son and a boy called Shahid.” This book
formed part of the education of a Muslim gentle-
man, along with Sa’adi’s Gulfstan and Bostan, in
which there are many stories aboutmen falling in
love with beardless youths {called sada rau, which
literally means clean or plain faced).

Urdu literature began todevelopin the Deccan
after the fourteenth century. However, it is
Shamsuddin Valiullah {1667-1741 C.E.), known
as Vali, whois the greatestname in Deccan poet-
ry. Vali, in common with some other Deccan
poets, mentions boys by name as his beloveds in
some couplets. For instance:

Garche sub khoob ro hain khoob Vali
Qatl karti hai Meerza ki ada

(Although all pretty-faced boysare wonder-
ful

The coqueiry and beauty of Meerza have
smitten me.)

The conventions of the Urdu ghazal, which had
been developed by this time, did not encourage
narration of actual love affairs, especially as the
ghazal was not a narrative form. However, in
Delhi, between 1730 and 1830 the ghazal did deal
with boys and paederasty as much as with other
forms of love. The most overt references to boys
are found in the works of Mir Taqi Mir (1724-1810
C.E.), Najmuddin Shah Mubarak Abru (1692-
1747 C.E.), and certain minor poets, selections
from whose works may be found in one of the
several tazkaras (anthologies with anecdotes and
biographical notes). Without reading the tazka-
ras, it isimpossible to understand either Urdu poet-
ry or the social life of Indian Muslims.

In those couplets in which the beloved is unam-
biguously identified asaboy, the tone is generally
less high-minded than when the beloved is an

ideal being of ambiguous gender. For instance,
although Abru tries to give boy-love a Platonic
guise of piety in the following couplet,

Jo launda cher kar randi ke chahe
Vo koi aashiq nahin hai bul havis hai

(He who leaves the boy and loves the whore
He is no lover but only a man of lust.}

it is also Abru who says,

Jo launda pak hai so khuar hai cagre ke tain
aajiz

Vuhi raja hai Dilli men jo aashiq ke tale par
jae

{The boy who is chaste is persecuted by those

who are strong.
He iskingin Delhi who lies below the lover.)

This kind of ruthless honesty israrely found in the
rest of the ghazal, where strict adherence to con-
vention precludes realistic description of the so-
cial situation. These couplets about boy-love,
therefore, deviate from the rest of the ghazal in
giving us some idea of the function of this form of
love in a society which forbade women from
meeting men openly, yet tacitly allowed men to
make love tocatamitesor “‘boysof the bazaar ™, as
Mir calls them in his biography.?

The tazkaras—Khush Marka Zeba, by Saadat
Khan Nasir; Makhzan-e-Nikat, by Qaim Chand-
puri; Tabgat-e-Shu’ara, by Quratullah Shauvq; Gul-
shan-e-Be Khar, by Nawab Muhammad Mustafa
Khan Shefta—contain anecdotal biographical
accounts.? Saadat Khan Nasir (died between
1857 and 1881 C.E.) seems to have been especially
interested in boy-love {(which he always refers to
as amrad parasti), and is a mine of information
about poets wholoved boys. He mentions the love
affairsof Sheikh Nasikh (died 1838 C.E.), anemi-
nent poet of Lucknow, of Shaiq and Shuja’at, and
Maulvi Muhammad Baksh and Mukarram Ali

Khan.
According to Nasir, Nasikh loved a beautiful

boy whose name was Meerzai. One day when
Meerzai sent his servant to ask for some money
from Nasikh, the latter sent the money with the



following Persian couplet;

Che parva uz zar o dinar dari
ke dar ul zarb dar shalvar dari

(What do you care about gold and money
When you have a treasury in your trou-
sers])¥

After Nasikh's death Meerzai inherited his prop-
erty.

Syhaiq was the nom de plume of Lala Siva Ram,
a Hindu poet of Urdu, who loved a beautiful
Brahmin boy whose real name was Banke Bahari
but who, being a poet himself, called himselt Shu-
ja'at. As Nasikh also loved Shuja’at, Shaiq
warned the boy about meeting his rival:

Zanahar us ke dam men Shuja’at na aiye
Nasikh ko sunte hain ke bara launde baz hai

(Do not come in his trap O Shuja’at:
About Nasikh we hear he is a great boy-
fucker.)?

The love affair of Maulvi and Mukarram,
which began when the latter was a boy, is not
described. Nasir merely comments that when the
Maulvi sehib died, Mukarram “‘completed the
days of iddat™ % that is, the period of riteal mourn-
ing and abstention from sex which Muslim wives
observe when their husbands die.

Nasir also mentions that Shaikh Karamat Ali
Azhar, Mir Salim Askari, Shah Mazhar Haq As-
shaq, Syed Agha Hasan Amanat, Mir U] Islam
Mantazir, and Fidvi Lahori, who were all minor
poetsabout whom little isknown, were boy-lov-
ers. One such poet, Qamruddin Ahmad Khan, is
said to have boasted about his ability to seduce

boys:

Lootion men shuhra afaq hoon
baccha bazi men nehait taq hoon

(I am world famous among sodomites—
In seducing boys I am a great expert.}*

Another poet, Syed Agha Hasan Amanat, is said
to have composed a poem, or collection of poems,

which were sung and recited by very pretty boys.
Nasir claims to have attended these recitals and,
after describing the beauty of the boys with great
relish, he gives his opinion that thousands became
sodomites and catamites only because they went
to these recitals and saw these boys and heard the
verse Amanat had written.®

The author of Makhzan-e-Nikat, Qaim Chand-
puri(1722-1794), does not refer to such mattersin
his tazkara—he does in verse—but he does write
that Fazal Ali Dana, a minor poet, was in Jove
with a boy called Suleiman.3 The poet Abdul Hai
Tabaan was himself noted for possessing the
boyish beauty of a typical beloved, and indeed
was the beloved of the poet Mirza Mazhar Jan-e-
Janan (1700-1781),%, and probably of Mir too. In
fact, Mir Hasan suggests that “many people had
become poets only to gain access to him,” and
adds that Tabaan himself loved a boy called Su-
laiman.¥ Tabaan, like Vali and some of his other
contemporaries, mentioned this beloved by
name:

Sulaimankyahuajo tu nazaraatanahinmujh

ko

meri aankhon men teri tasveer phirti hai

(Whathashappened, Suiaiman, thatI donot
see you!
Your image always dwells in my eyes.)

Even some mystics understood and apparently
tolerated love for boys, though there is no evi-
dence tosuggest that they approved ot its physical
manifestations. Mir writes in his autobiography
that Syed Aman Ullah, a mystic, once fell in love
with a boy:

Syed Aman Ullahonce went to the Juma
Bazaar, There he saw a boy of pleasing
countenance, who was thesonof aseller
of dyes. At once he lost his heart to the
boy, so that even walking became diffi-
cult, After the evening prayers, with his
hand on the shoulder of a slave for sup-
port, he went to his spiritual guide.

The spiritual guide, Ali Muttagi, who was Mir’s
father, recited a Persian couplet about the nor-



malcy of falling in love with the boys of the ba-
zaar, and told his disciple to wait for the “desired
person’ in his house. After a week, according to
Mir, the boy came to Ali Muttaqi, who called
Aman Ulah and allowed him to embrace the
boy.® The boy is said to have become a mystic
himself.

The claims of the mystics that their love for
boys was spiritual notwithstanding, Sa’di re-
marked,

Gardhe nashnenund ba khush pisar

ke ma pakbaz o ahle nazar

{(People sit with a beautiful boy
And claim to be chaste and have mystic in-

sight')

However, no matter what the relations of the in-
dividual mystics and their boy disciples were—
not all of them would have had desire, nor would
all have been chaste and platonic—these facts do
provide evidence that society did accept that
men, even pious men, could conceive a virtuous,
or erotic, affection for beautiful boys. Less reli-
gious men, of course, did love boys sexually, and
Mir himself regrets the passing away of his Delhi
where lovers would “love the beautiful ones,
praise them, and spend time with them.”™

The Muragqa-e-Dilli, amemoir of Delhi written
by Dargah Quli Khan, a nobleman from the Dec-
can who stayed there from 1738 te 1741, makes it
clear that boy-love was an institution in Delhi at
that time. The original text is in Persian, but ex-
cerpts are available in both Urdu and English.#
According to Dargah Quli Khan, some of the
great nobles had seraglios of boys. One of them
was Azam Khan, who wanted to procure asmany
beautiful boysaspossible. Another was Wazir Ul
Mulk, who gave the office of Procurer of Cata-
mites to a man called Meeran, who was himself
from the aristocracy of Delhi. Meeran sent his
spies far and wide in search of boys. When found,
the boys would be purchased for Wazir Ul Mulk,
sometimes for hundreds of thousands of rupees.
His palace was a sort of “paradise” of beautiful
boys. Another of the famous boy-lovers was
named Meerza Munnoo. Abouthim Dargah Quli
Khan writes:
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Many aristocrats learn the art of loving
boys from him, and are proud to be his
pupils ...And any beautiful boy who is
not associated with him can hardly be

called a beauty...

He also writes about various dancing boys of
Delhi, among them Sabza, Zamurrad, and
Hainga Amrad. Hainga's dancing is described as
being able to mesmerize his spectators.

The voluptuaries of Delhi seem to have consid-
ered both boys and women as legitimate objects
of their lust. Dargah Quli Khan reports:

Generally beardless youths act as be-
loveds, but some people prefer women
and seck them out. This is not difficult,
for there are many such girls and

women. ..
and

When people come to the annual com-
memoration of the death of Meerza Mu-
sharraf, they bring ¢ither an adolescent
girl or a beardless boy. 4

The attitudes fostered in this society toward
boy-love and prostitution linger on to this day.
Boysdonotdance any more in Delhi, though they
do dance as Lakhtaye (dancing boys) in Peshawar.
Ahmad Faraz, a contemporary Pakistani poet, has
written a poem in Urdu about them, suggesting
that their dance is symbolic of their exploitation,
as they dance for long hours for almost ne pay,
oftendying young. The idea thataman could love
boys as well as women is still a part of the South
Asian Muslim mindset, and Josh Malih Abadi,
writing when prudery is on the rise in twentieth
century Pakistan, declares proudly in his autobi-
ography that he has loved two boys and sixteen
women.* Twilight in Delhi, a novel written in En-
glish in 1940 by Ahmed Ali, about life in contem-
porary Delhi, also illustrates the persistence of
these attitudes. One character in the novel,
Asghar, is the beloved of men when he is an ado-
lescent boy.

He had just to cast his glance and there



were many who would have given their
lives to do his bidding. At the leastsign
from him they would have done any-
thing. Then he was the bestower of fa-
vours, there he was the loved one and
not the lover.®

In the Muslim University of Aligarh, as well as
in other all-male institutions, it was (and still is)
fashionable to speak of good-looking boys as men
speak of women. An example of this sort of con-
versation is found in the biography of novelist

E.M. Forster, who was the private secretary of

the Maharajah of Dewas (senior}in 1921, Forster,
who wanted to make love toaboy called Kanaya,
was teased by a courtier called Malarac. On the
advice of the Maharajah, Forster retorted by ac-
cusing Malarao of jealousy, and this raillery be-
came a part of the life at the court. However, the
Maharajahbegped Forster to “donothing that sa-
voured of passivity: a rumour of that would be
harmful. ™

This attitude is changing slowly in Pakistan as
the assumptionson which itisbased are changing
inresponse 1o Westerninfluences. Butitisnotthe
liberal thinking of the West which is influencing
Pakistanis, but the idea that all forms of homo-
sexuality are pathological.

The Ideal Boy-Beloved

Certain physical characteristics which distin-

ish him from other boys and from men are at-
tributed to the boy whois the beloved of men.% In
common with the boy-beloved in Arab and Pet-
sian literature, he is given many feminine attri-
butes, without being effeminate or epicene. Ina
general survey, Maarten Schild comments:

The mystic Ibn Arabi (1165-1245 C.E.)
contended that without the similaricy
between boys and women, boys would
be attractive to none. When the face of
the boy began to become overgrown
and no longer was softand feminine, at-
traction and love disappeared immedi-
ately.%

Thelight down on an adolescentboy’sfaceiscon-
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sidered attractive, whereas the black hair of the
beard is not. This is a perennial theme in both
Arabic and Persian literature, The poet Sa’adi
says tn Gulistan,

Sadiadmires the downof youth, and not
hairs like packing needles. Whether you
allow your beard to remain, or pull it
out, still the season of youth will pass
away.¥ |

In the Urdu ghazal, the absence of facial hair,

called khat or sabza (“greenery ™), is also the most
important attribute of the beloved. While Sa’adi

had made the growth of the beard a metaphor for
mutability, this couplet from Abru is obviously
about physical pleasure:

Sabza-c-khat nahin hai jis lub par
us ke bose men kutch sawad nahin

(If the light down is not present on a lip
then its kiss does not give any pleasure.)

Mir, who is always superlative in his praise of

boys’ beauty, says,

Tera rukh-e-mukhattat Quran hai hamara
bosa bhi len to kya hai, iman hai hamara

{Your face with down on it is our holy Qu-

rall.
So what if we kiss it: it is our faith!)

Since the down is called sabza(*‘greenery”), there
is much ingenious metaphorical verse on this
theme. The cheeks, which are fair, are compared
to flame, and the facial hair gives a green edge to
the bright flame. This does decrease the beauty
somewhat, butin order tomake the point thatitis
still very great, the poet Zaugq praises the beloved
even now:

Khat tere shola-e-rukahsar pe hai mojis-e-

husn
varna ho sabze bhala aag pur kyun kar paida

(The down of your flame-like cheek is a sign
of beauty,
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Or else how can greenery grow on fire?)

And Ghalib writes in a similar vein,

Sabza-e-khat se tera kakul-e-surkash na

daba
ye zamurrad bht harif-e-dam-e-Afi na hua

(The greenery of your down doesnoteclipse

your beauty;
This emerald could not rival that serpent.}

The beloved may still continue tobe as indifferent
to the lover as he was before, as Mir laments,

Khat aa gaya pur us ka taghafal na kum hua
qasid mera kharab phire hai javab ko

(The beard has grown but his indifference
has not decreased.
My messenger still waits unsuccessfully for

the reply.)

However, as Sauda writes, most boys would lose
their lovers, who will not find them as attractive

as they used to:

Khat ke ate hi chale aksar ghulami se nikal
banda parvar dekhie aage hunuz aghaz hai

(With the coming of your beard, many of
your lovers broke the bonds of their slavery.
This is only the beginning, O Master—think
what the future holds!)

And Mir again,

Khat moon pe aye janaankhoobi pe jaande ga

nachar ashigon ko rukhsat ke paan de ga

(When the beard darkens your face you will
learn how virtuous your lovers were;
Helpless, you will have to give betelleavesto

your lovers as tokens of farewell.)

Beardlessness is the most essential feature of
the beloved’s beauty, and one which adolescent

boys share with women. The boy-beloveds are
notmen, but they are notchildren either. Ghazals

have been written about boysof twelve, and four-
teen seems to have been a favourite age for both
boysand girls, for othersaswell as Mir, the author
of this couplet:

Us mah-echardeh ki doori ne
do hi din men kiya halal hamen

(Separation from that moon of fourteen
years

in only two days killed me with pining.)

Sometimes the beloved is referred to as a child
(baccha, tifl, and naunhal, which means baby), asin
this couplet of Atish:

Zahid fareefta hain mere naunehal ke
aashiq buzurg log hain us khord saal ke

(Ascetics are infatuated with my baby;
Reverend old gentlemen are lovers of that
young one.)

Itshould, however, be keptinmind thatexagger-
ation is a part of the ghazal, and there is no evi-
dence to suppose that the beloved was a small
child. Generally he was between fourteen and
twenty yearsof age. However, youth was consid-
ered sexually appealing, and rich old men often
married girls of fourteen or younger. Thus it is
not remarkable that the poets should represent
the beloved as a pubescent boy or girl.

There are other physical features which the
ideal beloved should possess which are shared be-
tween women and boys. Forinstance, the beloved
should have a pretty face, the lips should be full
and the mouth small, the eyeslarge and beautifui,
the hair abundant and dark, the waist narrow and
the skin fair and smooth. Nonetheless, the poet
Abrufindsan olive-skinned {or in Urdu, “wheat-
complexioned”) boy attractive also:

Jab ke aesa ho gundmi launda
tub gunah gar kyun na ho Adam

(When there is such a wheat-complexioned
catamite,

Why then should not a son of Adam commit
sin?)



*Muhammad (cf.p.11)
e

Arab poets expatiated upon the erotic appeal of
rounded buttocks, but the Urdu ghazal rarely re-
fers to them. In decadent Lucknow, however,
women's breasts, buttocks and vaginas were
praised in poetry called sarapa sukhan.®

The beloved was supposed to behave in a cer-
tain manner, which was a mixture of coyness,
mischievousness and coquetry. Abru wrote a
poem of 250 verses, which indicates the nature of
this behaviour.® The poem, which hasbeen men-
tioned by' Mohammed Sadiq in passing, and dis-
cussed by Naim in detail 5 is about the poet’s en-
counter with a beautiful boy in Delhi. Abru in-
structs the boy on how to behave like a ma-
shug—the ideal beloved. In addition to instruct-
ing him to use make-up and to be careful abouthis
dress, he also tellshim to *‘be coy and playful, abit
flircatious, but not overly so. At moments he
should be considerate, at other times neglect-
ful.”’s! The most important part of the advice is
about giving up the role of the beloved ata certain

age. To quote Naim,

When the down should begin to appear
on his cheeks, the boy should not shave
in the beginning, for thatis the spring of
beauty. Solongas the beard remains soft
the boy should continue his affairs as be-
fore. When it gets tough, he should
shave both mornings and evenings. Fi-
nally, when the bloom is all gone and his
lovers begin to lose interest, the boy
should give up the ways of a mashug...5

This is exactly how the boy-beloveds of the
Urdu ghazal do behave, as the following section
will illustrate. However, before we go on to the
drama of boy-love in Urdu poetry, it should be
recalled that the ghazal does not describe actual
love affatrs in which boys and men may have be-
haveddifferently, butis the expressionofa highly
stylised poetic convention. Even so, the refer-
ences to boys are more realistic—and to that de-
gree different from the rest of the ghazal—than
the references to an ideal androgynous or divine
beloved, towhich we shall come later. Letusnow
look at the behaviour of the boy-beloved in the

ghazal.

The Drama of Boy-love in Urdu Poetry

The drama of boy-love was to be seen in many
places—the bazaars of the city, schools, the
courts of the nobles, the meeting places of the
poets, and, of course, in the taverns. Mir, Maz-
moon and Mir Soz, respectively, write:

Tifle-e-tahe baazar ka aashiq hoon main
dil faroshi koi mujh se seekh jae

(I am the lover of the boy from the bazaar!
People should learn the art of falling in love
from me!}

Mae kade men go sarasar fail-e-na magool

hai

madrase men dekha to vahan bh: fail o ma-

fool hai

(In the tavern what is done is totally inde-

cent.
Butin the school—there too was the “doer™
and the “done-ta’"!)

Gaye ghar se jo hum apne savere
Salamullah Khan ke dere
Vahan dekhe kai tifl-e-pari ro

Are re rel are re re! are rel

(One day when [ went early in the morning
to the house of Salam Ullah Khan

I saw many fairy-faced boys.®
O Vow! O Vow! Vow!)

The poet-lovers, like Abru, proudly declare
that they are susceptible to boyish beauty and are
attracted to boys:

Zabashum ko nehait shauqhaiamrad parasti
jahan javen vahan ik adh ko hum taak rakhte

hain

(So 1 am fond of loving boys...
Wherever I go there are one or two whom |

admire. )

The boys, however, are indifferent to the lovers,
as Payam laments:



2{]—-

Dilli ke kuj kalah larkon ne

kaam usshaq ka tamam kiya*

(The wayward, insouciant boys of Delhi
Have ‘destroyed’ the lovers who are smitten

with them.)

The lovers know that falling in love with boys
will not bring them happiness, for boys are unre-
sponsive, fickle and cruel. But, despite their bet-
ter judgment, they cannot help being ensnared by
the irresistible beauty of their beloveds. Mir, Be-
dum, and Hairat tell the sad story:

Rafta rafta ye tifl-e-khush zahir
fitna-e-rozgar hote hain

{By and by these pretty boys
prove to be menaces to one’s livelihood.)

Jafa o jor us afghan pisar ki kya kahiye
vafa ke kaam men un ne buhut qusoor

kiya

(What's left to say about the cruelty and in-
difference of that Afghan boy?
As for fidelity in love, he has sinned a lot.)

Saada rocon kadilamehr omuhabbatpenaja
mun pe deven ge tujhe saaf javab aakhir kar

(Oheart! Donot trust to the affection and the
kindness of the beardless!

They will refuse you their favours to your
very face.)

The boy's attitude is not merely a personal re-
sponse, but reflects the social value that a boy or
woman was respected only for chastity, and for
being unresponsive to the approaches of men.
Those who yielded 1o their lovers found them-
selves reduced to the social status of prostitutes,

evenif they did not actually indulge insexual acts.
Such boys could, however, flirt withmen and act

like the professional mashug Abru wrote about. Be
Jaan and Mir write of them,

Us Brahmin pisar ne sari raat
ek bose ko hum ko tarsaya

( That Brahmin boy the whole night threugh

Kept me pining for just one kiss. )

Larke Jahan Abad ke ¢k shahr karte naaz
aa jaate hain baghl men ishara jahan kiya

(The boys of Jahan Abad act hard-to-get all
over town,

But make a gesture and they come to your
arms.}

Mir despairs of ever winning the favours of the
boysof Delhi. They even tease the religious schol-

AlS.

Aesa himugh bachon men aana haijo Shaikh

Ji
to ja rahe hain jubba-o-dustar aaj kul

(If this is how you will keep coming among
the Magian boys, O Sheikh,
One day your cap and gown of learning will

disappear!)

And Mir knows that the boy, being such a tease,
will probably make a kite out of his letter:

Hum nahin likhte iss liye us ko shokh buhut
hai vo larka

khat ko kaghaz bazi karke bao ka rukh bat-
lave ga

(1 will not write him—he is very mischie-
vous, that boy!
He willmake my letter into a paper toturn o

the wind.)

Yet, as Mir tells himself, the competition remains
intense:
Aek khoobro ke peeche sau sau talabgar
phirte thay
larke Dilli ke tere hathon kub aae Mir

(Hundreds of lovers in quest of each beauti-

ful boy!
The boys of Delht can never come into your

hands, Mir.)

These elusive beloveds do not dress modestly.



In fact, they dress up in tight clothes and let loose
their abundant long hair in order to attract men.

Mir again observes:

Kya pahnava khush aata hai in larke chispa

poshon ka
mondhe chusse hain, choli phansi hai terhi

terhi kalahen hain

(How the form-fitting clothing of these boys

suits them—
It hugs their shoulders and torse tightly, and
their caps are set at a rakish angle.)

Khol kar baal ye sada ro larke
Khalq ka kyun vabal lete hain

(Letting their hair loose—these beardless
boys—
Why do they take the curses of the people?)

Some, like prostitutes, are greedy and bestow
their favours only on the rich. Abru and Taaban™

Cormmnent:

Rakkhe koi iss tarha ke lalchi ko kis tarah

bahla
chalijati hai farmaish kabhoo velakabhoo ye

fa

(How can one please such a greedy one:
He always says: bring this; bring that now!)

Lalchi aese ke jis pas zar ki bu
ja thaeren pahle to peeche ho jo kuch un par
ho

{So greedy, that if there is a smell of gold
They go and stay with him—and whatever

happens, happens.

Generally the ghazal deals with romantic pas-
sion but the couplets about boy-love also express
opportunistic sexual desire, without tenderness
or romantic idealization, as in these examples by
Mur:

Bosa le kar sarak gaya main
kuch kaho kam apne kam se hai

( After taking a kiss [ slipped away;

Whatever you say, my self-interest comes

first.)

Khencha baghal men main ne jo mast pa ke
raat

kaehne laga ke aap ko bhi ub nasha hua

(When [, finding him drunk last night, drew
him into my arms, -

He said, “‘So you too have become intoxi-
cated now. ")

There are also satirical poems on catamites in
which indecent words, which are not used in the
ghazal, did appear. One of these poems, called
“Hijv-e-ptangbaz"’{The satire of the kite-flyer),
was written by Qaim Chandpuri. Like the tradi-
tional boy-beloved, the kite-flyer teases his lov-

Crs.

Apna aashiq hai jis ko pata
unglion pur use nachata hai

(Whoever he discovers to be his lover,
He makes a puppet of the poor love-stricken

fellow. )

Howevee, thisboy who fools hislovers and teases
them is also sexually promiscuous:

Ye bhi ik taur ka khilari hai

her khilari ne iss ki .... hai

{He too is a kind of player,
For every other player has ... }

These are the kind of boys about whom Arzoo

wrote:

Laundon ka jo taraona dekho to ye kaho
randi bhi kya hove gi nazzara ....

(When you see the way boys walk conceit-
edly,

Not even prostitutes would show ... )%

The ghazal normally does not despise the be-
loved in this manner, nor does it usually identify

*Tabaan (cf. p.15)
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himor her. Couplets aboutboys deviate from this
convention of the ghazal, and are more realistic to
the extent that they portray actual behaviour,
make negative value judgements about it, and
identify actual persons. Names are rarely used,
though references to family profession, religion,
ethnic group and caste arc common, as in these
examples by Be Jaan and Kabir:

Khara shikan nigah firangi pisar ki aa
sangeen ki tarah meri chaati pe sil gai

(The stone-breaking glance of the English
boy today

Like a dagger penectrated deep into my
breast.)

Vo Rohile ka pisar jab se gaya aankh lara
tab se nahin soojhta juz nala-o-faghan mujh

ko

(Since that son of Rohila has gone afterlook-
ing Into my cyes,

I can’t think of anything except crying and
complaining. )

In Mir, whose six collections of verse mention
boys many times, there are references to almost
all classes, professions, and the major religions of
Delhi, whose boys the poet professes to have
loved or desired.”

Such concrete references, as I have indicated,
are the exception rather than the rule in the gha-
zal. Inmost couplets—they constitute the bulk of
the ghazal—the beloved is addressed as dost or yar
(friend), but (idol), or kaftr (pagan), and is of am-
biguous sex. These couplets belong 1o the realm
of high romance or mysticism. The attachment of
a man to a boy, a woman, or to God can be ex-
pressed with varying degrees of passion, piety,
jealousy and ecstasy. All these are also part of the
drama which unfolds itself in the Urdu ghazal.

Mysticism and the Conventions of the Ghazal

The ghazal is a bridge between the world of
eroticism and romance and that of mysticism and
philosophy. Some of the ideas which animated the

Islamic mystics of the eleventh century C.E. de-
rived from the Greeks.® Thus it is possible that
the idea that love for boys is intrinsically more
noble than that for women, expressed in Plato’s
Phaedrus and the Symposium, could have influenced
the Muslim sufia{mystics).”® However, thereisno
conclusive evidence for this, althoughitisknown
that the diction of the suffa was influenced by the
Neoplatonic “Theology of Aristotle”, and that
Platonic idealism and the Neoplatonic doctrine of
emanation did influence the evolution of sufism. %

An important development from these doc-
trines was the mystic theory of Wahdat ul wujud
{unity of being). According to this theory, phe-
nomenal existence ismerely amanifestation of an
underlying divine reality. When taken toitslogi-
cal exereme, this theory dismissed the world as
illusory, and, as in Vedantic monism, the distinc-
tion between object and subject ceased to exist.

Whadat ul Wujudis associated with Ibnal-Arabi
(1165-1240 C.E.), an Arab born in Murcia
(Spain), and a great mystic philosopher. He also
called himself the disciple of al-Khadir (the green
man) or al-Khidr (the green).s! Al-Khidr is iden-
tified with the servant of God and the gunide of
Moses in the Quranic verse (xviii: 59-81). He is
also taken as the mystic guide to the esoteric and
real (haqigi ot batini) knowledge which the mystics
desired. Although Henry Corban translates
Khidr as ““the Eternal Youth,'®2he is referred to
as an immortal old man, called Khwaja Khizar in
Utdu, in the ghazal. It could not, therefore, be this
figure which contributed to the use of the symbol
of the youth for divine Beauty m this form of po-
elry.
I-I,:'I;n al-Arabi’s valuation of mahabbah (love)
rather than ma’ifah (thought) as the summit of
mysticism could, arguably, have led to a similar
valuation in Persian mystic poetry, especially
since Ruzbehan Bagli Shirazi {d. 1209 C.E.), one
of the precursors of Hafiz’s ghazal, was his con-
temporary. But Ibn al-Arabi’s symbol for divine
Beauty in hisbook Tarjaman ul Ashwag(The inter-
preter of longings) is the figure of a young girl
called Nizam *Ayn ash-Shams, whom he met in
Mecca in 1201 C.E. How this symbol changed
into that of a youth can only be conjectured. The
explanation offered by Muhammad Sadiq 1s as
follows:

** Beqli in Paidika 12:22, note 6, and elsewhere



According to the mystics, God is the liv-
ing principle of the universe and has re-
vealed Himself to man in human beauty.
Hence, the mystic who sought union
with God was taught to use human
beauty as a stepping stone towards the
perception of divine beauty. To this ef-
fect love was necessary; but as the love
of women was likely to sidetrack the
seeker after God into sensuality, the
mystics preferred to see divine beauty in
youths, in order to avoid sexual compli-
cations incident to the love of women.
These young men who were deemed to
incarnate divine beauty were called
mazhars or manifestations of divine
beaury.5

However, Sadiq does not explain where the idea
that God had “revealed Himself toman inhuman
beauty’’ came from in the first place. It probably
owed itsorigin to a traditionin circulation among
some sufia and considered Apostolicby many. Ac-
cording to this tradition, attributed to the tradi-
tionist Hammad ibn Salama (d. 774 C.E.), God
revealed Himself to the Prophet of Islam in hu-
man form {(of a youth) in a vision.® This tradition
is also referred to in the Akhbar al-Ashigin of Ruz-

behan Baqli, who was one of the shapers of the %

Persian ghazal. The tradition itself is not consid-
ered authentic by many traditionists because it
was first told in a sufi establishment in Ubaddanon
the Persian Gulf, and because the philosophy of
the Quran, as traditionally interpreted, is anti-i-
conographic as well as anti-anthropomorphic.
However, according to Ibn al-Dayba (d. 1537
C.E.), it was commen among sufi circles during
his lifetime.® In other words, this tradition,
whether apocryphal or authentic, wasin circula-
tion in sufi circles roughly from 774 C.E. (when
Hammad first told it) until at least 1537 C.E.
(when al-Dayba died). This was the period when
the Persian ghazal developed its poetic conven-
tions, and some of the mystics developed theideas
mentioned by Sadiq above. There is, therefore,
the possibility that in cheir search for a symbolic
representation of God in poetry the sufre found
this image congenial, especially because in their
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view the image of a woman could suggest sensual-
ity.

Some of these conventions have been men-
tioned in passing, but they cannow be given more
attention. We have seen how the realistic cou-
plets of the Urdu poets about boy-beloveds dwelt
on their indifference. Thisisalso the most impor-
tant convention of the mystic ghazal. Like the boys
of Mir’s Delhi, the divine Beloved is unobtain-
able; being God Himself, he is beyond human
reach. A similar convention operatesin the ghazal
about women, where the woman is either a
woman in purdah (behind the veil), or a prostitute,
Inthe former case she isunobtainable to her lover;
in the latter case she is obtainable, but could
hardly be expected to form a lasting and ulti-
mately satisfying relationship withany one of her
lovers. This makes the ghezala poetry of yearning
rather than of fulfillment.

‘Themes of separation (firaq) and union {visal)
are major motifs of the ghazal. Since separation
was anintegral part of love when the beloved was
God, the sufi poets celebrate the union which will
come with death. In the terminology of mystic
poetry urs (marriage) is used for a sufi saint’s
death, and the celebration of the anniversary of
his death is called marriage {urs). Earthly life is
considered a burden or an imprisonment, as in

these verses of Mir Dard and Bulleh Shah:

Joon sharar hai hasti be bood yaan
bare hum bhi apni bari bhar chale

(Like a spark, our life is without real Being

here;
Atlast we [meaning ‘'] too have completed

our turn here.)

Shara kahe Shah Mansoor noonsuliutte cha-
riya s

ishq kahe tusaan changa keeta bue yar de va-
ria si

(The Law of Islam said: **Remember! We

crucified Shah Mansoor!”
Love replied: “You did well, for you pushed
him into the door of the Beloved! ")

The mystics give an asexual, spiritual interpre-

*Beqli in Paidika 12:22, note 6, and elsewhere



tation to the love of human beings. They did not
write about women, and when they appear to be
writing about boys as the beloved, they would
insist upon a spiritual interpretation of the emo-
tion. Khwaja Mir Dard (1719-1785 C.E.), a
famous mystic ghazal poet of Delhi, says the fol-
lowing about love:

Ishg-e-majaziis not the same thing as car-
nal passion, This kind of majaz does not
lead to the apprehension of reality. The
only right type of ishg-e-majaziis the love
of one’s pir [spiritual guide] which leads
one to God.¥

Thislove of the spiritual guide could be expressed
in the imagery of human love in the ghazal. Amo-
rousand erotic allusions and images were conven-
tional metaphors for mystic absorption of the self
in the object of love. This anuihilation of the self
was to be accomplished in three stages: annihila-
tion in the being of the spiritual guide (Fana-fil-
shaikh}; annihilation in the being of Muhammad
the Prophet of [slam ( Fana-fii-Rasool); and annihi-
lation in the Being of God (Fana-fil-Hagq). This
concept of love influences the ghazal so that it be-
comes anti-individualistic and self-effacing
rather than self-fulfilling.

Love occupies an important place in the ghazal
since it is also the antithesis of the law (shariat).
This concept of love was probably introduced by
Rabiah Basri (died 801 C.E.), a female saint of
Basrahinlraq, who “formulated the Sufiideal of a
love of God that was disinterested, without hope
for paradise and without fear of Hell.”'% This
idea, as we have seen, wassupported by Ibnal-A-
rabi and his followers. Gradually the idea that the
theologian followed the way of the law and the
mystic poet the path of love emerged, with the
added implication that the former was merely
ritualistic and therefore insincere. This “path of
love™ was also called tarigat, and some mystics
used it in the sense of following the spirit of [slam
rather than the letter alone. Others included
practices which are considered forbidden by reli-
gious scholars and even by other mystics.

In the ghazal there is much antagonism to the
strict follower of the letter of the shariat ( Zahid,

Maulvi and Sheikh), and he is made fun of and
abused. All thisis done because the follower of the
shariat disapproves of drinking wine and love.
Since the mystics also used wine as ametaphor for
the intoxicating quality of God’s love, this tradi-
tion too is capable of different interpretations. It
can either mean forgetting all earthly interests
out of love of God, or it can mean the drinking of
alcohol. The cupbearer (saki) is a beautiful boy,
though in sufi symbolism he stands for the spiritual
guide, or indeed for any source of spiritual fulfili-
ment such as the Prophet of [slam. However, in
cases where the mystic interpretation seems un-
likely, the cupbearer may be a woman or a boy,
though, as with the beloved, the saki is always re-
ferred to by the masculine pronoun, and in fact is
sometimes identical with the beloved.

Very often the poet complains about the rival
(ghair, rageeb or dushman), who is favoured by the
beloved. This can be interpreted mystically,
though in most cases such an interpretation does
not fit the facts. Asmentioned earlier, it was often
the situation that boy-beloveds and courtesans
could favour the poet’s rich rivals, and give cause
for complaint.

The ghazalismelancholic, since its conventions
donotallow it toexpress the happinessof finding
love reciprocated. The imagery of boy-love ises-
pecially suited for this, for the boy can hardly live
in union with the lover forever. In mystic terms,
union comes after death and life remains the state
of longing for the beloved, the Friend who never
comes. E.M. Forster, possibly on account of his
own frustrated homosexuality and the alienation
from his society which he felt on account of it,
understood thisvery well. Inhisnovel A Passageto
India, his protagonist Aziz recites the ghazel of

Ghalib, and Forster says:

The poemhad done no ‘good " toanyone,
but it was a passing reminder, a breath
from the divine lipsof beauty, anightin-
gale between two worlds of dust. Less
explicit than the call to Krishna, it
voiced our loneliness nevertheless, our
isolation, our need for the Friend who
never comes yet is not entirely dis-
proved.®
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MAN-BOY SEXUAL RELATIONSHIPS
IN A CROSS-CULTURAL PERSPECTIVE

Robert Bauserman

The diversity of sexual behavior ina cross-cul-
tural perspective is amazing to those who assume
that their own society’s moral standards are
somehow laws of nature. Yet it is a fact that al-
most every sort of sexual activity—whether ho-
mosexual or heterosexual, whether among
adults, adolescents or children—has been consid-
ered normal and acceptable in some society at
some time, Ford and Beachdocumented cross cul-
tural differences in behaviors and beliefs for all
sorts of sexual activity.! They reviewed such
areas aschild and adolescent sexual behavior, oral
sex, homosexual activity, premarital and ex-
tramarital sex, and many others. Currier dis-
cussed in more detail the range of social attitudes
toward child and adolescent sexuality and the
variety of sexual behavior that occurs among
youngsters in these societies.2Other authorshave
reviewed the predominant types of homosexual
behavior existing in different societies around the
world and noted that they nearly always consist
of man-boy relationships or institutionalized
transvestism rather than homosexual behawvior
between two masculine males.?

Man-boy relationships are no exception to this
rule of diversity inbehavior and belief. Although
they are roundly condemned by many segments
of Western society as inherently abusive and ex-
ploitive, there have been (and still are} many so-
cieties that do not share this viewpoint. Cross-
cultural data show that many societies, from
small preliterate hunting-gathering tribes to
complex civilizations, accepted or even encour-
aged ‘boy-love”. Attitudes toward man-boy
sexual relationships have ranged from open en-
couragement to complete rejection. Examining
how these varying attitudes developed would be

beyond the scope of thisarticle. Rather, this paper
is an initial attempt to examine the social and in-
dividual functions that man-boy sexual relation-
ships seem to have played in those societies which
accepted or encouraged them. The societies ex-
amined will include tribal societies in Africa and
the Pacific, and the civilizations of Islamic North
Africa, Japan, and clagsical Greece. Then, we will
review studies of man-boy relationships in pres-
ent-day Western society and the functions these
relationships seem to perform for the individuals
involved. Next, we will compare and contrast
man-boy relationships in Western society with
those in the other societies reviewed in order to
locate similarities and differences inmeaning and
function, In short, we will try to answer these
questions: first, why do some societies accept or
even encourage such relationships and what func-
tions do they perform (or are believed to per-
form) in these societies? Second, what functions
do these relationships perform for the partici-
pants in modern Western society? Third, what
major similarities and differences exist between
the functions of man-boy relationships in these
different settings? Finally, we will consider pos-
sible directions for future research into the indi-
vidual and social functions of man-boy relation-
ships in different societies.

One brief aside on terminology is necessary:
“man-boy sexual relationships™ and “man-boy
relationships’™ are used here to refer to ongoing
relationships involving sexual contacts on a re-
peated basts, which are not based on threats,
coercion or actual violence. Thus commercial
sexual relationships (i.e., boy prostitution), one-
time sexual encounters, contacts between
strangers, contacts involving force or threats



(i.e., rape), and father-sonincestarenotincluded
in the man-boy relationships discussed in this

papcer.

A Problem: Interpretation of other Cultures
from a Western Viewpoint

Before beginning the cross-cultural review,
some problems associated with anthropological
and historical study of man-boy relationships
must be noted. Most anthropologistsare from Fu-
ropean and American culture, with its tradition
of centuries of intolerance for sexual behavior
that violated the standards ot heterosexuality and
marriage. Scientists, just like everyone else, are
socialized into the values of the society in which
they grew up. As a result, until recently most an-
thropological commentary either ignored discus-
sion of sexual customs aside from marriage or re-
ferred to it in extremely biased fashion. For ex-
ample, one English writer of the [ate 1800 s dis-
missed child sexuality in the tribes of the British
African colonies by noting that ...the children
are vicious...the boys outrageously so...”, and
hinting darkly about “the depravity prevalent
among young boys of the Aronga tribe...of a
character noteven to be expressedinobscure Lat-
in.”"* A later author, speaking about institution-
alized man-boy sexual relationships among the
Keraki of New Guinea, stated that “sodomy™
was a universal custom of the tribe, that “‘unnatu-
ral practice”” was believed necessary to the boy s
growth,and thacafterinitiation at puberty every
man and boy constantly played both parts in *'this
perversion.’’

While issues such as homosexualicy and peder-
asty are still usually ignored in anthropological
research, those references which do appear have
become less and less judgemental over time. In
addition, works have begun to appear which fo-
cus entirely on the forms and meanings of such
relationships in different societies.® Also, more
recent research foregoes dismissal of such rela-
tionships as “perversions’ and instead gives the
peoples being studied the opportunity to explain
for themselves what such relationships mean to
them. In those societies with their own written
literature, such as Japan, valuable insight can be
gained into the meaning of such relationships
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within the culture itself. This survey will avoid
the older and more judgemental literature in fa-
vor of sources which come to terms with the
viewsof the people being studied and, where pos-
sible, the literary tradition of the society in ques-
tion.

The Meaning and Function of Man-Boy Rela-
tionships: Some Non-Western Societies

Qur cross-cultural survey begins in Africa
with the Azande, an African people living in the
southern Sudan.” Before European rule began in
the 18%0°s, Azande society was divided into a
number of small kingdoms periodically at war
with each other. A portion of the men aged be-
tween 18 and 30 were organized into military
companies, with separate units for married men
and bachelors. Members of the bachelor compa-
nies customarily took boy-wives, and company
commanders might have several. The boys were
12 to 18 years old. The relationships were actual
marriages formally recognized by the society.
The man and boy would address each other as
“my love’ and “my lover”. The boy was ex-
pected to assist the man by getting water and
firewood and carrying his possessions while trav-
eling. The man, in turn, took responsibility for
teaching the boy military skills. Sexual activity
was usually restricted to interfemoral inter-
course. When the boy turned 18 and joined the
company asan adult warrior, the man would give
him a shield, spear and other equipment. He also
hada close relationship with the boy 's parents. He
would give them a bride-price just as if he had
married their daughter and would address them
as mother-in-law and father-in-law. He would
help them to build a hut and would work for them
in their garden, tending their crops.

The Azande did notidealize man-boy relation-
ships as some other socicties did. Rather, as
Evans-Pritchard reports, they were viewed as a
matter of convenience for men when women
were notavailable. Married warriors would take
boys with them on campaigns since their wives
werenotallowed to accompany them. Evenatter
the European rulers disbanded the native mil-
itary, the tribesmen regarded it as perfectly ac-
ceptable to sleep with a boy although such rela-
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tionships were expected to take a secondary role
next to heterosexuality.

Evans-Pritchard’s research indicates that the
primary social function served by the Azande
man-boy relationships was to gradually initiate
the boys into their adult roles. The man’s respon-
sibility to train the boy in military skills and to
provide him with hisequipment indicate asortof
mentor relationship. The man had to act as the
boy’s teacher to prepare him for his adult role.
The long-term relationship between the two in-
sured that the boy would have the skills and
knowledge to take on his role as a warrior when
he reached the appropriate age. At the same time,
the relationships appear to have created friend-
ships between men and boys. The terms of en-
dearment between the twoand the close relation-
ship with the boy s family indicate that the rela-
tionships brought about close emotional bonds
and social alliances, with all the advantages that
lasting friendships can bring. Although justitied
in terms of providing a convenient sexual outlet
for unmarried young warriors, the Azande man-
boy relationships served the social function of in-
doctrinating boys into their adult roles and the
individual function of creating friendships and
social alliances.

The next area to be considered includes New
Guinea and the Melanesian islands in the South
Pacific. In this area, anthropologists have re-
ported on many societies where man-boy rela-
tionships were institutionalized. In southern
New Guinea, man-boy relationships among the
Marind-Anim were described by van Baal®
Here, the relationships began when a boy’s first
pubic hairs began to appear at age 12 or 13. He
then was placed under the supervision of a mar-
ried couple, usually a maternal uncle and his wife
if such were available. There ensued a sexual rela-
tionship in which the boy’s uncle had anal inter-
course with him. The boy and his uncle would
work together in gardening and hunting and the
boy would perform other small services for his
uncle and aunt. Inturn, he received instruction in
hunting and gardening and his aunt and uncle
would help him make hisornaments and hairdress
needed for social purposes. The relationships usu-
ally lasted about seven years until the youth mar-
ried at age 19 or 20.

Once again, the man played the role of mentor
to the boy, teaching him the skills he would need
as an adult in that society. And again, thereisa
strong emotional bond created. Van Baal notes
that ““The bondsuniting mother’sbrother and sis-
ter's son are the closest imaginable. Their homo-
sexual contacts may contribute to a further emo-
tional strengthening of their relationship.’
Thus, the relationships served the social purpose
of training the boy in adult skills and also encour-
aged affectionate emotional relationship be-
tween man and boy.

In other New<Guinea societies, man-boy rela-
tionships were thought necessary even for the
boy’s physical growth. Among the Etoro, from
about age 10 up to the early 207s, youths would
regularly have oral sex witholdermen, swallow-
ing their semen.® The Etoro viewed not just the
physical growth of the boys, but also the devel-
opment of adult skills such as hunting ability and
character traits such as courage in battle as a di-
rect result of insemination. Among the neighbor-
ing Kaluli, a similar belief regarding physical
growth washeld."Here, whenaboy reached the
age of 10 or 11, his father would select a man to
inseminate him for a period of months or years.
However, it was possible for some boys to choose
their own inseminators. The boy’s physical
growth was seen as a direct result of insemina-
tion. In addition, ceremonial hunting lodges
would periodically be organized, in which boys
could voluntarily form relationships with other
men who would also have sexual relations with
them. The boys and men would also regularly
hunt together so that the boys could master this
skill.

Among the Etoro and Kaluli, then, insemina-
tion through man-boy sexual activity was so-
cially recognized as a necessary stage in the boy s
growth, While the ritual interpretation of such
activity was the transformation of boys intomen,
these relationships apparently also served the
purpose of bringing boys together with men to
learn adult skills needed for their society.

Many of the more technically advanced civili-
zationsof the world have accepted man-boy rela-
tionships as well. In some areas of the Islamic
world paederastic relationships were accepted
and sometimes even idealized. One such area,



where man-boy relationships were considered to
serve useful purposes, was Morocco. Edward
Westermarck, an anthropologist who wrote one
of the first cross-cultural surveys of homosexual
behavior, reported

..t is a common belief among the Ara-
bic-speaking mountaineers of Northern
Morocco that a boy cannot learn the
Koran unless a scribe commits peder-
asty with him. So also an apprentice is
supposed tolearn his trade by having in-
tercourse with his master.12

Other authors also have noted sexual relation-
ships between tradesmen and their apprentices
and between teachers and their students.” For a
more modern example Rossman relates the story
of a European man, working as a teacher in Mo-
rocco, who was enticed into sex play by his pu-
bescent pupls at the public bath 1n the village
where he worked. Soon his students regularly
came to hishouse tohave sex andsleep with him
—and one day the chief of the village asked the
teacher why he had not yetslept with the chief’s
son, saying that "*of all the boys in the village my
son loves you the most.”” Even after he left Mo-
rocco, his former pupilsoften invited him back to
visit them and their families.

Man-boy relationships were not viewed as
shameful or abnormal until the infiltration of Eu-
ropean opinion with French colonial rule. s Even
then, the French were not very successful in
changing public opinion. One French colonial of-
ficial in the early 1900°s lamented the difficulty of
stopping practices ' thedishonorable character of
whichcompletely escapes the Moroccan mentali-
ty. 16

Again, we see men serving as meniors of
teachers to the boys with whom they have rela-
tionships, providing them with education and the
skills they will need tolive as adultsin the society.
The belief that apprentices and students actually
needed tohave sex with their teachersinorder te
learn well indicates the importance this society
attached to the educational aspect of such rela-
tionships. Again, we also see the formation of
close and long-lasting personal friendships.

Another culture where man-boy relationships

B —_——————————————— } |

were a readily accepted phenomenon was thacof
feudal Japan. Here, boy-love was idealized by
soine classes of socicty. Among the Samuraiit was
regarded as more manly and heroic to love a boy
protégé. Samurai would seek out young adoles-
cents as pages and train them in the ideals of Sa-
murai behavior and in military skills. The man
served both asrole model and teacher to the boy. ¥
Among the Buddhist clergy, boys whodecided to
become monksor priestsoften began training be-
fore puberty. Relationships would often develop
with the older priests, who like the Samurai
served as role models and teachers to their young
apprentices.!® For those sects where priests took
vows of chastity—as far as women were con-
cerned—bhoy-love offered an acceptable outlet
for sexual needs. Man-bov relationships in both
groups were idealized in Japanese literature. The
novelist Saikaku Tharu wrote many short stories
inwhichyouthsaged12to 18 became theappren-
tices and lovers of older Samurai. ' Paederastic
relationships between Buddhist priests and their
apprentices were also idealized in traditional sto-
ries that sought also to convey Buddhist beliefs
and ideals.?? Finally, among the aristocratic
classes, attractive boys were often taken into
court service as entertainers, servants and sexual
partners. Bays in these positions could advance
far in rank and wealth through patronage of court
members.2!

Man-boy relationships were accepted by par-
ticular social classes in Japanese society because
they were seen as supporting social institutions
and performing necessary social functions. The
men acted as role models for the boys, showing
them the sortof behavior expected when they as-
sumed their adult roles. The men alsoacted ased-
ucators, giving the boys the knowledge and skills
they needed for their adult roles. In addition to
these socially defined elements of the relation-
ships, onamore individual level the menand boys
could form close emotional ties, gaining the emo-
tional support and strength such relationships
bring.

A final example of a society accepting and sup-
porting man-boy sexual relationships is that of
Classical Greece. Although Greek society isoften
invoked as an example of a society thatidealized
homosexuality, infact the Greeksidealized paed-
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erasty. The most accepted form of homosexual
relationship in Greece involved an adult man and
a younger male who could range inage from 12 or
13—at or about puberty—to a full grown youth
who had not yet begun to grow a beard.2 The
Greek ideal was the adolescent male. Adult men
were expected tobe moved by the beauty of these
boys.2* Greek vase art depicts scenes of boys and
youths being courted by men and having sexual
relations with them. Greek poetry and literature
include many verses and passages referring to the
beauty of boys and youths and their sexual desir-
ability. Such relationships were apparently
cornmon and widespread. The classical scholar
K.J. Dover bluntly states:

It was taken for granted in the Classical
period that aman wassexually attracred
by a good-looking younger male, andno
Greek who said that he was ‘in love’
would have taken it arniss if his hearers
assumed without further inquiry thathe
was inlove with aboy and desired more
than anything to ejaculate in or on the

boy’s body... %

Many social rules governed man-boy relation-
ships. Boys were expected to respond to aman’s
advances with shyness and modesty, and could
expect disapproval from family and friends if
they took the initiative in seeking an adultlover.
This was intended to weed out those men who
were only interested in sexual relations wich the
boy. The man had to demonstrate through his per-
serverence that he was interested in the boy as a
person and not just as a sex object. Using threats,
blackmail or force to gain a sexual relationship
was regarded as an extremely serious crime that
could be punished by death.? Although the man
had relatively greater status and power, such re-
lationships could not be begun or ended at his
whim.

Paederasty was idealized in Greek society for
itseducational and pedagogic value. The man was
expected to serve asarole model for male behav-
ior and masculine ideals. The boy also gained edu-
cation in various fields. He could expect gifts and
some social status from his relationship with the
man. The relationship was expected to teach the

boy the ideals of his society and prepare him for
hisrole as an adult citizen. The man was also held
responsible to a certain extent for the boy’s be-
havior. Sexual relacions were anormal partof the
relationship, but the relationship wassupposedto
be based on mutual devotion and a pedagogic in-
terest in the boy by the man.? Thus, society ex-
pected the relationship to fulfill various social
functions butalsoexpected it to reston close emo-
tional ties of friendship and devotion. One author
summed up the place of pacderasty in Greek so-
ciety by writing, “‘In its traditional (and ideal-
ized) expression, pederasty... served a very real
social need of the Greek male: it provided the
youthful male beloved with a good, responsible
rote model to emulate, as well as someone who
could initiate him into the ways of becoming a
man.”*® In addition, although Greek society of
the Classical period didnothave formal initiation
rites involving paederasty, Bernard Sergent
argues from his study of Greek mythology and
beliefs involving paederasty that the Greek cus-
toms derived from an older form of initiatory
paederasty.? If so, the ancestors of the Greeks
may have attached ritual meanings to man-boy
sex similar to those of the Melanesians in more
recent tunes.

What conclusions can be drawn about the
meaning and function of man-boy relationshipsin
these societies which accepted, encouraged or
even required such relationships? Are there
commen threads which can link all of these dif-
ferent interpretations of man-boy relationships?

A common theme of the social beliefs regard-
ing man-boy relationships in the societies des-
cribed above is this: man-boy relationships were
seen both as a transition from boyhood to man-
hood and as aiding in this transition. Since the re-
lationships were limited by these societies to a
specific age range, and the boy’s status in society
changed from that of a child at the relationship’s
beginning to an adult or some other higher status
atitsend, the relationshipitself wasakind of tran-
sitional stage. The societies discussed also re-
garded these relationships as helping to bring the
boys into adult society by imparting to them the
knowledge, skills and values they would need in
their society. Thus they also played an important
instrumental role in aiding the transition from



boyhood to manhood. The different societies,
however, emphasized different roles or “func-
tions’’ of man-boy relationships in this transition.

The first of these functions could be called a
“Role Model’’ function; the man wasexpected to
serve asamodel of appropriate adultmale behav-
ior for the boy. This aspectis particularly clearin
both the Greek and Japanese man-boy relation-
ships. In both cases, the man’s role as a model for
the boy to emulate was a clearly defined part of
the philosophical rationale for such relationships.
Sexual activity, ideally, strengthened the emo-
tional bonds between man and boy and thereby
aided this function.

A second major function was the “‘Pedagogi-
cal” or “Teacher/Student” relationship. Boys
were expected to learn the appropriate skills for
their adule place in society. This function was
clearly defined in Greek and Japanese society. In
North Africa, it was this perceived educational
aspect of preparing the boy for his adult role in
society upon which Westermarck and other ob-
serverscommented. Among the Azande of Africa
this also seems to have been the primary function
served by such relationships. Asin the role model
function, sexual activity ideally aided this process
by strengthening the emotional bonds between
man and boy, thereby increasing the importance
of the relationship to both.

A third function of such relationships was in-
itiatory. The boy moved outof childhood and into
a period of transition to adulthood when a rela-
tionship began with an adult man, sometimes as
partofa formalinitiation ceremony. This “Initia-
tory” function seems to have been most devel-
oped (or at least, most thoroughly studied by
Westerners) among the tribes of New Guinea.
Here the first contacts most often took place in
the contextof initiation rites symbolizing the end
of the boy's status as a child and his entrance into
the adult male group. The belief in the magical
potency of sperm and the necessity for boys to
receive sperm in order to become men appears to
be a central elementin these societies” perception
of man-boy sexual relationships. The less well
developed belief in sperm’s mystic power in
Moroccan society seems part of the justification
for man-boy relationships there as well, although
it did not play a central role as in Melanesia.

Of course, these different functionsare notex-
clusive and all seem to have had some role in the
relationships that took place in the societies re-
viewed. The basic differences lie in large part in
which of these functions were emphasized by the
society as the justification for such relationships.
More than one of these efements could be recog-
nized as playing a role.

The elements of friendship and of sexual plea-
sure were also a clear part of the relationships in
many of these societies, but these individual func-
tions do not seem to have received the attention
and elaboration that the more social functions
described above did. Nevertheless, many of the
authors cited above noted these aspects of the re-
lationshipsin addition to the social functions. Van
Baal’s recognition of the close emotional nature
of the man-boy relationships of the Marind-A-
nim, Rossman’s accountof the lasting friendships
between the teacher and his Moroccan students,
and Greek society’s emphasis on the mutual devo-
tion and individual respect expected insuchrela-
tionships, all indicate the importance that indi-
vidual friendship could have within these socially

recognized relationships.

Man-Boy Relationships in Contemporary
European and American Society

Contemporary European and American so-
ciety, of course, tends to view man-boy sexual
relations as exploitive and abusive regardless of
context. However, studies of men and boys who
have been the younger partners in such relation-
ships reveal a much more complex picture.
Generally both sexual and non-sexual aspects of
the relationships are valued by the younger
partners. And, ina pattern similar to that found in
accepting societies, the men often serve asa role
model and mentor as well as a friend and lover.
Studies from the United States, England and the
Netherlands have all reported very similar find-
ings.

g”I*iru:;lz'ﬂl reported on case studies of nine boys he
had encountered in his career asa school counsel-
or.® All had had sexual relationships with adult
men beginning around age 13or 14 and lasting for
several years. Tindall followed all the boys from
adolescence well into adulthood, looking at their
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adult adjustments and how they, asadults, viewed
their earlier relationships. The nine cases were
drawn from a Jarger pool of 200 with less com-~
plete follow-up information. Tindall’s findings
show the relationships to serve a number of im-
portant functions for the boys involved.

For example, one boy of age 13 who was very
interested in machinery and mechanics began
spending spare time at a service station where he
became acquainted with a mechanic. The two
began participating in recreational activity to-
gether and on a fishing trip, while talking about
sex, they engaged i fellatio and masturbation
witheachother. For the next five years they regu-
larly engaged in mutual fellatio with each other;
even when the sexual aspect of the relationship
ended they remained close friends until the me-
chanic’s death.

At age 44, the mechanic’s former lover was
married with two grown sons and had held a su-
pervisory position as a mechanic for many years.
He credited his relationship with his older friend
as having kelped him reach his goals and said he
woutd have approved of a similar relationshtp for
either of his own sons if he had become aware of
the situation.

Tindall found that “in most instances in this
study a very close friendship appeared to de-
velop,” so much so that the boy sometimes se-
lected the career of his adult friend, or a closely
related one.3 The adult served as a model tor the
boy in non-sexualareasof behavier andasaclose
friend. Asfor the sex, Tindall found that with the
right combination of circumstances—mutual
arousal, being close together, cte.—itoccurred as
aresult of mutual desire. Usually the activity con-
sisted of mutual fellatio and mutual masturba-
tion. The finding that the men served as role mod-
els for their younger partners emphasizes the im-
portance of the non-sexual aspects of the refa-
tionship to the boys involved.

The world-famous sex researcher John Money
recently presented two case reports of bays who
had been involved in ongoing sexual relationships
with men who had voluntarily presented them-
selves for treatment for paedophilia at Johns
Hopkins University in Baltimore.® Both boys
were first seen at age 14 and were followed
through college age. The farstboy, Andy, begana

sexual relationship at age 12 withaman wholived
with Andy’s family through a rent-sharing
agreement. The sexual activity usually consisted
of the man performing fellatio on him, and he
sametimes reciprocated by masturbating the
man. Andy received help with schoolwork, ad-
vice on contraception when he began intercourse
withgirlsatage 15, and advice against using street
drugs. He also noted that his family could atford
better housing and a higher standard of living be-
cause of the rent-sharing agreement with his
adult partner. The sexual relationship ended
when Andy was in late adolescence, although the
two remained in close contact. Andy said of his
adult friend that “He is like a second father to
me. F‘B

The second boy, Burt, alsobegan hissexual re-
lationship around age 12 with the coach of his
football team. The boy began staying overnight
at the man's house -on weekends and soon the
coach initiated sex with the boy, whom he had
earlier told of his attraction to boys. Burt was
surprised and curious, and enjoyed the sexual
contact, which, as in Andy’s case, usually con-
sisted of the man performing fellatio on him. Usu-
ally the man initiated the activity, although Burt
did on occasion. The two made an explicit
agreement that the boy was the one who would
decide when the sexual relationship would end.
The two participated in a variety of other activi-
ties together, such as going out tomoviesor play-
ing pinball, doing photography, or working
around the man's house, The sex finally ended
when Burt left for college. From the vantage
point of young adulthood, he reflected on the re-
lationship as follows: *To describe the relation-
ship? Fabulous ...To me, there was never any
harm, physically or mentally ...As a matter of
fact, it’s probably the best relacionship I've ever
had with anyone outside my own family.”™

Money notes that in both these relationships
the older and younger partners developed a
strong affection and devotion for each ather. In
addition to the close emotional bond, both of the
men acted as teachers or role models in some
way—helping their young triends, giving infor-
mation and advice when they needed it, or in-
structing them in sport or hobby activities. The
relationship, including the sexual aspect, was



viewed asvery positive by both younger partners.

In England, Ingram reported on 92 cases of
prepubescent boys who had single or multiple
sexuzl contacts with an adult man.? Most of the
cases were boyswho hadbeen referred toIngram
for counseling by their parents; others were dis-
covered by counselors and youth leaders over-
hearing conversations in a club or at camp.

The sexual activitiesmost often involved mas-
turbation of the boy by the man and less often of
the man by the boy. In cases where fellatio or in-
terfemoral or anal intercourse occurred, the ac-
tivities were mutual. Although much of the sex-
ual activity was simply horseplay, Ingram noted
that 63 of the boys engaged in more intimate sex-
ual contactor “lovemaking” that continued over
a period of several months, though rarely for
more than a year. However, a non-sexual rela-
tionship in some cases continued for years after
the sexual activity ended. One clergyman was
asked to perform the marriages of two boys with
whom he had been involved, and a youth leader
became the godfather for the children of three
boys with whom he had had sexual relationships.

In regard to various of the cases, Ingram char-
acterizes the relationship with an adult that they
provided for the boysas “loving " and “aftection-
ate”.% Many of the boys had abusive, absent or
rejecting mothers or fathers, and were attracted
to the men in large part for the love and affection
they provided. Ingram argues that many of the
boys may have been better off for having aloving
relationship outside the family. The men per-
formed many other legitimate roles in the boys’
lives; they included clergymen, youth club lead-
ers, soctal workers, and others working 1o help
youngsters. [t would appear that the relationships
beganwith the adultacting asa teacher, leaderor
role model for the boy, with sexual activity com-
ing later.

In the Netherlands, Frits Bernard examined
the question of how children react tosexual rela-
tions with adults by finding a “'convenience sam-
ple’’ of adults who had had sych contacts when
they were children.” This was done by sounding
out professional and personal contacts for sub-
jects. Subjects were thenasked to write biograph-
ical accounts focusing on their relationship with
the adult and were given the Amsterdam Bio-

graphic Questionnaire, a teststandardized on the
Dutch population, to look for evidence of
trauma.

Results of the ABV test showed that the sub-
jects were not more neurotic than the average
Dutch population. Even more interesting are the
accounts given by some of the men of their reia-
tionships. One man of 25 had his first sexual con-
tact with a man at age 14—a quick, impersonal
encounter. After this he reported taking the im-
tiative repeatedly in looking for more such con-
tacts. As an adult, he stated that his only regret
wasnothaving foundan older man with whomhe
would not justhave sex, but who would also have
been a friend and teach him about *everything ™.
Anotherman, aged23and engaged tobe married,
reported that his first contacthad come atage 12.
He found the sexual contacts “wonderful”. He
reported feeling sorry for the man as his under-
standing of the sexual relationship grew, because
he realized they would not be able to stay sexually
intimate with each other. As an adult, he still re-
garded the man as one of his best friends.

Bernard concluded from the selt-reports that
children could experience such relationships as
positive and were looking for love and affection
in addition to the sexual aspects. The subjects
developed strong friendships with the men with
whom they were involved, and often these
friendships continued well into adulthood, long
after the sexual aspect had ended.

A more recent Dutch study was carried out by
Theo Sandfort. Through paedophile workgroups
in the Netherlands Seciety for Sexual Reform he
was able to contact 25 boys aged 10 to 16 who
were engaged in ongoing sexual relationships
with adult men. Private interviews were con-
ducted with the boys. The research method in-
volved having the boys state the ditferent activi-
ties and people that were important in their lives
and describing the occurrence and frequency of
positive and negative feclings and behaviors in
eachof these areas. Follow-up interviews focused
on aspects of the boys’ relationships that had not
been discussed fully in the earlier interviews.®

The research found thatin both the boys’ over-
all relationships with their adult partners and in
the sexual contacts themselves, positive feelings
and behaviors strongly predominated. Positive
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feelings such as “‘nice”, “happy”, and “free’
were the most frequently associated with the
sexual activity, and positive behaviors such as
“paying attention to”’ and “cooperating with”’
were more frequently noted than negative behav-
tors such as “coercing’ and “domineering’.

The firstinitiative for the sexual acuvity came
from the older partner in most cases, but as the
relationships developed both the boys and men
reported that the boys began taking iniuative
more frequently. The most commeon sexual activ-
ity was masturbation of the boy by the man, fol-
lowed in frequency by fellatio on the boy and anal
intercourse. In all cases where the boy mastur-
bated or performed fellatio on the man or agreed
to anal intercourse, the man did the same for the
boy. “What the younger did to or for the older
partner was always equal to or less than what the
older partner did to or for the younger.”®

All the relationships had been going on for
monthsor years at the time of the interviews, and
the partners participated in many activities to-
gether. Some shared the same hobbies; othersen-
joyed the same sports together; many played
games, went tomovies, or stayed together on hol-
idays. These shared activities were an important
part of the relationships for the boys.# Tie boys
also valued the older partner as someone they
could talk with easily, someone they could con-
fide in and with whom they could discuss prob-
lems. Finally, some of the boys also spoke of the
older partner specifically as someone from whom
they could learn things.#! In short, the boys inter-
viewed found their relationships enjoyable and
rewarding due to many factors: the friendship
and affection of the older partner; the shared
hobbies and recreational activities; what their
adult friend could teach them; and the sexual ac-
tivity itself. The menapparently served the func-
tions of teachers, role models and mentors for the
youths, as well as offering love and affection.

The sexual aspects of the man-boy relation-
ships described in the above studies obvicusly do
not play any recognized social function because
of the negative and condemnatory attitudes of
contemporary European and American society.
The relationships themselves seem to be based on
personal factorsof close friendship and trust. The
adultappearsto play arole asfriend and confidant

_

for the boy, someone the boy can talk with open-
ly, go to for assistance and rely on for support.
Bernard and Sandfort both note the importance
of affection, friendship and love in the younger
partner’s viewsof the relationships. Tindallnoted
that in most of the relationships he studied a
strong and deep friendship developed, and in the
cases studied by Money the boys involved em-
phasized the friendship, trust and support they
found in their relationships.

At the same time, some of the roles played by
man-boy relationships in European and Ameri-
can society seem very similar to those played by
such relationships in accepting societies. Tindall
in particular notes the extent to which the boys
used the men as role models. Sandfort reports
how some boys locked to their older partners as
people from whom they could learn. Ingram
notes how many of the men were already playing
asocially recognized role in the boys’livessuchas
teacher or youth leader. However, these ele-
ments seem clearly secondary to the emphasis
placed by the younger partners on the aspects of
friendship and trust present in the relationships.

Comparison of Man-Boy Relationships: Eu-
ropean/ American Society vs. Accepting So-
cieties

Now we must consider the similarities and dif-
ferences between man-boy relationships as they
occur in contemporary European and American
society and as they occur in societies which o-
penly accept, encourage, Or even require them.
One significant difterence lies in the relation be-
tween the sexual and other aspects of the relation-
ship. In accepting societies the men and boys are
conforming to social rules; in European and
American society, they are forced to realize thae
they are violating these rules. For those in the lat-
ter, this requires that the sexual aspect of their
relationship must be kept secret from parents,
peers and authorities, except for a fortunate small
minority who have very understanding and sup-
portive parents and friends. The necessity of de-
ceiving family and friends can cause complica-
tions, guilt and regrets for both the men and the
boys, and the social and sexual aspects of the rela-
tionship are forced apart from each other.



In contrast, men and boys inaccepuing societies
have social sanction for the sexual aspect of their
relationship and are provided by society itself
with justifications for it. Sexual contacts are seen
as an integral part of the refationship. Asa result
there is no conflict between the sexual and the
social aspects of the relationship, and no need for
the same sort of deception or secrecy concerning
the sexual activity which the partners mustmain-
tain in contemporary European or American so-
ciety. The forced artificial separation of sexuality
from other aspects of the relationship which takes
place in condemning societies does not occur in
the accepting societies.

A second major difference lies in the relative
importancc of social versus individuai factors in
beginning and maintaining a sexual relationship.
As noted above, man-boy relationships in Euro-
pean and American society can have some of the
same functions as man-boy relationships in ac-
cepting societies. In fact, sexual relationships
may grow out of relationshipsin which the manis
playing a socially recognized and approved role
toward the boy (i.c., teacher, boy scout or youth
club leader, etc.}). However, the sexual aspect of
the relationship must grow outof individual emo-
tional ties since society does not recognize it as a
legitimate part of sach relationships. Individual
choice, rather than social expectation, becomes
the primary clement in determining whether or
not a sexual relationship takes place. There muse
be “mutual attraction and desire,” as Tindall
phrases it, and this most likely will arise in the
course of anongoeing relationship which beginsin
a non-scxual fashion. The survival of the sexual
relationshipisentirely dependent on the ability of
the partners to integrate sex with the other as-
pects of the relationship, while recognizing that
the relationship would be ended by public expo-
sure and that most people would strongly con-
demn ir.

By contrast, in the accepting societies re-
viewed above, there is a specific period of time
during which such sexual relationships are ex-
pected or regarded asappropriate. Insome societ-
ies, such as Melanesia, all social expectationsdic-
tated that boys have sexual relations with men,
and in others, such as Greece, under certain cir-
cumstances boys were expected to do so and

might face social disgrace if they did not. In these
cases, the man-boy sexual relationships arise
from the demands of the wider society. Certainly
individual choice played some role (for example,
among the Kaluli of New Guinea where the boy
could choose men to “inseminate” him); how-
ever, those choices were severely circumscribed
by the demands of social requirements surround-
ing such relationships. The particular social justi-
fication oftered for the relationships included re-
strictions on the ages at which such relationships
were appropriate, with whom they mighe take
place, and what sexual acts and roles were ap-
propriate for both the men and the boys. Cer-
tainly, love and trust between men and boys did
grow in these relationships. However, it would
be fair tosay that these grew oucof a relationship
mandated by society rather than forming the basis
of the relationship.

In the area of the sexual activity itself, a third
significantditterence becomesclear. [naccepting
societies, the social regulations surrounding man-
boy relationships include definite restrictions on
whatactsareacceptable, In Melanesian societies,
for instance, the belief that sperm was necessary
for boy’s growth was expressed in the social re-
quirement that boys receive sperm either anally
or orally from men. However, this was the limit
of acceptable sexual activity. In Greek and Japa-
nese society, the boy was expected to play a pas-
sive role in se xual relations and the man the active
role; the reverse was not recognized or approved
as a possibility by rules surrounding man-boy re-
lationships. In short, there was little room for re-
ciprocity. In actual practice, this resulted in a sit-
uation where the men gained pleasure from orally
ot anally penetrating the boys, while the boyshad
little opportunity to gain comparable pleasure
from the men. This does not mean that the boys
never gained pleasure from these contactsor that
the men made no effort to stimulate or please the
boy; it does mean that the relationships in these
socteties emnphasized the active role of the man
and his pleasure, and consequently limited the
boy’s possibilities of pleasure. By contrast, man-
boy relationships in contemporary European and
American society, such as those described by
Sandfort and'Tindale, invoive much more recip-
rocal activity; inbothstudies, the sexual activities

*Tindall
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described were overwhelmingly reciprocal and
focused on mutual pleasure, or with the balance
upon the boy s pleasure. Since these relacionships
rely on mutual friendship and desire in order to
survive, thisreciprocity is by nomeans surprising.

Despite these fundamental differences, a clear
overlap exists between man-boy relationships in
contemporary European and American societies
and in the accepting societies reviewed. In the
former, it is clear from the research reviewed
above that the man can act as a rele model to the
bay or asa teacher. The man may play these roles
in a formal way {as a youth leader, etc.}; alterna-
tively, a close friendship may develop with a boy
and these functions arise informally within that
relationship. The same functions occur in man-
boy relationships in accepting societies; although
in these the functions are formally recognized by
the society ina way thac they are notin European
and American society, for the individual theyare
much the same. As for the element of interper-
sonal attraction and desire, thisalso playsarolein
relationships in both contemporary European
and American society and accepting societies. In
the former, this element is circumscribed by the
difficulties that social condemnation creates in
beginning and maintaining such a relationship;
nonetheless, these interpersonal elements form
the basis of man-boy sexual relationships in this
society. In the case of accepting societies, this
element iscircumscribed by the soctal rules regu-
lating the agesat which suchcontacts were accept-
able, with whom they can take place, and what
sexual activities are appropriate. Nevertheless,
the evidence presented indicates that mnterper-
sonal factors could and did play a notinsigmficant
role in relationships there as well.

Directions for Future Research

To gain a better understanding of the meaning

and function of man-boy relationships for those
invelved, both in contemporary European and
American society and in those societies where
such relationships are accepted, much can be
done. Researchers should continue to examine
the social justitications for such relationships in
the accepting societies. [tis also important, how-
ever, togather informationdirectly from the men
and boys participating insuch relationships about
their attitudes toward the relationship and what
they feel they gain from it. In this way a better
comparison can be made between the social “the-
ory ' and the individual “practice’ of such rela-
tionships.

In contemporary European and American so-
ciety, more research is needed that focuses on
what the men and boys feel is important in their
relationshipsand what they gain from them. This
obviously means less of a focus on the sexual as-
pectof the relationship, and moreof afocuson the
other activities and how the partners relate to
each other. In countries where studies of boys
currently involved in such relationships are not
possible, this could be done through retrospective
studies with men who had such relationships as
boys. In other countries where studies done di-
rectly with such boys are possible, further re-
search along the lines of Sandfort’s study in the
Netherlands should be done.

Inboth cases, studying the meaning of the rela-
tionship for the men andboysinvolved providesa
much needed shift in focus—away from the sex-
ual aspect of the relationship, and toward its
overall meaning as a commonhuman experience.

Editor's Note:

Robert Bauserman received his B.A, in Psychology from
the Untversity of Pennsylvaniain 1988, and will be enter-
fng graduate school this antumn.
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JEROME DUQUESNOY THE YOUNGER:

TWO STUDIES

The first article reprinted here was originally
published in French in Magnus Hirschield's fahr-
buch fir sexuelle Zwischenstuffen, Jahrgang 11, 1500.
The author, Georges Eekhoud, was born in
Anvers, Belgium, in 1854, and by the turn of the
century was one of Belgium’s most prominent
writers, having produced poetry, popular natu-
ralistic novels about working class life in Ant-
werpand rural life in the Campine, literary essays
and artcriticism. He had also edited literary mag-
azines, been appointed professor of literature in
Brussels, and had described himself as *‘le plus
flambant’’ writer in French. This reputation was
born out by the explicitness with which his work
dealt with “‘sexual questions”, including home-
sexual relations, the subject of his 1899 novel Es-
cal-Vigor—for which in 1900 he was vried (and ac-
quitted} on the charge of corrupting public mo-
rals—and which figure also in the stories in Le
Cycle Patibulaire. The question of hisown sexuality
is less clear. In 1909 the German sexologist Iwan
Blochincluded Eekhoud’s name in a list of promi-
nent homosexuals, ap identification against
which Eekhoud strongly protested. However, a
recent Frencheriticsuggests thisdenial wasatac-
tical maneuver, like Whitman’s denial of his ho-
mosexuality to Symonds, and remarks that Eek-
houd’s readers have always found that he dealt
with homosexuality not with ‘disinterested
generosity’ but with a ‘profound sensibility’.
Eekhoud died in Brussels in 1927.1

When Eekhoud wrote hisarticle, Jéréme Du-
quesnoy 'sreputation had beensuppressed, noless
so than today. The sculptor had been eclipsed by
his brother, Frangois, also a sculptor, and hisartist
father, Jéréme Duquesnoy the Elder, though he
was no less talented than either. It is Eekhoud’s
thesis that this was due to the sodomy charges on
which Jérdme was convicted and executed. The
lack of recognition, he believed, was due to his
“crimes’ and wasnotareflection of the quality of

his work. With the Jahrbuch ashis forum, Eekhoud

proposed to resurrect his reputation before a
sympathetic audience.

By 1900, the intenttons behind the word “ho-
mosexuality , influenced as they were by the
medical discussion, were different from the un-
derstanding given to the word **sodomy’” in the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. It was this
understanding of, and reaction to, sodomy that
shaped the trial of Duquesnoy, anditisimportant
to understand the distinctions if we are to under-
stand the strategy of Eekhoud’s defense.

In the 17th and 18th centuries, sodomy wasun-
derstood as specific acts, and not as a psychologi-
cal category or identity. It referred to any acts
that did not lead to procreation, including anal
and oral sex, masturbation, beastiality—and
could even be applied to sex between Christians
and Saracensor Jews, the latter being regarded as
less than human, making sex acts with them a
form of beastiality. There is evidence to support
the view that in the Low countries in this period
specific sexual activities between adults and
children were not treated differently thansimilar
acts between adults.? Specifically, neither con-
sent of the partners nor their ages seem to have
been extenuating or aggravating circumstances
in sodomy charges. By Hirschfeld’s time, with
the change to “homosexuality”, and debate
about “‘age of consent”’ laws, these factors could
influence both attitudes and punishments. In the
17th and 18th centuries the punishments were
very severe, and as in Duquesnoy s case often re-
sulted in execution by barbaric means. It was,
then, the acts themselves which were thought to
be sohorrific and threatening as to warrantmax-
imum punishments.

Eekhoud makes a noble attempt to redeem
Duquesnoy, but it is interesting to reflect on cer-
tain discrepancies in his article. It must be under-
stood that in 1900 Duquesnoy still stood in dis-
grace. Though attitudes about sodomy were now
converted into attitudes about homosexuality,

41



42

the courts and general populace were noless anti-
pathetic. Eckhoud uses hisopportunity in the Jahr-
buch 1o present the artist’s death as senseless and
unjust, and his execution itself as a crime. While
public hostility remained, punishments had be-
come lesssevere, and Eekhoud wasina position to
point up the relativity of attitudes and its conse-
quence to human lives. The readers of the jahr-
buch, themselves very much still a persecuted mi-
nority, were exactly the audience needed for the
process of redemption to begin. If Duquesnoy’s
death could be seen in a different light, and the
onus removed, the reevaluation of his artistic ca-
reer could also take place.

[n order to accomplish this, Eekhoud uses cer-
tain facts which he either knew were incorrect,
or did not bother to check. The court records
were available in the Ghent archives, and in
summary form in Brussels. He writes that the
boys Duquesnoy was convicted of seducing were
“two of his young pupils or apprentices, not
children but adolescents. ™ In actuality, the trial
records clearly show that Constant de Somere
was 8, and Jacobus de Sterck was 11. Was this
ignorance on Eekhoud s part, or was it a dissem-
blance directed toward public feelings, or more
particulacly to Hirschfeld and other readers of
the Jakrbuch, who for political reasons disap-
proved of and condemned sexual acts, consenting
or not, between men and young boys?

Thereisalsodissembling as to the actual details
of Duquesnoy’s offences. Here again the records
make it clear that the court wentout of its way to
accuse the artist of the worst possible deeds, that
would necessarily carry the death penalty. Why
the authorities wanted to prosecute him to the
utmost—whether it had only to do with the atti-
tudes about sodomy at the time, or whether Du-

NOTES

quesnoy had incurred their disfavour in other
ways, or that they hoped with such a famous per-
son to show their own powerand make anexam-
ple of him—we can only speculate. The authori-
ties used torture to extract statements, not un-
common, but they also refused the petitions of the
sculptor s influential family, and his patron Bish-
op Triest, which was unusual. Although they
had the option of life imprisonment, they went
ahead with the execution. The details of the in-
dictment are glossed over by Eekhoud, who
merely quotes an earlier source which said that
Duquesnoy was accused of “misusing twoboys .
In hisdesire to present hissubject in the best possi-
ble light, did he omit certain facts thatmighthave
seemed repugnant to the Jehrbuch's readers, or
perhaps Hirschfeld himself?

Within the last decade a thorough study of the
trial record by the Belgian gay scholar Geert De-
beuckelaere appeared in Flemish,* which reme-
dies the omissions, and commissions, of Eekhoud,
and also raises pertinentissues about the changing
concepts of sodomy and paedophilia. Hisarticle is
the second of those translated here.

The caveats about Eekhoud s glosses aside, his
article is a courageous attempt to resurrect Du-
quesnoy. That a reassessment of Duquesnoy’s
reputationstill has not occurred® suggests thatthe
narrow attitudes of which Eckhoud complained
are still with us today.

Editors” Note:

The Eekhoud article was translated from the French by
Leo Adamson; the Debeuckelaere article from Flemish by
G.-J. Cobelens. The introduction was written by Joseph
Geraci. Research assistance by D, H. Mader.

land, 1987), entry 1600, p. 242.

1. The “official” view of Eek-
houd's career, which ignores
the episode of Escal-Vigor, can
be found in standard works
such as the Dictionnaire biogra-

phigue des Sciences, des Lettres et des

Artes en Belgique (Brussels: 'A-
venir, 1935), pp. 434-5. As an
artcritic, Eekhoud was the first
to discuss the fascination the St.
Sebastian image has for homo-
sexual sensibility: see Wayne
R. Dynes, Homosexuality, a Re-
search Guide (New York: Gar-

Escal-Vigor was first issued in
Parts (Mercure de France,
1899), and has been reissued
with an introduction by
Jacques Brenner, which dis-
cusses its importance in French
homosexual literatare {Paris:



Persona, 1982). The novel has
also appeared in English, both
under its own title {Brussels:
Gutenberg Press, 1909) and as
Strange Love (New York: Pa-
nurge Press, 1930). The ac-
count of Eekhoud’s controv-
ersy with Bloch, and Brenner’s
own assessment of Eekhoud’s
homosexuality, are found on
pps- 10-11 of husintroduction to
the 1982 French edition.

2. For the history of the concept
of sodomy, see the comprehen-
sive study The Pursuit of Sodomy:
Male Homosexuality in Renals-
sance and Enlightenment Europe,
edited by Ken Gerard and Gert
Hekma {New York: Hawaorth
Press, 1989); in particular see

the essay ““The Persecations of
Sodomites in Eighteenth Cen-
tury Amsterdam: Changing
Perceptions of Sodomy” by
Theo van der Meer, pp. 263-
310. Regarding the role of age
and consent, see also van der
Meer’s De Wesentlijke Sonde van
Sodomie en Andere Vuyligheeden
(Amsterdam: Tabula, 1984},
3. The original French text
reads, “deux de ses jeunes
élevesouapprentis, nondesen-
fants mats des adolescents.”

4. Tijdschrift voor Homogeschiede-
nis 1:5-22, 1984,

5. Recent studies are at least
mentioning the “crime”, as in
Manfred Leithe-Jasper, Renais-
sance Master Bronzes (Washing-

ton, D.C.: Smithsonian Insti-
tute, 1986), p. 275, where the
author acknowledges that a
sculpture by Duquesnoy was
not attributed to him “per-
haps... in view of the scandal-
ous circumstances of his
death. Thisisscarcely areeval-
uation. Mention of Duquesnoy
is also made in Herbert Keut-
ner s Sculpture—Renaissance to Ro-
coce (Greenwich, Ct.: New
York Graphic Society, 1969},
pp-327-9. Anillustration of the
tomb of Bishop Triest, on
which Duquesnoy was work-
ing at the time of his death, can
be tound there on page 328, il-
lustration 205.
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A Distinguished 17th Century Uranian:
Jéréome Duquesnoy: Flemish Sculptor

Georges Eekhoud

Jérdme Duquesnoy, born in Brussels in 1602,
- died in Ghent, 28 September 1654, under circum-
stances of exceptional atrocity, was one of the
greatest sculptors of the 17th century, equal if not
superior to his brother Frang¢ois Duquesnoy,
whom vulgar critics, moved by that narrow-
minded puritanism with which our own age is still
cursed, feign to prefer because [éréme admitted
himself guilty of the so-called crime that led to
the destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah.

Like his elder brother Frangois, Jéréme was
taught by their father, Jérdme Duquesnoy the
Elder. In1621, atthe age of just 19 years, he joined
his brother Francois in Rome, where the latter
was studying with fervent enthusiasm the great
masters of the Renaissance, and there acquired
that harmony of form needed to round off his ro-
bust, hearty Barbangen! talent. Up until then the
younger brother had been a simple apprentice in
his father’s workshop but, endowed with daunt-
less spirit and a taste for adventure, he set off full
of ardour, intent on perfecting himself in his
chosen profession, in which one ef his immediate
family had already excelled, and another prom-
ised to distinguish himself in turn. Guided by his
brother’s advice, he began by making copies of
the masterpieces of Antiquity and the Renais-
sance. But soon he felt himself strong enough to
try his own hand at original work, and at carving
wood, ivory and marble, at the contours of flesh,
at the play of muscles and joints, at the joy of mo-
tion, at the expressiveness of feminine beauty, but
most of all at the innocent brightness and chubby
gaucheness of putti. He wasdestined to equaland
even to surpass his brother Frangois, creator of
the delightful Manneken Pis in Brussels,2somuch
so that there has often been confusion between
their baby Jesuses, their little Saint John the Bap-

tists, their angels and their cupids.

Much as they were alike in their aptitudes and
artistic tastes, and even in the conception and
execution of their work, just as much, or so it
seemed, did they differ in mood and character.
Frequent quarrels arose between them. Accord-
ing to some biographers whose partiality is
slightly suspect for reasons which 1 touched upon
briefly as [ was beginhing, Jérdme’s character
was stormy, quick-tempered, envious and grasp-
ing. Legend even hasit that finally, revolted by his
bad morals, his brother drove him out, and that
later on, to gain vengeance and also to appropri-
ate his estate, the younger brother poisoned the
elder. But there existsno evidence of suchhatred
nor of such a crime.

Whatever the reason, the two Duquesnoys
parted some time after the visit to Rome by the
celebrated Antwerp painter Anton van Dyck.?
Rubens’ favourite disciple struck up as good a
friendship with Jéréme as with Frangois. Their
concern for grace and truth was pleasing to him,
and he must have valued the talent in each. The
details of their friendly relations would be of the
greatest interest to us; sadly we know almeost
nothing about van Dyck’s time in Rome. It 1s
claimed that he hastened from the Eternal City
shocked by the Flemish artistic colony s triviality
and villainy. Everything—not least the nobility
of their art itself, not to mention van Dyck’s es-
teern—leads us to suppose that like the supreme
aristocracy s future portraitist, the Duquesnoys
were an exception in this world of drunks, thugs
and low tricksters. Indeed, van Dyck painted his
two friends: he shows Frangois Duquesnoy hold-
ing in his hand an antique faun’s head, while to

Jérédme he gives as attribute the contemporary

bust of a beautiful child.



The same lacuna which appears in van Dyck’s
biography occursat this point in whathas reached
us concerning the life of the younger Duquesnoy.
While the elder brother remained in Rome and
entered friendships with Nicolas Poussin and Al-
gardi and even shared their house, we lose all
trace of the younger up to the point where we find
him in Spain, where he has been summoned by
Philip IV, who granted him his favour and show-
ered him with commissions. But, once again, we
do not know what events marked his life during
this Spanish period.

Qur sculptor returned from Madrid around
1641, and spent nine months living in Florence at
the house of a compatriot, the Brussels goldsmith
André Ghysels, whenin 1642 news reached himof
the serious illness of Frangois, still in Rome. Jé-
réme hastened to his brother’s side and, as the
doctors had prescribed for the invalid a more
temperate climate than that of Rome, the two
brothers left together to return once more to the
North. Butat Leghorn they were obliged to stop:
the invalid had a relapse, the fever had taken hold
once more with renewed violence, the illness was
getting worse, and three weeks later Francesco if
Fiammingo succumbed in the arms of his younger
brother and their friend Ghysels.

Jéréme longed to reach his home country, most
ofallatthe time when he had lost that person who
to him symbolised and embodied the best. So he
busied himself gathering the deceased’s works
and effects and set off for the Low Countries by
way of France.

He secttled in Brussels, the fine city of hus bieth,
and after some time spent in legal strife with his
brother’s other heirs, he obtained judgement in
his favour: all the cartoons, drawings, castings,
worksinivory, marble and polished wood in Fran-
ois collections were made over tohimas “mate-
rial to his profession.” He set resolutely back to
work and displayed not only a prodigicuslevel of
activity but also an impulsive and incomparable
talent. In his brother’s passing, Jérdme had lost his
only rival. From now onhe is considered the most
skilful sculptor of the Low Countries. The com-
plete artist, from this point of view like his mas-
ters the Renaissance Italians, he was not only a
sculptor but also a medallist, engraver, goldsmith
and architect—in short, a Flemish Cellini.4

I ————————eessmememen O

Overwhelmed with commissions, he worked
ceaselessly, but also without diminution of his
standards, never contenting himself withimprovi-
sations or rough drafts. This is not the place to
draw up a catalogue of his works. Let us restrict
ourselves to citing but a few: the four great
statuesof the holy apostles Paul, Thomas, Bartho-
lemew and Matthew in the nave of Ste, Gudula’s
collegiate church in Brussels; the Christ on the
cross, carved from a single piece of ivory, at the
Béguine convent at Mechlin; the statues of saints
commissioned by the Abbey of St. Michael of
Antwerp; and finally the celebrated Ganymede and
the Eagle of Jupiter, which Jéréme offered to his fel-
low artist, the sculptor Luc Faid’herbe of Mech-
lin, and which was involved in an accident that is
quite remarkable, especially considering Du-
quesnoy s reputation and his tragic and infamous
end.

Luc Faid’herbe gave Duquesnoy’s Ganymede to
his son. In 1704, the sculpture fell on the young
Faid’herbe, causing hisdeath. Those whose minds
inclined to superstition and the supernatural
found in this event—which was, to be sure, out of
the ordinary—a parallel with Swedenborg. They
attributed to this Ganymede, as a masterpiece of
the brilliant Uranian, a malign and expiatory in-
fluence. Had the wretched Jérdme bestowed a
soul upon his creation, or at the very least a mis-
stont? Did the sculpture bear a grudge against
Faid'herbe? Or was this statue of Jupiter’s be-
loved, having become a sentient idol, taking its
opportunity to avenge upon the sonof a Christian
the abominable treatment inflicted upon any pa-
gan straying into our centuriesof intolerance and
guilty of imitating the lord of the gods in his pas-
sion for ephebic mortals...?

However, during this period, Jéréme Duques-
noy, who was at the apogee of histalent, wasalso
reaching the summit of honours. Archduke Leo-
pold William of Austria, at that time Governor
General of the Low Countries under King Philip
IV of Spain, appointed him sculptor to the court.
His style was pure and correct, but its elegance
and grace in no way impeded a natural electric
movement; even a touch of the pleasantly morbid
and vaguely sensual, which is set free in his most
highly praised works, led to Jérdme Duquesnoy
being known as the Albanus® of sculpture. This
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was the period when he created hissuave and imp-
ish goatherd boys, and his no less gentle Children
and the Young Faun.

He wasprepared torise to evengreater heights
by executing a masterpiece, the mausoleum of
Antoine Triest, bishop of Ghent, which was
erected in 1654, during the prelate’s lifetime, in
the choir of St. Bavo's cathedral. The venerable
bishop’s statue lifesize, half-reposing on a black
marble sarcophagus, lifts its eyes to the Christ,
who shows him Hiscross, Opposite the Redeemer
appears the Virgin Mary. Six lirtle angels or spir-
its, delicately treated, bearing torches or water-
clocks, support the frame of the monument.

“Jérdme Duquesnoy arrived in Ghent on July
6th, 1654, says Edmond de Busscher, one of the
great Flemish sculptor’smore interestingand im-
partial biographers.” "He set himself up with his
assistants in one of the cathedral’s chapels, there
to lay out and prepare the sections of this tomb,
which could have been for the master the finest
jewelinanew sculptural crown, had he not come
to 2 sad end. In the last days of the month of Au-
gust a strange rumour circulated in the city of
Ghent: the sculptor Jérdme Duquesnoy was in-
carcerated in the Castle, accused of misusing two
young boysin the chapel where he was working.™

Nothing was truer than this imprisonment
upen thisaccusation, the most sinister there could
be in those days when bloody and ferocious penal-
ties sanctioned the power of iniquitous prejudice.
Wasthe accusation justified, and to whatextent?
Wasthere violence and abuse of authority? Did it
really involve acts of sodomy, brutal assault on
children? The indictment in this lamentable
prosecution, written in Flemish, preserved in the
Ghent city archives and marked Hieronimus
Quesnoy, keeps reproachful and scandalised si-
lence onthese delicate but essential points. None-
thelessitfalls tous now to focusupon the extentof
the alleged erotic abuse for which a great man
was strangled. It seems to be established that the
accused had not committed any sadistic or malev-
olentact. Whatismore, there isno guarantee that
he was not the victim of some cowardly revenge,
some trap, some machination of those who hated
and envied what he had made of himself by his
independence of character, his singular and non-
conformuist life, and above all his genius and his

glory. Somany points of uncertainty, or ratherso
many probabilities!

At his first two interrogations, on 31 August
and 1 September, he vigorously denied the trans-
gressions with which he was charged, despite the
admissions of the others involved. The latter
were two of his young pupils or apprentices, not
children but adolescents. Duquesnoy claimed he
had only received them in his workshop in order
to draw a pencil study of their arms and breasts.
The poor wretch did not even dare mention their
hips and legs! Yet had not these parts too, like all
the others, claimed his attention and his admira-
tion as an artist, not to speak of any other ardour?
One mystery continues to hang over these young
favourites. Who knows whether the young fig-
ures decorating the bishop’s mausoleum do not
record the features and beauty of shape of the two
enigmatic models?

Unable to wrest from him any further confes-
sion, for the third interrogation on 3 September
the judges {civil judges, a commeon court, not in-
quisitors) fell back upon torture, and naturally,
the investigators obtained his word of agree-
ment—or rather, hiscriesof suffering—toevery-
thing they needed to send him to his death.

Meanwhile, on 2 September, the artist had ad-
dressed a petition to the King of Spain and his
Privy Council of the Low Countries, presided
over by the Governor General. Inthisapplication
Jéréme Duquesnoy, entertaining {and with good
reason, one can believe) more confidence in the
discernment and wisdom of a court of the elite
than in the competence and fairness of an assem-
bly of narrow-minded, vulgar bourgeois, re-
jected the municipal jurisdiction of Ghent under
whose auspices he had been apprehended and was
being interrogated. But these crusty bourgeois,
whom the poor wretch had every reason to dis-
trust, had no intention of letting po of this auda-
cious worshipper of masculine beauty. On 10 Sep-
tember the Grand Bailiff and the sheriffs of Ghent
sent the Privy Council an unfavourable opinion
regarding their prisoner, along with extracts
from the prosecution’s case, and a request for the
right to pronounce sentence.

On the other hand, the sculptor’s parents,
friends and admirers did not abandon him in his
distress, and addressed a petitionin Latindirectly



to Archduke Leopold William, in which they
pointed out the scandal which would ensue from
the unfortunate artist’s condemnation, because
the shameful deeds with which he was charged
woltld have to be disclosed. They also begged the
Archduke to consider the family’s honour, until
then unblemished; they deplored the blot which
would reflect upon a name distinguished by oth-
ers in addition to this great transgressor; but
foremost, and withmost reason, they emphasised
Jéedme Duquesnoy s high artistic worth, and the
loss that sculpture would suffer in the person of
this artist, whose morals might be eccentric but
whose genius wasrare, ifhe wasabandoned to the
mercy of the honest but unbending city magis-
trates of Ghent. In consequence, they implored
the Archduke to rescue Jérdme from his prison in
Ghent and have him brought under escort to
Brussels, and there let him appear before the
Privy Council. Finally they beseeched the Arch-
duke, in the last resort, should the necessity arise,
to use his absolute power to commute the death
penalty to detention in perpetuity. In this
manner, the petitioners concluded, even while
atoning for his transgresston the sculptor could
continue to produce masterpieces.

Against the expectations of Jérdme and his
friends, the great lords of the Privy Council
proved to be just as prudish and implacable as the
ignorant and ponderous merchants on the munic-
ipal bench of Ghent. They did notevendelay their
prenouncement so that the accused might be
brought before them, but, having taken note of
the dossier sent by Ghent, they hastened to reject
the signatories’ observationsin the petition to the
Archduke, and in their “Advice” to him they ap-
proved the original judges conclusions and asked
that it should please him to let justice take its
course.

They also declared themselves against the ac-
cused s petition, because “‘even though the artist
has the right to decline the jurisdiction of the
Ghent magistracy, there is sufficient matter in
terms of justice to declare him forfeit and un-
worthy of that right...”” They concluded,
“Therefore, asitis proper and needful to subject
him to exemplary chastisement in order, were it
possible, to sever at the root this evil which goes
creeping and worming its way through the

world, it has seemed to us that Your Highness
would do well to refuse the pardon that is re-
quested and, what is more, to leave the whole
matter to the discretion of the Magistrates of
Ghent, where the crime and the slander were
committed, and the proccedings instituted.™

This ruthless opinion was approved by the
Archdukein the following peremptory terms: me
conformo in tutto.

Alas, Jérdme Duquesnoy was no longer under
the clement and radiant sky, counsellor of woler-
ance, help-meet to every passion, of magnani-
mous Italy! Moreover, the age was already far
distant from that of the princes and popes, philos-
ophers and artists, powerful heterodox patrons,
or even protestant absolvers, accomplices of pas-
sionate lovers of all Beauty. Long past and fin-
ished was the century of Leo X and Julius I Eu-
rope had become orthodox and austere once more
and especially Flanders, in thrall at the same time
to Spain and to protestantism, under the govern-
ment of a sanctimonious and narrow-minded
prince whose greatest artistic admiration was for
the grotesqueries of Teniers the Younger!®

Nonetheless, it must be said to the glory of the
true Christians of the time and the shame of the
city magistrates, so-called guarantors of free-
dom, that the venerable Bishop Triest stood by his
artist and was first to sign the petition addressed
to the Governor!

But nothing would have had any effect. The
rabble, the prejudice, the will of the majority,
prevailed.

Following the sovereign assent, the Privy
Counctl, atits meeting of 22 September, setoutin
a decree its definitive resolution, with confisca-
tion of goods to the profit of the Crown. To start
with, an inventory was made of everything Du-
guesnoy possessed in his sumptuous residence in
the Place de Wallons in Brussels. A Brussels
goldsmith even went, on 26 September, to Ghent
Castle withadelegation from the Marshall of the
Court, to lay claim to the mould for an image of
Our Lady which Duquesnoy was to cast in silver
for his Serene Highness.

Finally , on 28 September, 1654, the sentence of
death was pronouncedataspecial assembly in the
Ghent Hall of Justice. Jérdme Duquesnoy, con-
victed of sodomy, was condemned tobe bound to
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astake in the Grain Marketofsaid city, strangled,
and lusbody reduced to ashes. The execution took
place the same day, with the usual trappings. The
Bailitt of Ghent, two delegated sheriffs and the
Mayor presided, along with the Prosecutor, the
Clerk of Blood, various judicial functionaries and
municipal secretaries. The Officer of Public
Works, Gerard van Wassenburgh, with his staff,
acted under the protection of the Bailiff’s hal-
berdiers.

The Ghent historian Dierickx maintains thata
pardon for Jéréme Duquesnoy arrived the day af-
ter hisordeal, with the result that the confiscation
of his goods was not carried through. But Die-
rickx is wrong. Documents show that Duques-
noy's heirs pleaded for long afterwards for said
goods to be restored to them, and for access to the
arrearsdue to their unfortunate kinsman for Bish-

op Triest’s mausoleum.
A portrait of Jérdme Duquesnoy after van

Dyck, engraved inchiaroscuro by the English ar-

tist Richard Brookshaw? in 1779, bears this in-
SCrIption:

Hic ille est quondam fratri vit dispar in arte,
Felix! In felix altamen igne perit.

Non perisse, abisse scias; sua foma celebris
arte, manet: redit; nam redivimus adest!

Indeed, the tortured and tainted artist’s glory
shines purer and purer in spite of all reticence,
prudery and pharisaic conspiracy.

The time is near when, far from considering as
a work of infamy and cause of anathema the acts
for which he wasbrought tohisdeath, we shall see
in them evidence of that perfect love of beauty
which, to ajudiciary of rude bourgeoislike thatof
the Low Countries in the 17th Century, would
earn the stake for the noblestartists of the Renais-
sance, starting with Sodoma, da Vinciand Michel-

angelo!

NOTES

1. The artistic school of Brus-
sels, which takes its name from
the province {formerly duchy)
of Brabant, in which Brusselsis
situated (ed.).

2. Eekhoud is incorrect in this

attribution; the ‘“Manneken

Pis” was first cast in bronze in
1619 by Hieronymus Duques-
noy the Elder, to replace an ear-
lier stone fountain; his original
has been recast three times fol-
lowing damage or theft. How-
ever, to this day, art historians
refer to Frangois as the “King
of the Pucti” {ed.).

3. Anthony van Dyck {1599-
1641) was Rubens’ most famous
pupil, and one of the most sig-
nificant portraitists of his age
(ed. ).

4. Benvenuto Cellini (1500-
1571}, lealian goldsmith and

sculptor, As Eekhoud clearly
knew in citing him, the parallel
was more than just in their
talents; see the discussion of
Cellini’s work and sexuality in
James M. Saslow, Ganymede in
the Renaissance {New Haven:
Yale University Press, 1986),
Chapter 4 {ed.).

5. Emmanuel Swedenborg
(1688-1772), Swedish mystic,
posited that material objects
were imbued with spirits. Lu-
kas Eayd'herbe (or Fay d’Her-
be; 1617-1697), was a region-
ally important artist of the
time; his son and pupil, Jean-
Lukas Fayd herbe (1654-1704)
was an artist in his own right,
though less important. Though
it is curious that Jean-Lukas
should have beenbornless than
a month before Duquesnoy’s
execution, the imputation that
the sculpture attacked a youth

is an example of Eekhoud’s
novelistic heightening of the
story; the younger Fayd herbe
was 50 when killed by the fal-
ling artwork {ed.).

6. Francesco Albani {or Al-
bano)(1578-1660), Italian paint-
er. His 'St. Sebastian”” wasone
of his best known works (ed.).
7. Bibliographies Nationales {1’ Ac-
adémie de Belgique), Vol. II.
(This reference, as given by
Eekhoud, is not to the same de
Busscher article used by De-
beuckelaere and others, nor
have we been able to verify it,
leaving open the question of
whether itisasecond article on
the same subject by de Busscher
which has escaped research, or
anerror on Eekhoud’s part. ed )
8. Julius II {originally Julian de
la Rovere, 1443-1513), Pope
from 1503 to 1513, was the
builder of St. Peter’s in Rome



and patron and protector of
Michelangelo. His successor,
Pope Leo X (originally Jean de
Medici, 1475-1521), reigned
from 1513 to 1521, was famous
for his fondness for beautiful

youths (ed.).

9. David Teniers the Younger
(1610-1690), Flemish painter,
influenced by Breughel, who
painted caricatures of peasants,
and interiors in a grotesque,
comic manner (ed.).

10. Richard Brookshaw (fl.

se——————— <]

1767-1804), English mezzotint
engraver who worked in Lon-
don and Paris. Thisengraving s
reproduced in the Tijdschrift voor
Homogeschiedenis with De-
beuckelaere’s article (ed. ).
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‘““For the reason that thou,
Hieronymus Duquesnoy...”

Geert Debeuckelaere

These are the opening words of a court judge-
ment regarding sodomy accusations, pronounced
by the Ghent sheriffs’ court. The sentence was
carried out on 28 September, 1654, and none other
than Hieronymus Dugquesnoy, one of the fore-
most representatives of Flemish Baroque sculp-
ture, was led cowards the stake.! Hismasterpiece,
the mausoleum of Bishop Triest in the Saint Bavo
Cathedral, had not yet been completed.?

In the Treaty of Munster in 1648, Spam finally
recognized the Dutch Republic and accepted the
closure of the Schelde river, which wasdetrimen-
tal to the prosperity of Southern Netherlands.?
However, the districts that later became Belgium
were past their greatest calamities. Because of
the wars and emigration caused by the Reforma-
tion and the Counter Reformation, the economy
now had to provide the necessities of life for
fewer people. For some cities—and Ghent was
one of them—one might even speak of a certain
economic recovery, thanks to the luxury textile
industry.* The Saint Bavo Cathedral would enjoy
this relative prosperity, thanks to the foundation
of a special redesign fund, established by Bishop

Triest.?
The Duquesnoy Family

Hieronymus Duquesnoy was the youngest of
three sculptors from the same family. Hierony-
mus senior was the creator of the well-known
“Mannecken Pis”. His son Frangois, the most
talented of the three, rose to fame in Italy under
the name "Il Flamingo”, and died in Leghorn
while setting off to France to work at the French
Court.¢

For a long time his biographers have wronged
the younger Hieronymus. It is obvious that his

death at the stake affected theirevaluations of his
life. While accusations concerning his murder of
his brother have been refuted for over a century,
biographers still try to discredit the quality and
originality of his work. Both E. Dhanens in De
Sint-Baafskathedraal’ and M. van Roose in De Beeld-
houwhkunst in de 17de eeuw® reach back to this tradi-
tion, disproven since 1949, suggesting that he
merely completed 2 work originally commis-
sioned from his brother Frangois.

Hieronymus Duquesnoy was born in 1602 in
Brussels, and grew up in his father’satelier. Hier-
onymus, like his brother Frangois, was very much
attracted towards sculpture. Though he did not
receive any specific training, he made racher
swift progress. Around 1621, his brother having
established some reputation in Italy, Hieronymus
himself decided to go there. He started to work
under his brother’s guidance. Their early works
show so much resemblance that experts still tend
to confuse them, and simply call them “works by
Duguesnoy”’. Their personalities however were
very dissimilar, causing occasional frictions.
Sometime after Anton van Dyck’s stay in Rome,
where he painted their portraits, the brothers de-
cided to split up, and we lose track of Hierony-
mus. For several yearshe lived in Rome, and trav-

elled from there through Italy. Various times he
went to Spain as well, receiving assignments ot

Philip IV. But the specific dates are doubtful. He
was back in Italy around 1641, living in Florence
with a fellow countryman, the goldsmith André
Ghysels from Brussels. In 1642 Hieronymus gota
message that his brother, preparing for his jour-
ney to France, had fallenseriously ill. The doctors
claimed that Frangois was in desperate need of a
different climate and subsequently, in June 1642,
the brothers began their journey to the north. In



Leghorn Frangois was once more attacked by the
fever. Hedied there on12July, 1642, and wasbur-
ied in the Franciscan Monastery.

One tradition, based on a letter of Aydama to
Mariette? written in 1766, accuses Hieronymus of
poisoning his brother cut of jealousy. This accusa-
tion was repeated by a number of biographers,
and finally refuted by Edmund de Busscher in
1877.10

Hicronymus sent his brother’s luggage and
tour chests containing various works of art to the
Netherlands; he himself traveled through France.
Arriving in Brussels, he refused to share the leg-
acy with his half-brothers and -sisters. He
claimed that the four chests merely contained
professional materials. Since Hieronymus wasal-
ready an “‘elderly bachelor™ (40 years old}, his
family renounced all further claims. After all,
they could expect te receive his inheritance as
well.

In the Netherlands

Once settled in Brussels, Hieronymus, by now
recognized as an important sculptor, received
one assignment after another. In 1645, when
Jacques Franquart, court architect of the Gover-
nor General, fell ill, Hieronymus was appointed
as his assistant. He succeeded Franquart after his
death in 1651. Between 1643 and 1654 his talents
flourished. His works from this period can still be
seen in Brussels, Antwerp and Ghent.

On 8 August, 1651, Hieronymus signed a con-
tract with Bishop Triest, concerning his mauso-
leum, Thismakesit clear that the assighment was
given to Hieronymus, and not to Frangois, as the
Aydama-Mariette tradition claimed. The work
had to be carried cut within two years, startingon
1 January, 1652.1

Antonius Triest, the seventh bishop of Ghent,
was a fascinating character, containing many
contrasts. Asa patron he provided the Saint Bavo
Cathedral withentirely new furnishings, paid for
outof personal donations and the establishmentof
a special fund. He was a benefactor of the Coun-
ter Reformation Baroque style.12 As a prelate he
was a diplomat and a politician. As a philanthro-
pist he was the founder of the “*Berg van Barm-
hartigheid” (Mountain of Mercy}.® In the last

. |

years of his life he attempted to deprive the Je-
suits, the preeminent propagandists of the Coun-
ter Reformation, of the confirmation classes, and
refused to publish the papal denunciation of Jan-
senist principles.!

On 6 July, 1654, Duquesnoy arrived in Ghent
and hired a room at the “Reep”. During the next
two months he and his assistants would be work-
ing on the construction of the mausecleum. The
not yet fully completed statues were put up in a
side chapel of the choir. The chapel wasseparated
from the church by a curtain.’®

Constant

Shortly after his arrival in Ghent, Dugquesnoy,
while working alone, met Constant de Somere. 16
Theboy, eight yearsold, was the son of a cobbler.
Hieronymus took him to the chapel and bared the
boy’sarmsinorder todraw them. He handed him
some small change as well.

The next morning Constant returned. Du-
quesnoy led the boy’s hand to the front of his
pants, ‘‘ordering him to grope and fumble the
afore-mentioned sculptor’s thing with his ligtle
hand, which he did, and that afore-mentioned
sculptor touched and groped his thing aswell...”.
Further, Duquesnoy asked Constant to take down
his trousers and bend forward, and sodomized the
boy. When the boy complained about the pain,
Duguesnoy told him that it wasn’t that bad. Be-
fore the boy left, he gave him three pennies and
asked him to return the nextday. He also told the
boy not to speak about the occurrences of that
morning.!?

Foraperiod of five weeks Constant wasable to
guard their secret, and returned regularly to the
Saint Bavo Cathedral. He ran little errands for
the artist, and often the boy himself made the first
move toward sexual contact.’® About a dozen
times the boy allowed himself to be sodomized by
the artist. Once he even joined Duquesnoy in his
lodging, where they had sexual contact as well.
As a rule he collected two or three pennies each

time.?

Jacobus

After five weeks Counstant brought a young
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friend along: Jacobus de Sterck, eleven years old
and a choir boy at the Saint Niklaaskerk. From
now on the boys regularly visited the chapel to-
gether, but they paid separate visits as well. Du-
quesnoy, it would seem, preferred his contacts
with Jacobus, asindicated by the wider variety of
sexual activities listed in the complaint, but also
by overt displays of affection as, for instance,
French kissing. Jacobus is cautioned to silence
even “‘if he should be put in a dark weil or
whipped or hanged on the gallows.”2

One time Duquesnoy put both boys over a
bench and sodomized them in turn,? but most of
the time he sodomized just one boy, even if they
visited him together. If by chance someone came
into the church, he would hide the boysin a large
closet.Z During a period of three weeks both boys
continued to visit the artist, either alene or to-
gether.

How the whole matter came to light isn 't quite
clear yet, though some indications seem to point
in the direction of Constant’s mother. She was
well informed about her son’s financial transac-
tionts with the sculptor. The boy told her, how-
ever, that he got the money for permitting him-
self to be drawn by the artist. By 30 August, how-
ever, she was completely convinced that Du-
quesnoy had had sexual contact with Constant.
Preceding her statement to the court, the archives
inform us that she had been directed by the pen-
sionary Van De Vijvere to “‘examine the dircy
vests thather afore-mentioned little son Constant
wore on his body three or four months ago,” and
returned with the report that “among the afore-
mentioned vests, two vests, in my judgement, ap-
peared to show spots of human sperm on their
backeails ..."2

Howeves, since Duquesnoy had been arrested
on 31 August, and since the interrogations for
which she was asked to provide this evidence had
already begun, itisnot clear if Constant s maother
was the only complainant.# Considering the con-
ditions under which the sexual contacts with the
boys had taken place (in a side chapel, only shut
off by a curtain), other regular actendants of the
church might have detected them. Both curate
Jan Van de Velde and canon Robert Vander
Muelen paid daily visits to the cathedral.® Con-
stant’s statement also shows just how easily they

could have been found out by others. Before the
arrest, the boy said, he had often visited the chapel
and witnessed Hieronymus' and Jacobus’ sexual
activities, without being noticed by either of
themn?.

The Trial

On 31 August, Constant and Jacobus were in-
terregated. They confessed immediately. There-
upon the two boys were confronted with one
another, to determine whether their statements
agreed. During his first interrogation on 31 Au-
gust, at nine o’clock in the evening, Duquesnoy
categorically denied all sexual contacts. He only
admitted to once having asked Constant to take
off his jerkin, in order to draw his chest. On that
day statements of a doctor and Constant 'smother
were also recorded.

On 1 September, 1654 the second interrogation
of Constant and Jacobus took place. During his
second interrogation Duquesnoy continued to
deny all accusations. Confronted by the artist,
both boysaccused him of having sodomized them.
During the third interrogation on 3 September,
Duquesnoy finally confessed under torture to all
the charges @

Duquesnoy sought to question the jurisdiction
of the Ghent sheriffs’ court. As His Majesty's ar-
chitect, he took the view that he should be sum-
moned before the Royal Magistrate in Brussels.
Subsequently, on2 September, 1654, he senta sim-
ilar request to the King by way of his Privy Coun-
cil. On 4 September, he renewed his appeal and
complained about the Ghent magistrate, whohad
confiscated all of his furniture and other belong-
ings. The Privy Council ordered the Ghent mag-
istrate toofficially release the artist’s possessions,
but then the Privy Council itself confiscated all of
thern, including his chest in Ghent.

On 10 September, the Ghentmagistratessenta
counter recommendation to the Privy Council,
stating that such a crime could not possibly re-
main unpunished, even if it was just to set an ex-
ample. But Brussels” decision was not forthcom-
ing, so adelegation from the Ghentsheriffs court
set off for Brussels to speed the matter, with a
request to be allowed to proceed with the sen-

tence.



Meanwhile, on4 September, some of the sculp-

tor's friends appealed directly to Archduke Leo- |

pold, the Governor General, inaletter, to ask him
to have Duquesnoy brought betore the Royal
Court. On 17 September they renewed their re-
questinasecond letter, supported by Bishop Tri-
est. But this time they acknowledged his guilt,
and asked the Governor General that, after aver-
dict from whatever courthad proper jurisdiction,
“*his deserved death penalty would be commuted
to life imprisonment, so his crime would be kepta
secret, without remaining unpunished, and that
the talent of this extraordinary artist would be
saved for Art, and that he would be in service of
His Serene Highness for the long period of hisim-
prisonment.”

Regarding jurisdiction the Privy Council re-
turned an unfavourable opinion to Archduke
Leopold. Because of the heinous nature of his
crime, they advised that Duquesnoy be denied ac-
cess to the Royal Magistrate. Furthermore the
Council recommended that the Archduke notre-
prieve the artist; and allow the Ghent sheritts to
have their own way. The Governor General ap-
proved their recommendation. On 25 September,
the official decree arrived in Ghent: the Ghent
sheriffs’ court was allowed now to carry out the
sentence and to confiscate Duquesnoy 's property
for the benefit of the King.

On 28 September, the sheriffs’ court pro-
nounced judgement: *'... and, consideringall, do-
ing justice, we sentence you to be tied to a stake
and to be burned to ashes in the Corn Market of
this town, seizing and confiscating all your goods,
wherever they may be, without any exception,
all costs of the process of justice to be charged
against the same.” The artist was executed the
same day, somewhere around noon. Hieronymus
Duquesnoy was strangled at the stake. They
burned his body afterwards. The Franciscans
celebrated twelve requiem masses to secure the
repose of the victim’s soul 2

Sodomy and Paedophilia

In a previous article® we have seenthat, inear-
lier centuries, the term ‘sodomy’ referred to a
much wider concept. It meant, among other
things, any sexual activities between two persons

of the same sex, and not just anal sexual inter-
course. Evenif Duquesnoy had nothad analinter-
course with the boys, he could have been charged
with sodomy and sentenced anyway.

Nowadays we would describe the occurrences
in terms of paedophilia or paedosexuality. In the
17th century, however, such termmology wasut-
terly unknown. It was between the 16th and 18th
centuries that the idea of separate age groups,
each possessing special qualities, began to
emerge. The category of ‘children’ was begin-
ning to emerge: children were classified as “child’
until higher ages, and ‘adult’, on the other hand,
became a more rigid category separate from
‘child’. However, the separation between these
two age groups was not nearly as rigid as our
modern concepts might prejudice us to believe.®

Nevertheless, even for those days Constant’s
and Jacobus’ ages were considered to be low, and
indeed i the various records they are often re-
ferred to indiminutives. Even so, the fact that the
boys were categorized as children did not in and
of itself constitute a separate crime. Apparently
there was no specific law yet on sodomy with
children, and Hieronymus Dugquesnoy 's sentence
would not have been any less severe if his partner
had been an adult man.

Courts in that period proceeded from the pre-
mise of the defendant’s guilt. It was the duty of the
accused to prove his innocence. So Hieronymus
Duquesnoy found himself in an impossible posi-
tion. The fact that the boys had visited him and
returned regularly was not taken into account by
the sheriffs’ court. The court, however, did pro-
nounce upon the competence and reason of the
boys, and judged “that in the afore-mentioned
children no trace of noticeable malice is
found...”™ The boys were thus judged to show
insufficient power of discernment between good
and evil.

The investigation must have been a traumatic
experience for the boys. During the period of the
interrogation they were lodged in the Alexian
monastery.® The way the boys were questioned
was sufficiently traumatizing. Constant’s
straightforward answering of the questions, even
detailed onesabout the artist’s orgasms and semi-
nal discharges, would suggest that the interroga-
tion was not so difficult for him. Jacobus, on the -
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other hand, at first tried to equivocate,® which
provokedevenmore detailed questions, and in his
shaky attempt to pretend that he had not com-
pletely grasped the meaning of the occurences, he
provided even more information than Constant.

When the boys were told to reconstruct the
occurrences and were forced to show the as-
sembled sheriffs, how, bending over a table, Du-
qeusnoy had sodomized them both, one might
well expect the sheriffs to have vented their in-
dignation, but one wonders what purpose was
served by such ahumiliating display, and how this
demeonstration could possibly have added to the
investigation.’ The medical examination of the
“forcing of the fundaments” of the boys must
have been an humiliating experience aswell. The
purpose might have been, however, to verify the
truthfulness of their statements. Once this wases-
tablished, the testimonies were sufficient.

In their answers, the boys tried to put all the
blame on the artist. The sheriffs would not have
raised the question of their complicity: all ques-
tions were focused on proving Duquesnoy s guilt.
Even when the boys told that they returned after
their first contact with the artist, the court waved

it aside. And when Duquesnoy confessed during
his [ast interrogation, but pointed out that the
boys had sometimes asked for the sexual contacts
themselves—which he refused a few times%—
this made, apparently, no difference to the sher-
iffs.

The legal costs were paid out of the artist’s con-
fiscated estate. The accounts which are attached
provide some data on the boys’ furure course of
lite. Both of them were banished, Jacobus for a
period of six years. To regulate the procedure, a
contract was made with Gheraerdt De Somere,
Constant’s father, for which he received twelve
pounds, to “'keep him [Jacobus] out of the coun-
try.” Another contract was made with Pauwels
De Zaedeleer on “the least boy [Constant], who
was sent to Spain.”* Both banishments are pun-
ishmenis without judgement of guiit.® Nonethe-
less, the banishment indicates that the sheriffs’
court, as well as Constant’s parents,® attributed
some responsibility to the boys, quite contrary to
what the records seem 1o say about them “show-
g no traces of noticeable malice™! After all,
their punishments were severe as well.

NOTES

1. Stadsarchief Gent {hereafter
5.A.G.) 215/2, Criminal Sen-
tences. Sentence of Hierony-
mus Duquesnoy. All later sen-
tences of the Ghent Sheriffs’
Court have been examined,
and there are no further sen-
tences for sodomny.

2. J. Buntinx, “‘Jeroom Du-
quesnoy en het praalgraf van
bisschop Triestinde $t.-Baafs-
kathedraal te Gent, ” Handeling-
en van de Maatschappif voor Ge-
schiedenis en  Oudhetdiunde  te
Gent, new sertes IV, 1949, pages
106-7. A partof the surface had
yet to be polished.

3. Winkler Prins Geschiedenis der
Nederlonden  ( Amsterdam/U-

trecht: Elsevier, 1977), vol. 2,
pp. 250-4.

4. A K_L. Thijs, "Nijverheidin
de Zuidelijke Nederlanden,”
Algemene geschiedenis der Neder-
fanden (Haarlem: Fibula-Van
Dishoeck, 1980}, vol. 7, pp. 86-
97, especially pp. 89-93.

5. M. van Roose, “De Beeld-
houwkunst in de 17de E.,”
Gent: Duizend jaar kunst en cultunr
{Ghent: Museum voor Schone
Kunsten, 1975), vol. 1, pp. 491-
6, especially pp. 492-3.

6. L. Hadermann-Misguich,
“Les Duquesnoy,” Wallonie:
Ans en Histoire (Gembloux: ].
Duculot, 1970} Nr. 4, pp. 37-1t.
7. E. Dhanens, De Sint Baafska-
thedraal (Ghent: Provinciebe-
stuur van Qostviaanderen,

1965), p. 121

8. van Roose, op. cit., p. 492.
9. P.J. Mariette (1694-1774)
was the foremost print dealer
and private art coliector of his
era 10 France. In connection
with his dealing and collecting
he amassed anencyclopedicfile
on the lives and work of artists,
which was published insix vol-
umes after his death as the

* Abecedarie de P.J. Mariette {ed. P.

Chenneviéres and A. de Mon-
taiglon; Paris: Demoulin, 1853-
4; reprint ed. Paris: Nobele,
1962). His entry for Hieron-
ymous Duquesnoy (Vol. 2, pp.
137-ff) consists largely of the
text of a letter from a corres-
pondent, H. Eydama, written
from Paris on 27 June, 1766.

*Abecedaire



While his report of the trial
suggests familiarity with the
trial documents,  Eydama
misses nc opportunity  to
blacken Hieronymus™ reputa-
tion with additional allegations
of drunkenness and lewdnessin
Italy, murdering his brother,
and stealing both Frangois’
estate from their family and his
artistic legacy in the form of
plans for Bishop Triest’s mau-
soleum, which he asserts was
commissioned from Frangois
(ed.).

10. E. de Busscher, “Les sculp-
teurs Du Quesnoy, Delvaux,
Calloigne,” Annales de la société
Royale des Beaux Ans (Ghent,
1877), pp. 305-440, especially
Pp. 396-402. For general facts
concerning Hieronymus Du-
quesnoy'’s life, this article will
rely upon this biography,
which is the most thorough ac-
count of his life and the source
used by later biographers. Spe-
cific additions for this article
are footnoted. De Busscher
gives less information over the
trial itself.

11. Buntinx, op. cit., pp. 102-1f.
12. van Roose, op. cit., pp. 492-
3.

13. R. Mathijs, Iconografie van
bisschop Triest (n.p., 1939), pp.
28-31.

14. V. Fris, Histoire de Gand
(Brussels: Van Oest, 1913), p.
250.

15. The tradition that the two
boys served as models for the
putti on the mausoleum cannot
be bornout. It would have been
entirely impossible for the
sculptor to have made the putti
in the short time he was in
Ghent. Further, boysot8and 11
would have been too old to

serve as models for putti. Re-
garding this tradition, see
“Criminele sententién,”” Cen-
trale Bibliotheek, Rijksuniver-
siteit te (zent, Ms. 59. p. 129:
On 28 September in the
CornMarket in Ghent jus-
tice was done to Frangol
Cannoy [sic], master
sculptor, because he {pro-
ducing the memorial of
Bishop Antonius Triest in
Saint Jan's Church,inasep-
arate place, with the im-
ages upon which he
worked) did commit sod-
omy on twa servants, be-
tng choristers of the same
church, one being about
cight years of age, the
other being about twelve,
explaining he had made
them naked in order to
produce angels. The sen-
tence being carried out
about 12 hours, forenoon,
this same Cannoy was
scrangled and thereafter
burned to asheson28 Sept.
1654.
This handwritten 18th century
Manuscript contams many er-
rorsregarding the case of Hier-
onymus Duquesnoy, but is the
oldest source to which the tra-
dition that the boys were mod-
els for the pucti can be traced. It
is interesting that so soon after
the execution the two Duques-
noys were being confused.
16. This is supported by the
dossier in the Stadsarchief van
Gent, 5.A.G. 213/15. Both de
Busscher and A. van Lokeren
{"'Jéréme Duquesnoy’, Mes-
sager des sciences et des arts, 1833,
pp. 462-5) are mistaken about
the name. Both the Dutch and
French versions of the interro-

gations clearly give the name as
“Constant” and not “Tous-
saint”’.

17. S.A.G. 213/15; birst inter-
rogation of Constant de
Semere, 31 August.

18. 5.A.G. 213/15; third and £i-
nal interrogation of Hierony-
mus Duquesnoy, 3 Sept. 1654.
19. S.A.G. 213/15; first inter-
rogation of Constant de
Semere, 31 August.

20. S.A.G. 213/15: first inter-
rogation of Jacobus de Sterck,
31 August.

21. S.A.G. 213/15: first inter-
rogation of Constant de
Somere, and first interrogation
of Jacobus de Sterck, 31 Au-
gust.

22. S.A.G. 213/15: first con-
frontation of Constant and Ja-
cobus, 31 August,

23. 8.A.G. 213/15: first inter-
rogation of Kathelijne Dam-
mans, mather of Constant de
Somere, 31 August, 1654, Du-
quesnoy had usually wiped oft
his member on the boys’ shirt
tails: second interrogation of
Constant and second interro-
gation of Jacobus, 1 Sept. 1654.
24. Q. Roelandts, De beeldhoun-
ers Dugriesnoy, vader en zoon
(Ghent: n.d.) suggests that
Constant’s mother was the
complainant. But because her
examination of Constant’s
shirt happened in response to a
request from the magistrate,
the investigation must have al-
ready been under way.

25. Buntinx, op. ctt., p. 106.
26. S.A.G. 213/15: first inter-
rogation of Constant de
Somere, 31 August.

27. 5.A.G. 213/15: Dutch re-
port; third interrogation of
Hieronymus Duquesnoy, 3
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Sept., 1654,

28. De Busscher, op. ait., pp.
368-80. As previously noted,
this article relies on those por-
tions of de Busscher’s bio-
graphy which were based on
documents in the Algemeen
Rijksarchief, Brussels. Identi-
cal documents and manuscripts
are present in the Stadsarchiet
Gent, S.A.G. 103/8, and were
examined for this article. They
support the accuracy of de
Busscher’s work.

20. G. Debeuckelaere, *Ver-
keerd zijn in Beroerde Tijden:
De Gentse sodomietenpro-
cessen van 1578, " De Homo-
kramt, March, 1981, pp. 3-6.

* 30. M.W. van Ussel, Geschiede-
nis van het seksuele probleem
(Meppel: Boorn, 1968), pp. 132-
3.

31, S.A.G. 213/15: after the fi-
nal interrogation of Hierony-
mus Duguesnoy, 3 Sept. 1654.
32. S.A.G.213/15: invoices ap-
pended to the case.

33. S.A.G. 213/15: first inter-

rogation of Jacobus de Sterck,
31 August. Jacobus first said
that Duquesnoy had pene-
trated him with his finger.
Under further questioning he
admitted that it had been done
with his penis.

34. 5.A.G. 213/15: second -
terrogation of Jacobus de
Sterck, 31 August 1654 and con-
frontation of the children with
Hieronymus Duquesnoy, 1
Sept. 1654,

35. 5.A.G. 213/15: declaration
of Dr. Laureyns Mannesse, 31
August 1654,

36. S.A.G. 213/15: final inter-
rogation of Hieronymus Du-
quesnoy, under torture, 3 Sep-
tember 1654.

37.5.A.G. 213/15: invoices ap-
pended to the case materials.
De Busscher, op. cit. p. 380, re-
ports that Toussaint (1.e., Con-
stant) was banned to Spain and
that Jacobus was banned from
Flanders. He gives no source
for this. Roelandts, op. cit., p.

60, gives the details of the ban-
ning as in this article. In Barat-
zeartea (2nd. ed., 1965, pp. 147-
9} Jehan Daisne mentions Du-
quesnoy’s trial and the banning
of the boys. He bases his ac-
count on an article from the
Wetenschappelijke Tifdingen from
1961 by Dr. K. van Acker. Al-
though he probably read
through the files, the article is
anything but accurate. Even
the boys’ punishments are
stated incorrectly.

38. S.A.G. 215/2, “Criminal
sentences  also shows no
judgements under the boys’
names.

39. Considering that the ban-
ning of Jacobus de Sterck was
carried out through a contract
with Gheraerdt de Somere
(Constant’s father), and the
fact that there were no wit-
nesses on behalf of Jacobus at
his interrogations, it is possible
to conclude that Jacabus wasan
orphan,

*J.ML.W. ('Jos') van Ussel

¥ DI1E SCHWULEN BUCHLADEN

PRINZ EISENHERZ - BLEIBTREUSTH. 52 - 1000 BERLIN 12 - 030/313 99 36
S MANNERSCHWARM - N. PFERDEMARKT 32 - 2000 HAMBURG 6 - 040/43 60 93
RN LAVENDELSCHWERT - BAYARDSGASSE I - 5000 KOLN1 - 0221/23 26 26

R E RLKONIG

. BEBELSTR. 25 J000 STUTTGART 1 oM1/63 M 19

ALLES UBER KNABEN
FORDERN SIE UNSEREN KOSTENLOSEN
VERSANDPROSPEKT AN




Male Homosexuality in Thailand
by Peter A. Jackson, Ph.D.

This unique work is based on translations into English of contemporary Thai materials, and
will be of vital interst to anyone wishing to discover the social aititudes of the Thai people,
themselves, towards sexual activities between males of all ages.

Until now there has been no serious and detailed examination of this topic, a surprising
ommission given the apparent tacit acceptance of male homosexuality by the Thai populance.
This volume therefore provides vital sociological and psychological pointers to a Southeast
Asian society which accepts a relatively greater degree of bisexuality than does the West, with
a corresponding lack of overt homo- and pedophobia.

Dr. Peter A. Jackson is familiar with Thai history and culture and is fluent in the language.
His commentary through the volume places in clear perspective the points of view expressed
by the various authors of the original materials. A scholarly introduction has been contributed
by Gilbert Herdt, Ph.D., University of Chicago, Department of Behavioral Sciences.

Cloth-bound edition: ISBN 1-55741-006-2; Softcover edition: ISBN 1-55741.007-0

The two standard texts in the fleld.

Loving Boys, Volume One
by Dr. Edward Brongersma

Erotic attraction and sexual relations between adult males and boys is a persistent
phenomenon—it occurs in all known cultures and in all times. The author, a retired Duich
senator and distinguished jurist, examines “boy-love™ from the perspective of all the social,
cultural 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.

Cloth-bound edition: ISBN 1-55741-000-3; Soft-cover edition: ISBN 1-55741-001-1

Boys on Their Contacts With Men
by Drs. Theo Sandfort

A thoughtful book writien for the general reader describing the first rigorously scientific
smdy ever made on sexually expressed pedophile relationships in which boys who have nof
been traumalized by courts, psychiatrists, social workers or police have been able to express
how they actually felt about the men they interacted with and the sexual activities they shared.

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

Giobal Academic Publishers
80-50 Baxter Avenue (Suite 500), Elmhurst, NY 11373, USA
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BOOK REVIEWS

De pedagogische Eros in het geding—Gustav Wyneken en de
pedagogische vriendschap in de Freie Schulgemeinde Wickers-
dorf tussen 1906-1931

Thijs C.M.M. Maasen (Utrecht: Homostudies, 1988),

208 pages

Let no one be dissuaded from reading this book by
the fact that it served as a doctoral thesis, for its Dutch
style is pleasant and clear, quite accessible ta anyone
with an interest in problems of pedagogy. Only the
footnotes remind us of the extensive scientific work
and the intensive research the author invested in this
magnificent study.

Tomostof us, Gustav Wyneken isnow anearly for-
gotten name. Some may remember that he was the
main figure in E. Ebermayer ‘skey-novel Kampfum Odi-
lienberp {Berlin, 1929). But in the 19207s in Germany,
Wyncken was at the center of a heated debate.

Gustav Wyneken, bornin 1875 as the sonof a Luthe-
ran clergyman, founded in 1906 the Free School Com-
munity Wickersdorf, in order to realise his pedagogi-
cal ideals. Personal discord led him to leave itin 1910.
During the First World War he tock an active partin
the German youth movement, and as soon as peace re-
turned and Germany became a republic he received an
official appaintment in the Ministry of Instruction. His
ambitions for a career in politics miscarried, however,
as his efforts to reform the school systemin Prussia and
Bavaria met with vielent opposition. In 1919 he felt
himself compelled to renounce hisministerial function,
and returned te Wickersdorf. Here his leadership was
equally short-lived. Toward the end of 1920 he was
accused of sexual indecency with some of his pupilsand
in 1921 a criminal procedure was instituted against him.
In spite of his passionate defense, he was sentenced to
one year in prison. Thisjudgment wasconfirmed by the
Court of Appeal. But an amnesty in 1923 saved Wy-

neken from actually serving his sentence.

Dr. Maasen reproduces the official documents of the
trial and further deals extensively with the reactions to
this famous affair in the contemporary pressand public
opinion, those in defense of Wyneken as well as the
unfavourable comments on his activities and attitudes.
Portraits of boys he loved and numerous quotations
from Wyneken's correspondence with them and from
the diary of one of his young friendsenliven the picture.

Wyneken was evidently what we may call adifficult
personality, and I cannot say that the general impres-
sion with which thisbock leaves me isone of sympathy

oy

for him. In two positions he took athis trial [see dishon-
esty, one that is to be pardoned, the second less easily

excusabie.

Wynaeken's contention during his crial thac his ac-
tions with the students had no sexual intention can be
pardoned. Asthe court excluded the presence of public
and press, our knowledge about whathappened during
the sessions is imited to the documents formulating the
accusation and the final sentence. Wyneken was ac-
cused of indecent activitics on several occasions with a
seventeen year old and atwelve year old pupil, in the
period that he was their teacher. According to the
judgesitwas proven that Wynekenhad locked the door
of the bedroom, persuaded the seventeen yearold Vik-
tor Behrens to rake off his clothes, and then, himself
also naked, had embraced the adolescent upon his bed,
hugging him tightly, fondling him, kissing Viktor on
his mouth, while Wyneken’s sexual organ pressed
against the boy 'sbelly. Inthe case of the twelve yearold
Heinz Hermann, W}rneken had during an excursion
shared a bedroom with him. He had asked the boy to
undress and come to him in his bed. As Heinz did so,
Wyneken, after spreading a bath-towel under their
bodies, placed his erect penis between the boy's thighs
and there moved ttup and down until he gjaculated. He
then wiped the ejaculate from the boy’s legs and told
him to go back to hisownbed. Wynekendenicd having
gone as far as this, but the courtdid not believe him, and
stated that even his own version of the events would
have been sufficient to convict him of indecent assault.
Wyneken, inhisdefense, further maintained that what-
ever he had done with these pupilsshould notbe consid-
ered as a sexual activity, but as an expression of peda-
gogical eros.

Maasen took Wyneken as the subject of his study
because he was the catalyst for a wide-spread discus-
sion in the German youth movement concerning peda-
gogical eros, and probably not because his pedagogical
ideals were so particularly interesting in themselves.
For Wyneken, true education only started at puberty,
and the family wasnot the right institution to deal with
it, The family was for protection, not education. In
regard to Wyneken’s thinking on education, one of



Maasen'sopponents at hisdoctoral detense said sarcas-
ticatly that Wyneken might have considered himselfa
profound thinker about education, but thachis theories
dealt only with boys and excluded girls. Moreover,
these theories were not about all boys, but only those
after puberty; and notabout all boys after puberty, but
only the intelligent ones; and not about all intelligent
boys after puberty, but only the handsome ones. A
cather limited field for a “general” theory! There is
some truth in this sarcasm, as Wyneken's education
was only intended for an “elite”’. Wyneken detested
bourgeois pedagogy with its “sentimental cult of indi-
vidual personality”. His school was intended to render
a boy a “‘creative genius”, to integrate him, with his
knowledge and his will, in a “‘spiritual army”, the
Spirit {Geist} being a supra-individual collective con-
sciousness, 2 community consciousness, bearer of hu-
manity's spiritual good. The Wickersdorf boy shouid
“communicate with this Spirit”, understand its lan-
guage, “fathom the absolute eternal values of ideas and
works of art”, thus distinguishing himself from the
“common people™, Wyneken's followers stressed this
distinction by their dress and by employing 2 special
jargon. In this sense the school resembled a religious
order and Wyneken saw himself asa *Saviour ", lead-
ing his youngsters to sanctity, to the nobility of a supe-
rior conception of life,

The school was in favour of coeducation, but the
girls remained always in a second-rate position. They
could never artain to the level of the boys, for these
were favoured by a special relationship to an adule
mentor. In his views concerning this special relation-
ship, Wyneken was intluenced by the poet Stefan
George (1868-1933), who considered himself to be the
ideal spiritual father, the great master, the charismatic
leader of a fuvourite, aristocratic boy. George wanted
to nnite himself with those adolescents whohad wirned
away from their physical father.

The paiderastia of ancient Greece was, of course, a
shining example, but for modern education Wyneken
rejected the sexual relationship it undoubtedly im-
plied. There had to be sensuality between mentor and
pupil, but this should be chaste sensuality, without
gross genital activity. It had therefore nothing in com-
mon with homoscxuality as described by Magnus
Hirschfeld. Butherecognized thatinboysafter puber-
ty there existed an ¢rotic attraction to the adult men-
tor, adesire tobe loved by him, to follow him, tobelong
to him, to participate in his higher life. Likewise there
was on the other hand, as a natural phenomenon, the
erotic, boy-loving desire of the adult man, wanting to
be a benefactor of youth.

[nevitably, the reality of daily life in Wickersdorf
wasoften farbeneath these elevated conceptions. Even

S

among the teachers there were passionate struggles,
one group of men and boys bent on an ascetic life, re-
jecting modern commodities, while others on the con-
trary accepted the consasmption of alcokolicdrinks, to-
bacco and jazz music.

Hermann Klein, at 16, dedicating his private diary to
his venerated mentor Wyneken, belonged to the first
group. What womencalllove, he wrote, wasonly sex-
ual impulse and bestial. According to him, all pleasure
was vile. Wyneken certainly didn'c go to such ex-
tremes. On the contrary, in his opinion the spiritual
celationships, as they were common between teachers
and pupils in his school, were always connected with
sexuality, even if this sexuvality was not “genitally ori-
ented”’. He considered that such love relationships
were, for boysatacertainage, normal and required by
nature. [n the huggingand embracing of a naked boy by
his naked teacher, such as that ot which he at his trial
stood accused, Wyneken saw the mentor giving his
body just like Chrise otfered his body e his disciples.
He called it a daring act, a renewal, evenif clearly op-
posite to popular conceptions. Wyneken's judges,
however, decided that he had acted tosatisfy hissensual
appetite, This, in their eyes, constituted a criminal in-
decency.

Today, boy-lovers whoaccept their ownnature, af-
ter nearly seventy yearsof discussion and study of sexu-
ality, have lessdifficulty in recognizing the sexual con-
tent of such activities without rejecting them at the
same time. Hans Licht {pseudonym of Paul Brandt),
whose ideas were shaped by his profound research into
Greek antiquity and “Greek Love ”, was one of the few
contemporaries able to take this peint of view. He said
simply, “Wyneken’s only guile was chat of living in
twenticth century Germany with a Greek soul.”

Wyneken was perhapsblind to the nature of hisown
urges when he argued that in the physical expressionof
his “'pedagogical Eros"—or at feast in his relationships
with some of his favourite boys—there was only a
slight touch of sexuality. Tt was downright sexual. But
in his eyes and those of his contemporaries, sexual ac-
tivities, even loving and tender consensual sexual activ-
ities withaboy, could never be considered as pedagogi-
cally beneficial. Even in our times such a view 1s ac-
cepted by only a tiny minority.

Maasen rightly observes that the concept of peda-
gogicz] eros has nearly completely disappeared from
the vocabulary of contemporary pedagogy. Itis to be
regretted that he at this point did not mention the opin-
ion of some current lefi-wing German groups, which
reject the idea of pedagogical eros not because of the
“eros’'butbecauseitis “pedagogical . One such view
is expressed in the declaration of the Pidosexuellen-
gruppe inder Homosexuelle Aktion Hamburg, printed
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in Hohmann’s Pidophilie Heute (Frankfurt: Férster,
1980). These groups entirely approve sexual activities
between friends belonging to different generations,
but are violently opposed to the older partner posing as
a wiser and more experienced mentor. According to
them, man and boy are equals, for children are not in-
complete human beings that have in some way to be
guided, shaped, formed or, in other words, to be edu-
cated. As Reinacher and Schérer put it, we ought to
recognize the child unconditionally as a full-fledged
human being, whose tendencies, desires and nee ds are
to be respected in any situation.

If educationisconceived asajustification for drilling
youth mentally (in religion, morals, politics, choice of
profession, etc.) and bodily (manners, sports, dress,
haircut, etc.) in order to mould a youngster into a rep-
lica of the educator or his ideal image, then we do well
torejectit. But the word may be used in another, more
acceptable sense too. Children are born insuch a condi-
tion that they cannot survive without the assistance of
older persons, and every child is destined to live in a
society which is not freely created by us, but to which
we belong, even if we find abundant reason to criticise
itonmany points. Therefore every child isunavoidably
subject to a process of growth and adaptation. The ac-
ceptable meaning of education is to accompany the
child during this process of growth, thereby providing
protection against mistakes which might prove fatal,
and helping the child to pick itself up after other less
threatening mistakes, and finally, to build abridge over
which this young being finds a way into society as the
unique, unrepeatable entity he or she is.

To treat as equal those who aren’t equal is theatre,
hypocrisy. Child and adult are equal as human beings
and therefore equally entitled to respect. Upon the
road of life, however, the adult and the child have not
covered the same distance, and we commit an injustice
toward the child if we deny thisdifference. As the pro-
cessof entering into society never brings only progress
and profit to a human being, the childmay lose much of
the capacity for spontaneity, frankness and vitality. In
these aspects the child is certainly superior to the adult.
His greater experience may perhapsenable the adult to
teach the younger friend new methods, new ap-
proaches. His larger knowledge may help to solve
problems, to enrich him. But this does not reduce the
child to an *‘object of education”. Education should
always be a partnership. As the German professor
Kentler says rightly in his book about sexual education,
it is the secret of love to have a pedagogical influence
without the intention of being pedagogical.

With this insight we are far away from Wyneken
and Wickersdorf. There pedagogical eros was very
much intended as a pedagogy. The leader was the

leader of a group of pupils, the kameradschaft (comrade-
ship). And here we come to the second point on which
Wyneken seems to me dishonest, and I think it less par-
donable than the first. He pretended to affirm anequal-
ity between mentor and pupil, marking the actual sit-
vation by the word Kameradschaft and allowing the
boys to say Du to their teacher. But this teacher was
entitled to the adoration of a number of boys, while he
himself was exacting from every individual boy a love
excluding all other similar relationships. To a pupil
who made friends with another Wyneken wrote, up-
braiding him, “Is it possible to love two persons?’’ He
had, of course, his inner difficulties with the fact that
boys grow older and cease to be boys. But aslongasa
boy belonged to his Kameradschaft, Wyneken wanted
him to be exclusively his, for “‘nobody can serve two
masters’". Mark it well: the older partner is now sud-
denly no longer a comrade butamaster! To fifteen year
old Herbert Kénitzer, Wyneken evendictates the pre-
cise words with which the boy must putoff the master’s
rival and break offhis connections with him, and closes
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his letter to Herbert, ““This would be my letter to him.
But you should of course never make mention of me.
You know, I'm not meddling and you are entirely
free.” And later—Herbert is then sixteen—Wyneken
asks him, ‘Do you feel that my company, my love and
fritﬂdship, my guidance is indispensable, necessary,
decisive for your life, or not? ... If you are feeling: |
belong to you, [ want to be with you, [ want to be led,
taught, illuminated and filled by you, if you trust this to
be the greatest, most beautiful possibility of your
young life, then I also am completely devoted to you.”
It isdifficult to reconcile such expressions with Wy-
neken’s declaration at his trial that in Wickersdorf
there were no pedagogical relations of dependency, so
that the section of the Penal Code referring to the de-
pendence of pupil on teacher could notbe applied to the
contacts he had with the boys of his Kameradschaft.
Maasen rightly concludes that the problems con-
cerning pedagogical eros that arose at Wickersdorf
could partly be explained by the leadership personified
in Wyneken. Wyneken was too often convinced that
he possessed a monopoly on truth. It was in his charac-
ter to be dominee ring, wanting to impose his will every-
where. The only thing we can say about this is that so
many people with the nature of a tyrant seem to be-
lieve, in apparent good faith, that they are paragons of
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democracy, respecting the views and desires of their
followers, and only persuading them by the sheer rea-
sonableness of their arguments.

If there was one thing I missed in Maasen's brilliant
study, it was hisown opinion about the factshe relates.
Throughout the book he remains the objective chron-
icler, relating meticulously what happened and what
were the comments of contemporary writers, but he
never tells us his own impressions, his own opinions.
Was he convinced by Wyneken's arguments? What
does he think about the way Wyneken treated his fa-
vourite boys? Did he find Wyneken unjustly sentenced
ornot? We'dlike to know the feelings of someone who
so intensively relived the whole drama and made such
an extensive research about the period. Some passages
may assist us to make a reasonable guess, but thatis all.

If Maasen did hide from us the contents of his mind,
he gave us in any case abundant material for reflection
concerning this fascinating theme, the pedagogical im-
plications of boy love.

- Edward Brongersma

Die Knabenliebe in Mittelasien
Ingeborg Baldauf Ethnizitit und Gesellschaft. Occasional

Papers Nr. 17 (Berlin: Verlag Das Arabische Buch,
1988), 116 pages

On the first page of her interesting book, Ingeborg
Baldauf states that the Uzbek expression bacabozlik
should be translated as ‘boyplay’ instead of ‘boylove’,
but she nevertheless uses the term ‘Knabenliebe " in her
title. The information she presents was gathered in
1978, before the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. She
suggests that the boyplay, already viewed with con-
tempt by Westernized Afghan intellectuals, has in the
last ten yearslost most of its terrain—in the same way it
was destroyed on the other side of the Russian border,
in Uzbekistan, in the period 1880-1930, when the com-
munists completed the cultural vandalism started
under the czarist government.

The book consists of four sections: first, the practice
of boyplay is described; second, a consideration of the
folksongs sung by the boys about their loves; third, an
overview of the terminology used; and fourth, a com-
parison with Greek and Chinese paederasty. In a con-
cluding appendix Baldauf givesanhistorical analysisof
the destruction of the culture of boylove in Soviet Uz-

bekistan.
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Baldauf estimates that a third or a half of the adult
males participate at some time in their life in the boy-
play. Theboysare 10to 18 yearsof age; their loversare
adult males, often married. There seems to be amilieu,
involving both locations and festivities, where the boys
dance and sing and meet their lovers. These social gath-
erings are unfortunately not described in the book.
There are three different ways for the boys to enter the
world of boyplay: they are invited by a lover; they are
introduced into it by their fathers, who hope to obtain
financial returns fromit; or they are more or less sald by
their fathers to pimps who prostitute the boys outside
the milieu of the boyplay. Baldauf givesno information
on this last phenomenon because she did notsee it—and
itisa quite distinct situation, where the boysdonot sing
and dance asin che boyplay, but are sexually exploited.

In the boyplay itself much energy goesinto seduction
and resistance, but in the end the boy will give himself
to a lover with whom he exchanges kisses and intima-
cies, but rarely sex. Onlyin the end, asa culminationof
a protracted love-affair, is sexual pleasure permitred.
The boys are well paid by the lovers for these intima-
cies. According to Baldauf, the men desire these loves
and intimacies because they do not find them in their
marriages or other heterosexual affairs; the boys are
interested in it for financial reasons. In the lovesongs,
the discrepancy between the perceptions of the lovers
and the boys is made guite explicit. Among these love-
songs, Baldauf differentiates and specifies a series
which stems from “high poetry”” and which touches
upon eternal themes such as love, diseress and death.

The boys need a certain education to enter into the
boyplay. They have toknow how todance and sing and
how to dress and conduct themselves. Their clothes
give them a gitl-like appearance, another theme joked
about in the lovesongs. Their socialization into the
boyplay, and the easy financial gains they obtain there,
make their eventual transition into adulthood rather
difficult. The boys are accustomed to having money,
and they will not easily find a profession which is as
remunerative as the boyplay was. Quite a number of
them seem to enter criminal tinderworlds, especially
the world of gambling which isloosely connected with
the boyplay.

In the lovesongs and terminology Baldauf discerns
two versionsof boyplay: the kigh~culture and the popu-
tar culture, or degenerate. In the same way thatancient
Greek paederasty degenerated—an opinion she ac-
cepts from Harald Patzer's Die Griechische Knabenlicbe,
1982—so comtemporary Afghan boyplay should be
seen as a pitiful shadow of a traditional cultural system
of more substantial content. Itiscertain that the Uzbek
boyplay is falling into decay because of the Westerm-
zation of the country, and that firancial considerations

e

play a more prominent role, but I doubt that in Af-
ghan—or Greek—paederasty the idealised form ex-
isted before the “lower’’ form. As with courtly love m
the West, there would not be a chronological succes-
sion from higher tolower forms oflove, but both wouid
have been co-existent. I suspect rather that they arose
from classdifferences—perhaps with the upper classes
indulging in the lower loves, and rationalizing to them-
selves, in their songs and poetry, that they adhered to
the higher love! Thanks to Baldaut’s study, we can
imagine how Plato’s Symposium, which praises ¢ros,
could have been dependent on a system of very physi-
cal, paederastic sex.

With the information Baldauf gives us, we getarich
presentation of the Afghan boyplay, so that we have a
faint idea of what a decade of commumise rule will have
destroyed.

Gert Hekma

Het Belang van de Ervaning
Theo Sandfort {Utrechs: Homostudies, 1988), 256

pages

In his autobiographical novel, Voor een Verloren Sol-
daat { For a lost soldier), the Dutch choreographer Ruds
van Dantzig describes how, at the end of World War
[f, a twelve year old boy is taken from hungry Amster-
dam toa rural area where there isstill plenty of food. As
the liberatorsarrive, the boy meetsa Canadiansoldier.
What evolves is a mixture of rather violent sex, fear,
disgust—and affection. The boy returns to the soldier
time and again, and finally, whenhe returns to Amster-
dam, he almost desperately searches the streets, hoping
that his soldier has come to the city as well. In inter-
views after the publication of the novel, the author
made it clear that he had been this boy, and that this
experience had been important to his lite.

I could not help being reminded of van Dantzig’s
novel as | read Dr. Theo Sandfort’s dissertation, Het
Belang van de Ervaring (The importance of the expe-
rience). I kept wondering about the problem of where
in figures and statistics van Dantzig’s living experi-
ences could be stored. Sandfort’s research alse deals
with such aspects as coercive and mutually consenting
sexual acts between adults and youths, as well as the
consequences of such acts in later life. Eiterature 15 a
different world from sociology—and van Dantzig
would have been too old to take part in Sandfort’s re-
search sample!—but it does provide us with an oppor-
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tunity to share in van Dantzig’s experiences.

This is not 2 criticism of Sandfort’s dissertation,
which may be a landmark in its field. One cannot ask
that a scientific book which deals mainly with statisti-
cal material be compared withliterature. My criticism
of thisbook is that the writing is flat and it makes read-
ing the dissertation almost as major a task as mastering
all the figures must have been for its author. I under-
stand that a popular edition will appear soon in Putch,

and later in English.
A fundamental biasismtroduced into mostresearch

concerningintergenerational sex because of thenature
of the research samples. According to Sandfort, mostof
the persons constituting the sample for most research,
atone time or another in life, have had encounters with
social workers or legal authorities. Further, many of
those conducting the research a priori consider inter-
generational sexual contacts as abuse, even when those
whom they define as “victims” stress that they volun-
tarily engaged in such activities and enjoyed them. In
some cases the researchers have stated explicitly that
all intergenerational sexual contacts mustbe detined as
abuse because such contacts are atodds with thenorms
and values of society, Sandfort, in an exemplary
manner, tries to remain an nbjﬂctivc researcher: he is
ncither a partisan for the paedophile cause nor a
guardian of established social values. He set out to put
to the test the hypothesis that sexual acts between
youths under sixteen, witheither persons theicown age
or adults, if engaged in voluntarily, might have positive
effects on their later fives, including their sexual ad-
justments, As a coroliary he proposes that coercive
early childhood sexual experiences might cause physi-
cal, psychological and sexunal problems. Inorder ta test
these hypotheses he assembled a sample of boys and
girlshetween 18 and 23, and divided itinto sub-samples
on the basis of whether they had no sexual experience
with another person before the age of sixteen, or a his-
tory of voluntary or coerced {(or a combination of both}
contacts with persons their own age or adults.
Conscientiously, Sandtort states the limits of his re-
search. Despite his efforts to assemble a sample that
wotild be representative of Dutch youth atlarge, he did
not succeed. The fact that his research was retrospec-
tive introduces the danger that memoryisdistorted, He
did not distinguish between the different agesat which
those involved had experienced their sexual contacts.
Problems arising from such experiences might only
come to light much later in life, and could perhaps be
detected only in longitudinal study. Examining the ef-
tects of early childhood experiences on sexual desire,
arousal, fear and satisfaction cannot, ultimactely, be
free of moraljudgments; desire, arousal, fear and satis-
faction will always be subject to moral judgements by
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all concerned. Despite the use of advanced statistical
techniques, there are limits to what they can reveal.
Thereis the danger that the interviews themselves may
give a specific colour to some of the things those who
were interviewed related.

In his research Sandfort included questions about the
family background of the youths who were intet-
viewed, the importance of religion for their parents,
the information about sexuality which they were
given, sexual permissiveness on the part of their par-
ents, whether the parents were emotionally warm or
cold. Also, suck matters as experience with masturba-
tion before the sixteenth year were taken into account,
and indeed this turned out to be of major importance, at
least for later sexual experience.

It is virtually impossible to go into the many details
and nuances of Sandfort’s research and resules. As
might be expected, coerced sexual actshave anegative
effect on later sexual life, especially when these con-
tacts were experienced asastgnificant attack on physi-
cal integrity, when they were felt to have greater per-
sonal consequences, and when these contacts had oc-
curred with adults. On the other hand, veluntarily en-
gaging in such activities, including with adults, was
evaluated as having a pasitive effect. Again, Sandfort
carefully points out that his research did not uncoverall
the interrelated factors, and that although his results
more or less confirmed his hypothesis, thiswasnotsoin
every case. Nevertheless, he agrees withother auchori-
ries thatsexual desire, arousal and satisfaction are, like
other social behaviour, acquired skills.

In his ever-careful manner, Sandfort concludes that
moral attitudes are not exclusively dictated by empiri-
cal data, and that his research does not necessarily sup-
port an alternative to current moral judgments about
sexual relationships, but if moral rules are to be ap-
plied, it should be noted that there are many gradations
of “coercive” sexuval contacts. kn such a statement, it
seems tome that Sandfortiscarrying “'scientfic objec-
tivity”” too far. Certainly moral atticudes are seldom
dictated by empirical research; at bese they are tosome
extent corrected by such data. More often, empirical
data arc accepted or rejected on the basis of one’smoral
attitudes, while at the same time much data on contro-
versial subjectsis biased by the moralatcitudes(or par-
tisanship) of the investigator—as Sandfort himself
pointed out. The acceptance or rejection of such data
should, of course, be based on whether or not the re-
searcher was, as far as possible, able to remain free of
any kind of prejudice. This is exactly the point where
Sandfort's merit lies, evenifheerrson the side of over-
caution.

Empirical research on the subject of intergenera-
tional sex is in many ways inadequate, not least of all
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because most samples that are the subject of such re-
search are in no way representative. In that respect,
Sandfort’s research, although his sample may be more
representative than onedrawn only from “victims™ re-
ferred by social workers and police officers, does not
resolve the matter either. Upon reflection, I am left
with the uneasy feeling thatempirical research, atleast
in this and other controversial areas, doesn’t have much
to say about reality, but at best produces data that is
relevant only to small segments of reality. We are all
too familiar with the fact that, in social and political
debate, people pick only that data whichisbeneficial to
their point of view, in order to reshape reality accord-
ing to their views. In the present debate on intergenera-
tional sex, datasuch as Sandfort’s, that provide a coun-
terweight against a growing social hysteria, are more
than welcome. Yet we should be aware that they, too,
only tell and create a partial truth about human expe-

rience.

Theo van der Meer
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Editor’s Note:

Dr. Edward Brongersmais a former member of the Upper House
of the Parliament of the Netherlands, where he was chairman of
the Judicial Committee from 1968 until his retirement in 1977.
The second volume of his study Loving Boys is expected to be
published later this year.

Dr. Gert Hekmais a lecturer in Gay Studies at the University of
Amsterdam. A translation of extracts from Baldauf’s book will

appear in issue number six of Paidika.

Theo van der Meer is a Research Fellow with the Faculty of Law
at the Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam, and Associate Editor of
the Journal of Homosexuality.
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