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E C H O E S  O F  P U R IT A N  T E R R O R ............
Letters ptotesting wbst readers regard as unlawful action of Mnssaebuaetts author* 
it ie s  as repotted in "Puritan Terror— Maasacfausetta 1961." in April REVIEW are 
beginning to arrive. Two ate published below, and mote w ill appear in the June issue. 
The first is  from a person who cannot be identified:
REVIEW EDITORi It is  depressing to 
read of the outrage upon human beings 
committed by other human beings, as re
lated in "Puritan Terror," and in the let
ter from a mother in Minnesota, As a for
mer resident of the Commonwealth of 
M assachusetts for four years, I can test
ify that such officia l activity is  entirely 
consistent with the ethical qualities mani
fested in many other spheres by many of 
the people of the state and their repre
sentatives, For life  in M assachusetts is  
characterized by an all-pervading corrup
tion, quite different from the impersonal 
callousness of life in New York (and the 
opinions of one of the most influential in
dividuals in M assachusetts, Cardinal 
Cushing, on a number of subjects, ate 
pretty chilling to one who has human feel
ings), This is  equalled nowhere in the 
U.S. with the exception of a few Southern 
sta tes, whose people are generally cor
rupt in narrower patterns. More evidence 
for those who ate convinced (as I am) 
that, before many mote years have passed, 
the U.S.A. (and other big anti-human soc
ie t ie s , as the U .S.S.R ., Chinese Peoples 
Republic, Qreat Britain, e tc .)  w ill belong 
to history. A pity. Such a beautiful Con
stitution. But look at the forces that ate 
operating today: 5  billion human beings, 
their infinity cf artifacts and their aspi
rations— forces of a power unprecedent
ed in eardi’s history. And note the qual
ity of the aspirations of the overwhelm
ing majority of those who aspire beyond 
food and shelter. I foresee no peace in

my lifetim e, and I am very young. Cata
clysm ic changes lie  ahead. I just hope 
that man doesn't succeed  in reaching 
other planets. But enough of that: Pre
dictions don’t change the course of h is
tory.

REVIEW EDITOR: Thanks for your fine 
and fearless repotting in the moving art
ic le  about the Puritan Terror in Massa
chusetts, 1961. Since this illega l out
rage might possibly se t some kind of hor
rible precedent, Mattachine must se e  that 
the matter is taken to the Supreme Court 
of M assachusetts to reverse the decision. 
The record must be straightened out, the 
sad ists punished and the legal tight to 
belong to Mattachine (or any similar 
group) in that state clearly defined. If a 
fund will be required. 111 be glad to con- 
tHbute. We must stop merely sniveling  
and start acting. This is  our cause cele- 
bre,— Mr. E. W., New York

EDITOR’S REPLY: Weptoduced 100 ex
tra copies of April REVIEW for the pur
pose of mailing them to offic ia ls in Mas
sachusetts (including all named in the 
article), Washington, D.C., and in some 
other states; to a l is t  of professional per
sons; to headquarters and branches of 
NAAC P and American ' C ivil U berties  
Union. We hope an attorney in Massachu
se tts  w ill come forth to appeal this case , 
providing such is s t il l  p ossib le . If that 
happens, and hinds ate requited, w e’ll 
ca ll for help.
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j Whot To Do About Homosexuals?

More and more state legislatures, bar associations, psychiatric groups and 
lalw enforcement agencies are being troubled by the question, “ What to do 
about homosexuals?” In the following report come constructive suggestions 
frpm intelligent minds from widely scattered points on the North American 
continent. The consensus is overwhelmingly in favor of changing punitive 
laws along lines so often stated in Mattachine REVIEW since January 1955 
when this magazine began publication: Change the statutes to remove from 
criminal definition those acts by consenting adults in private where no harm
0. orce is involved.

Mattachine is aware that most state laws do not proscribe against homo
sexuals on the basis of sexual orientation, but instead these laws are aimed 
against acts— specific acts. Thus they apply to a vast majority of our pop
ulation, because these acts (fellatio, cunnilingus, sodomy, anal intercourse, 
etc.) apply to and are practiced by many non-homosexual persons, including 
husbands and their wives. Nevertheless they are just as illegal in these 
circumstances as when practiced by two persons of the same sex, though 
legal interference is usually, but not always, reserved for persons of the 
same sex, particularly males.

The legislature in New Mexico, Editor Harry Golden of the Carolina Is
raelite, the Canadian Bar Association and a county medical society in Mich
igan have all recently coped with this question. Their action and recom
mendations are told here.

In its biennial session at Santa Fe early in 1%1, the Assembly of New 
Mexico voted along lines of the recommended Model Penal Code (as ad
vanced by the American Law Institute) to change that state’s penal code in 
a general, way. Removing sodomy and other sex acts between consenting 
adults of ihe same sex was a part of the general code revision in the bill. 
The^measure passed the lower house but was shelved by the state senate 
after a protest from the Roman Catholic Archbishop of New Mexico.

In reply to an inquiry, the Rev. Francis A. Tournier of Santa Fe stated, 
“ The Archbishop has referred your letter to me and I am happy to report that 
the entire Criminal Code (revision) was tabled by the Senate after the pre
late’s protest. At first some tentative moves were made to amend the code 
satisfactorily, but the entire bill was soon shelved. The Sodomy provision 
was part of this criminal code, as you know. . . ”

However, the Roman Catholic Church in England endorsed these same 
legal changes several years ago, though they have not been passed by Par
liament.

Writing in his widely popular paper, the Carolina Israelite, Harry Golden

(author of Only in America, For 2<t Flain, etc.) hits the problem squarely, 
although his information may not be entirely complete:

The British Parliament recently held debate on the ad
visability of changing punitive legislation in regard to homo
sexuality. Members of the House of Commons urged that the 
law be changed not to cite for possible punishment the pri
vate practice of homosexuality between consenting ad«üts.
The measure failed.

There is some degree of optimism in the debate, however.
It represents England’s attempts to come to grips with this 
problem. For a long time people have pretended to them
selves the problem did not exist when, in fact, homosexuality 
is a widespread phenomenon governed by antiquated viciou^ 
and overly- Puritanical laws.

In America we have not made any progress toward the 
lessening of this problem. We admit it exists only in dirty jokes 
even though female homosexuality is the subject of hundreds 
of paperback novels (which are bought for the most part by 
men who imagine the description of love as a heterosexual 
description). The one solution we civilized people have ad
vanced toward homosexuality is to sentence the homosexual 
to jail wüch is like sending an alcoholic to a distillery.

What we fail to understand about homosexuality is that 
though it is a biological perversion it does not have a biologi
cal cause. Instead its causes are for the most part psychologi
cal and social.

While homosexuality has been persistent through West
ern culture, it has never been a constant. There are in fact 
homosexual ages. Ancient Greece was a homosexual culture. 
The scenes that take place between two men in a 
Greek tragedy are nothing more or less than love scenes. It 
was not considered an anti-social act in Greece. Those who 
advocate harsher penalties against homosexuals might ^  well 
to realize that Athens not only defeated the Persians at. Mara
thon and Salamis, but held the hot gates of Thermopolai. In 
addition to which they produced three of the world’s greatest 
poets and the top two philosophers of all time and gave us 
the concept of law.

Elizabethan England was also a homosexual age. Shake
speare dedicates one of his sonnets to a lover. The English 
of Elizabeth’s time produced the greatest theatre the world 
has ever known, defeated the Spanish armada, and led in 
the race to the new world.

The last of these three homosexual ages has been oiu: 
own. Homosexuality took on the characteristics of an endemic 
affliction after World War I which destroyed all of the old 
values. Pioneer America may have known isolated cases of 
homosexuality^ but it is the industrial age and the ‘ atomic 
generation which have given it a new popularity.

Society would feel better if there were no homosexuals,



but our laws have to face the truth that every sociWy to one 
way or another produces certain aberrancies.^ In a religious 
society you have heresies, in a wilderness society, renegades, 
and in this society, homosexuality. Society must change iteeU 
to lose homosexuality. It can’t  be stamped out. Until, we mahe 
some of our laws humane we will be unable to understand 
the problem let alone deal with it.

In February in Toronto, the following reports of a psychiatric panel heard 
by the Canadian Bar Association at nearby Niagara Falls, Ontario, were 
publis'-ed in the Daily Star and ju stice Y/eekly:

PSYCHIATRISTS CALL SEX LAWS UNSCIENTIFIC

Laws which send youthful homosexuals to ¡oil aggra
vate rather than eliminate this social problem, the Can
adian Law Society was told at Niagara Falls, Ont. Dr. M. 
Tuchtie, director at the Forensic Clinic in Toronto, told a 
panel discussion on sex offenders that prisons are calcu- 
lated to convert normal people into homosexuals rather 
than the other way about.
He said that youths sent to 

jail seldom get psychiatric 
treatment, are often compelled 
to share the same cell and that 
prison penalties “provide a 
spice of danger” which acts as 
an incentive for offenders.

He said that in Canada 
males who have sexual rela
tions while sharing the same 
housp are punished, but fe- 
malei are at liberty to beliave 
as they liked.

The difference in the atti
tude of the law is further re
flected in penalties which wiil 
fine a woman prostitute but 
send a male prostitute to jail, 
he said.

“With right treatment the 
young will eventually obtain 
sexual maturity, but with 
wrong treatment they may 
become habitual homosexu
als,” 'Dr. Tuchtie said.

“It would be true to say the 
law as it now stands i.s help
ing to consolidate and per
petuate homosexuality on a

number of young people, who 
with a little help, would de
velop into normal citizens,” 
he said. i

The speaker said it was 
clear that the problem of ho
mosexuality will not be solved 
“by pious exhortations, social 
ostracism and punishment.” 

He added that little progress 
can be expected in the pre
vention of sexual deviation 
and delinquency until family 
life is strengthened by a large- 
scale program. This must be 
designed to bring all the re
sources of mental hygiene, so
cial work, education and re
ligious instruction on the 
problem.

Three other psychiatrists 
completed the panel, all being 
Toronto specialists closely’ as
sociated with Canada’s first 
project on the treatment of 
sex offenders. It was argued 
that;

R E V I E W

•  Punishment of sex offend
ers Ls rarely based on any 
scientific assurance that it 
will correct the offender.
•  The lash is usclc.ss, even 
in sex crimes involving vio- 
lancc, and, in rare instances, 
actually is enjoyed by~ the 
flogged offender. This, he 
said, came from an ingrained 
sen.se of guilt.
•  The entire approach to
male homosexuality in Can
ada is vengeful, puritanical 
and brutal.

Participating in a syTn- 
posium entitled, "What to 
dp with the .sex offender?" 
weire: Dr. Kenneth G. Gray, 
professor of forensic psychia
try at the University of To
ronto and chief consultant 
to the forensic clinic; Dr. R. 
E. Turner, director of out
patient treatment at the 
forensic clinic; Dr. M. D. 
T u c h t i e ,  director of in
patient treatment at the for
ensic clinic; and Dr. J. D. 
Atcheson, superintendent of 
Thistletown H o s p i t a I for 
Adolescents.

Pilot Centre
The forensic clinic, a divi

sion" of the Toronto Psychi
atric hospital, is operated by 
the Ontario Department of 
Health with the University 
of Toronto as a pilot centre 
f o r  the treatment of sex 
offenders.

Vj

On the positive side-, Ur. 
Turner reported that pre
liminary research indicated 
psychiatric treatment might 
prove an alteirnative to im
prisonment for first offend
ers. He based his guarded 
forecast on the .small per
centage of rfcidivist.s (re
peaters) among first offend
ers who had been given

treatment at the clinic.
Stating that sexual mor

ality was determined by cus 
tom, gr^iTucTitic noted that 
in ancient Greece homosexu
ality was not only tolerated 
but looked on as being of 
great spiritual value. “Poets 
sang about it and Sophocles 
made use of it in drama,” 
remarked Dr. Tuchtie.

Punished By Death
But during the rule of 

Constantine seven centuries 
l a t e r ,  homosexuality was 
made punishable by death, 
and remained a capital of
fence until, said Dr. Tuchtie, 
"a great revulsion of feeling 
against the brutality of the 
so-called Christian view of 
homosexuality took place 
during the Napoleonic era.

France and Italy adopted 
the more merciful Napole
onic law on honioscixuality, 
continued the psychiatrist, 
"but in England, Canada and 
the United States puritanical 
influence proved so robust 
that homosexuality still re
mained a felony, no longer 
punishable by death but by 
long term imprisonment.”

rir. Tuchtie described as 
an anomaly the Canadian ap
proach today whereby inti- 
macie.s between two males 
sharing a house are punish
able by imprisonment, while 
unmarried women living to
gether are at liberty to be
have as they like, their sexual 
conduct being rightly regard
ed as an entirely private 
matter,”

This Violation of privacy 
of males, he c o n t i n u e d ,  
“could only be justified if it 
could be shown that homo- 
l e x u a l  practices between 
adult males affected society



adversely, and it is difficult 
to see how this could be the 
case.

"It has been argued that 
the knowledge that the law 
dòes in fact punish private 
acts, exercises a deterrent 
action on homoseocuals, but 
few people would agree with 
this kind of thinking.

Noting homosexuality is 
often a temporary phase in 
a youth’s development, and 
that the condition will often 
right itself with p r o p e r  
treatment, Dr. Tuchtie claim
ed the present law places 
the youthful offender in a 
surrounding where it is al
most impossible for him to 
be cured.

■In short, the environment 
of the prison is calculated to 
convert a heterosexual into 
a homosexual, rather than a 
homosexual into a hetero
sexual,” he said.

Perpetuated By Law
‘ The law is helping to 

consolidate and perpetuate 
homosexuality in a number 
of young people who. with a 
little help, would develop 
into normal men and useful

citizens," he charged,’
•'The punishment theme 

appears to be rarely based 
on any accurate or honest 
opinion that it will correct 
the offender. It is rather 
law acting as t h e  social 
conscience,” he remarked.

Reviewing t h e  s o c i a l  
aspects of .sexual behavior. 
Dr. Atcheson told of a .study 
he carried out among juve
nile sex offenders appearing 
before the Toronto juvenile 
court. He reported that, seven 
times as many girls v/ere in
volved in problem sexual be
havior as boys. And, unlike 
boy delinquents who showed 
a h i g h  percentage of 1 o v/ 
I.Q., there was little differ 
emce in intelligencf between 
normal and problem girls.

“Corporal punishment is 
as unrelated to preventing 
sexual offences as capital 
punishment is to the preven
tion of c r i m e , ” said Dr. 
Atcheson in remarking that 
in the old days pickpockets 
had a field day among the 
crowd drawn ^  watch the 
pubMc hanging, of a fellow 
pickpocket. I

Then in Ann Arbor, after a series of University of Michigan campus scan
dals in 1%0. involving students, professors and business men in alleged 
homosexual Situations, the Washtenaw County Medical Society took a ser- 

^ious look at the evils promoted by laws against homosexuality. Here is that 
story as reported by the Ann Arbor Sews:

C. Mason acted as moderator 
for the discussion.
“Because of the law, the pub

lic has long a s s o c i a t e d  the

A panel of psychiatrists last 
night agreed that the Michigan 
law on homosexuality is “out
moded and archaic” and should 
be changed.

The psychiatrists spoke at 
a meeting of the Washtenaw 
County Medical Society. The 
panel included Dr. Stuart M. 
Gould, Dr. Joseph Jacobs, Dr. 
Leonard E. Himler and Dr. 
Andrew Watson. Dr. Stephen

homosexual with danger and 
crime,” one of the panel mem
bers pointed out. “It is our be
lief that homosexual practices 
wheh ’taking place in private, 
and between adults who have 
given their consent is not dan
gerous.” (continued on page 27)

m e tf ta e ^ 'ece R E V I E W S

T h is  articio Is  an abbreviated version of the author's M.A. thesis submitted to 

the University of Colorado Graduate School. In major form it Is  a lso  the same 

version a s  presented by the author at the 1960 meeting of the R o cky  Mountain 

P sych o lo g ica l A ssocia tion , and a more detailed article I s  scheduled to appear 

tentatively In the February J96I Is su e  of the Journal of Consulting Psycho logy. 

The author w ishe s to take this opportunity to express her gratitude to the mem

bers and friends of the Mattachine Society who took part In the research, and 

without whose cooperation, fnferesf, and enthusiasm the study would not have 

been possib le.

Attitudes Toward Sex-Roles and Feelings of

Adequacy in Homosexual Moles

by BRENDA A. D ICKEY

The initial impetus for this study came from resullit obtained by Eve
lyn Hooker in 1957. From her findings she concluded that there i s  some 
b asis for thinking that homosexual m ales may be a s  well adjusted as 
heterosexual males. She speculated about possib le concomitants of ad
justment in these individuals and thought that perhaps the homosexual 
male’s adjustment was facilitated  by association with other homosexuals 
and by adoption o f the standards o f the homosexual group o f which he 
was a member. E. H. Bennett had earlier (in 1947) also aipposed that 
these factors might be important.



In seeking variables which might subsume this type of thinking, it was 
assumed ihatattim des toward sex-roles as they ex ist in out culture might 
prove to be fruitful notions. Since it i s  commonly b elieved  by both psy
ch o log ists and laymen that the typical homo sexual male ro lei s one which 
l i e s  between the roles of the typical heterosexual male and the typical 
heterosexual female, it  was further conjectured that the homosexual male 
him self might see  this culturally defined, neither-one-nor-the-other posi
tion a s  a crucial factor in arriving at an estim ate of h is worthfulness and 
self- satisfaction.

For the purposes of this study, the term "adjustm ent” was redefined 
to include only the individual’s feelings about him self — h is status, h is 
sen se of well-being, happiness, etc., and therefore future reference in 
th is pape^ is  made not to the homosexual m ale’s "adjustm ent,” but in
stead to a^subjective measure designated as " feelin gs o f adequacy.”

A total o f 47 subjects was used. A paper-and-pencil questionnaire was 
administered to the subjects, who were contacted through the cooperation 
of the Denver and San Francisco Area Q juncils of the Mattadiine Soc- . 
iety. Various precautions were taken to insure the individual’ s anonymity.

F ee lin gs of adequacy were measured by the following two devices:
(1) The se ll- id ea l discrebancy. A score of this type w as obtained by 

asking the subj ect to rate each of 46 traits (such as "aggressiVe, ” dom
in eerin g ,” etc.) according ta how well it described him self he is  now 
on a 7-point scale. This set o f tarings described the self-concept, and 
the same procedure was followed in ascertaining the id ea l-se lf  concept 
except that the subject was asked to rate each of the same words ac
cording to how he would l ike to be. It was assumed that the larger the 
sum of the absolute discrepancies in ratings of these traits under the 
two different se ts , the greater the feelings of inadequacy in the person.

(2) The d irect measure consisted  of 20 statements referring to the 
person’s feelin gs of adequacy. The subject was asked to rate each of 
these on a 7-point sca le  according to how much of the time he thought it 
applied to himself.

In addition to co llecting  information on occupation, type of leisure-tim e 
activity, membership in homosexual groups and/or organÍ2ations, etc., 
information on attitudes toward sex-roles was obtained as follows:

The same l is t  o f 46 traits as was used  to measure the self-ideal dis
crepancy was given to the subject who was asked to rate each trait ac
cording to how well it described (a) the typical male homosexual, (b) the 
typical male heterosexual, and (c) the typical female heterosexual. The 
same 7-point sca le  was again utilized.

Various m easures of reliability were calculated. For the major d is

10 R E V I E W

crepancy scores used  in this study coefficients o f stability ranged from 

plus .62  to plus .86. ^ lit -h a lf  reliability coeffic ien ts for the mea
sures of adequacy were also found to be sadsfaccory.

The correlation between the two measures o f adequacy was found to 
be plus .53» so that the u se  o f both as represendng feelin gs o f  adequacy 
was felt to be justified . In seeking additional support for the validity of 
these two measures, it  was found that the average se lf  concept for the 
group o f homosexual males was perceived of a s  (a) more lik e the typical 
homosexual male than lik e the typical heterosexual female, and (b) more 
like the typical heterosexual female than like the typical heterosexual 
male. The typical homosexual male was also seen by these subjects a s  
more lik e  the typical heterosexual female than like the typical hetero
sexual male. T h ese resu lts were felt to correspond with common assump
tions regarding the relative sim ilarities of homosexuals and t)rpical males 
and fem ales in our society, and hence they lend a certain degree o f con
fidence to the discrepancy measures on which they are based.

RESULTS

The following comparisons yielded no statistica lly  significant differ
en ces. (Ss, i .e . ,  " su b jects” )

1. Ss associating predominantly with other homosexuals vs. Ss assoc
iating predominantly with heterosexuals.

2. Ss belonging to homosexual groups and organizations vs. those not 
belonging to such groups and organizations.

3. Ss being in masculine or conflictful jobs vs. those in non-conflict jobs.
4. Ss revealing their status to friends, work associates or family vs. those not

revealing their status. J
Also, no relationship was found between feelings of adet|iacy and identification 

with the role o f the homosexual male.
The following statistically sigpificant results were obtained;
1. Homosexually married Ss tended to feel more adequate that those Ss not 

homo sexually married.
2. Degree of job satisfaction was found D be positively correlated with feelings 

of adequacy.
3. Preference for leisure-time contact with heterosexuals rather than with homo

sexuals was found to be as sc dated with greater feelings of adequacy.
4. Those Ss who perceived more desirable characteristics in the role of the 

typical heterosexual male tended to feel more adequate.

5. It was likewise found that feelings of adequacy were greatest in those Ss 
vdio saw themselves as more like the typical heterosexual male than like the 
typical homosexual male.



DISCUSSION
Assuming that self-adequacy has been validly a sse sse d  by either or both 

methods, it  seem s that the homosexual males in this study feel adequate 
if  they act in conformance with prevailing cultural standards regarding the 
desirability of adhering to the priescribed sex role. They not only are more 
self-adequate if they perceive them selves as being more similar to the 
typical homosexual male, but they a lso  feel more adequate if they admire 
the characteristics and traits ascribed to the heterosexual male. The ade
quate homosexual male also prefers to assoc ia te  with heterosexuals in 
h is leisure-tim e. Although job satisfaction is  positively  related to feelin gs  
of adequacy in these individuals, this finding is  probably not unique to 
homosexual m ales, but applies to other persons as well. In fact, the only 
finding contradictory to this reasoning i s  that homosexually married Ss 
were found to feel more adequate than the non-married Ss, and th is result

can possib ly  be explained by regarding the inadequate homosexual as one 
who is  incapable of entering such an intimate relationship as marriage.

Newcomb’s 19 50 comments support and clarify this study’s findings. He 
sta tes that the individial who finds the prescribed sex role uncongenial 
is  subject to ’ ’threat and insecurity”  because deviation from this role 
” is  readily detectable and therefore readily punishable.”  Deviancy in this 
study, then, takes on two meanings;(a) deviancy in the sen se that all sub
jec ts  have departed from the cultural norm o f preferring a heterosexual fe
male for a sex  parmer, and (b) deviancy in the sen se that some subjects 
have further chosen to reject the prescribed sex role -  that o f the typical 
heterosexual male.

Since a comparison o f mean self-adequacy scores on the direct measure 
for this homosexual male vs. a random sample of male students at the 
University of Colorado had yielded no statistica lly  sign ificant difference, 
we are led to conclude that the former meaning of deviancy does not nec
essarily  lead to feelings of inadequacy, while the latter meaning does, 
sin ce this researfch has also found that those homosexual m ales who see  
theprescribed sex role as uncongenial are those who arc a lso  inadetfiate. 
But those homosexual m ales who do adhere to the cultural standard of 
feeling, perceiving, emulating, and idealizing the typical heterosexual 
male are more likely  to feel se lf-sa tisfied  and adequate.

It i s  felt that a ll of these tentative interpretations must be dealt with 
cautiously. The sample u tilized  in th is study was in no way randomly se
lected , and the generalizability of the results to the total homosexual 
male pppulation is , therefore, tyiestionable. D espite this drawback, how
ever, it  i s  believed that this research has added valuable knowledge to 
an area usually characterized by lack of empirical in v estig a tio n .«

Th* following article was%reMonted a s an address before the Ch icago Area  

Council of the Mattach^if» Society a few months ago. In It, author Valerie 

Taylor expla ins hew  coitfemporory American writers are prevented by sub- 

tie censorsh ip  forces from portraying L ife — a s It Is,
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Five Minority Groups in Relation to 

Contemporary rution valerie taylor

The first tesponsibj|ify of' a human being is to live as freely and creat
ively as possible. The first obligation of a writer is to portray some aspect 
of life honestly. Almost everyone gives a technical assent to both of these 
statements, and everyone with any intelligence realizes that both of them 
are difficult and usually impossible to live up to.

The human being is hindered and blocked from birth by his heredity, up
bringing, and all the social fo^^s which have operated on his ancestors and 
their neighbors from the beginning of time. Religion, morality, manners, fam
ily ties, the advertising industry, limitations of time and energy, the neces
sity of making a living— these are a few of the factors that keep us from 
finding out what we are and from becoming what we think we ought to be. 
Even babies are not free*, from birth they’re made to wear clothing, taught 
that their most enjoyable functions are dirty and disgusting, and generally 
shaped into miniature adults qualified to live in a fake world.

The author, being human, has to cope with all these limitations and with 
another set of specialized problems relating to his work. He is conditioned 
by all the facts of his life, like anyone else. Ernest Jones has said that 
when we read Freud we learn a great deal about upper middle class Jewish 
family life in Vienna in the late nineteenth century— and this is true; when
ever we pick up a book we find that it betrays the writer, his fears and 
guilts and misconceptions as well

The writer is limited by his own ability, his subject matter and such prac
tical considerations as: what will the public accept? and, what will the pub
lisher buy? If he writes on controversial subjects— and any treatment of sex 
is controversial in our schizophrenic society— he is hampered at every turn. 
By public opinion, by such organizations as the League of Decency— which 
hasn’t yet gotten around to censoring the Bible, by the way— by criticism 
ranging from the genteel articles in the Saturday Review  to the tirades of 
certain newspaper columnists who feel they’ve been appointed to protect 
the public morality. I hope none of you missed the article by Jack Mably a 
year or so ago in which he statejd that our teen-agers are being corrupted by 
novels dealing with sexual perversion, and that our children would never



hear about these evil practices if they didn’t read the books. It reminds one 
of Jimmy Walker’s comment during the Lady Cbatterly hassle, that no girl 

was ever ruined by a book.
A recent issue of Harper’s had a thoughtful article entitled Pornography 

Is Not Enough,” which goes into the question of censorship and also touches 
on the relation of the homophile to literature, which we’ll go back to in the
fourth of our five categories. -

In addition to these general social attitudes we come up against the pub
lishers’ taboos, which vary from house to house but which are alike in that 
they’re applied spottily and inconsistently, so that we never know where we 
stand. I’ve wrestled with four of these. One is age. A novel of mine was re
jected because the heroine was 40— just after the same publisher put out 
Vin Packer’s 5:45 to Suburbia and shortly before she authorized a reprint of 
By Love Possessed, two books in which the leading characters are between 
50 and 60. A second topic is incest. In my The Girls m 3~H. Barby’s trauma 
originally developed after she was raped by her father, a somewhat psycho
pathic type. The publisher changed it, over my protests that little girls are 
sometimes raped by their fathers, that any social worker can confirm this 
and that it was essential to the plot. We finally had Barby assaulted by an 
old respectable friend of the family. The moral seems to be that it’s all 
right to rape little girls of 13 so long as you’re not a member of the family.

A third taboo is race. After Strange Fruit, the market was flooded with 
books about interracial love— all acceptable so long as the parties involved 

'Ni aren’t happy together. Apparently anything goes, just so everyone is  miser- 
' able in the last chapter. 1 have out a story of love between two young girls 

of different races, which no one will publish although everyone seems to 
like it; the characters are sympathetic, the love scenes are handled deli
cately and editors like the style, but they make it clear that the hindrance 
to publishing is  not the Lesbian element but the racial one. Again we can 
formulate a rule; if you must break the law, break it with a member of the 

in group.
The fqurth taboo is  perhaps the most serious of all. It’s almost impossi

ble to deál with love between members of the same sex in a realistic man
ner. You can get absolutely clinical in describing heterosexual intercourse; 
some of our popular novels read like those little textbooks on how to be hap
py although married, lacking only the diagrams. But I’ve never found a book 
dealing with love between two men that offered any physical data, and sto
ries dealing with Lesbian love have a little more latitude, but not much. 
It’s rather hard to see how the younger generation is to be contaminated 
by these works if they can’t even find out what the people are doing.

Why are we considering these things?,Because each of us is interested in 
legal and social justice for at least one group of persons, an increasingly
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articulate group, and books are one means through which the gen êral public 
can be informed and influenced. There are other and perhaps better ways. 
Direct political action is one. But some of us happen to be writers, and we 
must use the tools at hand.

I’m considering fiction because it’s my field, not because it’s more im
portant than the sociological and psychological studies that have been pub
lished. I hope that everyone reading this owns at least a few books such 
as D. H. Lawrence’s Sex, Literature and Censorship; Dr. Frank Caprio’s 
The Sexually Adequate Male and The Sexually Adequate Female; John 
MacPartland’s Sex in Our Changing World; Lewinsohn’s History of Sexual 
Customs; Drs. Phyllis and Eberhard Kronhausen’s Sex Histories of Ameri
can College Men and Pornography and the Law; and of course the Kinsey 
Reports. Probably the reams of material written in passionate defense of 
the homophile have done less to further the cause of tolerance than Kin
sey’s single, detached statement that 37 percent of the men and 19 per cent 
of the- women whom he interviewed admitted having had overt homosexual 
relationships.

However, for people who have no special reason to be interested in the 
subject, or who think they have none, fiction is the entering wedge. We buy 
stories to be entertained; we learn from them without meaning to.

In view of all the problems that face the writer on offbeat subjects, we 
should be glad that some works on these subjects do get into print and that 
they do reach people. I’ve been following the Ann Aldrich controversy in 
The Ladder with a great deal of interest. There are times when I feel that 
Miss Aldrich does a beautifully sensitive job and other times when I feel 
that anyone who has Miss Aldrich for a friend doesn’t really need enemies; 
but I do disagree with Jeanette Foster when she says in the August issue, 
referring to letters reprinted in the Aldrich books, “ Miss or Mrs. Aldrich 
wrote every word of them— or edited with such vigor that they are all un
mistakably from one pen.” They may have been edited, but I have similar 
letters from a secretary in a Canadian university, from a WAC, from teen-age 
girls. So if the books did nothing but give aid and comfort to a few scattered 
people, and remind them that they are not alone, they would be worth writing.

But they do a great deal more. They present to the general reader a sub
ject about which he cannot learn in any other way. Unfavorable or even dis
torted as some books ate, they usually come a little closet to the truth than 
the aVerage person’s understanding of what we may call the emotional min - 
orities. Most people are in the same category with a former fellow-worker 
of mine who read one of my books (with horror and fascination), and asked 
me. “ Where did you hear about people Uke that? I’ve heard about them, but 
I’ve never seen one.” Or the good, kind neighbor who couldn’t understan 
who couldn’t understand why her nephew and his apartment mate didn t seem
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interested in going out with girls; th^  were both such good-looking, virile 
types. These are the people the writer of offbeat fiction is trying to reach. 
Most of them won’t buy a scientific treatise. Many never buy a hardcover 
novel. But they will spend 35 cents for a paperbook with a lurid cover that 
they can read on the bus.

So what’s happening in the book world in relation to the group we repre
sent here? As an author I take for granted that ny concern and that of my 
colleagues— and competitors—is to tell the truth about some phase of liv
ing. As a human being with mote than 40 years of experience and some def
inite ideas about life and people, I believe that human relationships are the 
most important thing in the world. (Earning a living comes in there some
place, too.)

It seems to me that there are five groups that haven’t been fairly or ade
quately represented in current fiction— that demand insistently to be re
evaluated and written about as they are, not as society thinks they ought to 
be. Each group is  a minority, but taken together they probably represent a 
very high percentage of the American people, at least. We’re not directly 
concerned with the first three,J3ut since everyone probably knows someone 
in each category they should hold a sort of secondary interest for us, so 
let’s just run through them briefly.

First is the teen-ager, a fairly repulsive word for which we need a good 
synonym. There are a great many books in print about people between 13 
and 20, and most of them either present the adolescent as a delinquent or 
criminal, or are supposed to be very funny. (Dobie Gillis, for example, is a 
direct descendant of the Booth Tarkington boys.) Almost nowhere do we 
find any real recognition of the fact that a youngster of 16 is  almost unbe
lievably sensitive, perceptive, capable of living a rich emotional life and 
also capable of tremendous achievement. These are the years when the 
whole pattern of the individuals life is being shaped; you and I ate what we 
ate partly because of what happened to us in high school.

Perhaps we could understood adults better if we knew how they became 
what they are; perhaps if we had more books about adolescents that show 
them as they are, we could treat them mote intelligently. We’ll never make 
it any other way, because the first aim of any reasonably bright teen-ager 
is to keep his parents and teachers from finding out anything that really 
matters to him. So we go on trying to make these dynamic and terribly ener
getic people conform to an adult world that’s hypocritical, stupid, full of 
anxiety and almost devoid of pleasure; and they grow up to become the 
same kind of people as their patents, which is bed.

Except for James Joyce’s Portrait of the Artist as a Young Man, Salin
ger’s Catcher in the Rye and some of Hemingway’s early short stories about 
the boy Nick, I can think of no one except Colette who has showed any real
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insight into what goes on inside these people. Colette, perhaps, underesti
mates that romantic and idealistic phase that some young people go through. 
Maureen Daly wrote a nice perceptive book called SeventeenA Summer a- 
bout thirty years ago; since then she has apparently written nothing but 
trash for newspapers and magazines.

Second, there ate the people with a real capacity for love— and there are 
a great many of them even though we live in a culture that suppresses and 
penalizes love— who don’t want to undertake the boredoms and responsibi- 
litlesofmarriage,orwhoknowthatnotelationship is static and therefore are 
cautious about making permanent commitments. These people have three al
ternatives in our society. They can remain celebate— and a few women act
ually do so, at a tremendous cost to themselves in physical and emotional 
health. They can marry for love and be burdened and bored all their lives 
by the household and family problems. Or they can have a series of secret 
temporary affairs, either hteero- or homosexual, always seeking fulfillment 
but evading responsibility.

We all know these people. As parents they induce all kinds of emotional 
illnesses in their children; as fellow workers they make trouble for othe« 
because they themselves are troubled; as^membets of society they remain 
emotional orphans. Yet almost nothing has been written about them. Dorothy 
Canfield Fisher did write The Homemaker, in which the wife hated keeping 

house and the husband was made miserable by the demands of business; 
everything was solved by their changing roles after the husband became 
paralyzed in an accident— a pretty unrealistic ending. I can’t think of any 
other book that deals with this situation, although there probably are some. 
The works of Simone de Beauvoir and others contain descriptions of women 
who reject domesticity and men who feel imprisoned by family ties, but their 
problem is usually shown in relation to the social order as a whole and not 
in its effect upon their private relationships.

Third comes the very large group of people who do marry, who accept the 
domestic and social relaUonships that accompany marriage in our culture, 
who discover that they are sexually unsatisfied. This is  very common in 
real Ufe, as we all know. It has been exploited in popular fiction, which 
usually blames flie boredom of everyday life for the husband’s or wife’s d is
satisfaction, although sometimes a charmer happens along and 
body. Strangers When We Meet is fairly typical of these books; both e 
book and the film end with the hero going back to his wife and child even 
though he really loves the neighbor’s w ife -th is  is supposed to be a v ^  
moral ending; if the “ guilty” couple had run away together and the abM 
doned wife and husband had made the sort of eventual adjustments most 
people do make in actual Ufe, the book probably wouldn’t 
lished. Dreiser’s Sister Carrie was regarded as a shocker in V
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cause Carrie thrived and became famous, even though the moralists were 
appeased by having Hurstwood, who deserted his cold and loveless wife, 
end as a penniless beggar.

Few attempts, if any, have been made by novelists to discover why the 
subject of the story is disappointed— and disappointing— even though psy
chologists all the way from Freud to Caprio have pointed out that an uncon
fessed attraction to the same sex is at the root of such marital frigidity. 
On a popular level, I tried to deal with this in Stranger on Lesbos, There 
would probably be a large and sympathetic market for books based on this 
problem; it’s probably the real reason for the sort of conflict that is ana
lyzed in a superficial way by newspaper and magazine columns such as 
“ Can This Marriage Be Saved?” in the Ladies Home Journal; and such 
analyses must often fail because they don't go to the root of the matter.

Fourth is the group with which we are basically concerned: the homo- 
phile, whether active or unconscious. Here the history of literature in the 
last 60 years is full of splendid names: Andre Gide, Gore Vidal, Truman 
Capote, Carson McCullers (whose The Heart Is a Lonely Hunter is  under
laid from start to finish by the love of the two deaf mutes, an attachment so 
strong that when Antanapoulos dies. Singer commits suicide). Biff Brannon, 
in the same book, is a prototype of the unconscious or unconfessed homo
sexual who sublimates his needs more or less successfully. I 

We also have such books as Charles Jackson’s The Fall o j Valor and 
The Lost Weekend which deal with the consternation of y rung men discov
ering their true nature; The Lost Weekend is often described as a study of 
alcoholism, but the cause of the alcoholism is explicit: the inability of the 
subject to accept his own homophile tendency. (This was suppressed in the 
movie version.— ED. )

When we turn to Lesbian love we have an even longer list of distinguished 
names, beginning with Rajjclyffe Hall, whose Well of Loneliness is  so da
ted it may seem funny to young women reading it for the first tíme; let us 
not forget that it opened the way to other books on the same subject, which 
had been taboo. We have, again, Simone de Beauvoir, again Truman Capote 
in The .Headless Hawk and other works; from Germany we have Anna Elisa- 
bet Weirach and Luise Rinser, whose Rings of Class is, a rather turgid study 
in the development of homosexuality in a gifted child between the ages of 
six and fourteen. We have Olivia and Diana and all the Aldrich-Bannon-Vin 
Packer girls, which provide an interesting three-way view of one author. 
The Aldrich books are supposed not to be fiction but the case histories are 
so presented that it’s hard to find a dividing line. We have the work of Barry 
Devlin and others whose interest in the subject far outstrips their ability.

And then we have a few magnificent books like The Price of Salt by Clair 
Morgan, and the quiet, subtle books of Gale Wilhelm; two of the few writers
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who accept the erotic tendencies of their characters as completely normal, 
they ate also two of the most professional in s,tyle, and their books ate 
worth reading by anyone on the basis of literary merit.

There seem to be more books about female homophiles than about males—  
or perhaps it seems that way because that’s where my own principal inter- 
est-Jjcs and I’ve made a greater effort to buy and read them. Perhaps, too, 
more women than men ate writing these days. Or perhaps it reflects the 
popular attitude that homosexuality among men is terribly wicked and pro
bably criminal, whereas it’s more natural and less reprehensible for women 
to develop emotional attachments which mature into physical love. This 
hasn’t always been true in other societies— in ancient Greece, for example 
— but it is certainly true in the United States today, and in many coifiitmn- 
ities the female homophile is  merely disapproved of while her male counter
part may be arrested for his activities.

Many of the books about women in love deal with the inner conflict be
tween the heroine’s emotions and her religious and moral training, and this 
is reasonable, since such a conflict does exist in many cases and it re
quires a great deal of time, effort and intelligence to resolve it. Often, too, 
the conflict is in the author. We’d all like to see more books by authors who 
accept the idea that some people are normally homosexual just as others 
are normally heterosexual. We’ve mentioned Gale Wilhelm and Claire Mor
gan; there are also the characters of D. H. Uwrence whose The Rainbow 
contains a moving episode between two young women, and of course Colette, 
whose adolescent girls in Claudine at School are not concerned with the 
moral aspects of their youthful affairs but only with keeping the stupid 
grownups from finding out whst was going on.

If the truth about the homophile is  ever to filter down to the general read- 
ing public, we need more books which begin with the idea that what’s nor
mal for you may not necessarily be normal for me and that our neighbor may 

be still another kind of person. Of course this doesn’t mean that the char
acters may not have emotional, ethical or religious conflicts in connection 
with their sex life. They will certainly have to be presented in relation to 
society and our often shifty and inconsistent social ethic. What we’re get
ting at here is  the basic viewpoint of the author who chooses this field. It 
needs to be founded on a recognition of individual differences and a funda
mental respect for human values.

We also need mote recognition of the fact that while the reader may think 
he is merely curious, he may have unadmitted but valid reasons for identi
fying with the people he is reading about. The correspondence we mentioned 
earlier does indicate that some readers feel reassured and comforted when 
they discover that their own hidden feelings and secret experiences are 
actually quite common and not universally condemned^ Probably some others
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who accept the erotic tendencies of their characters as. completely normal, 
they are also two of the most professional in style, ^nd their books are 
worth reading by anyone on the basis of literary merit.

There seem to be more books about female homophilep than about males—  
or perhaps it seems that way because that’s where my own principal inter
est lies and I’ve made a greater effort to buy and read them. Perhaps, too, 
more women than men are writing these days. Or perhaps it reflects the 
popular attitude that homosexuality among men is terribly wicked and pro
bably criminal, whereas it’s more natural and less reprehensible for women 
to develop emotional attachments which mature intô  physical love. This 
hasn’t always been true in other societies— in ancient Greece, for example 
— but it is certainly true in the United States today, and in many commun
ities the female homophile is merely disapproved of while her male counter
part may be arrested for his activities.

Many of the books about women in love deal with the inner conflict be
tween the heroine’s emotions and her religious and moral training; and this 
is reasonable, since such a conflict does exist in many cases and it re
quires a great deal of time, effort and intelligence to resolve it. Often, too, 
the conflict is in the author. We’d all like to see more books by authors who 
accept the idea that some people are normally homosexual just as others 
are normally heterosexual. We’ve mentioned Gale Wilhelm and Claire Mor
gan; there are also the characters of D. H. Lawrence whose The Rainbow 
contauis amoving episode between two young women, and of course Colette, 
whose adolescent girls in Claudine at School are not concerned with the 
moral aspects of their youthful affairs but only with keeping the stupid
grownups from finding out what was going on.

If the truth about the homophile is ever to filter down to the general read
ing public, we need more books which begin with the idea that what’s nor
mal for you may not necessarily be normal for me and that our neighbor may 
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We also need jnore recognition of the fact that while the reader may think 
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they discover that their own hidden feelings and secret experiences are 
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come to their first understanding of urges and interests within themselves 
through reading.

Too many books sympathetic to the homophile are badly written and poorly 
printed, so that an intelligent reader may find it difficult to accept the con
tent because the style is  so bad. On the other hand, some books are too ob
scure— a charge often brought against the short novels of Truman Capote. 
We can only hope that more writers with professional skill and a rationally 
sympathetic viewpoint will turn their attention to this field as public int
erest grows and the old taboos give way.

Our fifth category takes in all the bisexual people, those who are capable 
of loving both men and women, or perhaps it would be fairer to say those 
who are capable of loving a few men and a few women, for people in this 
category often seem tobe finely discriminating, highly intelligent and some
what fastidious. These are the people who often refuse to admit their real 
nature because they get bell from both sides. The homophile who is not at
tracted to the opposite sex may be at odds with his family, uneasy at straight 
social gatherings and on guard at work, but unless he lives in a very small 
town he can usually find a few of his own kind among whom to relax. The 
bisexual, on the other hand, is in the same position as the child of a mixed 
marriage: neither side wants him. The individuals he loves may reject him 
because of his ambivalent nature, and he may be thrown into an inner tur
moil that destroys his chance of ever finding any real peace of mind. Tm 
not talking about the people who marry and then find that their interests ate 
elsewhere, or those who actually are erotically attracted to the members of 
both sexes, often at wide intervals in time and often in a context of com
panionship and shared intellectual interests.

Any generalization about a group of human beings is sure to be full of fal
lacies, but perhaps we can set forth two theories about these people. First, 
there are many more than most people think. We’re all familiar with Freud’s 
theory of sexual development, in which the child is first self-centered, then 
attracted to the parent of the same sex, then to the parent of the opposite 
sex, then to the contemporaries or older adults of the same sex, and so o .̂ 
According to this, maturity brings heterosexual love, and homosexuality is 
a form of immaturity; the individual may be arrested in this phase because 
of some traumatic experience in early childhood. This theory seems to be 
accepted by the people who argue that homosexuality is  a form of emotional 
illness and can be cured by psychotherapy. Perhaps the acceptance of this 
idea by people who sincerely want to be tolerant and understanding is one 
reason why so many of them find it hard to accept the homophile who is 
happy in his love relationships and a balanced, socially useful individual 
with no more than his share of the usual human conflicts and problems, j

This theory fails to account for the emotionally ambivaleift, who probably
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ate no mote immature or neurotic than the general population— after all, we 
live in a culture that breeds neurosis. But we can say that there are a great 
many of them. The response to an article on the subject in a recent issue of 
The Ladder indicates a realization of their own dual nature on the part of 
many readers.

The second possibility— or probability— is that many of the relationships 
formed by bisexual persons are deeply meaningful and are entered into with 
the intention of permanence. Not here do we find the casual encounter, the 
pickup, the tentative relationship entered into for sexual purposes alone. 
The bisexual is rather unlikely to frequent bars, parks and washrooms. He 
seldom forms a temporary liaison with someone met at a party. He is likely 
to move slowly and cautiously into an affair, pertly no doubt because he is 
more likely than the outright homosexual and the forthright heterosexual to 
be rebuffed, but also, in part, because he is looking for companionship and 
tenderness as well as physical fulfillment.

In the words of Richard Lewinsohn, author of A History of Sexual Customs, 
“ As attractiveness cannot be confined to one sex, so there can be no divid
ing line between heterosexual and homosexual attraction. The attraction 
exercised by one human being for another is not based on difference of the 
sex organs, butrather on |the secret laws of aesthetics, for all that our know
ledge d  them is only fragmenUry; it is based on pleasure in certain propor
tions, in rhythm of movement, the tone of words, in harmony, and even in 
contrast between thoughts and feelings of the most various kinds. The need 
for nearer approach, which is born of these things, is above sex. The ob
ject can be male as easily as female.’’

For many people thi^v|^ewpoint is not valid, but it is undoubtedly true for 
others, for whom only^a relationship postulated on total personality has 
meaning. Few books have been written about the bisexual person. Sartre 
comes close to it in tntimacy; Lulu, who loves her impotent and childlike 
husband in a maternal way and goes back to him after an escapade with a 
more virile man, is actually in love with her girl friend, Rirette. On a much 
lower level (from a literary standpoint) we have the marriage of Laura and 
Jack in Ann Bannon’s Women in the Shadows; while the marriage is never 
consummated in the usual sense, and Jack continues to seek lovers among 
younger men while Uura remains interested in her former apartment mate, 
she does become the mo|fer of Jack’s child by artificial insejnination— an 
act not without erotic o f c e s — and there seems to be a seiual element 
in their affection of w h i^ th e author herself is appatenUy unaware.

A  more realistic character is Ursula, in Tereska Torres’ Women’s Barracks; 
after being introduced to love by Claude, an older woman who is command
ing officer and who seems to be more or less a mother image, she falls 
in love with a young soldier and plans to marry him.
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The classic examples, of course, are found in Colette. Any study of sex
ual relationships begins to seem like a guided tour through Colette; her 
short novels, most of all those written before 1920, are more advanced than 
anything we have produced since. Her Claudine> who admits being attracted 
to a charming woman even while she is falling in love with her future hus
band, is typical of her heroines; she seems to take for granted that a variety 
of sexual experience is possible to human beings and that sex itself is ac
companied by companionship, humor, and liking. At the same time her rela
tionships between man and man, and between woman and woman, as well as 
those between men and women of all ages and backgrounds, are deeply and 
frankly erotic.

In all five of these categories, then, we see that a beginning has been 
made. Books which would have been banned a few years ago are sold open
ly in most places and can be found in many other places by using a little 
ingenuity. Organizations such as Mattachine, and individuals who believe 
in personal freedom, have helped lift the burden of censorship. This is a 
good beginning.

But it’s only a beginning. There is still a need for well-written and real
istic fiction dealing with all human relationships, and especially with those 
not sanctioned by popular morality. For many people with conventional 
viewpoints, books are the only point of contact with the offbeat people. A 
book chosen almost at random has to interpret the adolescent to his parents, 
the unloved to an unloving society, the homophile to his neighbors and fel
low workers.

We don’t ask for propaganda, which is usually unrealistic in it’s own way 
and so dull that it defeats its own purpose. We do have a right to hope for 
books based on two civilized principles; That any relationship between two 
adults, entered into by mutual consent, is legitimate; and that any relation
ship that makes both persons happy is good. Perhaps if we believe that 
strongJv enough and say so often enough, not in lectures and sermons but 
through the medium of interesting and readable stories, other people will 
come to believe it, too.

All human beings have a great deal to give to the world, and our minority 
people are no exception— some indeed have a very great deal to give, in 
return for freedom to be themselves. Let’s be thankful for the books that 
have helped clear the way— and let’s hope for more and better ones in the 

near future.» _________________
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BOOKS
HEMINGWAY, WILDE AND MRS. MOERS
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T H E  D A N D Y , B R U U M E L L  TO B E E R B O H M  by E llen  Moers. New York; 

Viking. S6.00. Review ed by Oberen. V
This book has all of the charm and easy excitement of gossip, and at the 

same time the dignity, the safety, of an austere manner that rigidly con
trols a game of chance. Like dice from the hand of a sharper, footnotes 
are scattered through the long pages with resérve and caution, and then 
heaped with a gusto of business on the end. How strong a hand she has! 
What a puritan, what a moralist this woman is! Gossip poses in Mrs. Moers’ 
hands as history, without her awareness that it is gossip, and the amusing 
masks itself as idea, and loses under her severity its taste for the joke. If 
Ronald Firbank is not hitching up angel skirts to an immoral performance
above__to his own version of the angry fix— he wouW die a second death
of giggles at this book and have to charm another disgraceful passage 
through the gates of heaven. The truth is that Mrs. Moers is a moralist and 
an idealist as much as she is a historian; and because the ideals of which 
she writes have been corrupted, their perfection shattered, she is an angry 
moralist; and, more, a serious woman; and— worse yet—a woman in the 
end more solemn than serious. Today we associate dandyism with the yel
low nineties, rightly, for in that period the ideal had been corrupted enough 
to be interesting to us as artists. But Mrs. Moers scorns the decadents—  
mere “ fops”— for the failure of the ideal. We must learn to talk with her.

Now today, of course, dandyism would be an obscure triviality, and for 
the equivalent of “ a creature perfect in externals and careless of anything 
below the surface, a man dedicated solely to his own perfection through a 
ritual of taste” we can look to the heroes of Ernest Hemingway. For do 
these latter not have in common with the dandy the careful sense of what 
is  the right way to behave— the correct appearance—and a scorn of those 
ignorant of their code? a hatred in fact of the gauche? The world finally 
divides between those who know and those who do not, and Mr. Heming
way’s toughs are ingenious gentlemen who behind their rough manly hearts 
hide tender sensibilities and a history of hurt. Like the dandy, Hemingway 
knows the high privacy and disguise of a public role. Even as recen ly as 
last October’s “ The Dangerous Summer” in Life, he shows himself with 
pleasure rejecting a young man’s intellectual patter and advances because 
the stupid fellow says all the wrong things. Briefly, the young man s shirt-
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tail was showing, and Mr. Hemingway has the perfect dandy’s distaste for 
the messy.

As great an artist as Hemingway undoubtedly is, beard, lion, and all, he 
is  the only Mr. Hemingway, and those who have tried to crowd him on his 
domain only end up flashing shirttails in an embarrassing show of peacock 
feathers. Today, an artist who intended to pursue the master’s lead, would 
need to sense the limits of his idealism, and not escape, as' Mr. Heming
way has so successfully done (who creates so well the feeling' of timeless
ness?), the knowledge of what time doesjeven the finest of ideals and to 
the noblest of poses. Mr. Hemingway has become so obsessed with his 
own pose that those who attempt the same guises, and without his great 
talent, he dismisses as “ phonies.” Surely we can admit the presence of 
thousands of poses, and deny the possibility of a single phony. When we 
call a man a phony we only admit to a mistake in our own minds; we call 
out a boxer’s feint, and yet irresistably we are deceived by it. It is our 
coldness, our lack of sympathetic imagination, that we do not recognize 
the humanity of the failure in the misplaced shirttail. No pose is taken 
without genuine— that is, unphony— reason: and because we do not ac
knowledge the charm of the young man with his shirt out, or the girl with 
her slip showing; because, when we misplace the reason of a pOse behind 
the fact of the pose, supplying coarsely some motivation of our own malice 
in its stead, we are the tricked and the victimized, the ones who do not 
give, and the crudest jest is on us. Mrs.Moers does not like Oscar Wilde’s 
pose because she dislikes its secret, what it hides and what— properly—  
she sees everywhere in the nineties; but like us, she is rather the victim 
of Wilde’s secret, and does not understand how very much more serious he 
is  than she could be for all of her histories, her idealism, and astringent 
but silly Judgements. If we assume, as she does, that Wilde’s inversion 
was the all of his secret, then like the woman he described in a famous 
epigraph, he is  a sphinx without a mystery. But we can sense in his plays, 
and surely in his performance in court and in his attitude toward his trial, 
that he was pathetically eager to have his inversion known, and that inver
sion itself becomes the last and great feint with which he disguises a more 
severely moral concern. We note in that often shabby and always awkward 
grab-bag novel of his. The Picture of Dorian Gray, that Dorian’s great of
fense, the only one in the novel which Wilde strongly feels and dramatizes, 
is not a matter of sex, mysterious or otherwise, but that when with the 
young actress, just as with his friend the painter, he has the choice of art 
— of form and pose— or life, Dorian wrongly chooses art and neglects love.
As much as Mrs. Moers, Wilde is aware of the decline of the dandy; but

^beyond her he is aware of the necessity of decline, the moral corruption 
possible in art, and inherent in a bohemian preference for art; and hence
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he shows himself not only more serious than she but also a better histor
ian, more aware of how time prunes and qualifies even the most fervently 
held ideal. Wh|y is the young man with his shirttail charming? Because he 
is not perfect, because he has much to learn; and with that possibility 
comes the most that life or love can offer us, what we hope finally from, 
our art,— that we can grow. Wilde kept a better secret than Mrs. Moers 
knows, a more austere conviction, and grew with it, so that at his second 
trial he was ajble to put aside the art-for-art’s-sake that we associate with 
his name, and reveal with a glory of shirttails his own simple humanity. 
Mrs. Moers’ book is as charming as I first claimed, as full of interesting 
fact andi detajl, description and speculation; and at the end we probably., 
feel the same,tenderness for her invincible ignorance that Firbank showed 
— the performer for his audience— a journalist who asked him why he was 
leaving for Haiti: “ They say the President is a perfect dear." Mrs. Moers 
— history’s own Diana— bags her decadents, and takes those who do not 
show a perfectly monastic devotion to what is after all a silly, crippling 
ideal, the way Hemingway stalks a lion; she has an angry woman within; 
and yet, as Firbank says, she is a perfect dear.

ROMANCE IN THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY

T H E  T A T T O O E D  R O O D  by K y le  Onstoft and Lanee Horner, New  York iD en-  

U nger 's  Inc, and Fawcett World Library, 196 J. 382 pp., 504 (ptipet edition). 

Review ed  by D ick  Tyner,

You’ll enjoy reading the TATTOOED ROOD. Onstott gained considerable 
notoriety a few years ago with his novel about the sex life of the American 
slaves, MANDINGO. Horner wrote THE STREET OF THE SUN, a romantic 
story of oriental slavery and adventure.

The publishers predict in a note “ About the Authors” that this book “ will 
trigger the same kind of explosive controversy that greeted MANDINGO.” 
Probably not. MANDINGO trod on many toes. What it revealed about the 
slavery system many people did not want to believe; yet it had such an air 
of authenticity that they were shattered by doubts and indignation. The 
book may have been morbid, appalling, revolting, sadistic, but it was also 
convincing.

No such conviction weighs upon THE TATTOOED ROOD, though it does 
have many of the same elements of cruelty and violence. It is pure' romance 
which can be tossed aside if you don’t enjoy this sort of thing; but if you 
like history uninhibited by historical probability; if you like adventure un
curtailed by fact; if you like manly affection drawn explicitly rather than
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hinted at; then you should hasten to the drug store to buy this one before it 
is banned.

The revelation of a few of the details di the story probably won't spoil 
your pleasure in reading the book; and perhaps you’ll be tittilated enough 
to invest foir bits in several evenings’ entertainment.lt is a big book, 380 
pages, that leaves you with no doubt as to what happened to everyone con
cerned from precarious birth to ultimate and violent death.

Mario is the bastard of a Spanish nobleman. He grows up in the Cuban 
colony earning a precarious living and much experience pimping for the 
bordello of the woman who raises him. His father eventually recognizes 
him and sends him to Spain for education and training— and further devel
opment of his sexual precocity.

Mario falls into the hands of the Spanish Inquisition which tattooes on 
his torso the holy rood, Christ nailed to the cross. He is then sold into 
slavery in Mohammedan Morocco. He suffers much torture because of and 
in spite of his unescapable brand. But he is befriended by a Moor whose 
slave-boy-lover he rescues from drowning; he is miraculously saved him
self on various occasions by men whose love for him he returns by sending 
them off to bed together, be they king or slave.

Eventually Mario is adopted by the Emir of Marrchech and gains great fa
vor after his successful mission to deal with the Emperor Napoleon. The 
Emir’s son loves Mario more than any or all of his wives. Upon the son’s 
death Mario weds the favorite wife and will act for the Emit until the grand
son is old enough to rule.

Oh, it’s a romantic tale but you’ll enjoy it. The writing itself is excep
tionally good, not the usual untutored tripe pushed by the paper backs. The 
stoty moves right along; and if you aren’t careful you’ll stay up all night 
readingratherthan savingitfor the several nights’ pleasure I promised you.

READER: w n it t

L e tte rs  from readers are so lic ited  for publication in th is  regular monthly departinent. 
T hey should  be short and a ll must be signed by the writer. Only m itia ls o f the writer 
and the sta te  or country o f residence w ill be published. Opinion expressed  in pub
lish ed  le tters need not necessarily  re flec t that o f the REVIEW  or the Mattacbine 
S o c ie ty , No names o f individuals w ill be exchanged for correspondence purposes.

REVIEW  EDITOR: I would lilt» to know if 
you hov» ovoilobl» the 1960 bound velum» 
of the M ATTACH IN E REVIEW. If so I would 
like to know the cost and shipping charge. 
I enjoy your mogozine tremendously. It is  
by luck thot I wos out to the West Coast 
ond hoppened upon your mogozine. A s I am 
going into the ormed services In June It Is

useless for me to subscribe to your mago- 
zine, but I would like to catch up on the 
back issues I hove missed. That is  the rea
son I am requesting this information.—Mr. 
C. H., Minnesota.

ED IT O R 'S  NOTE: The v o lu m e ^ r  1960 
should be ready soon. It is deloynft||j^ be
cause the onnual index Is  net qult^^om-

I

pl.t.. Pri«. will be $7.50 plus 4% m l. *  
tax In Callfemlo. Bound volum.i for eorllw 
year. or. to be available again ax followi: 
1955, 1956, and 1957 ot $10 each; 1958 and 
1 959 ot $7.50. They are bound In matching 
blue fabrlceld cloth with appropriate geld 
itomplng on the ipine.

REVIEW  EDITOR: Do you hove any bro- 
churex or euphemlitlc literature that one 
might uxe In directly explolning hix homo- 
xexuollty to fomlly mmberx and relotlvex? 
If not, bell me I will try to write xeme my- 
le lf ax xeme fomlly memberi ore ruxhing 
me now to go out ond get married, and I 
want them to know the truth. Perhopx xome 
of your other reoderx have xome thought.

on thix. Alxo, I'm very much Interexted i  ̂
your Social Service Dept, and in what way 
I may be able to help out here.—Mr. J. V. S., 
Californio.

ED ITO R 'S  NOTE: Yex we do hove luch ed
ucational moteriolx, which are on the way 
ta you.

REVIEW EDITOR: I arrived here from Chi
cago and wax referred to you bock home ax 
a "friendxhip club," to get acquainted with 
people In o xtronge town.—Mr. C  S., Calif.

ED ITO R’S NOTE: Sorry, but Mattachine ix 
not and hoi never been a "friendxhip club" 
nor hox it been Involved with pen pole and 
introduction xervicei.

WHAT TO DO ABOUT HOMOSEXUALS?
(continutd from pttgt 8)

The doctors said it is recog
nized that a homosexual with 
psychotic tendencies, one who 
preys on children or is aggres
sive must be handled through 
prevailing felony laws.

“However, the laws govern
ing homosexuality have trailed 
far behind advances made in 
psychiatry and education,” a 
panel member said.

In Rome and ancient Greece 
homosexual practice was a 
common and accepted happen
ing. it was pointed out.

One panel member said police 
“blackmail and entrap” th e  
homosexual.

“The normal, a d u l t  homo
sexual is not basically a social 
liability,” the panel members 
agreed. Prisons are the worst 
possible place to send a homo
sexual because this practice 
flourishes and thrives in such

institutions, the doctors said.
The panel took note of rec

ommendations by the mental 1 
health committee of the Wash
tenaw Medical Society on the 
homosexual problem.

The recommendations -includ
ed a suggestion that state law 
be changed to read that all 
sexual practices not involving 
force, corruption of minors or 
public offense be excluded from 
criminal law.

“Any legal interference'in 
the sexual activities between 
two adults, c a r r i e d  on by 
agreement, in privacy, is in
vasion of the basic rights of 
the individual,” the recom
mendation said.
The mental health committee 

of the local Medical Society 
notes a group from the Ameri- 
(fan Law Institute has previous
ly recommended this and other 
changes in lav/s covering homo
sexuality.

Following all this comes Jess Steam’s new book from Doubleday, T ie  
Sixth Man, which points out the extent of homosexuality among adult males 
in the U.S. tod /  The title is the key to this generally excellent report. 
Already it has climbed to second place non-fiction best seller in San Fran
cisco. 1

More attention to this problem of what to do about homosexuals is being 
paid in the press, on television and radio, and in other media. By no means-x^ 
has a flood of action resulted, but the articulate and intelligent spokesmen | 
who are calling for justice and understanding are gaining footholds every * ^  
where.
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A  survey of the erotic in literature, 
from Aristophanes to Henry Miller

ly

rpHis new book Is a complete, 
X concise, authoritative analy

sis of erotic writing. It covers 
every period o f h is to r /  and 
evefy aspect of literature, from 
Ovid's explicit A rt of Love to  
the joy fu l French H undred  
Tales, from best-seller Fanny 
Hill to Henry Miller's still ban
ned Sexiis . . .  the great, the 
faittous and also the little -  
known works of pornography. 
Here is important background 
information on all o f these — 
the reaction to them when they 
were first published, what they 
mean in relation to their times, 
and where they stand today.

W hat Is Pornography?
T he E rotic I n L iterature 
demonstrates how the concept 
of pornography has changed 
through the years. D . H. Law
rence fo u g h t  a work was ob
scene if  it degraded the sex feel
ing . . . George Orwell consid
ered pornography to be synony
mous with sadism . . . Clifton 
Fadiman defines as obscene a 
work whose aim is "to supply 
the peculiar and ineradicably 
human pleasure arising from the 
vicariou s contem plation  o f  
lewd images”.

Exam ples O f 
Erotic Literature

This volume includes excerpts 
and synopses o f  the c lassic  
works of pornography together 
with fascinating sidelights on  
how they reflect the morals and 
mores of their era. Among them 
ate:
w r  The Earl o f  Rochester’s 
R e s to r a t io n  m a s te r p ie c e ,  
Sodom, in which the reigning 
monarch decrees that sodomy 
shall replace heterosexual activ
ity. His edict provokes the wom
en of the land to devise all man
ner o f crafty wiles to undermine 
the law.

W  M a rg u er ite , Q ueen  o f  
Navarre, a good friend of Ra
belais, and pornography’s best- 
known woman writer. Her Hep- 
tameron, or Hisloire des Aman
tes Fortunes, is modeled after 
the Decameron, widi one signi
ficant difference.

A  N ight in a Moorish  
Harem, a product o f the Gold
en Age of Pom om phy, Victor
ian England. Billed as a first- 
person narrative by a gallant 
officer in Her Majesty’s royal 
fleet, it describes his heroic ex
ploits during a night with 9 will- 
mg, willowy harem girls.

Gilbert & Sullivan’s parody 
of their own work, The Sovs 
Opera. Never performed, it is 
nonetheless' as brilliant in its 
w ay as any o f  their better- 
known operas.

Fraiik Harris, whose fa
mous M y Lite and Loves is  un
usual not only for its fine liter
ary craftsmanship, but for Har
ris’ concern for his partners’ joy 
— not a traditional characteris
tic o f pornography.
9 ^  Fanny Hill, or Memoirs of 
a Lady o f Pleasure, a perennial 
favorite  as free o f  shocking  
words as Mother Goose, with a 
steady sale shared only by the 
Bible, Pilgrim's Progress and 
Shakespeare.

The Erotic In Literature 
includes a survey of the world's 
foremost collections of pornog
raphy — where they are, and the 
conditions under which one can 
get to see them. It covers the 
pornography of perversion — 
works dealing with homosexual
ity, fl.igellation, incest and the 
defloration mania. It examines 
the money-making aspects of 
pornography, the effect war has 
on it, and the campaigns for 
c e n s o r sh ip  th a t h av e  b een  
waged in different times and 
different places. With hundreds

of stories, anecdotes and selec
tions, this completely indexed 
book, with its extensive bibliog
raphy, is both delightful and u- 
luminating.

Pbofessor  J acques Bar- 
ZVN o f C olum bia U niversity  
says: "David Loth’s work, ad
mirable in scope and of exten
sive schotarliness, gives virtual
ly a sketch of the history of  
morals since Greek times, in
terwoven with an account of 
the literary tradition of pornog
raphy.”

Morhis Ernst, noted attor
ney in censorship cases; calls 
The Erotic In L iterature ”a 
book which actually adds a new 
im portan t dim ension to  the 
whole question of society’s 
judgment as to what is pornog
raphy in literature.”

/
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