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In June of 1986, the Attorney General’s Commission on Pornog-
raphy is scheduled to release its final report on the social
effects of viewing sexually-explicit material. It will also describe
the new laws needed to control the spread of this literature.
The impact of a report from such a high-level Commission
would normally be expected to be substantial, with Congress
and state legislatures enthusiastically implementing its recom-
mendations. This Commission, however, deserves no such def-
erence because the procedures it has followed to collect and
evaluate evidence have been hopelessly flawed.

Genesis of the Commission

President Reagan called for establishment of a study com-
mission on pornography in May of 1984. He particularly wanted
it to consider new evidence that he claimed had been accumu-
lated since 1970, when a federal Commission on Pornography
and Obscenity had found no evidence linking pornography to
antisocial behavior and consequently had urged repeal of vir-
tually all obscenity laws.

On May 20, 1985 Attorney General Edwin Meese an-
nounced that he was appointing an eleven-person federal ad-
visory commission on pornography, with a budget of approxi-
mately $500,000. There was little doubt from his speech, or the
official documents from which it was created, that this Commis-
sion was to assume the invalidity of its predecessor’s conclusions.
The official Notice of Establishment in the Federal Register
called pornography a “serious national problem.” Moreover,
the Charter of the Commission stated that a principal objective
was “to make specific recommendations to the Attorney Gen-
eral concerning more effective ways in which the spread of
pornography could be contained, consistent with constitu-
tional guarantees.” Such presuppositions left little room for
alternative conceptions.

By January of 1986, the Commission had completed its
public hearings to gather evidence and all but one drafting
session. Hearings had been held in Washington, D.C.; Chi-
cago; Houston; Los Angeles; Miami; and New York City.

Who Is This Commission?

A review of the publicly available information about the
views on pornography held by the 11 members of the Commis-
sion reveals that evidence was carefully selected to ensure the
outcome sought by the President and the Attorney General.
Contrary to Mr. Meese’s assertion that members of the com-
mission did not “come to the task with their minds made up,”
six members of the Commission had supported antipornog-

raphy efforts, Two other members had staked out positions on

key issues critical to any effort to limit the distribution of

sexually explicit materials. The remaining three members had
no clearly defined positions regarding the issues facing the

Commission. Not a single person who was known to be skepti-

cal about the evidence linking pornography to violence or to

be concerned about the First Amendment implications of anti-
pornography legislation was appointed to the Commission.
The six members with a clear antipornography bias are:
¢ Henry Hudson, Chairman. As Commonwealth’s Attorney for
Arlington County, Virginia, Hudson has eliminated all
“adult” bookstores and theaters. Moreover, in early 1983 he
began a series of well-publicized enforcement actions
against those local video stores that rented X-rated tapes
along with general fare. During the spring of 1983, President
Reagan specifically commended Hudson’s clean-up efforts
at a White House antipornography meeting.

® Dr. James Dobson. Dobson is president of “Focus on the
Family,” a publishing and broadcasting organization “dedi-
cated to the preservation of the home and the family and the
traditional values growing out of the Judeo-Christian ethic.”
He recently told the Religious Broadcasters Convention that
“Satanic” attacks on his family were caused by his work with
the Commission.

o Father Bruce Ritter. Ritter, the founder of CovenantHouse, a
shelter for runaways in the Times Square area of New York
City, is a zealous opponent of pornography in every form. As
early as 1979, he was demanding that New York police crack
down onthe sex industry, including pornographers. In a 1984
article entitled “The Sexual Exploitation of America,” Ritter
chastized governments that have “failed to recognize the
role which adult pornography can play in harming our
young.” He also stated his beliefs that “children are now
exposed to explicit pornography on cable TV in their own
houses, "’ that “legally obscene pornography flourishes in
20,000 book stores nationally,” and that “organized crime”
dominates the sex industry. He had obviously reached con-
clusions on most of the issues before the Commission started
its investigation.

o Harold “Tex” Lezar. Lezar, well-known in conservative cir-
cles, was an editorial assistant at William F. Buckley’s National
Review and a Nixon speechwriter before joining the Justice
Department. As a speechwriter and legal policy analyst for
former Attorney General William French Smith, he was
instrumental in creation of this Commission. A few months
after leaving the Department and beginning legal private




practice in Dallas, he was appointed vice-chair of the Com-
mission. Only three months into the Commission’s investiga-
tion, he sent fellow Commission members a lengthy letter
detailing dozens of new law enforcement efforts that should
be undertaken against pornography.

® Judge Edward Garcia. Garcia, now a Reagan-appointed fed-
eral district court judge in California, had been a county
prosecutor who brought up obscenity cases. When he was a
Sacramento County, California, municipal judge, he sen-
tenced people for violating state obscenity laws. Neverthe-
less, Garcia noted at a Chicago business meeting that he was
surprised to see some of the material shown at the previous
hearing, particularly “masochistic . . . stuff.” As a public
official, then, he was already suppressing far tamer material
than he has been exposed to during the Commission’s work.

e Diane D. Cusack. As vice-mayor and councilmember of
Scottsdale, Arizona, Cusack has supported numerous plan-
ning efforts—such as restrictive zoning and regulation of
public dancing where liquor is served—which are used to
control adult businesses in the city. She has expressed oppo-
sition to violent programming on cable television. She
recently told a group of antipernography advocates that they
could photograph customers and record license plate
numbers of patrons of an adult theater in order to drive the
theater out of the community.

In addition to these six, two other members of the Com-
mission were apparently chosen for their strong support of
particular positions that would be helpful in legitimizing any
censorship efforts endorsed by the Commission as a whole:
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® Frederick Schauer. Schauer, currently a law professor at the
University of Michigan, has argued in the Georgetown Law
Journal that pornography is not at all protected by the first
amendment because “the prototypical pornographic item
on closer analysis shares more of the characteristics of sexual
activity than of the communicative process.” In Schauer’s
view itis not speech atall, butrather, analogous toadildoora
visit to a prostitute. If pornography is not categorized as
speech, there is little constitutional basis for urging that it not
be controlled or suppressed.

® Park E. Dietz. Dietz is a psychiatrist and sociologist, now
teaching at the University of Virginia Law School, whose
major academic interests relate to violent crime and sexual
disorders. He is a social learning theorist who is concerned
that when young males masturbate to particular images
involving deviant or criminal behavior, they may develop
sexual disorders (“paraphilias”). He has stated in the Ameri-
can Journal of Psychiatry that he accepts the view of some
observers that “sadism and masochism, in the broadest
sense, play a role in all pornography.” His underlying theory
of human behavior could readily lead the Commission to
urge suppression of abnormal pornography because of its
role in the development and/or maintenance of paraphilia.
Although Dietz’s work is filled with subtlety and nuance,
other Commissioners seem interested only in focusing on
his bottom line of learned sexual deviance.

The remaining three members of the Commission, who
had no known preconceptions on the pornography issue, are
Ellen Levine, the editor of Woman’s Day; Deanne Tilton, presi-
dent of a consortium of child abuse organizations in California;
and Dr. Judith Becker, a Columbia University psychologistwho
has written extensively about rapists and rape victims.

The Executive Director of the Commission is Alan Sears,
chief of the Criminal Division of the United State Attorney’s
Office for the western district ot Kentucky. He was one of the
only active federal prosecutors of adult pornography cases
over the past several years.

Those Commission members and Director with histories
of antipornography opinions are not balanced by even asingle
member with a history of opposition to pornography restric-
tion. Any findings of the Commission will not have been gener-
ated as the result of a clash of truly divergent viewpoints.

Moreover, the lack of moderating influences on the Com-
mission at the outset allowed the Chairman to exercise inordi-
nate influence over the direction of the proceedings. Even
now, the agenda set is largely his own, and the Commissioners
—with rare exception—can be faulted for their general com-
placency and unwillingness to force rigorous analysis of the
data. Chairman Hudson wants the Commission to finish
quickly so that it can “bless” a series of federal legislative
initiatives and provide a justifiction for bringing them up dur-
ing this election-year Congress.

In addition to these problems, the methods employed to
gather and evaluate evidence have been unconscionably
deficient.

Skewed Witness Lists

Although it is not accurate to claim that anticensorship
groups or individuals were barred by the Commission, a
number of factors helped guarantee that an antipornography
witness skew was generated.

First, the numbers of witnesses for each position were far
from even. Of the 208 witnesses before the Commission, at
least 160 (77%) were urging tighter controls over sexually-
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explicit material. These included 68 law enforcementofficers, 8
elected officials, 30 alleged victims of pornography, 14 repre-
sentatives of antipornography groups, 8 representatives of
local or national organizations whose policies include oppos-
ing pornography, 10 individuals who are prominent anti-
pornography activists, and 22 clinicians or social science re-
searchers who have seen patients or collected scientific data that
they conclude would support suppression of some or all pornog-
raphy. Only 40 witnesses (19%) urged repeal of existing [aws on
obscenity or even suggested that no new censorship efforts be
undertaken. The remaining 8 witnesses, in clinical or academic
social science fields, either disputed the claim that pornog-
raphy led to antisocial conduct or felt data sufficiently equivo-
cal so as not to be used as a basis for censorship.

There was also a curious propensity to schedule most
anticensorship witnesses late in the second day of two day
hearings. On the second hearing day in New York City, no
anticensorship voices were heard at all until after lunch, when
the press had already gone for the day.

Second, there was widely differing treatment of
antipornography and anticensorship witnesses. Serious cross-
examination or antipornography witnesses was virtually non-
existent. However, anticensorship witnesses were grilled about
a variety of tangential issues, presumably to uncover embar-
rassing information that could damage their credibility, and
rarely even to rebut statements actually presented to the
Commission.

For example, Edward Donnerstein, whose research
showed a connection between laboratory aggression and
viewing of certain violent pornography and who is often cited
by antipornography groups as proof of pornography’s harm,
rejected such facile conclusions and did not urge the Commis-
sion to impose new censorship laws. This conclusion visibly
annoyed Commissioners, who then grilled Donnerstein on
whether he had been paid forarecent Penthouse interview (he
had not) and whether the pornography industry has tried to
influence his work “through financial support of research or
travel. .. .” He indicated “no’" and said that his lectures to the
Adult Film Association as well as to church groups are essen-
tially the same, and that he remained objective. ACLU
Women’s Rights Project Director lsabelie Katz Pinzler was
repeatedly questioned by the Chair about whether her project
had ever received money from the Playboy Foundation (it had
received modest grants several years earlier), as if this fact
destroyed the legitimacy of her testimony about how censor-
ship laws may actually hurt the cause for womens’ equality.

There was perhaps no more telling a difference in cross-
examination, though, than that of ex-Playboy Playmate Micki
Garcia compared with that of ex-Penthouse Pet of the Year
Dottie Meyer. Garcia accused Playboy Enterprises and pub-
lisher Hugh Hefner of sexual harassment, illegal job discrimi-
nation, unlawful drug use, murder, attempted murder,
prostitution, rape, and other assorted crimes. She further testi-
fied that she believed her own life and that of her family was in
jeopardy because of her appearance before the Commission.
Despite the serious nature of these accusations, there was no
effort during her brief questioning to obtain details or evi-
dence to support these allegations.

On the other hand, after Meyer tesified that her Pent-
house appearance was beneficial to her, there was extensive
cross-examination. Commissioner Dietz, who had obtained a
copy of her Penthouse pictorials and the captions that report-
edly indicated her interests, insisted on knowing whether “you
like your men rough and tumble, living on the edge of
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danger” (“yes”, shereplied, “I married apoliceman”}and then
inquired whether she ever made love in a car and had a per-
sonal collection of vibrators, references to two other com-
ments attributed to her in the pictorial.

This kind of treatment, whether viewed as wholly irrele-
vant or merely tasteless, confirmed in the minds of potential
witnesses from the pornography industry that they would not
be treated seriously or fairly.

Third, the Commission’s procedures generated possible
criminal liability. Atthe hearing in Los Angeles in October 1985,
the Commission expressed specific interest in hearing from
witnesses from the pornography industry. However, the hear-
ing coincided with an effort in that city to use existing pandering
and prostitution laws to criminally charge pornography pro-
ducers and actresses under the theory that payment was being
made for sex rather than acting. Since the Commission has no
authority to immunize witnesses from criminal prosecution, itis
not surprising that individuals were reluctant to discuss their
activities and perhaps provide evidence for further legal initia-
tives by Los Angeles prosecutors.

Fourth, the Commission launched a lopsided search for
witnesses. Commission investigators went out of their way to
locate antipornography witnesses, sometimes even goingso far
as to help write the statements of victim witnesses. On the
other hand, testimony from major writers’ groups and other
elements of the creative community were not sought. In fact,
several prominent organizations were denied an opportunity
to speak, according to the Commission, due to lack of time on
the schedule in New York, even though lengthy slots continued
to be filled by prosecutors, religious groups, and antipornog-
raphy organizations. At the close of the first morning session of
the New York hearing, antipornography feminist Dorchen
Leidholdt, who had already testified formally before the Com-
mission, and a dozen other women rushed to seize the micro-
phone and demanded that the Commission take two more
days to hear the statements of what they characterized as
victims of pornography. No member of the body told her she
was out of order. The microphones were not even turned off.
Incredibly, after several minutes the Chairman asked her
whether she had a written copy of her remarks!

In addition, because the Commission began with the
assumption that pornography is a national problem, it is also
not surprising that only two persons who might be character-
ized as avid consumers of the material stepped forward to
testify. Even a few of the Commissioners have acknowledged
what they sensed was a “natural”’ skew of witnesses. Who, after
all, wants to discuss one’s reading habits with a group of per-
sons who believe them to be a national problem?

Abberant Sexual Practices and Criminal Activity

The Commission’s absorbing fascination with bizarre sex-
ual practices and criminal activity is designed to establish that
sexually-explicit material leads to a widespread victimization of
consumers, models, and the general public. Two often-utilized
procedures highlight this process.

First is what one could characterize as the search for the
most offensive image. A large number of antipornography
witnesses presented slide-shows allegedly depicting the extant
universe of sexually explicit material as encompassing an
increasingly violent and bizarre range of sexual conduct. This
barrage of imagery was, not surprisingly, designed generally to
show the most extreme or grotesque examples of specific
sub-genres. Obviously these pictures exist. However, longitud-
inal studies sampling the universe of sexually-oriented material
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do not support a conclusion that they represent a significant
percentage of available material. The only systematic effort by
the Commission itself to analyze actual changes in pornog-
raphy over the years was a presentation during a business
meeting in Los Angeles of a randomly selected group of slides
of centerfolds from each year of publication of Playboy, Pent-
house, and Hustler. Although these slides demonstrated the
end of the use of the strategically-placed towel in the early
Sixties, and the apparent discovery of female pubic hair by the
early Seventies, none showed violence or aberrant sexual con-
duct, unless one slide of a Playboy model lying in a hammock
while holding up a small white poodle is construed as a sublimi-
nal endorsement of bestiality.

The Comissioners were fascinated by their new finds dur-
ing a field trip to three Houston peepshows in September. At
one stop, the Commission staff was directed to purchase sev-
eral glossy interracial sex publications and a magazine called
Young Girls in Bondage. It is as if by finding the single most
despicable scene of sexual conduct ever photographed, the
Commission would be justified in urging suppression of all
sexually-oriented material.

This effort fit nicely with the Commission’s whole victim-
ology approach. Throughout the hearings, there has been ex-
tensive presentation of testimony by persons allegedly hurt by
pornography. In one extreme case, a witness claimed that
discovering a deck of pornographic playing cards caused him
to develop an obsession with stealing Playboy magazines and
also led him to sexually abuse the family dogs. Other witnesses
actually appeared anonymously behind translucent screens.
There is no question that many of the life-histories of these
individuals are sad tales of sexual abuse. There is serious doubt,
however, as to how significant a role pornography played in
their worlds, which were frequently marked by many abusive
practices, including drug problems, alcoholism, physical
assault, and broken homes. Moreover, when a victim-witness
failed to give a sufficiently crisp connection between his or her
problem and pornography, the Chair would drive home the
connection through such extraordinarily leading questions as,
“Do you think there came a time in your life when you were
almost obsessed with the consumption of pornography?”’

Sweeping Legislative Initiatives

One of the most peculiar features of the Commission’s
proceedings is its endorsement of a vast array of new law
enforcement mechanisms to curtail pornography before it has
been willing to define this universe of material. In November
1985, in Miami, they agreed to this working definition of
pornography: “Any representation . . . which is designed to be
sexually arousing and portrays children, pain, humiliation or
sexual abuse, conduct, or organs as a dominant theme.” This is
in sharp contrast with the current legal definition of obscenity
derived from the 1973 Supreme Court decision in Miller v.
California, which requires (a) an intentional appeal to prurient
interest, (b) a description or depiction in a patently offensive
way of specific sexual conduct, and (c) on the whole, a lack of
serious literary, artistic, political or scientific value. This new
definition truly covers almost everything written, photo-
graphed, or filmed that deals with human sexual conduct. It
covers Playboy as well as “enema-sex’”’ magazines, and films
ranging from R-rated beach comedies and horror movies to
bestiality loops.

Many Commissioners have suggested that present ob-
scenity law merely tracks the offensiveness of certain sexual
materials and is not rooted in the harms caused by some
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materials. The Chairman steadfastly refused for months to
allow serious discussion of alternative definitions, apparently
because he wished not only to maintain the viability of prose-
cuting offensive material, but also to suggest another first
amendment exception for harmful sex-oriented material. He
routinely indicated that if the ultimate definition of pornog-
raphy adopted encompasses a larger portion of the universe
of extant materials relating to sexuality than Commissioners
feel is appropriate, Commissioners can remove their earlier
support for any or all law enforcement efforts. This manner of
working backward defies sound policy development and
commonsense.

The Commission has given tentative approval to virtually
every law enforcement change to control sexually-explicit
material suggested to the Commission by even asingle witness.
These include such recommendations to legislators and law
enforcement officials at every level of government as:
® treating any second conviction of selling pornography as a

felony, which generally includes the prospect of longer (or
mandatory) prison sentences, and higher fines.

e adopting forfeiture laws to seize the assets of any business
engaged in the sale of proscribed materials, actions which
could permit the seizure of an entire convenience store if it
profited by the sale of a few “illegal” magazines.

¢ eliminating the requirement that material be transported
interstate before it becomes a federal crime, substituting a
presumption that it—like loansharking and drugs—affects
interstate commerce.

® using pandering and prostitution laws against producers,
actors, and actresses in pornography, an action which would,
if successful, terminate the X-rated film industry.

® construing the use of models under the age of 21 as child
pornography.

® using state racketeering laws and the federal racketeering
statute (RICO) to obtain seizures of sexual materials.

e making obscenity prosecutions a higher priority at all gov-
ernmental levels and insisting that U.S. Attorneys, who
currently handle few adult pornography cases, begin prose-
cutions aggressively and without further delay.

® bringing state obscenity statutes at least in line with Miller
standards if they are not there now (for example, some
maintain a defense for material with educational value or
require the material to be “utterly without redeemingsignif-
icance”).

® removing doors on film booths in adult stores.

e making it a federal crime even to possess any child pornog-
raphy.

® creating a national computerized data-base on pornography
investigations.

® requiring photo lab technicians to report apparent child
pornography processed in their facilities.

e making itan unfair labor practice to have actors and actresses
under 21 appear in simulated sexual activity.

Even though a narrow majority of the Commissioners
voted against a proposed statute that would have declared
dildos and vibrators obscene, the Chairman merely treated the
negative vote as a deferral until some future meeting.

In the area of new technologies, the Commission has also
agreed to consider at its April meeting in Washington extensive
new proposals, already endorsed in staff drafts, to restrict con-
sensual sexual conversations over the telephone, cable televi-
sion transmission of much R-rated material, and computer
services offering sexual information. Only a tie vote at the
February business session prevented endorsement of a federal
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statute providing criminal penalties for transmitting indecency
on cable television (even though every court that has reviewed
such a vague standard has ruled it unconstitutional).

Many of these approaches represent extreme measures
that raise weighty and complex constitutional problems, issues
that have been studiously avoided in the Commission’s agenda
to date. Issues such as the right to privacy or the free speech
and press guarantees of the first amendment have received
miniscule Commission deliberation.

In addition to ignoring such key issues, there is consider-
able evidence that the basic understanding of the legal issues
involved is rudimentary. At a business meeting eight months
into the process, Commissioner Dobson asked whether ob-
scenity was always associated with sexuality. Moreover, staff
memos on constitutional issues are so deceptive that they do
not adequately illuminate the state of the law. In a draft on
“dial-a-porn” (telephone sex), there is no acknowledgment
that a series of FCC regulations proposed in October of 1985
were enjoined by a federal court last December because they
raised such serious constitutional issues.

Child Pornography and Organized Crime

The use of ever-expanding and circular definitions of child
pornography and organized crime seems designed to connect
virtually all sexually-oriented material to child abuse and crimi-
nal activity.

Public hearings in November in Miami, Florida, were sche-
duled to focus on child pornography. As the Supreme Court
crafted this exception to the first amendment in the 1982 deci-
sion in Feber v. New York, it covers visual depictions of actual
minors engaged in sexual situations. In Miami, and whenever
this subject arose before or since, witnesses and Commission
members worked hard to obscure this narrow definition and
attempted to meld into the debate a variety of child-related
issues. These include;
¢ the use of sexually-explicit material involving adults to teach

children about sex or seduce them into sexual activity. (The
ACLU believes that the producers of a publication cannotbe
deemed liable for every unintended or unpredictable use of
their product. The fact that a magazine is used to lure a child
does not classify it as child pornography.)

o the use of child images in sexual cartoons, or dressing or
posing adults models to appear child-like. (The ACLU finds
no basis for claiming as child pornography such depictions,
criticized by witnesses, as boy characters in cartoons talking
about sex or obviously grown women wearing pigtails.)

e access of children to adult material in cable television, dial-a-
porn, and other new technologies. (The ACLU concurs with
Justice Frankfurter’s statement in the 1957 opinion in Butler
v. Michigan that laws that restrict minor’s access to reading
material pose the risk of “reducing the adult population to
reading only those things which are suitable for children.”)

By loosely lumping all these constructs with the specific
concept of child pornography, the Commission is trying to
obscure the diversity of issues and draw on general public
outrage about child abuse. For example, at a business meeting
during a discussion of “dial-a-porn”, several Commissioners
asserted that a frequent subject of these recorded messages
was incest. Thisintra-familial sexual theme was then referred to
repeatedly as child pornography. Even though law professor
Frederick Schauer sat through this discussion, he never clari-
fied that something is child pornography only if it involves use
of an actual minor. Not one witness has ever asserted that
minors are used to produce these recorded comments. Ironi-
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cally, the Commission has repeatedly expressed concern about
the ongoing harm to children of being used in child pornog-
raphy; yet this has not prevented them from screening
hundreds of slides of children in their public hearings. In Los
Angeles, Detective Peters of the Los Angeles Police Depart-
ment showed an explicit slide of a nude young girl and stated,
“We were lucky enough to seize this entire filmand it never got
into the market.” Needless to say, the slide was at that moment
being exposed to the entire audience at the public hearing,
and to at least four video cameras belonging to the press
covering the event, all without consent from the child.

The New York hearings were to address organized crime.
When this phrase is mentioned it generally connotes mob
figures out of the Godfather engaged in heroin sales, labor
racketeering, murder for hire, and other obviously unlawful
activities. In the context of pornography however it actually
takes on a distinctive and highly misleading meaning. Perhaps
the frankest definition was provided in testimony by former FB!
agent William P. Kelley, who has devoted most of his career to
pornography investigation:

“It is practically impossible to be in the retail end of the porno
industry without dealing in some fashion with ‘organized crime’
... This, of course, would presume the dealing in materials
which would be determined by a judge or jury to meet the three
part test for obscenity under Miller v. California. My reason for
making such a statement is this: Where else but from ‘organized
crime’ would aretailer obtain sexually explicit materials to sell to
the customers he may possess?”

He continued that if you have

“an office, toll-free telephone number, a warehouse of some
size, several salesmen, and possibly even a fleet of trucks—I call
that a highly organized business enterprise, and where dealing
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in legally obscene materials, it is ‘organized crime’.

Of course, were there no laws on obscenity—essentially the
position taken by the 1970 Commission—there would be no
criminal activity, and, thus, no organized crime involvement.
Therefore, this definition, which seems to fascinate the Com-
mission, is entirely circular: since ajudge mightfind itobscene,
it is an organized crime to produce or distribute it. As with child
pornography, the organized crime rubric seems deliberately
designed to confuse the real issue of what, if any, material
should be considered criminal.

Inadequate Standards of Evidence Evaluation

Although a federal advisory commission is not held to the
same rules of presenting evidence as a federal court and may
take hearsay and other dubiously reliable data, this does not
immunize the Commission from establishing a credible basis
for balancing and reconciling conflicting evidence and from
providing a rational basis for their recommendations.

The Commission frequently operates as if all evidence is of
equal weight and that there is no reason to explain why or how
conclusions are reached. Even the assertions of a single victim
witness frequently show up as facts in staff drafts of tentative
findings. (Ms. Garcia, the Playboy model who testified about a
variety of crimes is the only apparent source for a draft staff-
prepared report which concluded that “problems found in the
porn industry for the actors and actresses include: . .. murder
and attempted murder”.)

Likewise, since no antipornography witnesses are seriously
cross-examined there is little public testing of the truth of
anyone’s account. Even worse, when Commissioner Dietz
expressed concern about assessing the credibility of
witnesses—a process Dietz rightly perceived that any reason-
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able fact-finding body is ordinarily required to accomplish—
Chairman Hudson indicated there was no need to discuss the
credibility of witnesses on the record, noting, “I don’t believe
that type of analysis is necessary. | think it’s going to be appar-
ent in how you vote on the factual issues.”

Also troubling is a draft of a section of the final report on
“Retailers-Soft Core Pornography,” which casually mentioned
that evidence showed that major American companies includ-
ing CBS, Time Inc., Ramada Inn, RCA, Coca-Cola, and Warner
Publisher Services were “marketing porn” through cable ser-
vices. Alleged marketers of pornographic magazines were listed
and include Rite-Aid, K-Mart, and nine other firms. The Direc-
tor and Chairman, under mild criticism by several Commission-
ers, reluctantly agreed that these named companies should
have an opportunity to respond. It was decided that they would
have 30 days to respond, and that “a lack of a reply would
indicate they did not differ” from the allegations! No serious
investigative body could agree to use such star-chamber
methods of weighing the truth of allegations.

The Commission is concerned with assessing the harms of
pornography. To that end, they have heard from approxi-
mately 25 clinicians, social science researchers, and sociologists
who have discussed the effects of viewing pornography.

Since the research and clinical evidence presented was
frequently ambiguous or contradictory, it became apparent
that “social scientific research” could not be the only “anchor”
for findings of harmful effects. Other forms of evidence would
need to be used to fill in the gaps of science.

To give a framework to this “anything goes” approach to
proving harmful effects, the Commission at its February meet-
ing embarked on a complex “tiered” analysis of visual material.
Pornography would be assessed in four categories: sexually
vialent material; explicit sexual activity which depicts submis-
sion, humiliation, dominance or degradation; explicit sexual
activity without submission, humiliation, dominance or degra-
dation; and mere nudity. Furthermore, for each category of
material, any negative effects would be evaluated on three
distinct bases: social science research, totality of the evidence,
and moral, ethical, and cultural considerations. This legitimates
the Commissioners’ use as equally valid the evidence of
science, anecdote, and personal bias. In the sexually violent
category, the Commission found harmful effects based upon
those limited laboratory studies in which subjects, after expo-
sure to sexually-violent material, demonstrate statistically
significant increases in shock intensity and duration, greater
acceptance of rape myths and other erroneous attitudes, lower
assessments of the value of victims, or lower judgments about
the severity of punishment for rapists in mock rape trials. It
remains to be seen how much attention is paid, in the nar-
rative text accompanying this conclusion, to the many scien-
tific witnesses who have warned against readily drawing
conclusions about real-life where there are many more inhibit-
ing factors than in these highly contrived laboratory
experiments.

Based on the totality of the evidence, including the lack
of cross-examined statements of anonymous witnesses, the
Commission also found similar negative effects. Tying them to
the catch-all category of moral considerations, the Commis-
sion voted unanimously that “sexually violent materials are
immoral and unethical, and willing production, distribution,
and consumption are an offense against humanity.” Having
now placed the purchaser of aticket to an R-rated slasher film
in the same moral status as those who manned the ovens of
Auschwitz, the Commission proceeded to the next category of
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materials, that which contains degrading sexual activity.

They pursued a similar analysis of this class (which, for
example, includes bondage, ejaculation in a woman’s face,
parted labia, and women “acting like dogs”). Although only
three scientific studies were discussed, and these had ambigu-
ous results, it was unanimously agreed that “‘these studies arein
the direction of showing a few kinds of negative effects. . ..”
Under the totality of the evidence standard, there was a
unanimous sense that it generated a tolerance for rape, fos-
tered rape myths, degraded women as a class, and was harmful
to the family unit and society in general. Most of these conclu-
sions were based upon testimony of either anonymous wit-
nesses or antipornography groups. Any claim heard that was use-
ful to buttress the argument was accepted as true. On the moral
tier, the Commission pontificated that “sexually-explicit degrad-
ing materials . . . are an offense against human dignity.”

The reaching already necessary to draw these conclusions
was stretched to the breaking point in that class of material
showing sexual activity without violence, degradation or humil-
iation. The extant studies generally supported no negative
effects from this material comparable to that found earlier. On
the other hand, several Commissioners felt that it was harmful
to have viewers model their behavior on such images, which
could, for example, increase homosexual activity or non-
marital oral sex. The Chairman, eager to avoid this morass, took
a vote concluding that it was not in the Charter to determine
“whether certain sexual behavior was normative.” Several
Commissioners pointed out thatin the previous classes this was
precisely what had already been decided. Faced with the stark
reality of no scientific studies at all to support any harms
{(except one which showed a decreased feeling of attractive-
ness of one’s partner after massive exposure to pornography),
the Commissioners were forced to vote that “analysis of social
science has shown predominantly no negative effects.” Even
more amazing, when several test votes were taken on whether
the totality of the evidence demonstrated this class of material
caused a tolerance of rape, the degradation of women, or
negative effect on the family, the Chair could not glean major-
ity support. In utter disarray over this class of material, which
represents the majority of sexually-explicit material available,
the Chair decided that every Commissioner should write hisor
her own section on the effects of this materiall One could say
that here was living proof that in matters of sexual taste, indi-
vidual choice should be the order of the day.

When the Commission tackled the category of nudity
without force, coercion, sexua} activity, violence or degrada-
tion, it could again find no social science to demonstrate a
negative effect. Even all the other evidence and moral consid-
erations did not garner majority supportfor findings of specific
harms.

Perhaps the most difficult task remaining for the Commis-
sion is to figure out how to enmesh their now voluminous law
enforcement recommendations with these categories of mate-
rial. Current obscenity law permits suppression of material
simply because it is offensive, not because it is demonstrably
harmful. Since Meese’s Commission has been so concerned
about harms, and even they cannot demonstrate harms for
much sexually-explicit material, will they be consistent and
honest enough to suggest no law enforcement initiatives
against any non-violent or non-degrading material? Don’t
count on it. Put your money instead on finding a reportin june
that will seek to legitimate a return to some sexual dark-age
even less enlightened than this far-from-satisfactory time of
sexual awareness.
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MORE ON THE SUBJECT

Misinformation on Pornography:
A Lobby Disguised as an Educational Organization

Donald L. Mosher, PhD
Professor of Psychology
University of Connecticut
Storrs, Connecticut

Because | conducted contract research for the President’s

Commission on Obscenity and Pornography of 1970, remained
active in research relevant to understanding the effects of
pornography, recently completed a review of Malamuth and
Donnerstein’s (1984) book on Pornography and Sexual Aggres-
sion, and thought carefully about the forensic and public pol-
icy implication of this body of evidence, | was prepared to
respond to a last minute invitation to appear before the Attor-
ney General Meese’s Commission on Pornography.
Recently a group called Accuracy in Academiahas formed with
the express purpose of correcting misinformation offered by
so-called left-wing professors in America’s colleges and uni-
versities. Recruits are being sent into the classroom to record
and send professors’ statements to AlA, which is to determine
their correctness, ask professors to acknowledge alleged
errors, and publicize the errors of the unrepentant. The Ameri-
can Association of University Professors opposes these activi-
ties as inhibiting academic freedom and as interference from a
pressure group with a clear and narrow mind-set (Benjamin,
Kurland, & Molotsky, 1985). When | am not frightened, I am
amused at imagining what AIA might designate as secular
error.

Lack of Scientific Knowledge

In my oral and written testimony (Mosher, 1985) to the
Commission, | presented a number of arguments. Following
David Krathwohl’s {1985) recent account, | described scientific
knowledge as that which is based on a consensus of scientists
(a) formed around the interpretation of empirical evidence, (b)
developed within the rules or norms. (Merton’s norms of uni-
versal standards for knowledge claims, common ownership of
knowledge, organized skepticism, and integrity in gathering
and interpreting data), and (c) evaluated against criteria for
adequate scientific research. | argued that no such scientific
consensus exists currently about the effects of pornography.

Moreover, | indicated that in the absence of scientific
knowledge, personal knowledge, an individual’s subjective
judgment that a relationship exists, is substituted. Different
people believe they personally know quite different “facts”
about the effects of pornography. Yet, the consensus of scien-
tific knowlege required to inform public policy must be quite
high, particularly if used to justify more draconian efforts at the

»
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containment of pornography. Although science reduces
uncertainty, much uncertainty and argument exists in the
scientific community about the effects of pornography. Unfor-
tunately, that does not prevent an individual from selectively
using and distorting the evidence to prove cases generated by
commitment to particular ideologies.

| argued, furthermore, that the vacuum of uncertainty is
filled with ideology—an organized set of ideas about which
human beings are at once most articulate and most passionate,
and for which there is no evidence and they are least certain
(Tomkins, 1965). The worst case that can be made against Attor-
ney General Meese’s Commission may be that the Attorney
General’s mind may already be made up, based upon his own
normative political ideology. If so, selective scientific evidence
compatible with his preexisting convictions can be misused to
support ideological beliefs about the pernicious effects of por-
nography. Politicians respond to constituencies and conflicting
pressures without waiting for the evidence needed for a true
scientific consensus. However, if they do not want to rush
judgment, the Commission can recommend and Congress can
appropriate funds to do the necessary research to yield a scien-
tific consensus.

Educational Organization or Lobby?

David A. Scott {1985) authored a purported review of
recent research findings on harm to the “victims” of pornog-
raphy. The handsome, soft-covered tract, Pornography—Its
effects on the family, community and culture, was published
and copyrighted by the Child and Family Protection Institute,
The Free Congress Foundation, Inc., located in Washington,
D.C. The Free Congress Foundation is described as a non-
profit, tax-exempt educational organization. Yet, Jerry Falwell
sponsors the organization, The next sentence contains the
disclaimer: “Nothing written here is to be construed as neces-
sarily reflecting the views of The Child and Family Protection
Institute or as an attempt to aid or hinder the passage of any bill
before Congress (Scott, 1985, p. i). The next paragraph reveals
that distribution of the material was made possible (funded?)
by Contact America, which is described as a syndicated radio
broadcast with a concern about family life in America.

I have not investigated this organization, but it sounds like
alobby, looks like a lobby, and when David Scott talked to me,
acted like a lobby. Without equivocation, | can state that, if
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Scott’s “review’’ is representative, it is not serving an educa-
tional function because it confuses opinions with facts; it mis-
informs rather informs; and it uses evidence selectively to
persuade rather than to educate.

Misinformation as Facts

Patrick F. Fagan, Director of the Child and Family Protec-
tion Institute, wrote an Editor’s Summary for Scott’s “review”
and distributed to the press a “Fact Sheet on Pornography”
based on Scott’s review. The letterhead described the “Fact
Sheet” as “news from the Free Congress Research and Educa-
tion Foundation.”

This fact sheet, lacking citations, footnotes, and apparently
scholarly quotees, makes obvious what, unfortunately, may be
less apparent to the readers of Scott’s “review.” People not
trained as scientists often accept what appears to be authorita-
tive science at face value. As generalizations are made when
summarizing evidence, even scientists sometimes lose their
cautionary habit of stressing limitations and lacunae in research
evidence. When science is misused to support preconceived
social-political ideology, limitations vanish and lacunae are
filled with strong evidence of effects that bolster the ideology.
To refute such claims by a more penetrating, scientifically
skeptical, objective review and argument requires far more
time, effort, and journal space than can be allotted. Instead of
taking the claims seriously and responding with a scientific
critique, 1 will treat them as cavalierly as they deserve, just
exposing the ideological bias they contain.

Ideological Bias I

Everyone is subject to inherently evil mental states.

In 1868, Lord Cockburn, in the landmark case of Regina v.
Hicklin, formulated a test for obscenity that affected the Amer-
ican courts for nearly a century. His now famous quote was, “I
think the test of obscenity is this, whether the tendency of the
matter charged as obscenity is to deprave and corrupt those
whose minds are open to such immoral influences and into
whose hands a publication of this sort may fall.” To be depraved
and corrupted by pornography implies that it creates inherently
evil mental states. Although Lord Cockburn and modern foes
of parnography may have other “harms” in mind, they also have
moralism and paternalism onthe mind. Lord Cockburn had the
patrician paternalism that led him to want to prevent pornog-
raphy from falling into the hands of corruptible (working
class?) minds. Adherents to this form of paternalism believe it
necessary to protect adults (I presume by keeping both hands,
as well as the mind, empty) who voluntarily and without harm
to others seek to experience pornographic appeals to prurient
interest.

The Abelson et al. (1970) survey for the Commission illus-
trated the extent to which harmful effects are often attributed
to corruptible others rather than to a more immune self. For
example, about 50% of individuals surveyed believed that por-
nography led to a breakdown of morals and rape, yet only 1%
admitted it had influenced their morals and no one admitted it
prompted them to rape. People or governments usually want
to control pornography out of fear that others have some
special susceptibility to its alleged pernicious effects even
though they do not. To believe pornography may harm others,
but not yourself, seems to be human nature. Perhaps, if you
personally hold this belief, it developed from your correct
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impressions of how little you have been harmed from your own
sexual exploration of pornography. This paternal group pro-
tects responsible individuals from choosing to expose them-
selves to pornography, and the moral are motivated to believe
that pornography leads to inherently evil mental states.

The first five so-called facts [and Fact no. 7] from the Scott
and Fagan, Fact Sheet on Pornography, are quoted below:

1. Pornography interferes with interpersonal relationships
and personal moral development in everyone who uses it,
normal and abnormal alike. '

2. Recent research has found virtually no support for what
has been termed the ““catharsis hypothesis.” Researchers
have found that “far from having a cathartic effect, expo-
sure to pornography produces an enhanced interest in
deviant sexuality,” often resulting in a continuous, long-
term potential for harmful behavior.

3. The negative effects of pornography impact “normal per-
sons’” and their marriages, as well as individuals with a wide
variety of personality disorders.

4. Massive exposure to these materials leads to a devaluation
and depreciation of the importance of monogagmy, and
to a lack of confidence in marriage as either a viable or
lasting institution. Moreover, mature adults as well as col-
lege students exposed to these materials came to view
non-monogamous relationship as normal and natural
behavior.

5. Normal, as well as disturbed people, not only become

“densensitized” to soft-core materials, they also develop a

fondness for more deviant materials. Both incorporate

them into their sexual practices, and begin to fantasize
about, and even endorse the use of force in their sexual
relationships.

Massive exposure to nonviolent, noncoercive standard-

fare pornography created an appetite for more unusual,

bizarre and deviant materials, including violence in as
sexual context—such as depictions of sadomasochism and
rape (Fagan from Scott, undated).

[7.

| dispute that these are facts; | label them misinformation, an
alloy of scant evidence with ideological bias.

The alleged facts reveal the ideological bias that everyone
exposed to pornography is subject to inherently evil mental
states that undermine personal character and monogamous
marriage through promoting a growing appetite for deviant
materials and sexual practices. The enormity of this claim
smacks of the big lie approach to propaganda. Everyone is not
only susceptible, but given massive exposure or any predispo-
sition (according to so-called fact no. 7), is easily susceptible.

Fundamentalist Christians have long been concerned with
the concept of original sin and the New Testament equation of
fantasy, “lust in your heart,” with sexual behavior. 1 fear that
the containment of pornography presages the containment of
free inquiry into pornography and the containment of free-
dom to think freely so-called immoral sexual thoughts. Such an
agenda is consistent with an ideology of the Religious Right
that blends paternalism and moralism into a desire to control
evil mental states. “To be thy brother’s keeper’” is becoming
less a hallmark of Christian charity than a warning about
potential jailers on the Religious Right who want to control
both depraved or normal minds, who differ only by being
already corrupted or merely corruptible by pornography.
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Ideological Bias Il

The problem in society is simply evil, not any complex set
of social or economic conditions. Pornography is addic-
tive and creates the evil minds and actions of dangerous
sex offenders.

The next set of four (including number 7 cited previously)
so-called facts gives an account that purports to link pornog-
raphy and sex offenses:

6. Dangerous offenders (i.e., child molesters, incest fathers,
killers and rapists) develop afondness for deviant materials
and incorporate them into their preparatory stimulation
before seeking out a victim, whether it is a child to molest,
a woman to rape, or an adolescent boy to assault. Rapists,
in particular, report a preference for ‘‘soft-core,”
consenting-sex depictions before seeking out a rape vic-
tim in order to enable them to fantasize that the female
they stalk will, in fact, resist.

8. Arecent FBI study of 36 serial-killers revealed that 29 were
attracted to pornography and incorporated it into their
sexual activity, which included serial-rape murder.

9. Sex-offending, particularly for the dangerous offender, is
compulsive and addictive. His mechanisms for reducing
anxiety have become sexualized. Repetitive sexual moles-
tation has become compulsive. The sex-offender’s
anxiety-reducing “fix”’ is sex with a child or an adolescent
rather than drugs, alcohol or nicotine. His need for a child,
or for many different children, or for the same child is just
as frequent and urgent as the addict’s need for chemical
substances . . . {(Fagan from Scott, undated).

This view of the sex offender as addicted, directly comparable
to a drug addict, is not only unsupportable by scientific evi-
dence but also plays on the fears of the public concerning
crime and child sexual abuse. Itis a version of Domino Theory
applied to evil mental states: first, normals are desensitized and
then corrupted by pornography. Second, not content just to
devalue monogamy, “normals” appetite for more bizarre por-
nography and sexual fantasy to incorporate into sexual activity
increases. Third, an addiction to ever more deviant pornog-
raphy forms. Fourth, now addicted, rapists and other danger-
ous offenders require soft-core porn to produce the fantasies
to support the act of rape. Fifth, the “fix”’ (porno-sex) becomes
as urgent and frequent as an addict’s need for chemical sub-
stances, producing massive numbers of sexual offenses.

Humans love to pose simple remedies for big troubles. It
seems like such a simple remedy to contain pornography if it
undermines human character, interpersonal relations, mono-
gamous marriage, the family, community, culture, etc. It seems
like such a simple remedy to prevent the complex problem of
sexual crimes by containing pornography. A simple remedy for
dangerous crimes like child sexual abuse, incest, rape, and
serial-murder sure seems appealing, particularly when it is
packaged with such symbols as God, country, and family. Too
bad it is a quack remedy.

Ideological Bias Il

Organized crime, the media, sexeducators, and teachers
market a view in which deviance is not deviant. The
alleged bottom line effect, through exposure to sexual
materials, is a “malignant regression to primitive and
destructive psychological processes,” which is mental

SIECUS Report, May 1986

health jargon misappropriated to describe inherently
evil mental states.

Fagan’s final four so-called facts derived from Scott are:

10. “Hard-core,” deviant depictions, including graphic vio-
lence without sexual content, soft-core depictions of con-
sensual sex between heterosexual couples, and even
“neutral,” sex-education materials, all, differentially
desensitize and habituate the viewer.

11. The bottom line effect of long-term exposure to these
materials has been a malignantly-regressive “primitiviza-
tion” of emotional relationships which have cut across all
social strata.

The term “malignant regression,” describes the primi-
tive and destructive psychological processes of deprecia-
tion, devaluation, sadism, cruelty, envidious spoiling and
shame. These are the types of psychological processes
basic to the emotional styles of the characters portrayed
in the prime-time serial soap operas like Dynasty, Dallas,
Falcon Crest, and Knots Landing; the same ones that reap-
pear in the familiar formats and plot outlines of both soft-
and hard-core pornography; and the ones that are
beginning to surface with increasing regularity in rock
videos by “heavy-metal” groups and “stars” like Billy I dol,
Mick jagger and Madonna. Television executives know
that this strategy is profitable. The lesson is clear from the
pornography industry proper.

12. The Assault Waves . . .

13. Marketing a View of Man in Which Deviance Is Not
Deviant. The pornography industry markets a view of man
in which deviance is not deviant and in which abnormal
behavior is redefined to be normal. It markets a line of
products which supports that view: drugs, prostitution,
pornographic materials and products and services that
promote sexually-deviant lifestyles, lifestyles which are
aggressively marketed in the media and even taughtin our
classrooms.

Many law-enforcement officials and media observers
believe that national organized-drime groups effectively con-
trol the domestic and international distribution of adult and
child pornography materials, and also exercise substantial con-
trol over their production (Fagan from Scott, undated).

Organized crime, the media, sex educators, and the schools
comprise an orgy of strange bedfellows to market deviance.
Scott’s claim is that organized crime supplies the demand that it
helped create via the addiction model of pornography, and the
media materialistically markets whatever is profitable. | sup-
pose sex educators and teachers are just secular humanist
dupes. In Scott’s view, exposure to any and all depictions of sex
and violence produce “malignant regression” or “primitiviza-
tion.” Can these words be any less, or any more, than a code
word for inherently evil mental states disguised as “psychologi-
cal processes’?

Scott’s reasoning reminds me of two colloquial expres-
sions about monkeys: “See no evil, hear no evil, speak no evil,”
as represented by images of three monkeys in the appropriate
poses, and “monkey see, monkey do.” Scott’s argument is that
people see, hear, and speak evilin pornography, and then they
do it.

Many behavioral and social scientists deeply abhor vio-
lence. Social learning theorists broadened the accounts of
forms of learning from conditioning and the law of effect to
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include observational learning using studies of children. The
concern with media violence led many to, what | (perhaps, a
minority of one) would consider, a premature judgement of its
harmful effects. By extension, research on violent pornog-
raphy has borrowed the logic and methods of some of the
media violence studies, but the research is not yet as extensive
or as multiplist in method. For example, there are no prospec-
tive studies of effects of exposure to pornography on children
or adolescents. Of course, Scott is not concerned simply with
porno-viclence, prime-time TV, rock videos, and sex educa-
tion films that all serve, in his view, to desensitize, habituate,
and resocialize. | fervently hope that ali of the authors cited by
Scott would not agree with his interpretation and ideological
use of their research.

Human Nature as Basically Evil

Expressions of violence have never been censored in
America in the way that expressions of sexuality have been. If
they had, | believe exponents of the harms of media-violence
would have been more cautious—fearing the wedge of censor-
ship as the fulcrum for toppling civil liberties. The First Amend-
ment protects freedom of expression rather than freedom of
action, yet people continue to confuse expression with action
or to believe that expression invariably causes action. Pornog-
raphy can be described as a collective sexual fantasy. Its basic
intent is to sexually arouse the reader or viewer. Humans in the
modern media world are exposed to thousands and thousands
of images and fantasies, many with opposing themes and
potential influences. Although it would be foolish to claim
such imagery has no effect, it is equally foolish to claim that
such imagery has a dangerous effect. To view pornography as
dangerous is to equate exposure to expression astantamount to
license or causal impulsion to action. Such a logic would sug-
gest that you should never see or hear or read images of the
Nazi evil or you would become an evil Nazi. Do you believe
images of evil necessarily densensitize, habituate, and resocial-
ize? Orthatyou can trust either a scientist or a judge to “know
it when they see it?”

The strongest scientific evidence on the effect of pornog-
raphy is that it frequently produces sexual arousal—a univer-
sally pleasurable experience, and for some, an evil necessary
only to ensure reproduction and family life. No causal connec-
tion between pornography and sexual deviance or crime has
been established using the criteria of science.

The lobbying campaign against pornography, as repres-
ented by Scott and the Free Congress Foundation, is basedon a
view of human nature as easily corruptible, in which sexual
material (hard, soft, prime-time, educational) produces inher-
ently evil mental states that invariably lead to evil sexual
deviance. Of course, if this argument is correct, all sexual
scientists and educators are open to corruption through the
very study and use of sexual materials. Scott, do you really
believe pornography has corrupted us into marketing
deviance as nondeviant? And Scott, if pornography is so perni-
cious because it produces “malignantly-regressive” (evil?) sex-
ual arousal and fantasy, then when do you begin the campaign
to control people’s sexual fantasies? Is control of masturbation
far behind? Why not eliminate all non-marital sex and sex in
marriage that is not intended to procreate to preserve family
life? Scott, in Houston, you asked meto read and tell you what|
think of your review. | regard your so-called review as an
ideologically biased selection of evidence to persuade people
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of the evils of pornography—in aword, as a tract. No scientific
journal would publish such misinformation.

References

Abelson, H., Cohen, R., Heston, E., & Slider, C. Public attitudes toward
and experience with erotic materials. Technical report of the Com-
mission on Obscenity and Pornography, Vol. 6. Washington, DC:
U.S. Government Printing Office, 1970.

Benjamin, E., Kurland, J. E., & Molotsky, I. F. Reports: On “Accuracy in
Academia’” and academic freedom. Academe, 1985, 71, la.

Fagan, P. Fact sheet on pornography. From Scott, D. A., Pornography
Its effects on the family, community, and culture. Washington,
DC: Free Congress Research and Educational Foundation.

Krathwohl, D. R. Social and behavioral science research. San Francisco-
Jossey-Bass, 1985.

Malamuth, N. M., & Donnerstein, E. Pornography and sexual aggres-
sion. Orlando, FL: Academic Press, 1984.

Mosher, D. L. Freedom of inquiry and scientific consensus on pornog-
raphy. Presented at Houston Hearing, Sept. 11, 1985, Attorney
General’s Commission on Pornography.

Regina V. Hicklin L. R. 3 Q. B. 360 (1868).

Scott, D. A. Pornography: Its effects on the family, community, and
culture. Washington, DC: Child and Family Protection Institute
and Contact America, 1985.

Tomkins, S. S. The psychology commitment. In S. Tomkins & C. Izard
(Eds.), Affect, cognition and personality. New York: Springer,
1965.

SIECUS Position Statement on the
Censorship of Sexually Explicit Materials

SIECUS deplores violence, exploitation, and human deg-
radation in our society and is disturbed when sexually
explicit materials are used to condone or promote these
negative behaviors.

SIECUS reaffirms its support of the informed use of sexu-
ally explicit materials for educational and therapeutic
purposes. Furthermore, SIECUS affirms adults’ rights of
access to sexually explicit materials for personal use.

SIECUS supports the legal protection of minors from
exploitation in the production of sexual materials.
Granted this protection, SIECUS opposes legislative and
judicial efforts to prevent the production and/or distribu-
tion of sexually explicit materials, insofar as such efforts
endanger constitutionally guaranteed freedoms of speech
and press. Furthermore, such actions could be used to
restrict the appropriate professional uses of such materi-
als by sex educators, therapists, and researchers. Instead
of legislation, SIECUS fully supports the rights of diverse
groups and individuals to educate the public about the
negative messages they perceive in some sexually explicit
materials.

SIECUS Report, May 1986



~RESEARCH NOTES

AIDS: Prevention and Prospects for Control

Thomas A. Peterman, M.D., and William W. Darrow, Ph.D.
Centers for Disease Control
Atlanta, Georgia

Between October 1980 and May 1981, five previously healthy
young homosexual (gay) men were treated for Pneumocystis
carinii pneumonia (PCP) at three different hospitals in Los
Angeles (1). This observation was striking because PCP had
previously occurred almost exclusively in patients with abnor-
mal immune systems (2). During the same period, a rare cancer,
Kaposi’s sarcoma, was being diagnosed with increased fre-
quency in young men in New York City and California (3). By
July 3, 1981, 26 cases of Kaposi’ssarcoma had been reported. All
26 patients were young homosexual men. Seven of the 26 also
had serious infections; four had PCP.

These cases marked the beginning of an epidemic of a
previously unknown medical condition, subsequently termed
the acquired immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS). By the end
of 1985, over 16,000 Americans had developed AIDS. Thou-
sands more have been infected with Human T-cell Lympho-
tropic Virus, type lIl/Lymphadenopathy-Associated Virus
(HLTV-1II/LAV), and many of these will develop AIDS. Most
people reported to have AIDS have died within 2 years of
diagnosis.

The virus that causes AIDS can cause a wide range of
disturbances of the immune system that render the infected
person susceptible to opportunistic infections (such as PCP)
and cancers (such as Kaposi’s sarcoma). No treatment can
reverse the underlying immunodeficiency. No vaccine is avail -
able. However, studies have characterized the way the virus is
transmitted and, therefore, suggest strategies for prevention.

Epidemiologic Characteristics of AIDS

Early in the epidemic, a surveillance system was estab-
lished at the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) to monitor
trends in AIDS cases. Clearly, the number of cases has been
increasing rapidly. The first 1,000 cases were reported over a
period of one and one-half years. The most recent 1,000 cases
were reported in just one month. Cases have now been re-
ported from every state. Although cases are still concentrated
in New York and California, an increasing percentage are being
reported elsewhere.

Five groups of people at risk for AIDS have been identified.
Together, the five groups account for 94% of all AIDS cases in
the United States. These groups are gay and bisexual men (73%)
intravenous (V) drug users (17%), transfusion recipients (2%),
hemopbhiliacs (1%), and heterosexual contacts of members of
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the first four groups (1%). Six percent of AIDS patients have
other or unknown risk factors; almost half of these patients are
from countries where many people with AIDS appear to
acquire infection by heterosexual contact or, perhaps, by the
use of needles contaminated with HTLV-III/LAV. Of the
remainder, many have died or have not yet been interviewed
about sexual and other exposures. Some who have been inter-
viewed have had multiple heterosexual sex partners and may
not have known that one of them was infected.

In addition to the 17,814 cases reported for aduits (as of
March 10, 1986), 256 cases of AIDS have been reported for
children (4-7). Of the children with AIDS, 77% had a parent
who was a member of a risk group, 15% had received blood
transfusions, 5% were hemophiliacs, and 4% had no risk identi-
fied. Investigations are incomplete for most of the children
with no risk identified. Children with AIDS whose mothers are
in a high-risk group are usually diagnosed at a younger age
than children who received a blood transfusion shortly after
birth. This observation suggests that the children of mothers
from risk groups were infected with HTLV-111/LAV before birth
even though many of their mothers had no symptoms of AIDS
(8).

Risk Factors for HTLV-lII/LAV Infection

In October 1981, CDC conducted a case-control study to
identify risk factors for AIDS in previously healthy persons (9).
At that time only four living heterosexual patients had been
reported, so the study was limited to gay men. Each patientwas
matched to four different gay men who had no signs of AIDS.
There were striking differences in the number of sex partners
reported by patients and their matched controls. Patients had a
median of 61 partners per year; controls averaged 26. Patients
were also more likely to have met sex partners in bathhouses.
Histories of sexually transmitted infections were common for
both patients and controls, but patients were more likely to
have histories and serologic evidence of syphilis and hepatitis
other than heptatitis B. The variable most highly associated
with AIDS was a large number of sex partners per year.

Having a large number of sex partners increases the
chance of contact with one who is infected, particularly when
an infection is uncommon. The exact risk of transmission dur-
ing a single contact has not been determined, but must be
relatively low for HTLV-lII/LAV; otherwise, we would find
many more infections than we have. Specific sexual practices
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have been compared in case-control studies using multivariate
analyses. These studies have suggested that receptive anal
intercourse, particularly with a large number of partners, is a
major risk factor (10-12). However, since the virus has been
isolated from a number of different body fluids, including
semen, saliva, and blood, the exchange of any of these fluids
during sexual contact could transmit infection.

Extent of the Problem

The incidence of AIDS for gay men is impossible to calcu-
late because the total number of gay men is notknown. There-
fore, incidence has been estimated using national data for
never-married men 15 years of age and older (13). Since this
group includes many men who are not gay, it underestimates
the true incidence in never-married gay men. Nevertheless,
between June 1983 and May 1984, the annual incidence for
never-married men was 175.5 per 100,000 in Manhattan, 204.5
in San Francisco, and 8.9 for the entire United States. Most
people with AIDS are young: 90% are aged 20-49. AIDS is
almost certainly the leading cause of death for young gay men
in Manhattan and San Francisco. Incidence estimates for [V
drug usersin New York and New Jersey, as well as hemophiliacs
throughout the United States, also suggest AIDS is a leading
cause of death for other high-risk groups (13).

A prospective study of the risk of AIDS has looked at a
cohort that was originally assembled to study hepatitis B infec-
tion in San Francisco (14). Between 1978 and 1980, approxi-
mately 6,875 gay men who had visited a sexually transmitted
disease clinic were enrolled in studies of hepatitis B. As of
December, 1984, 166 (2.4%) of these men had been reported to
have AIDS. In addition, random samples were sought for
follow-up interviews, physical examinations, and laboratory
studies. Of the 474 who were evaluated, 21% had chronic
unexplained lymphadenopathy, and 5% had other signs of AIDS.
After consent was obtained, serum samples were collected and
frozen; they showed an increasing evidence of antibody to
HTLV-IHI/LAV, from 4.5% in 1978, to 67.4% in 1984.

Infection with HTLV-III/LAV is now common in some
groups of gay men, IV drug users, and hemophiliacs. Most
infected people have no symptoms even after five or more years
of infection, yet they can still transmit infection to others by
sexual contact.

Sexual Transmission in Other Groups

Heterosexual transmission from men to women has been
documented (15-19). In January 1983, two infected women
were reported who had not had blood transfusions nor used
drugs intravenously (17). One woman with AIDS was the steady
sex partner of an IV drug user; another with persistent lympha-
denopathy was the sex partner of a bisexual man. Other case
reports have described similar situations. Currently, 201
women with AIDS have been reported whose only risk factor
was heterosexual contact with a man from a risk group. Many
of these women report vaginal sexual intercourse, but deny
ever having anal intercourse. Estimated risks of transmission
of HTLV-HI/LAV from an infected husband to his wife have
ranged widely, from 10% or 2 of 21 in one study (18) to 71% or 5
of 7 in another (19).

Forty-one men with AIDS have been reported who had
no risk identified other than heterosexual contact with
women at risk for AIDS. In a special study, interviews with 65
men with no other risk identified found 17 (26%) who reported
a history of sexual contact with female prostitutes (20). Five of
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the 17 also gave a history of over 100 heterosexual partners in
the previous 5 years. Studies in Africa, where infected persons
deny homosexual contacts and anal intercourse, have also
implicated large numbers of heterosexual partners as a risk
factor for infection with HTLV-11I/LAV (21).

The number of heterosexuals who will ultimately be
infected depends on the likelihood of sexual contact with an
infected person and the likelihood of transmission of infection
during that contact. Since homosexual men have a much
higher prevalence of infection, the risk of exposure (and dis-
ease) is much greater for uninfected gay men than for hetero-
sexuals or lesbians. AIDS has been diagnosed in lesbians, but
women with AIDS who have had female sex partners have also
used drugs intravenously. It is difficult to determine the relative
efficiency of transmission from an infected individual by hete-
rosexual versus homosexual contact. Other sexually transmit-
ted diseases are common among gay men (but not lesbians),
suggesting that the prevalence of infection with HTLV-III/LAV
among gay men will continue to be higher for them than for
heterosexuals and lesbians.

There is no evidence of transmission of HTLV-1lII/LAV by
insect bites, animal vectors, or casual contact with persons with
AIDS. No cases have been reported in which the only risk factor
was casual contact with an infected person. Studies of the
families of AIDS patients have documented the lack of trans-
mission of infection even after years of sharing living quarters,
bathrooms, and eating utensils (22). The [ack of transmission
after close personal contact offers great assurance that there is
no means of transmission other than sexual contact, injection
of contaminated blood, or transmission from mother to child.

Prevention

Avoiding sexual intercourse with persons infected with
HTLV-III/LAV, and those with risk factors who have not been
tested, will eliminate any chance of sexual transmission. Since
most persons infected with HTLV-I11/LAV have no symptoms, it
is difficult to know if an anonymous sex partner is infected.
Having a large number of anonymous sex partners increases
the probability of contact with one who is infected. For each
person, the likelihood of infection depends on number of
partners and sexual practices. Persons in risk groups and those
considering a sexual relationship with a person who may be
infected should consider having the HTLV-III/LAV antibody
test. These tests are reliable for determining who has antibody,
especially when confirmed by another test, such as the West-
ern blot (23). However, it may take 2-3 months after infection
for the test to show significant levels of antibodies (24-25).
Sexual contact with an infected person is safe onlyif there isno
exchange of body fluids during that contact. The proper use of
condoms should reduce the exchange of body fluids, and may
be beneficial.

Because the incubation period for AIDS is so long, itis not
yet possible to assess the net effect of recommendations for risk
reduction on reported cases. Nevertheless, there are indirect
indications that recommendations for prevention are being
followed. The rate of rectal and pharyngeal gonorrhea for men
15-44 years old in New York City has declined from 129 per
100,000 in 1980 to 74 per 100,000 in 1983 (26). Retrospective
surveys of self-reported behavior of gay men in San Francisco
have shown decreases in both the average number of sex
partners and in the types of sexual practices known to transmit
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HTLV-III/LAV infection (27). However, the prevalence of infec-
tion has increased tremendously in high-risk groups. Unin-
fected members of these groups must make substantial
changes in their sexual practices just to keep their risk of
infection from getting any higher than it was a few years ago.

Directions for Future Research

Much hasbeenlearnedin thefive years since the first cases
of AIDS were reported: the etiologic agent has been identified
(28-30), serologic tests to protect the blood supply have been
developed (31), and recommendations for the prevention of
AIDS have been published (32-34). As more is learned, current
recommendations will be revised. Several epidemiologic stu-
dies now being implemented by CDC may be particularly
helpful in guiding sexual decision-making.

A community-based study is being conducted in Belle
Glade, Florida, to ascertain why AIDS is prevalent in this popu-
lation and to find out how HTLV-[II/LAV is being transmitted.
Migrant farm workers and their families live in Belle Glade
when they are not harvesting crops. Intravenous drug use,
homosexual exposures, and heterosexual contacts with multi-
ple partners may be common in certain segments of the com-
munity, and may be factors in the spread of HTLV-11I/LAV as
well as other infectious agents.

CDC is also coordinating a study of 2,500 women in
Atlanta, Miami, Colorado Springs, Los Angeles, San Francisco
and three cities in northern New Jersey wha have engaged in
prostitution in the United States since January 1978. The pur-
poses of this study are to establish the prevalence of antibody
to HTLV-IlI/LAV in prostitutes and to examine risk factors for
infection. Studies in central Africa suggest that 31% of prosti-
tutes in Kenya (35) and 88% in Rwanda (36) have antibody to
HTLV-I1I/LAV. Preliminary reports from a prison population in
Seattle and an AIDS screening clinic in Miami indicate that
5%-40% of prostitutes in the United States may be infected (37).
However, many women in central Africa have been injected
with unsterilized needles, and many women who have
engaged in prostitution in the United States have used drugs
intravenously. The proportion of female prostitutes in the
United States who have become infected because of sexual
exposures is unknown, but is probably low.

Steady sex partners of gay men with AIDSor HTLV-III/LAV
infections are being studied in Boston and San Francisco. Some
partners have engaged in high-risk sexual exposures, but have
not developed antibody to HTLV-III/LAV. The reasons for this
have not been established, but should become clearer when
these studies are completed in the next year or two. A few
partners (5%-10%) may have the virus isolated from their lym-
phocytes by culture, even though antibody tests are negative
(38). Others may have used condoms or viricidal agents, or
have engaged in sexual practices that are not as efficient in
transmitting the virus. These and still other possibilities need to
be explored more fully.

Conclusions

AIDS is a serious and increasing medical problem in the
United States. Although the risks of virus transmission appear
to be decreasing through changes in sexual behavior, these
risks have not been eliminated.

Recommendations for the prevention of HTLV-III/LAV
transmission depend on the infection status of persons
involved in a sexual relationship. If the couple is monogamous
and neither partner is infected with HTLV-III/LAV, then any
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sexual activity that is mutually acceptable can be enjoyed. In
this situation, the virus that causes AIDS cannotbe passed from
one to the other because neither has it. However, if either
partner has had a sexual exposure to a third person who might
be infected with HTLV-111/LAV, then the couple should con-
sider discontinuing their sexual activities until 90 or more days
has passed and the person with the possible exposure to HTLV-
HI/LAV has had a negative antibody test.

If one partner is uninfected and the other has evidence of
infection with HTLV-HI/LAV (or has a risk factor and has not
been shown to be negative), extreme caution is advised. No
sexual activities that might result in exposures to the potentially
infectious blood, semen, or other body fluids of the infected
{or possibly infected) partner should be attempted. Although
the risk of infection during a single exposure to infectious
materials is probably low, the consequences of infection are
extremely grave. Therefore, an uninfected person should not
have unprotected sexual contact with an infected person.

In some situations, both partners are infected, or very well
could be. Gay organizations in many metropolitan areas of the
United States advise members of their communities to assume
that they are in this situation. Under these circumstances, anal
intercourse without protection appears to be the riskiest possi-
ble activity for transmission of HTLV-11I/LAV and of other path-
ogens that might promote the onset of AIDS. Anal intercourse
with ejaculation into the rectum should not be engaged in.
Anal intercourse when a condom is used is less risky, but all
chances of infection are not eliminated due to breakage or
carelessness. In fact, when one or both members of a relation-
ship is infected with HTLV-III/LAV, any sexual activity that
involves the penis penetrating the mouth, vagina, or anus
carries with it some degree of risk of viral transmission.
Repeated exposure to HTLV-III/LAV, exposure to a certain
strain of the virus, or exposure to another infectious agent may
increase the chances of life-threatening disease in persons with
antibody to HTLV-UI/LAV. Therefore, “safe sex” guidelines
tend to encourage lip kissing, hugging, cuddling, massage,
mutual masturbation, and other ways of expressing affection
that avoid possible exposures to blood, semen, and other
infectious body fluids.

HTLV-III/LAV can be passed between men engaging in
unprotected homosexual intercourse. The virus can also be
transmitted between a man and a woman engaging in unpro-
tected heterosexual intercourse, but less is known about the
risks of heterosexual transmission. To better assess the risks
associated with specific sexual activities, we must await the
collection and analysis of additional data.

References

1. Centers for Disease Control. Pneumocystis pneumonia. Morbidity
and Mortality Weekly Report. Los Angeles, 1981, 30, 250-2.

2. Walzer, P.D,, Perl, D.P., Krogstad, D. J., et al. Pneumocystis carinii
pneumonia in the United States: epidemiologic, diagnostic, and
clinical features. Annals of Internal Medicine, 1974, 80, 83-93.

3. Centers for Disease Control. Kaposi’s sarcoma and Pneumocystis
pneumonia among homosexual men—New York City and Cali-
fornia. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report, 1981, 30, 305-8.

4. Oleske, |., Minnefor, A., Cooper, R. Jr., et al. Immune deficiency
syndrome in children. Journal of the American Medical Asso-
ciation, 1983, 249, 2345-9.

5. Rubinstein A., Sicklick M., Gupta, A., et al. Acquired immuno-
deficiency with reversed T,/Tg ratios in infants born to promiscuous

13



10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

14

and drug-addicted mothers. Journal of the American Medical
Association, 1983, 249, 2350-6.

. Centers for Disease Control. Unexplained immunodeficiency and

opportunistic infections in infants—New York, New Jersey, Cali-
fornia. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report, 1982, 31, 665-7.

. Scott, G. B., Buck, B. E,, Letterman, J. G., et al. Acquired immuno-

deficiency syndrome in infants. New England Journal of Medicine,
1984, 310, 76-81.

. Scott, G. B., Fischl, M. A, Klimas N, et al. Mothers of infants with the

acquired immunodeficiency syndrome. Journal of the American
Medical Association, 1985, 253, 363-6.

. Jaffe, H. W., Choi, K., Thomas, P. A, et al. National case-control

study of Kaposi’s sarcoma and Pneumocystis carinii pneumonia in
homosexual men: part 1, epidemiologic results. Annals of Internal
Medicine, 1983, 99, 145-51.

Darrow, W. W., Jaffe, H. W, Curran, |. W. Passive anal intercourse
as a risk factor for AIDS in homosexual men. Lancet, 1983, 2, 160.
Goedert, ].J., Sarngadharan, M. G., Biggar, R. ., et al. Determinants
of retrovirus (HTLV-Ill) antibody and immunodeficiency condi-
tions in homosexual men. Lancet, 1984, 2, 711-6.

Marmor, M., Friedman-Kien, A. E., Zolla-Pazner, S., et al. Kaposi’s
sarcoma in homosexual men: a seroepidemiologic case-control
study. Annals of Internal Medicine, 1984, 100, 809-15.

Hardy, A. M., Allen, ). R., Morgan, W. M., et al. The incidence rate
of acquired immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS) in selected
population groups. Journal of the American Medical Association,
1985, 253, 215-20.

Jaffe, H. W., Darrow, W. W., Echenberg, D. F., et al. The ac-
quired immunodeficiency syndrome in a cohort of homosexual
men: a 6-year follow-up study. Annals of Internal Medicine, 1985,
103, 210-14.

Pitchenik, A. E., Fischl, M. A,, Spira, T. J. Acquired immune defi-
ciency syndrome in low-risk patients. Evidence for possible trans-
mission by an asymptomatic carrier. fournal of the American
Medical Association, 1983, 250, 1310-12.

Harris, C., Small, C. B, Klein, R. S., et al. Immunodeficiency in
female sexual partners of men with the acquired immuno-
deficiency syndrome. New England Journal of Medicine, 1983,
308, 1181-4.

Centers for Disease Control. Immunodeficiency among female
sexual partners of males with acquired immune deficiency syn-
drome {AIDS)—New York. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report,
1983, 31, 697-8.

Kreiss, J. K., Kitchen, L. W., Prince, H. E., et al. Antibody to human
T-lymphotropic virus type 1l in wives of hemopbhiliacs. Annals
of Internal Medicine, 1985, 102, 623-6.

Redfield, R. R., Markham, P. D., Salahuddin, S. Z., et al. Frequent
transmission of HTLV-lIl among spouses of patients with AIDS-
related complex and AIDS. journal of the American Medical
Association, 1985, 253, 1571-3.

Centers for Disease Control. Update: acquired immunodeficiency
syndrome (AIDS) United States. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly
Report, 1984, 33, 661-4.

Biggar, R. J. The AIDS problem in Africa. Lancet, 1986, 1, 79-83.

. Friedland, G. H., Saltzman, B. R., Rogers, M. F., etal. Lack of trans-

mission of HTLV-III/LAV infection in household contacts of
patients with AIDS or AIDS-related complex with oral candidiasis.
New England Journal of Medicine, 1986, 314, 344-9,

Ward, )., Grindon, A,, Feorino, P., et al. HTLV-1Il antibody screen-
ing in a blood bank. Minneapolis, Minn.: presented at the Inter-
national Conference on Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy,
September 30, 1985.

Anonymous. Needlestick transmission of HTLV-11I from a patient
infected in Africa. Lancet, 1984, 2, 1376-7.

Ho, D. D., Sarngadharan, M. G., Resnick, et al. Primary human
T-lymphotropic virus IIl infection. Annals of Internal Medicine,
1985, 103, 880-3.

Centers for Disease Control. Declining rates of rectal and pharyn-
geal gonorrhea among males—New York City. Morbidity and
Mortality Weekly Report, 1984, 33, 295-7.

McKusick, M. L., Horstman, W., Coates, T. J. AIDS and sexual be-
havior reported by gay men in San Francisco. American journal of
Public Health, 1985, 75, 493-6.

Barre-Sinoussi, F., Chermann, }. C., Rey, F., et al. Isolation of a
T-lymphotropic retrovirus from a patient at risk of acquired
immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS). Science, 1984, 224, 500-3.

29.

30.

31

32,

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Gallo, R. C., Salahuddin, S. Z., Popovic M, et al. Frequent detec-
tion and isolation of cytopathic retroviruses (HTLV-HI) from
patients with AIDS and at risk for AIDS. Science, 1984, 225, 840-2.
Levy, ). A., Hoffman, A. D., et al. Isolation of lymphotropic retro-
virus from San Francisco patients with AIDS. Science, 1984, 225,
840-2.

Centers for Disease Control. Antibodies to aretrovirus etiologically
associated with acquired immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS} in
populations with increased incidences of the syndrome. Morbidity
and Mortality Weekly Report, 1984, 33, 377-9.

Centers for Disease Control. Acquired immunodeficiency syn-
drome (AIDS): precautions for clinical and laboratory staffs. Mor-
bidity and Mortality Weekly Report, 1982, 31, 577-80.

Centers for Disease Control. Prevention of acquired immuno-
deficiency syndrome (AIDS): report of inter-agency recom-
mendations. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report, 1983, 32,
101-4.

Centers for Disease Control. Provisional public health service inter-
agency recommendations for screening donated blood and
plasma for antibody to the virus causing acquired immunode-
ficiency syndrome. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly, 1985, 34, 1-5.
Kreiss, ). K., Koech, D., Plummer, F. A_, et al. AIDS virus infection
in Nairobi prostitutes. New England Journal of Medicine, 1986,
314, 414-8.

Van de Perre, P., Clumeck, N., Carael, M., et al. Female prostitutes:
a risk group for infection with human T-cell lymphotropic virus
type Ill. Lancet, 1985, 2, 524-7.

Centers for Disease Control. Heterosexual transmission of human
T-lymphotropic virus type [11/lymphadenopathy-associated virus.
Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report, 1985, 34, 561-3.

Mayer, K. H., Stoddard, A. M., McCusker, )., etal. Human T-lymph-
otropic virus type Il in high-risk, antibody-negative homosexual
men. Annals of Internal Medicine, 1986, 104, 194-6.

NYU-SIECUS 1986 International Colloquium

for Professionals in Human Sexuality
Caracas, Venezuela

On August 2-17, 1986,New York University and the Sex
Information and Education Council of the U.S. will spon-
sor a cross-cultural program in human sexuality for active
professionals in the fields of human sexuality, family life
education, psychology, nursing, medicine, and other
related areas. The colloquium, which will be held in
Caracas, Venezuela, is cosponsored by the Venezuelan
Center of Psychiatric, Psychological, and Sexological
Research.

This fifth international colloquium is designed to bring
together professionals and students from both Americas
tolearn about cultural influences on attitudes, behaviors,
and social issues in sexuality. Cultural excursions are an
integral part of the program.

The program directors are Ann Welbourne-Moglia, PhD,
executive director of SIECUS, and Ronald Moglia, EdD,
professor of the NYU Human Sexuality Program. Approx-
imate costs are as follows: airfare-$650, housing and
meals-$1150, colloquium fee-$500.

For additional information, contact: Ann Welbourne-
Moglia, SIECUS, 80 Fifth Ave., New York, NY 10011, (212)
929-2300; or Professor Ronald Moglia, Human Sexuality
Program, 715 Broadway, 2nd fl., New York, NY 10003,
(212) 598-3926.
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SPEAKING OUT

The Safe Sex Shell Game

Ronald Moglia Ed.D.
Associate Professor
New York University
New York, New York

“One of our highest public health priorities is going to continue to be finding a cure for AIDS. We’re going to continue
to develop and test vaccines and we’re going to focus on prevention”—President Ronald Reagan (Weinraub, 2/6/86).

itisspringin New York and one of the sure signs of the season is
appearance of the “Shell Game” professionals on thestreets. In
Mark Twain’s time they played the game with halved walnut
shells and a fresh pea; today’s street variation is played with
three playing cards. The object is still the same: to try to prove
that your eye is quicker than the hand. The dealer starts the
game by showing which shell holds the pea; then deftly moves
and slides them around while the players watch. Finally he
stops, and it is the player’s time to guess which one has the pea.
The con part of the game is carried on by a confederate of the
dealer, who acts as a player and usually wins. Once the average
person begins to play, the odds of winning weigh heavily upon
the side of the dealer. Although many people know this is a
scam, the need for extra money draws them to play anyway.

The need for extra money is a concept with which many
sexuality organizations can identify. In this time, with the Rea-
gan Administration’s emphasis on national defense spending
and lack of appropriations for social and health issues, many
sexuality programs are being forced to cut services. However,
there is apparently one exception to that national policy. The
Administration has verbalized its recognition of the impor-
tance of appropriating the funds needed to combat the poten-
tial spread of AIDS through sexual contact within the gay
population. According to figures calculated by the federal
Centers for Diseases Control (CDC), this disease has killed 8,801
people and has infected 17,001 others. This has resulted in the
Administration’s proposal for $193 million to combat AIDS
(Weinraub, 2/6/86).

In arecent document the Centers for Disease Control put
forth its argument for funding these educational programs.
CDC stated that “the current lack of therapeutic or vaccine
methods to control the spread of HTLV-III/LAV virus infection
and AIDS requires the promotion of sexual and lifestyle behav-
iors for individuals to reduce their risk of acquiring and spread-
ing the virus [author’s emphasis]. Behavioral science research
suggests that expecting people to permanently alter any set of
behaviors affecting their health is unreatistic unless the educa-
tional message provides acceptable alternatives to the behavior
creating the risk. Consequently, AIDS risk reduction efforts have
focused on the promotion of responsible sex practices for
individuals, such as gay and bisexual men, for whom sexual
activity is an important factor of risk in acquiring or spreading
HTLV-II/LAV” (CDC, 12/23/85).
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It is encouraging to note that one branch of this anti-sex
education administration has realized the value of education
and even has asked for proposals from sexuality professionals
in an attempt to halt the spread of this health problem. Indeed,
CDC goes on to enunciate a rationale that many sex educators
could adopt for encouraging development of other sex educa-
tion programs: “The adoption of ‘safer sex’ practicesis a practi-
cal concept of AIDS risk reduction and is being suggested as a
strategy intended to minimize the spread of HTLV-IlI/LAV
infection among sexually active individuals, including gay and
bisexual men. Implementing programs to promote a ‘safer sex’
risk reduction strategy may involve supporting the communi-
cation of suggestions using candid terms, some of which may
provoke criticism in society” (CDC, 12/23/85).

CDC seems to be acknowledging that many of the practi-
ces of this sub-group of the population may not be understood
or even acceptable to the majority of the national public. This
seems a logical conclusion, since many Americans view homo-
sexuality as an offensive, unnatural act. Even among the more
enlightened of the heterosexual public, the frequency of anal
intercourse is vastly lower than in the gay population. There-
fore, CDCis absolutely correct in the assumption that there are
many intrinsic differences between the groups.

Nevertheless, CDC states that this heterosexual group will
be the final judge for evaluating what should be included in
these educational programs for the gay population. Their
guidelines state: “Such terms or descriptors used should be
those which a reasonable person would conclude should be
understood by a broad cross section of educated adults in
society, or which when used to communicate with a specific
group, like gay men about high risk sexual practices, would be
judged by a reasonable person to be unoffensive to the most
educated adults BEYOND THE GROUP” (CDC, 12/23, 85)
[author’s emphasis].

CDC then goes on to discuss the importance of not using
audiovisual material that may be offensive. They are more
explicitin this restriction: “Audiovisual materials and pictorials
in addition should communicate risk reduction messages by
inference rather than through any display of the anogenital
area of thebody or overtdepiction of the performance of ‘safer
sex’ or ‘unsafe sex’ practices” (CDC, 12/23/85). One can only
surmise that CDC’s logic must be that the educational value of
“overt depiction” illustrations is not as important as the poten-
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tial offensiveness to the populations beyond the group, who
will never see them!

CDC’s requirements state further: “Educational group ses-
sions of any size should avoid activities in which attendees
participate in sexually suggestive physical contact or actual
sexual practices” (CDC, 12/23/85).

The overseers of these guidelines are a panel of good
citizens who are in touch with the “prevailing community
standards.” This panel “of no less than five persons represent-
ing a reasonable cross section of the general community, not
drawn predominantly from the target group” will review and
approve the proposal submissions including all “written mate-
rials, pictorials, and audiovisuals and proposed educational
group session activities” (CDC, 12/23/85) [author’s emphasis].
Dr. Michael Quadland, a respected authority of sex education
programs for the gay population, points out “that any
government-backed programs directed toward other minori-
ties, such as blacks or Hispanics, is usually administered by a
majority of the particular group and that the language used in
public education is usually directed toward the target group”
(Adkins, 2/10/86)

These guidelines have put sexuality education organiza-
tions in a dilemma. They need this funding to develop and
conduct safe sex programs, but are ethically strained to tailor
their programs to CDC'’s restrictions. Is it possible that CDC has
not heard of the President’s firm commitment to preventing

and conquering this disease? Or are the President’s public
statements examples of what Mark Twain called petrified
truth? R

It is, after all, well known that the President has a strong
record of support of policies promoted by those who consider
homosexuality a sin against nature. The President’s proposed
1986 budget, submitted to Congress, also contradicts his rhe-
toric. The amount of money now proposed for AIDS research is
$193 million, which represents a 22% cut in spending over the
original figure of $244 million (Weinraub, 2/6/86)!

In this season of shell games, it would be wise to keep in
mind what Mark Twain knew: It is almost impossible to win at
the old shell game because the dealer usually removes the pea
before he begins moving the shells. So whichever shell you
pick is always a loser, and the dealer is always in complete
command of the game.
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for cure. New York Times, February 6, 1986, p. B7.

DO YOU KNOW THAT...

Summer Graduate Workshops
Emporia State University, Emporia, KS, is offering a 3-credit
course entitled “Sex Education” from June 9-26. For further
information, contact: J. Jack Melhorn, PhD, Emporia State Uni-
versity, Sociology Building, Emporia, KS 66801.

University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN, is offering a course
entitled “Chemical Dependency and Family Intimacy Summer
Institute” from July 13-18. Graduate credit arranged. For
further information, contact: Diane Campbell, Program in
Human Sexuality, University of Minnesota, 2630 University SE,
Minneapolis, MN 55414,

Call for Papers

Parenting Studies, the International Society for Research in
Parenting and the Eterna International Foundation, is sponsor-
ing a Parenting Symposium on March 26-29, 1987 in Los
Angeles, California. Proposals are being sought in the follow-
ing categories: research papers, model programs, instructional
presentations, seminars, panels, and workshops. Proposals must
be received by August 1, 1986 to be considered. Mail papers to:
Parenting Symposium, P.O. Box 1344, Oak Brook, IL 60522. For
more information call: (312) 969-0318.
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Homosexuality and Medicine

The Gay Medical Association, in cooperation with the Ameri-
can Association of Physicians for Human Rights and the Furo-
pean Gay Health Care Foundation, is sponsoring the first
international conference on homosexuality and medicine on
August 14-16 in London, England. For further information,
contact: Conference Organisers, Carolling Roney Medical
Conference Organisers, 100 Park Road, London, NW1 4RN,
England; or call (01) 723-6722.

Sexuality and Disability Training Center

University Hospital in Boston, a teaching hospital of Boston
University School of Medicine, serves as aresource and referral
center for individuals seeking information on the relationship
of physical disability and illness to human sexuality. The center
serves the disabled, health care and other professionals, agen-
cies, schools, hospitals, and independent living programs. The
center offers psychological and medical services, consultation
and inservice education, internships and training, and sexual
attitude reassessment (SAR) workshops. For further informa-
tion, contact: Stanley Ducharme, PhD, Sexuality and Disability
Training Center, University Hospital, 75 East Newton Street,
Boston, MA 02118.
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DO YOU KNOW THAT ...

Annual Workshop

The Annual Workshop on Sexuality in Cazenovia, NY, is spon-
soring a course entitled “Sexuality Education: Building Self-
Esteem and Health” on July 7-13. A sexual attitude reassessment
{SAR) will beincluded. Forfurtherinformation, contact: Alison
McCain Deming, Annual Workshop on Sexuality, Box 447,
Fayetteville, NY 13066.

National Abortion Federation Meeting

The National Abortion Federation will hold its 10th annual
meeting entitled “Abortion Providers on the Front Line: Con-
fronting the Challenges, Continuing the Commitment” on
June 8-11 at the Hyatt Regency in Kansas City, MO. For further
information, contact NAF at (202) 546-9060.

Call for Presenters

Lifestyles 86, the 12th world convention on alternative life-
styles and sexuality, is seeking proposals for its conference to be
held on August 15-17, 1986 in Las Vegas, Nevada. Presentations
of interest are all aspects of lifestyles and human sexual behav-
ior in contemporary western society. Send proposals to:
Robert McGinley, PhD, Lifestyles '86 Program, P.O. Box 7128,
Buena Park, CA 90622-7128.

Training on Adolescent Sexual Abuse Prevention

ETR Associates, sponsored by the National Center on Child
Abuse and Neglect, is offering free regional sex education
training for 40 school districts throughout the U.S. to prevent
sexual abuse of adolescents. For more information contact:
Sherry Arndt, ETR Associates, 1700 Mission St., P.O. Box 1830,
Santa Cruz, CA 95061-1830, or call (408) 429-9822,

$1,000 Dissertation Awards

To encourage graduate students to conduct research in the
areas of sex behavior, gender, and reproduction, the Kinsey
Institute for Research in Sex, Gender, and Reproduction will
award prizes of $1,000 each to as many as three doctoral candi-
dates whase dissertations have been accepted by accredited
universities between May 1, 1985 and April 30, 1986. Applica-
tions, consisting of a copy of the dissertation, an abstract,and a
nominating letter from the student’s departmental chairperson
must be received at the Institute by August 1, 1986. Please send
applications to: June M. Reinisch, Director, Kinsey Institute for
Research, 313 Morrison Hall, Indiana University, Bloomington,
IN 47405.
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New Publication

Clinic News, a new publication that reports on school-based
clinics, is an eight-page quarterly that addresses issues such as:
how states are supporting SBCs, the role of parents and princi-
pals, start-up needs, and on-going community relations. To
subscribe, write a check for $10.00 payable to Support Center
for School Based Clinics and send to: Clinic News, Support
Center, Suite 1200/1012 14th St., NW, Washington, DC 20005.
The regular subscription rate is $15.00.

Resources to Write for . ..

Anatomy of a Teen Health Conference: A Practical Workbook
for Human Service Professionals Working with Teens, by Kath-
erine Whitlock, is a 1985 publication of Planned Parenthood of
Southeastern Pennsylvania. The workbook, which was written
with years of experience in reproductive health care and sex
education, combines both theoretical and practical perspec-
tives. It features worksheets, checklists, sample forms, planning
tools, and summaries of what does and does notwork and why.
Topics covered include teen involvement in conference devel-
opment, budgets, co-sponsorship and endorsement, publicity,
planning committee tasks, program development, parental
involvement, and evaluation. This workbook is available for
$8.95 plus $1.35 p/h from Planned Parenthood, 1220 Sansom
Street, Philadelphia, PA 19107.

Child Sexual Abuse Prevention: What Parents and Kids Should
Know. . . . (1984), by Linda Breitbach and Patricia Saeli, is
published by the Education Department of Planned Parent-
hood of Buffalo. It features one-session recommended educa-
tion programs for parents, preschoolers, and elementary
school children. The preschool program includes a puppet skit
and cassette tape of two songs designed to make children
aware of and assertive about personal body ownership. This
34-page curriculum can be ordered for $9.95 plus $3.95 for
cassette (p/h included) from Planned Parenthood, 210 Franklin
Street, Buffalo, NY 14202.

Adolescent Sex-Offender Treatment Providers and Adult Sex-
Offender Treatment Providers (1984) are two publications of
the Prison Research Education Action Project (PREAP) coordi-
nated by Fay Honey Knopp. PREAP has identified over 175
treatment providers for adolescents and 185 for adults in 39
states and the District of Columbia, and it will continue to
expand these lists in the future. The listings are available for
$3.00 each (incl. p/h) from S.O. Program, c/o PREAP, Shoreham
Depot Road, Orwell, VT 05760.
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DO YOU KNOW THAT . ..

Resources to Write for . . .

A Preliminary Survey of Adolescent Sex Offenses in New York:
Remedies and Recommendations (1984) was written by Irene F.
Jackson for the Prison Research Education Action Project, a
Safer Society Program of the New York State Council of
Churches. This 87-page publication includes a description of
characteristics common to adolescent sex offenders, guide-
lines for assessing the abusive behaviors and providing appro-
priate interventions, a summary of the goals of an effective
treatment program, a description of some methods and com-
ponents employed by treatment programs, a checklist of com-
munity safety risks that should be weighed in selecting
nonresidential versus residential treatment, reasons why ado-
lescent sex offenses are underreported, and a discussion of the
lack of community-based programs for the early treatment of
young sex offenders. Copies are available for $10.00 (incl. p/h)
from Safer Society Press, 3049 East Genesee Street, Syracuse, NY
13224.

Anatomically-Correct Hand Puppets are now available from
Teach-A-Bodies, which also produces dolls with accurate sex-
ual anatomy. The puppets can be used in sex education pro-
grams and in child abuse counseling and investigations. Child,
parent, and grandparent puppets are available in light,
medium, and dark colors with hand-painted features and
removable clothes. Recommended for ages seven to adult, the
puppets can be purchased for $15.00 each (incl. p/h) from
Teach-A-Bodies, 2544 Boyd, Fort Worth, TX 76109.

Fact Sheets (1984 and 1985) with the following titles are availa-
ble from the Center for Population Options: “Broadcast
Media, Teenagers, and Sexuality,” “Contraceptive Product
Advertising,” “Sex Education,” “Sexuality Education and Par-
ental Involvement,” “Sexuality Education in Developed Coun-
tries,” and “Teenage Sexuality, Pregnancy and Parenthood.”
Each is printed on two sides of a legal-sized page and includes
references. Single copies are free; 2-9 copies are $.50 each;
bulk rates are available. Order from Center for Population
Options, 1012 14th Street, N.W., Suite 1200, Washington, DC
20005.

Venereal Disease Prevention for Everyone, an 18-page pam-
phlet, was revised in 1985 in its eleventh edition. In addition to
information on how to avoid contracting and spreading sexu-
ally transmitted diseases, it also describes common STDs, as
well as less well known ones. Single copies are available for
$1.00 each and 100 copies for $20.00 from American Foundation
for the Prevention of Venereal Disease, 799 Broadway, Suite
638, New York, NY 10003.
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The Gayellow Pages (1986) National Edition No. 14, covering the
U.S.A. and Canada, is now available. The publication includes
information regarding national organizations and caucuses,
gay publications, mail order companies, etc., as well as city by
city information. This publication is available for $10.00 (incl.
p/h) from Renaissance House, Box 292, Village Station, New
York, NY 10014.

International Feminism: Networking Against Female Sexual
Slavery, edited by Kathleen Barry, Charlotte Bunch, and Shirley
Castley, is the report of the Global Feminist Workshop to
Organize against Traffic in Women held in Rotterdam, the
Netherlands, on April 6-15, 1983. At this conference women
from 24 countries formed an International Feminist Network
against forced prostitution and other forms of female sexual
abuse and called for refugee status for all women attempting to
escape from sexual entrapment. To order this 141-page 1984
book, send $6.00 to The Women’s International Tribune Cen-
tre, 777 U. N. Plaza, New York, NY 10017.

Coming Out to Your Parents (1984) is a 16-page booklet pub-
lished by Philadelphia Parents of Gays (POG) for gay men and
lesbians. The author, Tom Sauerman, who is the father of a
homosexual child identifies six stages of understanding—
shock, denial, guilt, anger, personal decision-making, and true
acceptance—many parents experience after learning their
child is gay. Specific ways in which young adults can assist their
parents in each of these stages are suggested,and a list of over
100 parent contact groups in 47 states is provided. For a free
single copy send a stamped, self-addressed business envelope to
POG, P.O. Box 15711, Philadelphia, PA 19103. Additional copies
are priced at $.25 each or $20.00 for 100 (incl. p/h).

Working with Teen Parents: A Survey of Promising
Approaches, by Holly Delany and Phyllis Nickel, is published
by the Family Resource Coalition, a national network promot-
ing the development of community-based prevention pro-
grams to strengthen families. This 135-page guide for designing
services suggests how to ensure program participation, select
volunteers for key roles, build community support for teen
services and pregnancy prevention, and coordinate local
resources into a comprehensive service delivery system. The
authors mention 40 programs that have been successful in
helping teens achieve healthy pregnancies, completed educa-
tion, economic self-sufficiency, and responsible family plan-
ning. To order this 1985 book, send $9.00 (incl. p/h}) to Family
Resource Coalition, 230 North Michigan Avenue, #1625, Chi-
cago, IL 60601.

SIECUS Report, May 1986




SOOK REVIEWS

The Mother Machine: Reproductive
Technologies from Artificial Insemina-
tion to Artificial Wombs. Gena Corea.
New York: Harper and Row, 1985 (374
pp.; $18.95).

Reviewed by Robert T. Francoeur, Pro-
fessor of human embryology and sexual-
ity, Fairleigh Dickinson University,
Madison, N.}., and author of the college
textbooks Becoming a Sexual Person,
full edition (1982) and brief edition
(1984).

This is the most important, unique, dis-
turbing, and challenging study of
human reproductive technologies |
have encountered in the 20 years | have
devoted to studying the scientific and
social aspects of human reproductive
technologies.

It is not the usual up-beat hurrah for
reproductive technologies, sprinkled
with the usual questions of ethics and
cautionary notes about possible abuse.
It is, instead, a meticulously researched,
documented study of the actual devel-
opment of artificial insemination, in
vitro fertilization, and embryo trans-
plant technologies from one feminist’s
viewpoint. It is, at times, abrasively criti-
cal of the political games of “double-
speak’” male researchers play with their
female experimental research subjects
(read ““patients”’) and the euphoric,
near-baseless claims of “no risk” and
“expected success” that male research-
ers make to the press and government
review and ethics committees to justify
their experiments under the guise of
“therapeutics.”

In the opening chapters, Corea is
abrasive, running the risk of turning off
all but the most dedicated male reader.
At times | was tempted to write the book
off as just another radical feminist dia-
tribe, denouncing males and blaming
them for all the evils of our technologi-
cal culture. Male readers may have to
grit their teeth when they read a dozen
sentences in sequence, each with the
same subject, men, machine-gunned in

typical misandrogenous style. | partic-
ularly bristled at the grossly exagger-
ated, detailed juxtaposition of embryo
transfer in cattle and women, and her
comparison of woman—the goddess of
fertility—with the cow, which denounced
the entire male side of the human race
for the enslavement of cows 12,000 years
ago and for their current patriarchal use
of reproductive technologies to exploit
human females (pp. 70-72). Male re-
searchers are portrayed as gleeful Drac-
ulas leering over their frozen embryos
(p. 74). Even the use of reproductive
technologies to save endangered animal
species is viewed as a cover-up to allow
men to continue exploiting and raping
the land (pp. 77-78). Ovary bombing
(with hormones), superovulation, busi-
ness, efficiency, monetary value, and
inexpensive are new dirty words because
they are rooted in male exploitation of
all females, bovine or human. Male
“pharmacrats” are enslavers who use
modern pharmaceuticals (hormones) to
enslave women. Whether the author
intended it, or not, the implication is
that FARMing and PHARMaceutical
medicine are just two different faces of
the same patriarchal slave-holding men-
tality. Suggestions of limiting reproduc-
tive rights to resolve overpopulation or
using artificial insemination with donor
semen to avoid genetic diseases are dis-
missed as attempts to control women (p.
129).

| detail the abrasive side of this book,
not to vent my feelings, but to urge
males, who really should hear Corea’s
whole case, not to let themselves be put
off by her strong emotions.

The Mother Machine is the most
detailed history of reproductive tech-
nologies yet available. (A few areas are
dated, i.e., Chapter 2 ends with 1981.)
More important, however, are salient,
often pungent quotes from many per-
sonal conversations the author had with
researchers worldwide, from their tech-
nical publications, and from the women
who are both beneficiaries and guinea

pigs of the new technologies. Corea
weaves these quotations together into
some of the most damning charges of
unethical maneuverings and politicing 1
have encountered. Repeatedly, Corea
shows how many ob/gyns have put aside
their medical, therapeutic (healing)
ethos for the mores of not too scrupu-
lous researchers driven by some demi-
urge (p. 101). Her interviews reveal the
constant use of healing language by
physicians and hospitals seeking the
right PR phase to disguise pure experi-
mentation, hidden social control, the
profit motive, and glory seeking. “Hu-
man embryo transfer is a business. Any
business has a strong motivation to
create and continually expand a market
for its product or service (p. 95).” Chica-
go’s Dr. Richard Seed admits, “I don’t
mind telling you that | expect to get the
Nobel Prize” by 1988 for his 1983 success
in achieving the first human pregnancy
through embryo transfer and his current
attempts to make a postmenopausal
woman pregnant! [t may be economi-
cally advantageous to be able to harvest
eggs from a prepubertal calf—Corea
objects to this—but is there any medical
justification or healing involved in a
postmenopausal woman being preg-
nant?

When infertility is pictured as a dis-
ease and relieving the plight of childless
women held up as ajustification for fed-
eral funding and approval of all kinds of
experiments, Corea’s juxtaposed quotes
make one pause and think again about
the image of this research presented by
the media. When the government
refused funding for experimenting with
humans because there was no support-
ing animal research or models, the
researchers ignored the: experimental
risks and stressed the desire of sterile
couples to have families. In the argument
for government approval or funding, they
ignored the psychological desperation
of sterile women, whose identity as
childbearers drives them to pay fees in
order to be part of a very experimental

Audience Level Indicators: C—Children (elementary grades), ET—Early tee?us {(junior higrl;l), LT—Late teens (seniof
hjrgh)q,f\:College, general adult public, P—Parents, PR—Professionals.
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program in the blind hope that the “ther-
apy”” will solve their problem, even
though the success rate was and still is
very low.

Corea raises many other challenging
problems and issues. But she also pro-
poses a reasonable and realistic two-step
remedy. The first step, the formation in
1984 of the Feminist International Net-
work on the New Reproductive Tech-
nologies, with 542 women from 14
countries monitoring developments in
artificial insemination, gamete storage,
sex predetermination, embryo transfers,
and animal/human hybrids, is already
functioning. The second step involves
raising the public consciousness about
this research, its social impacts, and its
consequences for women and men. This
will require a breakthrough similar to
that of the environmental revolution of
the 60s and 70s. Rachel Carson’s Sifent
Spring triggered the creation of the
Environmental Protection Agency as an
independent monitor of the industries
previously regulated by the Department
of Agriculture, which had built-in self-
interests that kept the DA from objec-
tively evaluating the dangers of pesti-
cides. The medical business cannot
objectively evaluate and regulate its
own work. Professionally planned, man-
aged, and marketed In-Vitro Fertiliza-
tion centers have catapulted the obste-
tric-gynecologic community into the
medical industrial complex. Corea
rightly maintains that the health and
well-being of women is best defended,
not by the male-dominated ob/gyn
researchers, but by women themselves,
by those consumers who are supposed
to benefit from this new “medibusi-
ness.” The Mother Machine will open
any reader’s eyes to some truly new
perspectives and issues that are emerg-
ing as we adjust to the revolution of
reproductive technologies. A, PR

45—And Single Again. Mildred Hope
Witkin, with Burton Lehrenbaum. New
York: Dembner Books, 1985 (204 pp.;
$15.95).

Reviewed by Jane Porcino, PhD, Asso-
ciate Professor, School of Allied Health,
Health Sciences Center, State University
of New York, Stony Brook, N.Y.

45—And Single Again was a pleasure to
review and is a pleasure to recommend,
not only to those in the “second half” of
life who are single, but also to those in
long-term marriages. This book is a
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refreshingly candid approach to sex,
love, and relationships. It offers many
practical solutions to the difficulties aris-
ing in relationships for people in their
middle and later years.

Dr. Mildred Hope Witkin studied with
Dr. Helen Kaplan, who wrote the fore-
word to the book. She has been a private
family and sex therapist for over 20 years.
Her personal life also uniquely qualifies
her to speak out about love and sexuality
in midlife and beyond: she is over 45,
divorced, and happily remarried.

The book provides a wealth of infor-
mation for the 45-year-old and over, sin-
gle person, who has lost a mate through
divorce or death and is going through
the trauma of being suddenly single
again. Dr. Witkin writes that most peo-
ple (two or three years after their loss)
experience their world and themselves
“coming together again.”” At this time
they are ready to take control over their
own lives, but all too often experience
“reentry shock.” They discover that
although being single and 45 (or over) is
acceptable in today’s society, their sexu-
ality is presumed lost along with their
spouses. They are given a double mes-
sage: you are too old for sex, shouldn’t

VENUSES PENUSES
Sexology, Sexosophy,

and Exigency Theory
John Money

John Money is regarded by many of his con-
temporaries as the most original, theoretical
voice in today’s sexology. This volume of his
professional papers constitutes a record of his
major theoretical contributions to twentieth
century scientific sexology and philosaphical
sexosophy.

659 pages (I!lustrations)
ISBN 0-87975-327-7 Cloth $29.95

SURVIVAL STRATEGIES

FOR COUPLES
Dr. John Wright

Survival Strategies for Couples gives the reader
an insight into the complexities of intimate
relationships. Through vivid portrayals of real-
life situations, it gives clear, concise, effective
strategies for couples to use in resolving
troubled areas in their relationships.

231 pages
ISBN 0879753196 Cloth $18.95

PROMETHEUS BOOKS
700 E. Amherst St., Buffalo, NY 14215
Call Toll Free: 8004210351

In NYS: 716.837-2475

want it, are laughable for seeking it, but
sex is rejuvenating and enjoyable for
anyone, at any age.

The book contains a unique section
on the pros and cons of meeting people
through singles’ bars, dances and clubs,
classified ads, and dating services. The
author advises, “Approach new people
with an attitude of exploration . . . go
where it’s fun, interesting for you, and
where there are congenial people.”

45—And Single Again describes the
psychological changes in the aging body
and deals with, straightforwardly, how
to tell a potential partner about a mas-
tectomy, prostate troubles, impotence,
or a colostomy. This section ends with
the following. “In sexual terms, we
human beings are lucky. Women and
men are capable of giving each other
sensual, sexual pleasure in so many dif-
ferent ways that none of us need feel
deficient if some of those ways seemed
barred to us. ... With knowledge, sensi-
tivity, and creativity—there is enough
for all.

The chapters “What Went Wrong,”
“Communication, Relaxation, and Self
Responsibility,” and ““The Thrill Is
Gone” are applicable to all people aged
45 and over, married as well as single.
These chapters include discussion of
such techniques as “sensate focus” and
the “Witkin Shower,” which can be used
to overcome impotence and other sex-
ual problems. One chapter, “Before
Divorcing,” offers some practical advice
about dealing with a marriage that is sti-
fling. What makes a relationship work,
according to Helen Witkin, is three
things: communication, relaxation (if
we trust someone, we can be open to
them), and self responsibility. All must
be present. We can’t automatically
know what any other person wants,
feels, hopes, and dreams. Because we're
not mind readers, we must tell each
other what we want.

Dr. Witkin is a firm believer of ardor
and passion in the later years: . . . that
vibrant focusing of energy outwards.
The way not to grow old any faster than
we must, the way not to grow ill, orsour,
or dependent, or fearful, or resentful, or
disparaging, or sarcastic, or isolated, or
despairing before our time ... isto keep
our sense of passion alive, to ‘be in
love’.”” This passion is not limited to sex,
but we can also grow passionately
excited about the world—*“rejoining the
dance of life.” We need to summon up
our courage to find the treasures that
await all of us in this world—regardless
of our age. A
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I Wish My Parents Understood: A
Report on the Teenage Female. Lesley J.
Nonkin. New York: Freundlich Books,
1985 (274 pp.; $14.95).

GirlTalk: All the Stuff Your Sister Never
Told You. Carol Weston. New York:
Barnes & Noble Books, 1985 (288 pp.;
$5.95).

Reviewed by Dolores Wisdom, Project
Director, Girls Clubs of America, Inc.,
National Resource Center, Indianapolis,
Indiana.

Targeted at parents, teachers, and
baffled boys, | Wish My Parents Under-
stood is, in the author’s view, “data-
based” research on teenage relationships
and an “intimate journalistic explora-
tion into the hearts and minds of teen-
age girls in America.” Distinguishing five
categories of today’s female teens-—20th
century fast-trackers, sweet southern
belles, modern traditionalists, super-
sonic daters and strong individualists—
Nonkin presents some interesting
information on teenage romance. A var-
iety of topics are touched upon, includ-
ing success, virginity, peer pressure, and
parent/teen conflict; but the book’s
main focus is on what teenage girls think
about the male sex.

Though some may find this an inti-
mate journalistic exploration, none
could claim this is serious research on
girls’ special and, more pressing, needs.
Based on interviews conducted with
select respondents to a TeenAge Maga-
zine survey (how many we'’re not told),
the author’s findings shed no light on an
old subject, and occasionally confirms
previous research found in numerous
existing reports and magazine articles.
Incredibly, the report provides no back-
ground data on the research basis—
surveys and interviews—including when
administered and population demogra-
phics. What’s not so incredible is that
parents, teachers and yes, baffled boys,
will find | Wish My Parents Understood
understandingly boring. ET, P, PR

Written in a non-judgmental, here-
are-the-facts style, GirlTalk provides
teenaged-girls with an encyclopedia of
information on subjects ranging from
sexuality to body image and health-care
to choosing a college. Author, Carol
Weston, eases parent-approved values
into the work (don’t do drugs, if practic-
ing sex, practice contraception) without
turning off the teen reader. There’s
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enough useful information that teens, if
they take the author’s advice to browse
through selected chapters rather than
trying to read the book cover-to-cover,
will find GirlTalk a welcome addition to
the limited library of good teen resource
publications.

Somewhat disappointing is the book’s
visual appearance. Written for teens,
aged twelve and up, it might have been
more effective to break up the overbear-
ing textbook copy with photographs,
diagrams, etc., as implied by the cover.
Also, the reading level may be too diffi-
cult for some teens. Despite these draw-
backs, GirlTalk is one of those publications
that adult women wish they had had
back then. ET, LT, P

Anxious Pleasures: The Sexual Lives of
an Amazonian People. Thomas Gregor.
Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1985 (223 pp.; $19.95).

Reviewed by W. J. Gadpaille, MD, Clini-
cal Associate Professor, Dept. of Psychia-
try, University of Colorado Mental
Health Center, Denver, CO; private psy-
choanalyst; and author of The Cycles of
Sex.

This slender but informative and well-
documented volume is more than des-
criptive ethnography. It is another in the
growing number of corrective studies
that can help create a long overdue bal-
ance to the nature/nurture controversy
in cultural anthropology. In the early
part of this century, all kinds of intellec-
tual atrocities were proposed in the
belief that all aspects of behavior and
personality were genetically and/or
constitutionally determined. The ex-
tremes of this position were so mani-
festly absurd to informed anthropologists
that many set out specifically to disprove
it. The zeal, and in some instances the
misinformation of some of them, led to
overinterpretation, misinterpretation,
and perhaps even some skewing of the
data. But such was their reputation and
impact on the scientific community—
among them such influential figures as
Malinowski, Boas, Mead, Benedict—
that they produced a complete swing.
Nurture became all, nature nothing, and
the theory of complete cultural determi-
nism became the reigning truth.

Its extremes are equally absurd, and
there have always been those who
winced at any all-or-nothing perception
of reality. It is only relatively recently,
however, that scholarly and scrupulous
appraisals, sometimes reappraisals, of

previous and emerging data are begin-
ning to have an effect on the scientific
community as a whole in restoring some
perspective to the inevitable interaction
of both the innate and the learned in the
shaping of individuals and cultures. An
early voice in this wilderness was W.
LaBarre’s The Human Animal. More
recently, D. Symon’s The Evolution of
Human Sexuality, D. Freeman’'s Mar-
garet Mead and Samoa, apd M. Spiro’s
Oedipus in the Trobriands come espe-
cially to mind, and a brilliant multidisci-
plinary overview is provided in M.
Konner’s The Tangled Wing.

Anxious Pleasures is a fairly straight-
forward sexual ethnography of a small,
centrally-located Brazilian tribe, the
Mehinaku. Their society is highly and
overtly sexualized both in everyday
behavior, which includes nearly univer-
sal and societally sanctioned extramari-
tal affairs, and in the sexual preoccupa-
tions of their myths and rituals. Despite
their seemingly free sexual behavior,
Mehinaku sexuality—especially that of
the men—is fraught with anxieties, fear-
ful beliefs, and defensive practices that
the anthropologically knowledgeable
will recognize to be widely shared
throughout the world by the most dis-
parate seeming cultures.

Gregor explores in detail Mehinaku
male/female relationships, childrearing
practices, sexual behavior and beliefs,
and nonsexual behaviors that Mehinaku
belief systems associate with sexuality,
myths, dreams, and rituals. The author’s
understanding of the data is informed
with the knowledge that no practice or
concept exists without having a reason
and meaning to be the participant(s).
However, he is careful to document
every interpretation of psychological
meaning with specific, overtly corrobor-
ative ethnographic data.

Gregor does not attempt extensive
cross-cultural comparisons in this work.
Though he discusses this very generally
in the introduction and draws some spe-
cific parallels with contemporary Ameri-
can (male) culture in the final chapter,
he leaves the potential flood of compar-
ative parallels to the reader. For this rea-
son, Anxious Pleasures may not have so
much broad reader appeal, but rather
serves as a rather elegant piece in the
much larger jigsaw puzzle of the shared
biopsychological determinants of hu-
man behavior and human cultures.
However, it is well written, well docu-
mented, and well reasoned, and can be
confidently recommended to those with
interests in this area of knowledge. A, PR
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REVIEWS

Members of the Audio-Visual Review
Panel for this issue were: Carmen Reyes
Aviles, MSEd, Community Family Plan-
ning Council, New York City; Joan Bard-
ach, PhD, clinical professor of Rehabili-
tation Medicine (Psychology), and
supervisor, Postdoctoral Program in Psy-
choanalysis and Psychotherapy, New
York University; Patti Britton, Depart-
ment of Education, Planning Parent-
hood Federation of America; Rita
Cotterly, graduate assistant, SIECUS
Information Service and Mary S. Calde-
rone Library, and doctoral candidate,
Human Sexuality Program, New York
University, Marianne Glasel, RN, MS,
education coordinator for Cancer Pre-
vention and Sexual Health Care, Me-
morial-Sloan Kettering Cancer Center,
and student, Human Sexuality Program,
New York University; Leigh Hallingby,
manager, SIECUS Information Service
and Mary S. Calderone Library; jean
Levitan, PhD, assistant professor, Health
Science, William Paterson College,
Wayne, NJ; Maria Matthews, health
educator, Planned Parenthood of Ber-
gen County, Hackensack, NJ; Valerie
Pinhas, PhD, CSW, CAC, associate pro-
fessor of Health Education, Nassau Com-
munity College, Garden City, NY; Linda
Schwarz, Department of Education,
Planned Parenthood Federation of
America; Jan Sola, PhD, program con-
sultant, National Board of the YWCA of
the USA; Jill Tabbutt, program consul-
tant, National Board of the YWCA and
student, Human Sexuality Program, New
York University. The reviews were writ-
ten by Leigh Hallingby.

Love Skills 1985, 57 min., 12" video or
Beta. Purchase, $39.95. Available in
home video stores.

This is one of the first “sexual enhance-
ment”’ videos available to the home
market, and the first of its genre
screened by the SIECUS Audio-Visual

AUDIO-VISUAL

Review Panel. Being a group of profes-
sionals accustomed to screening audio-
visuals for formal education, we had to
alter our mindsets to living rooms and
bedrooms where there will be no “facil-
itator”” available. From this vantage
point, we liked much of what we heard
but little of what we saw.

On the plus side, Love Skills incorpo-
rates many good messages including:
the notion that sex does not just “come
naturally’” and that being a good lover
has to be learned and worked at; an
emphasis on foreplay even to the point
of leaving out intercourse altogether;
information on a variety of sexual posi-
tions; techniques for sexual massage;
the importance of becoming familiar
with one’s body, every inch of which is
capable of exquisite sensual feeling;
permission to talk about and act outsex-
ual fantasies; warnings about prudent
use of alcohol; and some information
about common sexual dysfunctions and
such palliative measures as the “squeeze
technique.”

On the negative side are visuals
which, although erotic and technically
superb, are limited to showing men and
women with health club bodies making
love in idealized (and expensive) set-
tings, like a luxurious bathtub sur-
rounded by candles. There is also a
heterosexist attitude, in that homosexu-
ality is portrayed only as a fantasy—and
as a sexist one at that of one man watch-
ing two women. The section about
“impotence” was colored by the use of
that term and the statement that it is
usually psychologically caused. Infor-
mation on contraception was com-
pletely lacking.

The credits for Love Skills list an all-
star group of consultants, including
Carol Cassell, Harold Lief, Domeena
Renshaw, and Barbara Whitney. The
impression is that their consultation was
limited to the script and the question is
whether the good information and
advice, which they no doubtinfluenced,

will be overshadowed by the visuals,
which seem to have been left to the
makers of “soft porn.” It is the opinion
of the majority of the panel that Love
Skills is nevertheless recommended for
the adult home video market. Despiteits
drawbacks, it has many good messages
which many people may not be getting
elsewhere. A

A Million Teenagers 1985, 4th edition, 23
min., 16mm or video. Purchase $465
(16mm), $235 (video); rental, $40.
Churchill Films, 662 North Robertson
Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 90069-9990;
(213) 657-5110.

This is the successor to A Half Million
Teenagers . . . Plus. As before, the film
explains the physiology of sexually
transmitted diseases, in addition to
transmission, symptoms, treatment, and
serious ramifications. The original ani-
mation on gonorrhea has been retained,
while the section on syphilis has been
abbreviated. Newly added, are sections
on herpes, chlamydia and its sequelae of
pelvic inflammatory disease and non-
gonococcal urethritis, and AIDS.

Information is presented in three
ways: by teens (representing a good
multi-cultural cross-section) talking
straight on to the camera about their
experiences with sexually transmitted
diseases; by dramatized vignettes, such
as a young man going to a physician to
be treated for gonorrhea; and by gra-
phics and photography. The method of
using teens to talk to other teensis a credi-
ble, appealing, and highly successful
technique, which the panel applauded
along with much of the information that
was presented.

However, there were three significant
problems with this film. First, it does not
include information on correct use of
the condom. Second, it does not inform
adolescents that STDs can be transmit-

Audience Level Indicators: C—Children (elementary gfiz;c‘ies), ET—EarIy teens (jlmior high), LT—Late teé;sﬂ(;énio}
high), A—College, general adult public, P—Parents, PR—Professionals.
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ted by oral or anal sex. Third, the film
ends poorly with a true-false quiz in
which the questions are not answered,
and the audience is left hanging.
Despite these unfortunate drawbacks,
the panel recommends A Million Teen-
agers to early and late teens. However, it
is essential that it be shown by a facili-
tator who can add the important facts
which the film leaves out. ET, LT

Where Did | Come From? 1985, 30 min.,
video. Purchase, $29.95. Available in
home video stores. Also available in
Spanish.

This animated video is based on the
well-known 1973 book of the same
name, and, Peter Mayle, the book’s
author, wrote the script. Designed for
parents and their young children to
watch together at home, Where Did |
Come From? tells the story of how
babies are born. It begins with a wond-
erful review by children from all over
the world of all the myths about where
babies come from. It then goes on to tell
the true story, including sexual inter-
course, orgasm, conception, fetal devel-
opment, and birth. Correct names, such
as penis and vagina, are used for the
parts of the body. Part of the love-
making scene is iltustrated by the use of
animal characters from the quilt on the
parents’ bed.

The panel found the video overall to
be delightful, fun, and technically
superb. We did, however, find a number
of points to criticize. For instance, the
video gives the impression that procre-
ation is the purpose of lovemaking. We
did not care for the author’s describing
ejaculation as a tidal wave, showing
great exhaustion after intercourse and
having the mother go to the hospital in
an ambulance, leaving the father stand-
ing in the street (although he is later
shown at the hospital for the delivery).
Furthermore, there seemed to be some
anti-abortion ammunition, such as
references to the fetus in utero as a
“baby” or “person” or “unborn life.”

Despite these reservations, however,
the panel definitely recommends Where
Did 1 Come From to be used by parents
and children in the home, as well as
in classrooms, PTA meetings, and
teacher training programs. It is humor-
ous, age appropriate, warm, and appeal-
ing, and it definitely makes learning
about sex fun for the whole family. The
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fact that it is also available in Spanish is a
wonderful plus. C, P, PR

Wierded Out and Blown Away. 1985, 43
min., 16mm or video. Purchase, $900
(16mm), $400 (video}; rental, $50. Grey-
tak Productions, 85 Eighth Avenue, Suite
2K, New York, NY 10011; 212-243-1228.

This documentary film intercuts seg-
ments of interviews with five people
who have physical disabilities: Anne Fin-
ger, a writer who had polio; Mark Gash,
a painter with brittle bone disease;
Sharon Greytak, a film-maker (of this
film, among others) with rheumatoid
arthritis; Clark Middleton, an actor, also
with rheumatoid arthritis; and Harilyn
Rousso, a psychotherapist who has cere-
bral palsy. They talk, in response to
questions asked by an off-camera inter-
viewer, about their socialization, body
images, emotional lives, professional
selves, interpersonal relationships, and,
to some degree, sexuality.

Many fascinating points for discussion
come up in the process of the film. For
instance, Ms. Rousso relates the pain of

*’The most comprehensive film colflection
available to the professional.”’
Warde! 8. Pomeroy, co-author, Kinsey Reports

Sex Education

Sex Therapy

filmstrips

Order by Phone
Pacific Time

. CALL TOLL FREE
800-821-0514

IllI. IN CALIFORNIA
CALL COLLECT

415-673-5103

|muLTI-FOCU/ INC. |

333 West 52nd Street 1525 Franklin Street

New York, NY 10019 San Francisco, CA 94109

{212) 586-8612 (415} 673-5100

feeling like a12-year-old atage 26 dueto
her asexualsocialization. She also articu-
lates a hierarchy of disabilities if terms
of their “social acceptance” ranging
from diseases of white middle-class
men, such as heart attacks and ulcers,
down to cerebral palsy and mental retar-
dation. The film-maker talks about how
dressing fashionably creates cognitive
dissonance with society’s impression of
the disabled. The actor is angry, arro-
gant, and uncooperative; amarked con-
trast to the stereotype of the noble hero
triumphing over his condition.

The panel’s major complaint about
Weirded Out . . . was the off-camera
interviewing technique, in which the
disembodied voice was lower in volume
and difficult to understand. They would
have preferred instead that the film-
maker had had the interviewees repeat
the questions. Otherwise, however, we
found the film to be provocative and
consciousness-raising and recommended
it for consumer and professional audien-
ces from late teens up. It offers a window
into the range of emotions experienced
by disabled people andthereby reveals a
common ground shared with many
able-bodied people. Because there is so
much material in it, one productive edu-
cational technique might be to assign
various members of the audience to fol-
low one particular person throughout
the film. LT, A, PR

Postponing Sexual Involvement: An
Education Series for Young Teens. 1984.
Set includes 71 page leader’s guide, 29
slides, and cassette tape. Purchase, $40.
Emory/Grady Teen Services Program,
Grady Memorial Hospital, 80 Butler
Street, S.E., Atlanta, GA 30335; (404) 588-
4204.

Postponing Sexual Involvement is orien-
ted toward reducing adolescent preg-
nancy by reducing the number of teens
who are sexually active. The curriculum,
designed for adolescents between the
ages of 12 and 16, is to be presented in
three sessions: the first on social pres-
sures, such as the media, influencing
sexual behavior; the second on peer
pressures; and the third on assertive
responses which can be used to avoid
sexual involvement. A reinforcement
session is to be given three months after
the original series. A separate parent
guide can be used to help parents
understand the pressures on teens and
assist them in reinforcing what their chil-
dren learn.
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It was with great anticipation that the
panel approached the audio-visual por-
tion of the much-publicized curriculum.
We could hardly have been more disap-
pointed! Among the problems were
unattractive graphics, poor photo-
graphy, bad script, and a poor match
between slides and script. For instance,
one photograph of a supposedly roman-
tic couple on a couch looks as if one
person is about to strike the other. In
one graphic a teen couple isshown skip-
ping over stones which say “decisions,”
and yet there is nothing in the script for
that slide about decisions; this is in fact
not a curriculum which teaches deci-
sion-making. Another slide shows a gra-
phic progression of phases of sexual
involvement in a relationship on aflight
of stairs, with increasing sexual involve-
ment going down. The progression is
“give friendly looks and smiles, hold
hands, put arms around, hug and kiss,
explore above waist, explore below
waist, and have sex.” Thus, having sex is
seen on the bottom step as the lowest
point in a relationship.

Although we did not objectto the cur-
riculum’s basic premise that it is good for
teens to postpone sexual involvement,
we frequently objected to the way that
that message was presented. For in-
stance, a sentence such as “More and
more grown-ups are finding they can’t

Choices:
In Sexuality with
Physical Disability

(16 mm & Video/Color/60 Mins.)
Produced for:

Institute of Rehabilitation Medicine
New York University Medical Center

Joan L. Bardach Ph.D., Project Director
Frank Padrone Ph.D., Co-Director

.. .Choices is a film which can be used
time and time again in rehabilitation
facilities human sexuality programs and
in any group where issues of sexual in-
teraction and adjustment.to a disability
are being discussed. If both parts cannot
be purchased, Part 1 is a tremendously
good discussion starter and should not
be missed. . .

Pam Boyle, Coordinator: Reproductive Health
and Disabilities Program of the Margaret
Sanger Center of Planned Parenthood. NYC.

Mercury Productions
17 West 45 Street, NYC 10036
(212) 869-4073

have a baby because of infections they
got from having sex as teens” seems
like pure scare tactics. Responsible use
of birth control is discounted by saying
that “even if teens use birth control,
they are risking a pregnancy [because]
no method of birth control is 100%
effective.”

For all these reasons, it was the
unanimous opinion of the SIECUS
Audio-visual Review Panel that the
audio-visual portion of Postponing Sex-
ual Involvement cannot be recom-
mended for any audience.” We won-
dered about the rest of the curriculum
and therefore asked one of the panel
members to read it in its entirety and
report back. Her conclusions were again
negative: “The program seems to be
cognitively geared with little emphasis
on: a positive attitude toward sex;
understanding of one’s body changes
and emotions; developing a confident,
‘fun’ relationship with the opposite
sex; developing ethical concepts other
than ‘no’; and developing an aware-
ness and acceptance of people’s needs,
responsibilities and differences ... . The
assertiveness skills and the right to say
‘no’ should be incorporated into a
larger, more comprehensive, and inte-
grated program. Used by themselves,
they raise more questions, doubts, and
problems than they answer.”

SIECUS is affiliated with the Department of Health Education of the School of Education, Health, Nursing,

and Arts Professions of New York University.
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