BOY LOVE IN THE FACE OF PAEDOPHOBIA AND A.I.D.S.

by Jim Kepner

I teel like one of those heterosexual authority figures who used to speak
at our homophile organizations’ conventions back in the 1950's ~— to give us a
halt-assed seal of approval. I resented them - and their regular references to
their wives to prove their normality —— and I feel uneasy in that position now,
I am an androphile rather than a pedophile. I think vou would best have s
nere who advocated their own cause, but since vour cause, like the American
nomophlle movement 30 vears ago, needs allies, [ spsak in that rol 1
apologies to those who heard me say parts of this in 1984,

I don't happen to be attracted to boys as such —— which is not to say I've
never found a boy attractive, or ever, since my adulthood, had sex with one.
Eﬁy%ﬁgru more likely to fturn me off. In two of the three times when voung bovs
chased me, | Dacked off fast, unready to face the extra risk and responsibility
ot entangling my emotions with some one else’'s tumultous passage therough the
rapids of determining whether they @Bre gay or not - just as ['ve rarely wanted
relations with men who didn't consider themselves gav. [ somewhat came to fear
relations with bovs, not fearing the boyvs so much as the social consequences of
such a relationship being discovered, and that type of paedophobia —— that worry
about how boy love might ruin our reputation, and a fear that sex is inherently
damaging to teen—agers —— has since becoms epidemic in the gay movement, fed by
the +allout from the recent MocMartin witchhunt.

M—W R——

I+ I'm not a boy-lover, I am personally somewhat the reverse of one: [ was
a boy who tried, from age 4 to lé&, to seduce men without understanding what |
wanted ot them, except to nestle in their strength, to hl.tagg to share secrets,
Lo become their younger brother. And as my body aged, I still mostly desire the
types of men I yearned +or in childhood, trim virile men, 20-35. Nowadavs, such
men are well my juniors —— but that's not how my mind’'s eve sees them. I haldf
wWwant to be a boy to them, butlglsn ses myselt as | am, aging, overwelight,
Dalding, wearing a colostomy bag on my side. I know I won't get that kind of
relationship. But part of me is still 8, 12 or 16 vears old. I couldn't relate
to them as a small boy, even i+ they were willing. But unlike some of my gay
Drothers and sisters, [ can’t be shocked by the intergenerational love I once so
aesperately wanted.

* wny didn’'t I get what I wanted? Long after [ came out, I was bitter that
all the men who'd approached me seductively had backed off, recognizing perhaps
that I wasn't quite ready -— and many boys out there who are half looking for
1t, aren’'t quite ready. I urge each of yvou to give this that great care that my
old +riend and boy-lover Manuel Bovfrank did. T wanted a loving guide. I+ a man
nad come on to me sexually (one halt didl, it could have scared me badly. Hungry
tor at+ection, I would have been frightened by getting fucked or blown. Even
atter a vear of reading about homosexuality and hunting San Francisco’'s night
stregts, [ was nalt put-off by my +irst sexual wrestling. Some bovs who want 1t
DUt aren U guite ready, can be deadly dangerous, as many of yvou have learned to
vour sorrow. [t's not always Just guilt —— it wasn 't with me. Not all bovs are
rirecrackers walting for a chance to blow, and +or their well-being and vour
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satety yvou must be able to tell the difference.

some gay friends of mine in the S50°s had a Fix on sailors. If they Saw me
within a mile of one, they assumed I was out for seatood, as they were. [ could
not convince them that iF I found a sailor attractive, 1t wasn't Jjust because hs
Wwas a sailor, though the old uniforms certainly flattered some men. For me, 1t
was the man more than the uniform. I could like voung or ol : blond or brunstte,
nairy or smooth, rough or refined. If I had any taste, 1t was wide-ranging and
rairly unpredictable,.

D

I had friends whose tastes were specific —— but I didn't regard boy lovers
as being especially distinct from gayvs in general -- or somshow reprahnensible ——
any more than I did those who liked only hairy men, or zallors, blonds or men
Wwith smelly feet. I don't think many gavs 30 vears AQ0 put these varied tastes
1 separate boxes; except where some tastes left the individual, and perhaps his
love objects and associates, open to added dangers. I hadn’'t covered gay news
tor long before I'd noticed that those who sought sex with povs, rough trade or
in public johns, often walked a narrow and dangerous path. I collected countless
Clippings about clergy and scoutmasters in trouble over soys —— and I helped
Dall out a few such locally. Needless to say, the trouble rarely was raised by
the boys, but one wondered how often those who qot into such trouble were partly
responsiole for the messes they got into. But because the police harassment and
Fublic bias which all gavs then suffered from seemed to land most rreguently on
those in these categories, much of our concern used to focus in these aAreas,
seen Dy most homophile activists as the frontline of our battle 4for freedom.

Deveral chief pioneer European homophile groups were strongly concernsd
with boy lovers’' needs and pushed hard fopr step~-by—-step lowsring of age-of-
consent laws -— and might today be subject to exclusion from some of our Bay
HFride events here in the states. These included Der Eigene, the first openly gay
group known in bGermany, which lasted from 1896 until the Nazi takeover, Zurich’'s
Der kKreils, 1933-68, and the Netherlands® Cultuur-snt Untspanning Centrum, from
19453 on. I don’'t want to falsify our nistory though. The homophile movemsnt has
not been free of pasdophobia. A Mattachine founder shocked Fersons many at an
ali-too-shockable 1933 Mattachine Convention by bringing in a Marine he was
suspected (mistakenlyl) of having just picked up on the street, and an Dakland
Mattachine officer later was ousted for having an aftfair with a lé~vear-old --
but I recall little moral objection to either person s sexual choice, rather a
teeling that, by bringing an especially dangerous liason into the group, they
threatened group security.

I was heavily involved with America’s first open gay publication, ONE
Magazine for several vears, and while I wrote a few snide remarks about paop le
whose habits differed somehow from mine, and involved them in higher risk, my
news reports covered such stories regularly enough that some readers reacted
With sharp distaste. But their objection was with the news focus on arrests,
sulcides, fag bashings, raids -~ instead of positive news —— which was in short
supply back in those davs.

Because ONE could not le ly advocate homosexuality as a way of life
wntil well atter the Supreme Court clearsd ONE Magazine's of obscenity in 1958,
and bDecause we knew that state officials of the National Association $or the
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Advancement of Colored Feople had been prosecuted in Louisiana for contributing-
to-the-del inquency~-of-minors by giving out voting rights information near H1agh
sehools, we reluctantly followed the unanimous advice of attorneys during the
2l s to retuse even to counsel any minor. We knew from our own exdperience how
critically these young people needed the advice and empathy which few other than
ourselves were likely then to give -— but our lawyers said that a single case of
nelping a minor, which would be interpreted as trying to convert or seduce them,
would destroy our whole movement. And our mavemaig was small enough then to have

peen Enocked out with one or two blows. féizgdéw<gﬁL*¢m#
MWW LR TLhtns
atilly I wrote a Jan 59 ONE Magazine Editorial saving we must ulflmatm]”
apandon this "safe" position and face our responsibility to voung gays, shaking
ottt our fear of being called child molesters:

‘Having always +elt bound to avoid the charge of influesncing minors
we recently cancelled the subscription of a reader we found to be under 21
(though an overseas vet). Legally, we had no choice, but morally? ONE s
aim 15 to help society understand homosexuality and to give encouragement,
sympathy and direction to homophiles who are frightened, confused or 111-
intormed. Thousands of boys and girls of 14 to 16 are fully homosexual
(not counting those supposedly going through a phasel and are making
advances to others of their age or older. It's those voung ones who most
critically need and often ask for guidance. We have answers that can help
them. It seems criminally irresponsible to tell them 'Go awav. Come back
atter you ' re 217 -- after you've been crippled by needless fears, guilts
FBthESmHEmE and resentments. Homosexuwals aren’t born guilt-ridden and
teartul. These are attitudes too many learn during the painful years after
selt-discovery, facing society’'s W1thﬁwlng rejection without guidance or
sympathy. Must we keep turning away our own kind to avoid proselvizting
chaﬁge“? were not atter converts. No arguments or blandishments we might
orter could really convert any heteroxexual. We can’'t even hog-tie those
Who are now homosexual but who may later want to try changing.

‘We are concerned solely with yvouths who arse homosexual and know it,
whno couldn 't get out of gay life if they wanted to. We want to help them
choose the best in that way of life. A little understanding at the right
time can encourage development of stable, healthy personalities. Lacking
guidance, too many fall into bad company or the law’'s toils., ruined before
they are old enough legally to seek the sort of advice that applies. s
the Lhurch of England wisely noted, ordinary platitude-~dispensers are
useless or harmful. Young homophiles need advice from someone who knows
their problems. I was once shocked by a Lesbian friend saving "I wish some
kindly older homosexual had come along when [ was a messed-up kid and
taugnt me lessons [ had to learn the hard way. ' Sooner or later, we must
claim the right to aid our own kind -- at an age when help can help."”

Many of our readers and staff found this editorial disturbing, but we
printed many later features favoring boy love, including articles by Monwell
poy+rank and by Mario Falmieri, designer of the Messina otraits bridge to Jjoin
italy and Sicilv.

Mt the second National Conderence of Homophile OUrganizations in 1966 in
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San Francisco, it became evident that what was expediency tor some of us Lthat
we couldn’t risk dealing with minors] was passionate conviction with others, Wh o
fmlt it would be wrong to try. A group of young hustlers, with the sHemplary
name of VANGBUARD, had materialized shortly before the contference, forcing staid,
and cautious Bay Area groups to face the concerns of youth, and they used, well
before Stonewall, the Anglo-Saxon language, hip-radical slogans and pevohedelic
art which characterized later Gay Liberation Fronts. They scorned respectable
older homosexuals as hypocrites, who might pick them up on the streets DLt
didn 't want to publicly associate with them. But many homophile activists +eared
that any dealings with minors would agitate the worst neterosexual fear: that we
aimed to seduce their children —— and that this would doom our movemsnt fast.
That fear, that paedophobia on the part of otherwise good homophile activisis,
iz still NAMBELA s biggest burden, lying well below the rational level. It 1sn’' ¢t
sasy to counter fear with logic.

That =same +ear held us back in 1947 when our Western Regional Lonterence
snanimously pledged the homophile movement not to try 0 polish our image Dy
sweeping drag and leather queens, "dirty old men® and pornographers under the
rug —— but that resclution passed only because we Feluctantly avoilded adoing
hoy-lovers to the list, though the resolution’s rationale implicitly encompassed
pedophilia as well as those other types who "embarrass respectable gavs. '

After Stonewall, Gay Lib went through a wild, radical phase, and at 1970
conferences at Bakersfield and Fresno, we passed Youth Caucus resolutions which
I thought pretty woolly, but which some Of yDu may approve: banishing in one
Guixotic vote the nuclear family, the schools, religion, the militarv—indusirial
complex, etc, and granting self-determination to viauth of whatever age. 0Of
course those institutions did not oblige us by self-destructing.

Except for generally anti-sexual attitudes encouraged for awhile in the
feminist movement, I think paedophobia was moderate and occasional in the gay
movement until the Dean Corrl horror in Houston led to a witch hunt of boy-
lovers and at least threatened all gays. After this, many gay activisis became
desperate to distance themselves from pedophiles, saying that while gavs weps
decent citizens, bov-lovers threatened boys, our movement and soCiety.

NAMELA s task is to somehow exorcize this phantasm, this image of depraved
pederasts out to corrupt and destroy the boys they say they love. In the public
mind, boy lovers are identified with the worst of their kind, as gays Once were
and still are in places like the Supreme Court, with the Dean Lorll's and the
John Gacy’'s rather than with the best, such as Socrates, bhakespears and Byron,
o with the average boy lover today, whom even a recent government commnitiee set
up to sxpose NAMBLA, found to be not insidious, but rather, intelligent, kindly
and well-motivated persons.

Two and a half years ago, in Manhattan Beach, a social worker s over-
realous if not to say pathological badgering of students and former students at
the McMartin pre-school in Manhattan Beach, produced an explosion of pasdophobia
which ruined the lives of teachers who were probably innocent and set ottt a
vicious nationwide witchhunt, for a time seeming likely to make all adult
services to children virtually impossible. It gave the media carte blanche o
crint any sort of calumny about NAMBLA, and 14 corrections werse ever made, they
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were never headlined. This set the climate for the almost complete isolation and
slander of NAMBLA. But just last Sunday, Los Angeles District Attorney Ira
Reiner appeared on the Sixty Minutes show with several of the defendants
expressing the strong view that the prosecution’s case had been virtuallyly a
tissue of lies, invented not so much by the children as by the social worker and
prosecutors who badgered and prompted them, largely a replay of the hysteria of
palem Massachussetts over 300 vears ago. Now, NAMELA has a chance to return to
tne mainstream in the struggle to reform public opinion -— but it will not be

2asy, and the threat of AIDE makes it much more ticklish. More about that later.

HALF OF GAY HISTORY IS PEDOPHILE HISTORY

A a gay activist concerned about the puzzle of who we are, where we came
trom and wnat we might be for (as Harry Hay put it) I 've worked to explore or
@xcavate our history. Once I began to think of bov-love and man—love as distinct
phenomena, 1t became obvious that much of what we gays had staked out as pur
nistory was in fact the history of boy~love, a situation Eglinton and others
have worked to correct. The borders are not always distinct, or all preferences

exclusive, My old friend Manuel Bovfrank loved bovs, but was never immune to the
charms oFf virile young men. Wilde's passionate statement in court, about an
clder man’'s love for a younger, IILE hisg taste in general, was not directed at
adolescents, but it still had an inter-generational guality. '

We'll never solve the riddles of gay history unless we take the pedophile
part into the picture. There is a theory popular among gay historials now, which
ciaims more or less that the state invented the categories of homosewual and
neterosexsual around 1880 as a device for social oppression. It's significant
that most advocates of the extreme form of social constructionism, as this view
15 called, ignore the preceding century in which Uranian, i.e., bov love,
Literature predominated. This omission becomes damned dishonest when one seews
chat Larpenter and Wilde, with whom they start their English movement Nistory,
continued personally and in ideas the Uranian line, as Eglinton’s Greek Love and
Reade’'s bhexual Heretics show.

Understanding the role of gay spirit and homosexual behavior in history
requires a much clearer analysis than we have had before of the varied behavior,
relationships and social roles that have appeared in tribal societies and varied
cultures, from American Indian Berdache customs in which certain individuals
attain honor and special social roles by confounding the gender line, Gilbert
Herdt's books on the ritual pederastic practices of virtually all men and boys
in certain Melanesian tribes, the honored tradition of pederastic poetry and
practice in classic Greek, Hellenic and Arabic cultures, the wide acceptance of
pedophilia and androphilia during most of Chinese and Japanese history, to
Wnitam and Mathy's recent comparitive study of homosexual persons in Brazil,
LBuatemala, the FPhilippines and the U.S.

My thinking about this subject, like my erotic interest, tends to follow
androphiie linss., My tendency to divide the world into those who are more op
less born gay and those who aren’t, is at odds with the thinking of many
MAMBLANE that most bovs would welcome inter-generational relations. I sees boy

L

iove largely as a way tor the incipiently gay boy to come out, but my gay-or-
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non-gay dichotomy falls apart in the face of Herdt's research in mountain
villages of New Guinea, where, hidden from most Western eves, is a society
caomprised ot boy-lovers. All men, at certain ages, work with persistent zest to
make sure that all village bovs get enough seed planted in them to last a
Litetime. The question of who's gay or straight gets lost in a situation vaguely
akin to what some Greek, Hellenistic and Islamic literature described. &nd I
nave to rethink some of my presumptions.

I was initially asked to address the guestion of sex freedo
or the more gensral question of the child’'s right to the integrity
own directions. I certainly fesl that society must help to ensure
yet 1 am not ready to advocate the abolition of parent’'s rights to quide, and
somEwnat to restrict their children’'s impulses. I think there © |
vary early, when a child’'s integrity needs protection against parents, pEREers,
teachers and churches, and I frightened some friends in the local émerican Civil
Liberties Union Rights-of-Homossxuals Committee by suggesting in 1973 that they
break ground by affirming the youngster’'s personal legal integrity —— sesking
emancipatory hearings in extremse case of minors who can‘t fit parental demands
as to their orientations or lifestvles. But I am not ready to propose abrogating
all parental control or erasing all age-of-consent laws. 0F course many boys
express sexual interest at early ages, and I understand why MAMBELA refuses to

guarantees NaAMBLA s dangerous isolation and helped make NAMBLA a sitting duck
tor all sorts of wild slander during the hysteria which spread out $rom the
MocHMartin case. A one-step-at-a-time approach has worked in several LU Opean
countries, and could win many allies, who will agree that most teen-agers and
even some boys of seven or eight are ready for sexual expression, but who see
NAMBLA's all-or-nothing position as evidencing a desire to pertorm physically
and emotionally damaging sey acts on infants.

Though [ have been an outspoken advocate of sexual freedém since 15945,
when [ first wrote about that in science fiction fan magazines, I am unwilling
to push that position now in the face of the AIDS epidemic. We must continue to
validate our sexual natures —— that is especiallv urgent NowW, and we will be
marcning in Washinton about ten months from now to let the country know that —-
and | hope later generations of gays can explore their sexuality in great
pRysico-spiritual orgies, but I see no way to sscape the conclusion that for now
and perhaps {for years to come, the river of our sexual expression is poilsoned,
and that most of our sex activities are -— for now -- deadly gangerous, unless
pertormed with infinite care.

We may conjecture as to how this came about: whether Haitiian mercenaries
orought it from Angola to Haiti's gay Buest Houses: whether CIA sxpariments
thrust this plagus on us, or whether it iz a wholistic FECOMPense for a century
ot chemical tampering with the balances of nature. [t doesn't matter Lexcept
that the latter case might suggest non—-medical models for pravention and
treatment. ] This "Lavender Death" will be with us a long time -~ and the number
ot deaths of gays will increase even if it spreads to other populations. I have
sesn too many friends die horribly to advocate sexual fresdom at this time, +or
youngsters or anyone else. I'd rather urge both men and bovs to "take the veil®
until this plague is over —— to find non-sexual ways to explore their gayness —-
and l've always believed that sex acts were only one wayv in which we SHEPESS our
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gayness - and not the root and core of our gayness. 1 know 1t's easier for me
to advocate abstinance at age &7 than it would have been earlier. I+ vou are now
naving sey with kids, 1in any non-sate manner, you must seriously ask voursslves
1t 1t 1s vour intention willtully to pass on the seed of brutal death. Some of
vou may still believe that AIDE is not passed through sexual ativity, assisted
Dy poppers and other imnudne-syvstem deprsasssing polsons which have become popular
in our conmunity. Some of vou may even still believe that the world is +1lat and
may 9o on behaving like parents who +tor religious reasons deny medical aid to

their children, thereby condemning them to death.

I believe sexual expression to be good, socially usetul and personally
rl+illing, for adults and for yvoung people, separately or together. [ believe
hoy love to bDe a beavtiful tradition connected with many of societies’ highest
ideals. But not all good things are proper or expedient at all times. At this
time, we must let sexual sipression, except 1n scrupulously sate +orms, take s
foliday, 1+ we are to survive, 1+ we are not to ki1ll those we love [there should
e no guilt +or sex contacts which might have led to AlDb-deaths betore we kEnew
af the danger.d In a spirit of selt sacritice, we must let this wondrous natural
Wrge go unexpressed, unless we will edpress 16 sately. We must not get trapped
into saying that our sexuality is bad. But we dare not avold saving that 1t is,
tor now, murderously dangerous.

I don 't say boy-lovers should stop loving bovs, like King Canute telling
the waves to roll back. But this epidemic requires a difticult regimen of being
voursalves, validating vour special sexual impulses, exercizing those good and
cuiturally important relationships while stopping short of unsate sex practices
- +0r the sake ot vourselves and the lives of the boys vou love. Love bovs, but
avoild expressing that love in ways that involve the sxchangs o+ bodily fluids,
To satisty vour' s or a boy's sexual urges carelessly in this time of danger, to
@HPress your love 1n wavs that will plant either sex-guilt or a monstrous desath,
that dogs not merit the name of love. bee to 1t that yvour love is lite-giving.

When AIDS is gone, 10 will be time to talk of sexual +freesedom again —— and
wer will,



