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WHY ARE MANY OOCTXTIRS SEX HEGATIVE?
~

A SOCIAL-FUNCTTOIALIST THEORY

g

by Richard W. Smith, Ph.D.
Dopartment of Psychology
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The average American enjoys a rather wide range of foods., Fizza, roasti
beef, chicken noodle soup, ham, lobster, nonfat milk, fresh oranges —--- you
can eat them all, if you wish. Or, you c¢an turn up your nose at those you don't
like (or those that make you sick). CoCiety doesn't tell an American that you
MUST eat any particular dish, or that you must NOT consume somelhing you like
(so long as it doesn't harm you). And, you can limit yoursell to a cerlain kind
of food (say, vegetarian cocking, or koéher food), if you wani to. Awmcrica is
a fairly "ealing positive" culture, becausc we tolerate a pretty broad spectrum
of culinary preferences and aversions.

American society also tolerates wide ranges of likes and dislikes in other

activities. You can play football, badminton, hockey, go fishing, water skiing,

climb mountains. If you like ALL of these sports, nobody worries about why you
‘developed such a diverse set of athletic interests. And if you have an AVERGION
to all except, say, football, it doesn't part’cularly bother sociely that your
tacbes are so narrow either.

1f you go to college and stgdy chemistry, sociology, art, history, politi-
cal science and mechanical éngineering no one denounces you for having an "un-
natural' range of interests. Or, if you prefer anthropology and notning else,
that's o.k., too.

1f you read science fiction, biography, cook books, and mystery stories,
no one bothers abo;t how variable your tastes are. (And, if you read only his-
torical novc%ﬁ and can't STAND mystery stories and science fiction and cook
books, few pcople worry much about THAT, either.) Your hobbies can be quile
generalized (chess, sailboating, bridge, karate), or noticeably specialized

(such a5 collectings 19th century French vases), and nobody worries much one viy

or the other.
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But not in sex. 1 you like, saysmasturbabing, oral intercourse with
{Lhe opposite sexX, oral intercourse with the SALI sex, anal intercourse between
mon and woman, anal intercourse between two men, and mutunl rasturbation with
your Sspouse, society becomes concerned. VERY concerned. Whe lav (in many
states) 1ells you that you are 2 eriminal. Some religions say you are a
sinner. oome psychiatrists still tell you that you're sick. Sone biologists
say you are annaiural. People everywhere wonder {if they Tind ont abouk you)
how you could have developed such 2 wide range of sexual prelerences. (In sex,
"yide range of interests" is called "perversions.") Did yoursmother coddle yod-
too much? Or not enough? Were jou {00 distant f{rom your father, or Loo close
to your sisters? Did you fight too much (or not enough) with your brothers?
Weren't you acceptcd by the kids\at school?

And, if your sex prefercnces arc chcialized in any activity except penis-
Vnaina‘inbercourse {maybe you 1like masturbation and dislike anything else, for
example, or perhups you enjoy only oral coitvs with the same sex), American
society is equally concerned. You must have trouble relating Lo people. Or
your mother was Loo restrictive or overly permissive or {00 ncutral. llaybe
there is somethin: wrong with you piologically: mixed up hormones, the in-
correct genes, Or Gnd knows what.

Bui, whatever the causc, you MUST be changed -- by police or psychologists
or rabbis or biochemists or somebody -- whether you want Lo be modified or
not. (And, if you don 't WAIIT to change then that is supposedly "proof" thal
there is something wrong with your head, not that society is composcd of a Jot
of nosey Lusybodies ) ¢
. in short, fmerica is a sex-negalive society. It is intolerant of divesity

in sexual tastes and aversiors (over and above obviously neceSsary 1laws aga nst

4




harmful acts like rape and child molesting). Our society is not very food
wegative, hobby negative, or religion negative, but it is sex negative. Penis-
vazina intercourse beiween husband and wife, in private, is the only form of
sex NOT denounced by ai least one of the powerful forces ot our society -- the
poliée,.various clerg&men, state legislatures, some psychiatrists and psychol-

ogists, many parents and teachers, and cven a few allegedly libertited sex authors.
r <

\h * . . . . l’—
& Why is American society sex negative? Indeed, 'why are MOOT of the large,

dominant nations of £he world -- Red China, Russia, the Buropean countries =--

erotically intolerant ones? Grorraphically, sex nerative socielies occupy MUCH

more of the earth's surface than do sex positive nations. 1f you wish to go

about your daily business in the nude, or openly have a lovef of your own sex,

then you had better live in & small tribe along the Amazon river, or -among lhe
—

3iwan in Africa, rather than in mid-town San Diego.

It is the'purpose of this paper to explore the possible reasons why success-
ful sociesties have frequently been erotically intoleraat, and why sexually posi-
‘Live groups -— and even they are usually not COMULETELY sex positive —- are

N
ucnally small and ipsignificant tribes somevhere off in the South "American jun-
rles, in Samoa or Heﬁ Guinea, or in the mid&le of Africa.

In order to supgest possible reasons for this, I will adopt a point of view
often called "social functionalism.” To simplify my presentation, T will list
a set of axioms bésed on research jn the behavioral sciences and analysed fro:

o soecial functionalist viéwpoint. Put together, these axioms will be a theory
about why many competitively successf&l socinties such as ours have evolved and:
maintained nerative sex norms. (1 won't mention much of the research these

axioms are based on during the body of my speech, in order Lo save tire, bul

I'11 be happy to talk about it afterwards.)

Q l)
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The first axiom is the central postulate of the social functionalist view-

, 3

point, It is this: Every social custom and taboo is either funclional, dys-
functional, or non—functionai. For example, the Khaska Eskimo tribe, before
they were changed .y white m%ssionarios, often sexually swapped w%ves and hus-
bands. How, if the death rate of the small Khaska tribe was high in their icy

arctic environment, then they needed an equally high birth rate to avoid becom-

ing extinct. And, if the fertility of their males ranged from high to low, and

occasionally a sterile husband lent his wife to a fertile male guest, then the oth-

erwise barren wife might occasionally gel pregnant by the guests she was lent to.

. T 1 . .
Thus , w1fe—lend1ng( ) possibly produced a higher birth rate than the Khaska would

o

otherwisc have had, and thereby inecreased the probability that their society

would survive. This is what is meant by a "functional™ custom or taboo: it

increases the probability that the socicty will survive, in comparison to the

society's svr :vul probability without the custom.
The anthropologist John Whiting has recently discussed another well-known,

but more interesting, functional taboo.(e) It seems that a few societies pro-

hibit sexual intercourse. between 2 husband and wife up to five years after the

birth of a child, during which time the wife continues to nurse their child. If

a scientist from our culture visits these people and asks them why they avoid

intercourse for so long, the scientist is likely to get a variely of vague replies.

The people will say that intercourse during this period is biologically unnatural,

or that the gods forbid it, or that it is shameful, or that the father's semen

will poison the mother's milk and thus kill their nursing infant.

Now, vWhiting noticed that societies which have this (to us) peculiar taboo

are not randomly distributed around the world, but seem to be concentrated in
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diverse geographical areas which have an exceptionally low protein content in
their diets. Further research strongly suggested that there was a connection
between low protein intake and the long post-partum taboo. 1In nearby societies
with similar low—protbin diets but without the sexual taboo, nursing mothers
often become pregnant again, but suffer frequent miscarriages. Furthermore,
their nursing infauts also die frequently. Thus, their birth rates are much
higher, but théir survival rates are much_lower, than in societies that prohibit
sex between wife and husband for a prolonged period. Indecd, there are very fow
of these nearby societies without the post-partum taboo, possibly, pécause such
societies have already become extinct. '

Vhiting's research suggested a probable reason for this: A lactating
pregnant mother, on an\extremely low protein diet, must either wean her nursing.
child qnd put it on the low protein adult die., or cogginue nursing it. If she
weans it, the inadequéﬁe amino-acid intake the baby gets from the adult food
often produces marasms and kwashiorkor - usuaily fatal protein deficiency
diseases in small children. If the mother continues nursing her alrcady-born
child vhile she herself is pregnant, then the nursing infant and the fetus are
competing for the miniscule amount of protein in their mother's diet -- and one
or both of the babies is likely to die because of protein insufficiency. (ofven, .
it is the already-born child who dies, because the mother's milk loses protein
very rapidly.) hus, the survival of the already-born child is enhanced if tre
mother does NOT become pregnant again -— which, in societies without adequate
contraception means abstinence between husband and vife. The post~partum taboo
is therefore a functional one.

Wle should note here that the Khaska Eskimo custom of wife lending is a sex

POSITIVE one, whereas the post-partum taboo is sex NEGATIVE. But both norms

{
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are apparently functional in that they help their respective s societies survive.

A dysfunctional custom is one that REDUCES the probarility that a 5001ety
will survive'. For example, some tribes eal mostly rice in their diets, but they
have a custom of removing the outer B-vi tamin containing part of the grain.
These people often suffer beriberi, pellagra, and other B-vitanin deficiency
diseases because theif other food does not contain enough of ‘these B-vitamin
notrients. Thus rice-polishing is a dysfunc%ional custom because it increases
the death rale and reduces the probability that the society will survive.

“Sexual customs which are d&sfunctional are those such as making total

-

S
celibacy necessary for all members ——- a practice that a few 19th Century Prot-

(3)

estant religions required. These religions no longer exist.

A non-functional norm is one that is néithefvfunctional nor dysfunctional.

|
Many customs such as the hair styles that a\SQgietx has, theiriglothing styles,
colcer preferences, preferred positions during penis-vagina coitus, and sO on,
may well have no effect either way on the long-term survivql probability of the
culture. Such customs are therefore non-functional.

Thus , Lo sunmarize the first axiom: Every custom of a society is either
functional, dysfunctional, or non-functional.

Axiom Two is this: A custom of a society is not UNIVERSALLY functional,
dysfunctional, or non-functional, but is so only in relation to the total condi-
£ion of a particular society at a particular time. For exanple, the taboo a-
rainst sex between a wife and husband for several.&ears afler a birtP is a func-
tional norm in societies with low protein diets -- bul it would be qysfunctional
in societies without that kind of diet, as it would lower their birth rate. Sim-

ilarly, it may be functional for people in an overpopulated society to marry late,

Lo epgage in homosexual acts, to practice contraception and so on, but it would be

\

(‘)
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dysfunctional for people in an underpopulated social system to do these same

things. Furthermore, a custom that is functional at one time may be dysfunc-
tional at another. For example, h0mo§exuality in an overpopulated Greek city-
state might be funétional but it would be dysfunctional decades later if the
population size had dropped precipitously. (h} In other words, we cannot simply
list one sot of customs in a category marked "functional™ and another set in a
category labelled "gysfunctional." The laws of social functionaligm are cultur-
ally and temporally RELATIVE, not culturally and temporally ARSOLUTE.

Axiom Three is this: ‘The function or dysfunction of a social custom does
not universgliy depend on the knowledge of the people who practice it. For
example, the taboo against sexual interCOurse.between a husband and wife for
several years after parturition does not require that the people understand the
relation between protein levels and the diseases of kwashiquor and marasnms @n
*their nursing and unborn children. It is sufficient that the peoﬁle think that
coi£us between the couple involved is biologically wnnatural while the mother, is
nursing, or that the gods forbid it, or that semen poisons the mother:s milk.(s)

Axiém Four is this: A society can survive with dysfunctional norms if it
has enough strong functional norms to kegp it going, or if ecnough pecople surrep-
{itiously violate the dysfunctional norms. For example, in the middle ages,
when the population of Europe was low, the Catholic Church preached that celibacy
was better than sex. If everybody had followed that norm, Europecan society would

|
have disappeared in one generation. Thus, the celibacy norm was itself dysfwic-«
tional.

However, there was another ChrLstian,ndrm, which.said that sex for some

people was all right -- but only to produce children. Thus people could get

married and practice penis-vagina intercourse -- but, nothing else. The church

9




8.

i
forbade sexual practices which lower the birth rate -- such as oral intercourse,
masturbation, honvusexual acts, an{ so on. Thus a funclional sex-negitive norm
which raised lhe birth rate (only penis-vagina intercourse was o.k.) was added

).(8)

1o a dysfuncltional sex-negative norm which lowered iL (celibacy was lesirable

Also, there were many worldly priests and nuns who violated the celibacy
rule and produced illegitimate children. And, there were some adult :rers arot a
-- not unlike the Khaska Eskimos. These surreptitious viol#tors of the dysfunc-
{ional norms were therefore probably performing a .social function.

Axiom Five is this: An intrinsically dysfunctional norﬁ can be made segond-
arily functional by an additional,modifying, norm. For examplec, the celibéte
priests and nuns of the mid\ e ages may have helped society survive by running
orphanages and hospitals in|ways that marricd people ‘might not have done. This
is becguse the Catholic Church taught not only the dysfunctional norm of celiba-
cy for priests and nuns, but alsq taught the additional, modifying norm for the

(1)

celibates Lo use much of their time doing charitable things. If a society

has intrinsically dysfunctionél norms: that society can survive if enough moa-
ifying norms convert most or all dysfunctioné! norms into functional énes. (This
_is another way of éﬁying—that a social norm is not absolutely functional or dys-
functional, but it is so only in relatiop to the total norms of a particular
society.)

_Axiom 3ix is this: l.custom of a society intereacts with the bioloéically—
prosrammed behavior of the people, in such a way that the custom is either redun-
dant, formative, or counter-spontaneous, for each pergon.

To explain this rather abstract statement, let me use a purely hypothetical

non-sexual example: Ouppose that, in a particular sociely some infants are biolog-

1u | ‘
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ically programmed o be right-handed, while others are programmed to be ambi~

dextrous, and still others are biologically programmed Lo be left-handed. (This
biological prqgrémﬁing could come from a variety of sources: tLhe genes of the
1nfa££’ the shape of the mother's uterus, the position ot the fetus in' the wéﬁb,
pre-natal chemical influerces, and 50-0n. )

Let's assumn further, that the society then pressures its children to be
right-handed -- by teaching them tc use a fork with their right hanq)to cut meat
with a knife in their right hand, to print and write and shake hands and throw a
baseball vith their right thands, and so on<¥ Thus , the sociely 1is ALSO programming
the children to be right—%anded. -

tiow, for those youngsters who are already biologically biascd tgwards right-
handednegs, the later socieﬁal infiuqnccs are redundant —- Sociefylis teaching the
kids to do what they would have'done anyway. TFor ambiQeerous children who leard
to prefer their right ha;ds, the social influence 18 formative: teachers and
parents and playmates at ‘school form a behavioral b%as in these children where

. .
none e/lstcd previously. Finally, for youngsters who werce biologically programmed
to be 1cft—handcd the social influence gocs agalnﬂ* their spontaneous impulses.
This counter—spontaneous precsire from parents and teacheru and peers probably‘
causes SOmé of these children to shift to their right hands, but probably does
not affect other southpaw children, or possibly causes psychological problems '
for them. 8)

I we now apply this axiom ,to sexual behavior, we can sdy that cultural

pressures O avoid some klnds of sex acts (say homosexuality), or Lo practice

other kinds of sex (say, the missionafy position), are forms of social progran-

.ming that are either redundant, formative, or‘boqnter—spontaneous relative to

the biological programs already contained in the nervous, endocrine, and pheromonal

1
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systems of the individual people in a soclety. The S5-year post-partum sex taboo
:

is probably counler-cuontanccus for moci married couples, ac many people would

re-commenge intercourse as soon as the wife hesls from childbirth. 'Biology

creates the re-aroused sexual interest of the husband and wife bLut their grdup's

sociology counter-spontaneously opposes the individuals' bLioley. Mate-swapping
/ —

-

among, the lLskimos may well be redundant in people who are sexutlly turned on by

cther pedple's spouses, because the ‘social norms are pointlin,g in the same direc-
. ! .

1

. [ N
tion ?s‘Lthr biological programming. (Of course, complicated combihations of
redundant, formative, an? counter-spontaneous pressures are probably more common

than the simplified examples I'm using here, tut to keep Lhings ecasy, I'11 stsick
\ -
with the simplified .examples.) ' ..

Axiom Seven is this: A custom of a sociéty interacts with the unique

I
7’

learning experiences of the people in such a way that the custom is either re-

dundant, formative, or counter-~spontaneous for each person.

-~

This axiom is the samé as the last one, e%cept that this one pertains to
learning instead of biology. Let's use ihe right-handedncss oxampie a; be-
fore, but convert it to'a case of learning. Suppose that infants are nol bi-
ologically programmed to be right or left-handed, bul Lhat each infant acyuires
whatever hand pg?ference she/he has early in life -- by the way it first lies

AN
in ihe cradle, by vhether ihe child is first rewarded fé( reaching out with the

~

right or the left hand, and so on. Let's assume that afler this early, unique,

accidental programming, each child is raised in a socicetly where parents and
teacliers and kids at school reinforce right-handed behavior. This later societal
programming is, arain, redundant, formative, or counter-spontancous relative (o

!
the early unplanned learning of the child.
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Axiom Eight is.this: The norms of a society change the frequency of a

‘

behavior compared to the frequency of that behavior based on biology alone, or

Al g

-

,unique learﬁing experiences alone. For example, let's convert the right-handed
example to a hypothetical sexual case. 5

Suppése that, in a particular society, 60% of infants ars biologically
biased to be exclusively heteroﬁqxual, or they have early heterosexual learning
experiences, thle 0% are born w;th, or get imprinted with, bisexual program-
ming,uanﬂf;a% are born with a biological tendency to be exclusively gay, or
are imprinted that way. (Again, the biological programming could come from a,
variety of sources: the genes of the infan%i, pre-natal hormones from the mother,
and so on. The imprinting experiences could also be diverse: the caresses of
and "smothering" from a close-binding, intimate mother, the inattention of a
bland father, or whatevef.

Eet's assume, further, that the culture surrounding the child suppiies orly
neterosexual influences -- in the form of heterosexual adult models for the child
to imitate, in the form of religious and biological beliefs and legal codes, which
say that heterosexuality is the only good thing,'and so on. How, parents, clergy-
men and peers are redundantly pressuring the 60% heterosexuilly inclined children
to do what they would hgve doné anyway. The bisexual 30% of the children will
probably grow up heterosexval also, either because they fail to learn zbout their
homosexual abilities, or because they suppress any gay tendencies they discover
in themselves. The 30% ambisexually inclined people will therefore add to th

60% heterosexually inclined ones, thus making 00% of the adult population hetero-
> L

~

“
sexual. Finally, dmong the 10% of infants who are biologically programmed or are

imprinted to be gay, some of them - let's say half - will conform to social \

pressure and act heterosezual. ?herefore, an additional 5% is added to the

\ i

,J
-
o
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straight category, making 95% of the population heterose:mual. — mpared to the

\ \

607 who would have been exclusively heteroszexual based on bBioloy ©r imprinting

[t

alone. G0, Lo re-state Axionm 7 sht: the norms of a gocioily, change the frequenty

of a behavior (such as using the left hand, or engaging in homos-:xuzl acts) com-

pared to the frequency of ihat behavior based on bioluzy apd uny tanned, yniquc

N /
/

learning experiences alone.

~ Axiom lline is this
!

Because sociecty has the 2bility Lo usc format.ive and

counter-spontancous pressure to modify people's behavior, that behavior duaes no’

strictly follow the Darwinian laws of natural selection. For example. if some

i
exclusively S people are that vay because they nave genes for being gay, then -

they won't m~te and transmit thece genes onto the next genoeration. Therefore,

these people's cenotically-transmitted exclusive homosexuality will disappear

froa;the populacion in one generation. If, however, socisty pressures these

people to marry and have children, and if this cultural pressurd is frequently

suscess ful, bhen ramy cay people will marry and transmit their rencs. Thus

welasive homocexuality would not follow the Darwinian laws of natural selectio ,

but would econbtinw: at a higher rate than predicted vy, for example, the Hardy-

(9)

o laws in population genetics.

(=1

Weinber
Similarly, cgenetically bisexrual people wquld have 2 lower rate of reprod-

uction thar would goneticaliy exclusiveiy heterosexunl individuals, based on

their biology alone. Bu£, if society successfully pressures pisexual peorle tc

act eo:lnsively in a heterosexual way, then bisexual persons would have the

same rzhe of reproduction as straicht individuals have. 150, any.genoiis tender-
- cy towaris bisezualif] wo1ld be transmitted at the same rate as the genes for

heterosexuality. In other sords, functional social norms c2ah compensate 1or

dysfunctional genetic makeup. (These examples are pnrely hypothetical, of

O
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_course. I am not saying that sexual prererence is gen evically deternin-d. )

Axioﬁ Tep iz this: i1f tunciional sccial norms counter-sponteaneous.y Oppose
dys functional eavly imprintini experiences, then those imprinting experiences
are likely to be rcnnated in Tuwlure generations. For example, it many young
children acquirc homosesuti vendencics by some comsion kinds of experience which
manv kids have ecarly in life. {(rather phaq from hiological pre—disgositions),

i
ren later grow up and are pressurgd £O beccome hetero-

\

mehulthmedi‘

0N
5
o)
fee
5]
D

sexnal , then ithe society will survive. and the common kinds of imnrinting ex-
periences will zlso probably occur in some of the next generction of children.

come of whom will be gay, but grovw up acting straight, and so on. Ig other

.

words, functional social norms cah compensate for socially dysfunct&onul lszrn-
ing experiences, as well as for dysfunctional genes. )

Axiom Eleven is this: The more counter-spontaneous a social norm is for
the people in & society, the mere intense that norm must be in order 1o get
people to conform to it. TFor example, paying income tax seems to be' counter-—
snontaneous for rany citizens. Consequently, society must use a variety of
powerful techniques such &s passing laws, having an Internal Ravenue Service,

eaquiring peopie to £ile annual tax returns, and so cn, in order 0O get people
to engage in the functional™~behavior of paying taxes. In centrast to this
iety does not have $o pressure people to hreathe, to drink water, to
arinate, and so on, because such norms would bte absolutely vedundent: Feople
ore already sufficiently programmed biologically so that, even though, breathing,
urinating,_etc. ére highly fuanctional for a socieLy: no cocial norms need to
exist. “hen norms are completely redundant relatiﬁe to bloiegy and imorinting,

, ] (11)
tnhen norms Seldom occur.

1o
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Axiom Twelve is this: A wide range of socially dysfunctional sex behaviors
would exist in a society if thal society did not have powerful, counter-sponta-
neous sex nezative norms Lo reduce the frequency of those dyafunctional sexual

36
activities. Por example, in socielies with V.D., promiscuity might be common
and spread discusé: In underpopulated soclcties, meny people micht engage in
z grent dezl of rasturbatory or homoerotic acts, znd so On.
The Cipcl Axiom Thirteen is this: Before the advent or modern medicine,
mosh cocietjes ne~ded o high birth rate to compensate for a high death rate,
(periizulariy among children). Host socisties also needed a slable fawmily
structure ko educate the large numbers of children thus produced, and most
(12)
societies needea eftective ways to prevent ihc spread of incurable V.D.
Since many people would not spaentanecusly choose to remain virgins until
rmarriage; and ihen live in & fomily-structured, penis-vagina intercourse -
only lifestyle, avoiding promiscuity, tanse societioes which evolved extremely
: . . (13)
strong functional norms Lo ged pecple to live this way surV}vod. Or, if
some people were cncouraged to remain celibate (like nuns and jpviests and un-
married women), Lhen EXTREMELY strong norms must have ¢volved in parallel to
make sure that the celibates were soclally functional and Lo make savre that

the non-celibates had an even higher birth rate than they oluerwise would have

\
ad, to compensate for, the celibacy.

{

Jimilar food negative, sports negative, and hobby/negativa taboos have not
f

!

. AN X
evolved or spread because they would be dysfunctional ‘or non-{mmetional. Fer
' . N

example, tahoos apainst eating pork, eating beef, drinking milk, and 350 on, ,

exist in cert=zin religious and ethnic groups - bul they are dysfunctional or

aon~functioral for the generality of humans. Bating a wide range of foods pro-j
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duces balanced nutrition —- but having a wide range of sex reduces the birth
rate and spreads disease. (Recent studies have shown that conditions like

hepatitis, typhoid fever, and pin-worms are spread by anal sex, for example. )

And, naving a UARROW range of erotic preferences also lowers the number of

births ~-- if that range is excl sively non-procrecative (1ike homosexuality or

masturbation) .

yniortunalely, the world is rapidly shifting from underpopulation to over-—

population, and social discases can often be prevented and cured (just as trich-

inosis can be prevented by cocking pork well). Therefore, the old sex-negative

nc¢ *ms are becoming non—functional and dysfunctional. Will we keep them? If

certain police, certain clergy, and osher powerful forces have their way, ve

certainly will.




Footnotes

The term "wife-lending" is more accurate than the non-sexist term
"mate-swapping” since the Khaska are o male chauvinist society
who conceive of women a5 men 's property. of. Birket-Smith, K.
The Eskimds. fondon: Methuen & Co., Iid., 1959.

Whiting, J. kffects of climate on certair cultural practices. in W.
Goodenough (Rd.), Explorations ir cultural anthropology . Hew
York: McGraw-Hilly 1965.

Olmstead, C.E. History of religion ig_%he United States. Englewood
Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1960. (esp. pp. 339 £f.)

also
A
Mothison, R.R. Faiths, cults and scct ;/of America. lNew York: Bobbs-
Merrill Co., lnc. 1960. (esp. pp. 275 €f.)

Karlen, A. Séxualitx_and nomosexualits: A new view. New York: W.W.
forton & Co., 1971 (esp. ch. 2).

also
' !
Reinhold, M. Greek and Roman civilizatlion, In R.D. Mead (rd.) Hellas and
Rome: The story of Greco-Roman civilization. New York: New American
vioraxy, 1972.

Whiting, op. cit.
" also
Berger, P.L. and Luckmana, T. The social construction of realitly:

A treatise in the sociology of knowledge. Garden City, H.Y.:
Doubledty and Co., 1967.

also

Barbu, %4. Problems of historical psychology. New York: Grove Press, 1960.

[N

also

Dobzhansky, T. Religion, death, and evolutionary adaptation. In M.E. Spiro
(Bd.) Context and meaning zg_cu]tura] anthropology . lew York: The
Free Press, 1965.

Sommer, J. Catholic thourht on contracention through the centuries. Liguori,
Missouri: Redemptorist Fathers Press, 1970.

Sommers, op. cit.
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rootnotes (continned)

AN

Stein, Mol Left-handed 1iD. thunan Behaviors 197h.

Tany elinicel psychologlsts (espocially ALtred pdler and nis fOllOWGrS)

pave studicd Lhe phenomernon of "OVercompensaLion'
yho is Lold that he 1i¢ "lnferior” jn some way Wwel

in vhich 2 person

Ko extra hard to

pecome "supcrior" in that sare way . (or axemple, Lhe o1 pound
wqakling who dJdoes exercises antil he Hyacones a superman.) Tf some
individuals vivh homesexual ;roclivihies are told Lhat they 2re
nipperior' ond Lhen whey overcoumpensate for their reolings of

jnferiority, rhey misht T1ehave wmore heterosexual]

hqteroroxuals might do. The honpsexuals could, paradoxically, “hus
produc¢ MORE children than hotcrosexuals produce, and L pnrcenbgge
of LhOVDOPUl&tiOH carrying "eay" genes wigbt NUHCRTACE OEY time
{conlyly Lo prosent {heorics in pOpulaLion conetics. Of. course,
thic s;oculation is as conjocbural 15 the presend theories, gince
ihe prevalcnce of overcomponsation anong lament"\
unknown.) of. Adler, A. Tnferiority foelin? and m&iiullne probest.
Y

in Adler, A. The psycholofy gg_Alfred pdler. dew
1956-

also

62-6

Individual Psycholofs 1958, 1, 02-O8:
also

of the chapter narills of the oppressed: pPassing

Humphreys L. Out of the Closels:® The sociolo gi_homosoxual

1iberation. gnglewood cliffs, N.J. Pronblco-ﬂull

also

pailey s D.S. Homosexualil and the western Christian Lradition.

sty

London: Longmans , Green & CO.» 1955.

There arc LWO tradjtionalxviews vagarding the bransmiSSion of genetlc

trails that have recht]y been challcnged. The first view is oxpressed

(and challonged) by obzhansky : ngome writers have Jumped to the con-—

clusion that the gen tic deve lopment of the human gpecies W2S completed
pefore culture appgar-d, and that the evolution of culturce has replaced

biological evolution. This is not truc. fthe VO

inLeracLlng-and usually mutually reinforcing each other. There 1€ fecd-

pack Letween genetics and culture. Cculture ig o

supplemental to, but not incompatiblo with, blolonioul adapbaxion.

be SUre, adaptation py culture proved to be more

pefore all elge, more rapid than adpatation by genes. This is why the
~mergence of the genetic pasis\ of culture vas the masbter st roke of the

biolorical evolution of the human specles.“ (Dob
natural gelection. in C.J. Bajemd (EQ.) Natural

N

New York: John Wiley g Sons, 1971.)
109

oA

pogulations.

i
Qverton, R.K. Experimental studies of organ inferiority. Journal_of

seleoction in humon

y than innate

omosoxuals is

Nrk ¢ Basic BOOKS »

es gtraispt’ in

, inc. 1972,

evolutinns o topether,

adaptive mechanism
To
ot ficacious, and,

<hanskY » g, Man and

The other view is
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White, L. The science of culture: A study of man and civilization. New
“Ford, C.3. A comparative study of human reproduction. New Hlaven: Human

al

Young, W. Bros denied: Sex in Western society. lew York: Grove Press, 196k,
3 —

’

also

Comfort, A. The anxiety mokers: Some curious preoccupations of the medical
llelson, il. A framework for thought: An attempt at ‘he seientific interpretation

also,

Kolata, Fina B. Human biography: Similarities between man and beast.

Footnotes (continued)

that only heterosexuality was evolutionarily adaptive, so that
bisexuality and homosexuality must have been eliminated from N
primate cvolution long before homo sapiens appeared (and humans
could not have evolved these trails, either). This view hgs been
challenged, also: "Male-male sex play in primates obviously has no
reproductive function: its role, both as recrcation and as a way in ‘
which individuals can relate to each other, is Lo cement ape society.
This is important, since the only other importani male-male relation-
ship among many apes 1is rivalry or aggression ... The importance of
{his ability to form "erotized" bonds between males is clear - if
‘males, human or ape, were wholly unable to erotire their contactits
with one another, and got no physical or emoionnl pleasure from
rontnets with fellow males, they would be left only with mechanisms
Lo cxpress hostility and rivalry, and societjos vould be limited, as
they are in gibbons, to separate territorial, funilies on fighting
torms. The whole organization of human society as we know it would
have been impossible ... [t has been asked why evolution did not
get rid of a form of sex-role fixing which can interfere with repro-
duction in this way. The answer is probably, that the potential for
male-male love has such social advauntages that its occasional dis-
advantapes, for individuals in vhom it is exagrerated, are outweighed."
" Anonymous. Bisexuality. In A. Fllis (Ed.) The best of Foruu:
The international journal of human relatious. Hew York: Forum
International, Lid. 1973. \ )

York: tarrar, itraus and Giroux. 1969. See esp. ch. 10.

Relations Area Files Press, 196k,

SO

profession. llew York: Dell Publishing, Inc. 1967.

of history. New York: Pageant Press, 1961.

I
!

Science, 1974, 185, 134-135.
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