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Introduction

It is my pleasure as former National Chair of ALEC, to introduce this State
Factor, "Restoring Legal Protections for Women and Children: A Historical Analysis of
the States Criminal Codes," proposed during my chairmanship and then approved
December ll, 2003 for publication by the ALEC Education Task Force. The Education
Subcommittee on Junk Science in the Classroom, ably chaired by Kansas Senator Kay
O'Connor, commissioned this research because of widespread use of "junk" science
misdirecting legislatures, courts and education.

The evidence presented in this State Factor reveals compelling evidence of illegal
and criminal acts masquerading as science taken from Kinsey's confessions in his own
"Reports" (1948-1953). Dr. Alfred Kinsey was a "sexual revolutionary" and his "Kinsey
Reports" are junk science. Professor of Constitutional law Dr. Charles Rice ofNotre
Dame concluded that Alfred Kinsey's research was:

"...contrived, ideologically driven and misleading. Anyjudge, legislator or
other public oLncial who gives credence to that research is guilty of
malpractice and dereliction ofduty. "

Since World War II Kinsey's fraudulent data informed and directed the American
Law Institute's "Model Penal Code" in eliminating and weakening 52 sex laws that once
protected marriage. If indeed, as Justice Brandeis once said, "law points the way," the
changes to public policies and law naturally followed the Kinsey junk science sexuality
model. The ALI'S penal law reforms recommended to legislators and lawyers were
largely adopted between 1960 - 1980 and permitted Kinsey's abnormal sexual conduct to
be taught to American children via sex education. Since then public health costs from
sexual disease and dysfunction have skyrocketed indeed all measures of socio sexual
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disorder have soared Hom the 1960s, when protective laws began to be weakened and/or
eliminated.

As Kinsey intended, contemplated in the current debate are calls for
"discrimination" laws to protect the full range of sexual activities including
transvestitism, transgenderism, polygamy, bestiality and the like and, in education,
whether to teach our children all "alternate" sexual acts as normal - or to teach chastity
and abstinence until marriage.

This State Factor is a valuable reference and resource for your work in
government, because it provides you with history and current information of the utmost
importance for any informed understanding ofmany public issues crucial to the
protection ofAmerica's families and young people. Understanding how junk sex science
has deformed our thinking and laws is vital as legislators "point the way." Restoration of
reliable and honest standards in our state laws will ensure more healthful and
economically sound outcomes for generations to come. Only ifenough legislators call
attention to Kinsey's questionable findings, can we start to reverse the misguided assault
on American law and way of life through investigation, inquiries and repeal of laws and
public policies based on "junk" science.

- California State Senator Ray Haynes

Summary and Purpose of Paper

This paper presents the first-hand account of history from participants and
scholars since 1948 of how 'junk science" was introduced into public policies and state
law, and suggests serious and ofiicial review, recall, and elimination of "scientific" Haud
from public policies including education and state law. The 'junk science" adopted by
most state legislatures was based on Indiana University's Kinsey Reports (1948,1953).
The study presents a history and review of changes in public education, philosophy and
program goals since 1950, and the concurrent comprehensive "science-based" criminal
law reform known as the American Law Institute's (ALI'S) Model Penal Code (MPC).
This will inform public officials and state lawmakers about how many radical changes
were made without informed consent, and as a result, specific protections were lost for
American women and children based on widespread legislative and judicial reliance upon
the Kinsey Reports and the Model Penal Code.

Evidence to make this case comes from the most compelling comments and
admissions made by Kinsey himself and from those directly associated with the research
and its use.

The Junk Sex Science

Alfred Kinsey was a moral revolutionary in scientist's clothing. The
science was bad, even bogus; the man himself may now be forgotten; but
the revolution came to stay, with a vengeance. Kinsey's message
fornicate early, fornicate often, fornicate in every possible way—became
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the mantra of a sex-ridden age, our age, now desperate for a reformation
of its own!

Most professionals, public officials, and Americans are unaware that the Sexual
Revolution of the 1960s was ignited by publication of Sexual Behavior in the Human
Male which appeared in January 1948 and Sexual Behavior in the Human Female which
followed in August 1953. Each volume received extraordinary media coverage. The
media coverage was coordinated with Dr. Kinsey and Kinsey-approved articles began
appearing across the country prior to the January 5, 1948 public release of the first Male
Report.

The Kinsey Reports "were meant to cause change" according to Kinsey Institute
senior researcher, John Gagnon.2 In 1997, Kinsey biographer James Jones revealed that

Kinsey's mission was to end the sexual repression of our "English-American common
law traditions."3 In fact, Kinsey's "methodology" for changing society's sexual life was

modeled after his studies of gall wasps. Kinsey said: "The techniques of this research
[were] born out of the senior author's longtime experience with a problem in insect
taxonomy. The transfer from insect [gall wasps] to human material is not illogical," and
could be applied to any population (Male volume, p. 9).

America's trusted public institutions and professions adopted The Kinsey
Reports' radical findings. These included the stunning conclusion that 95% of "normal"
American men, many World War II veterans of "the greatest generation," would be
classified as sex offenders under the 1948 common law state criminal codes.4 Alfred

Kinsey and his Indiana University colleagues considered state laws protecting "Persons"
and "Morality" unenforceable and campaigned for "science-based legal reform" to keep
up with Man's evolution.

Dr. Judith Reisman's research into the "scientific" basis of Indiana University's
Kinsey Reports has dispositively revealed, from the Kinsey authors themselves, the
Kinsey data were fraudulent.' The internationally respected British Medical Journal, The
Lancet, reviewed Dr. Reisman's first book, Kinsey, Sex andFraud (1990) recognizing:

Dr. Judith A. Reisman and her colleagues demolish the foundations of the
two reports...The important allegations from the scientific viewpoint are
imperfections in the sample and unethical, possibly criminal, observations
on children...The book goes beyond that however, for Kinsey, et. al,
questioned an unrepresentative proportion of prison inmates and sex
offenders in a survey of "normal" sexual behaviour...Kinsey, an otherwise
harmless student of the gall wasp, has left his former co-workers some
explaining to do.'

For 50 years the exalted and widely accepted validity of The Kinsey Reports
derived primarily 6rom the large sample claimed, possibly 18,000 subjects; however,
Kinsey very unscientifically gleaned "...only a quarter of the cases in his two reports,
without notice,"7
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Female volume co-author and former Kinsey Institute Director Paul Gebhard
reported:

In the early stages of the research, when much interviewing was being
done at Indiana correctional institutions, Dr. Kinsey did not view the
inmates as a discrete group that should be differentiated from people
outside; instead, he looked upon the institutions as reservoirs of potential
interviewees, literally captive subjects. This viewpoint resulted in there
being no differentiation in our 1948 volume between persons with and
without prison experience...Kinsey never [kept] a record of refusal rates--
the proportion of those who were asked for in interview but who refused.8

Kinsey hagiographer Jonathan Gathome-Hardy revealed that Kinsey never hired a
statistician. "Frank Edmondson, young astronomer" who had had "some rather superficial
statistical training" was Kinsey's "statistician." Said Edmondson, Kinsey '"wasn't a
mathematician,"' in fact Kinsey "often got muddled between mean (average) and
median," elementary statistical concepts.9 Male volume co-author Clyde Martin "was no
scholar," but sewed as a statistician without such knowledge,10 Under Dr. Alan Gregg,
director of the Medical Science Division, the Rockefeller Foundation funded Kinsey's
research. Rockefeller's Science Director Warren Weaver recorded Gregg's concerns
regarding serious flaws in Kinsey's published data on May 7, 1951:

[T]here has never been, in this group, any trained mathematical statistician
who comes within gunshot of having the competence, training, and
experience that are required. In Dr. Kinsey's own listing of his staff
(Progress Report, April' 1, 1950) he says that Mr. Clyde E. Martin
'continues in charge of the statistical handling our data (sic).' His
scientific stature has not as yet caused him even to be listed in American
Men of Science, the latest edition of which contains about 50,000 names.
Dr. Kinsey must approve highly of him, for in 1951, he raised his salary
by 36 per cent. In his own diary record of a visit to Kinsey in July 1950,
Dr. Gregg said, under the heading of personnel: 'Past and present needs
remain unsatisfied in point of... statistics." This fault - this admittedly
absolutely basic fault - existed in the project in 1942, it has existed ever
since, there is no promise whatsoever that it will cease to exist - and we do
nothing about it.'

Within months after the Male Volume was published, Dr. Kinsey was invited to
testify before a judicial committee of the California Legislature, regarding "problems"
with existing sex offense law. First, he claimed that his decade of research reflected
"normal sexuality" to be found in the entire American male population: "[Our research]
has the advantage of having a background of the picture typical in the population as a
whole. , ."12

After Kinsey's death and in 1979, Kinsey co-author and Kinsey Institute Director
Paul Gebhard undertook to "clean up" the data, but by that time most state penal code
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revisions were concluding. Gebhard revealed that of the 18,000 interviews once widely
considered so scientifically impressive, 5,300 White Males accounted for the research
base in the Male Volume. Of that 5,300, 2,446 were designated by Gebhard and Johnson
as convicts, 1,003 homosexuals, 50 transvestites, 117 mentally ill, 342 "Other," and 650
sexually abused boys. This yielded 4,628 n=Aberrant and 873 n="Nonna1" Male
subjects, 13

Kinsey also failed to allow for "volunteer error." According to Dr. Abraham Maslow:

[V]olunteers will always have a preponderance of [aggressive] high
dominance people and therefore will show a falsely high percentage of
non-virginity, masturbation, promiscuity, homosexuality, etc. in the
population. 14

Finally, zoologist AlEed C. Kinsey was not the conventional, middle-American
family man and academic as marketed by Indiana University and the mass media. In
1997, Kinsey biographer James H. Jones revealed,

The man I came to know bore no resemblance to the canonical Kinsey.
Anything but disinterested, he approached his work with missionary
fcrvor...Hc wanted to undermine traditional morality, to soften the rules
of restraint...Kinsey was a crypto-reformer who spent his every waking
hour attempting to change the sexual mores and sex offender laws of the
United States...ln Kinsey's case, the personal was always po]itical.15

Later Jones commented on how Kinsey's own carefully manufactured persona hid
his "missionary fervor...to undermine traditional morality" and his own sexual
predilections. The truth would have damaged his credibility and stopped his mission to
change the sex offender laws of the United States.

There is no way that the American public in the 1940s and the 1950s
would have sanctioned any form of behavior that violated middle class
morality on the part of the scientist who was telling the public that he was
disinterested and giving them the simple truth.... Any disclosure of any
feature of this private life that violated middle class morality would have
been catastrophic for his career.... For Kinsey, life in the closet came
complete with a wife, children, a public image... that again he preserved
at all costs. Kinsey's reputation still in large measure rests upon an image
of him that he cultivated during his lifetime...the official mystique,'6

Effectively keeping the sex lives of Kinsey and his men hidden, Jones is right
that, to date, this effort "came to nothing." However, now Jones admits that Kinsey:

...was not quite what he appeared to be--the genial academic in baggy
tweeds and bow tie, the simple empiricist disinterestedly reporting his
data.....Kinsey...was, in reality, a covert crusader who was determined to
use science to free American society from what he saw as the crippling
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legacy ofVictorian repression. And he was a strong-willed patriarch who
created around himself a kind of utopian community in which sexual
experimentation was encouraged. In his obsessive energies and powers of
persuasion, Kinsey resembled a late twentieth-century cult leader........a
self-created visionary with a burning belief in his mission (and ability) to
change the worldj'

Finally Jones reports that, "Kinsey concentrated on negative eugenics, calling for
a program of sterilization that was at once sweeping and terrifying. "The reduction of the
birth rate of the lowest classes must depend upon the sterilization of perhaps a tenth of
our population."l8

While Gore Vidal pronounced Kinsey the "most famous man in the world for a
decade" one broadcast documentary, the Channel 4, British Yorkshire Television
documentary, "Kinsey's Paedophiles," confirmed Dr. Judith Reisman's findings
including Kinsey's collaboration with active pedophiles which resulted in the criminally
derived pedophile "data" which became "Table 34," on page 180 in Sexual Behavior in
the Human Male. Kinsey-favoring biographer James Jones admitted in the Yorkshire
interview what Kinsey's own seriiinal research reveals, that is, children, some as young as
2 months of age, were used by "nine" adult male subjects for Kinsey's human
experiments:'9

Kinsey relied upon [King, a pedophile] for the chapter on childhood
sexuality in the male volume ... Many of his victims were infants and
Kinsey in that chapter himself gives pretty graphic descriptions of their
response to what he calls sexual stimulation. If you read those words, what
he's talking about is kids who are screaming. Kids who are protesting in
every way they can the fact that their bodies or their persons are being
violated,20

Until 1998, when the Yorkshire investigators located the criminal trial records and news
reports in Berlin, only a few in Kinsey's inner circle knew about the Kinsey Institute's
collaboration with Dr. Fritz Von Balluseck. Von Balluseck was a Nazi pedophile, who
contributed his child abuse data (from roughly 1936-1956) to Kinsey's research
database," German news accounts during the trial reported,

The Nazis knew and gave him the opportunity to practice his abnormal
tendencies in occupied Poland on Polish children, who had to choose
between Balluseck and the gas ovens. After the war, the children were
dead, but Balluseck lived. [National-Zeitung, May 15, 1957].

Balluseck... corresponded with the American Kinsey Institute for some
time, and had also got books from them which dealt with child sexuality.
[Tagespiegel, October 1, 1957].
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The connection with Kinsey, towards whom he'd showed off his crimes,
had a disastrous effect on [von Balluseck]... [I]n his diaries he'd stuck in
the letters from the sex researcher, Kinsey in which he'd been encouraged
to continue his research.... He had also started relationships ... to expand
his researches. One shivers to think of the lengths he went to. [TSP, May
17, 1957]

Kinsey included these criminally-derived "child sexuality" data in his Male volume,
cloaked in scientific respectability:

Better data on preadolescent climax come from the histories of adult males
who have had sexual contacts with younger boys and who, with their adult
backgrounds, are able to recognize and interpret the boys' experiences . . .
9 of our adult male subjects have observed such orgasm. . .we have
secured information on 317 preadolescents who were either observed in
self masturbation, or who were observed in contacts with other boys or
other adults.22

KinseYs "Junk Science" Enters Education

Few people realize that the great library collection of...the Kinsey Institute...was
formed very specifically with one major field omitted: sex education. "[I]t seemed
appropriate, not only to the Institute but to its major funding source, the National
Institute of Mental Heallh to leave this area for SIECUS to fill. Thus we applied
and were approved for a highly important grant from the National Institute for
Mental Health that was designed to implement a planned role for SIECUS to
become the primary data base for the area of education for sexuality.

SIECUS Report, May-july 1982, p. 6.

The ALEC Education Task Force has passed a unanimous resolution declaring
what has been ALEC's policy for years that all teaching must honestly promote accuracy
of information including verifiable scientific findings. Washington, Arizona and New
Jersey were among the states introducing legislation in 2001 demanding medically
accurate information in sex education. The new K-12 sex education is grounded in the
fraudulent scientific foundation of the Kinsey Reports.

Since 1964, the Sex Education and Information Council of the United States
(SIECUS) has provided sex education materials to public schools. SIECUS, a private
entity, received initial seed money from the Playboy Foundation.23 It was founded via the
Kinsey Institute at Indiana University as its outreach. SIECUS is dependent upon Indiana
University's Kinsey Reports, including the "scientific" tables documenting the Kinsey
protocol ofongoing molestation of infants and children by pedophiles, including at least
one former Gestapo office,.24 These criminal acts provided the "proof' Kinsey said, of
sexual desire and erotic capacity in infants and children. Therefore, according to Kinsey,
"science" requires teaching kindergarten children about their sexuality. In the April 14,
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