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It is my intention to take a useful a n d constructive, not a 

carpingly critical, attitude towards this p r o j e c t But I h a v e come to 

be convinced t h a t our continuing s u p p o r t of Kinsey is a mistake; and as 

a mat te r of conscience I think I ought to state m y  conviction. If Alan 

were continuing his a d m i n i s t r a t i v e responsibility for this p r o j e c t I 

might very likely feel that I should be silent. But since this is no 

longer his personal projectect, I make this sta statement in the interim before 

it becomes the personal project of anyone else . I myself have something 

of a personal s t a k e in this situation, since the a p p r o p r i a t i o n s for the 

N.R.C . Committee for Resea.rch in Problems of Sex w e r e from 1934 t h r o u g h

1941, recommended to the Trustees by me. 

Since I i n t end t h i s to be m y final a n d definitive s t a t e m e n t

on this subject, I am going to include all the a s p e c t s w h i c h seem i m p o r t a n t

to me, al though I r e a l i z e that this involves g o i n g over some old ground. 

At the o u t s e t I want to e m p h a s i z e that my objections are empa-

t i c a l l ynot b ased on r aluctance to d e a l withth such a subject, nor upon any 

desire to neglect or suppress the facts in this a r e a whatever they m a y be. 

Even if I were convinced, which I am not, that open publication of the 

f a c t s of present-day sexual p r a c t i c e w o u l d harm some of the p r e s e n t genera-

tion of young people, including my own son and daughter, I would sti11 be 

in favor of o pen publication. Society a s a whole and over the long haul 

w i l l , in my judgment, a lways gain from an honest facing of facts. 

My chief reservations about the project r e l a t e to three q u e s t i o n s



1) Is the Kinsey research of high qualityty? 

I a m not conVinced thet this is h i g h - q u a l i t y work nor do I 

think that the supposed pioneering character of the work excuses or justi-

fies the lack of high quality . 

It should be remembered that t h i s  s t u d y is, by its o w n c l a i m

merely a p r o c e s s of collecting a n d presenting d a t a ac tua l ly the volume 

on the human male contains , either d i r e c t l y or by inference, a considerable 

amount of c r i t i c a l i n t e r p r e t a t i o n This is e. weakness viewed in terms 

of the avowed p u rpose of the volume . And it is probably a n absolute weak-

ness, for I have h e a r d no c la im th a t Kinsey is wel l e q u i p p e d to r e v i e w

such material in an broad critical way. 

The three important steps in the process of c o l l e c t i n g a n d pre-

senting these d a t a are : 

The Sampl ing Procedure 

The selection, out of the vast t o t a l pooulation of human males, 
of the individuals who are actually in i n t e r v i e w e d

The Interview Procedure 

The asking and a n s w e r i n g of q u e s t i o n s as a result of which process
it is assumed that one has fac ts a b o u t behavior. 

The statistical Treatment of the d a t a

The summarizing descriotion of the data , together withth inferences 
drawn therefrom concerning the p opulattion which was s a m p l e d

T w o of these e s s e n t i a l steps, t h e first a n d l a s t are rooted 

f i rmly and inescapably in statistical theory. The a p p l i c a t i o n of r a t h e r

s i m p l e s t a t s t i ca l t e c h n i q u e s a v e r a g e s charts, etc . ) to the problem of 

summarizing and describine the data a f t e r it bus been t a k e n is not the 

r e a l l yly i m p o r t a n t aspect, although the Kinsey work has heen h e a v i l y cri ti-

* c i z e d for its amateurishness and carelessness in this regard. The really 

M y a t t e n t i o n was recently c a l l e d to a n i n s t a n c e in which K i n s e y q u o t e s
an a v e r a g e and on e x a m i n a t i o n of the underlying d a t a it tu rns out 



important m a t t e r of course, is the d e s i g n of the experiment a s ~  w h o l e

with the sampling procP.dure a s the cri criticalissues a n d the resultinb degree

of confidence which one is justified in having concerning the inferences 

a b o u t the populat ion

I know of no evidence t h a t Dr. Kinsey unders tands the underlying 

stP. tis tical character of his w o r k He seems to heve neither the competence

to do a n y t h i n g about it himse l f nor the interest to add to his s ta f f anyone 

who could prope r ly dea l withth the sta tistical.. l aspects . He was urged to do 

the latter by Lowell Reed l a t e in 1942, and six y e a r s l a t e r on D e c e m b e r 10, 

1948, Dr. Reed in a letter to Kinsey s a i d "If the type of s t a t s t i c a l

guidance had heen provided t h a t I had in mind, I feel sure t h a t you would

now be free of some of the criticism that is now being justly leveled a t

the w o r k

There is a general impression that Dr . R e e d has approved the whole 

set-up. This impression is doubtless l a r g e l y due to the f a c t t h a t Kinsey

s a i d in the foreword of his book : "The sta t i s t i c a l set-up of the reseerch 

was originally checked by Dr. Lowell Reed of the School of Hygiene and 

Public H e lth a t the Johns H o p k i n s University. " But in a letter which

that this is an "average" of just one c a s e

As another illustr tion, here is a q u o t a t i o n from a letter from 
W a l l i s to me: 

T h e r e is an a r t i c l e on Kinsey in t h e current (Autumn 1949) i s s u e
of the University of Chicago Law Review t h a t topsmy criticism of Kinsey's 
assertion t h a t 95 per cent of males have committ t e e d illicit acts for w h i c h
if the laws w e r e enforced, they could be s e n t to p r i s o n Y0u w i l l recall 
thatt I a r g u e (1) that the s a m p l i n g is so inademate t h a t no such generali
z a t i o n from the d a t a is v a l i d (2) t h a t even if the s a m p l i n g were a d e q u a t e
the a r i t h m e t i c is so inaccurate t h a t you c a n n o t be sur9 95 per cent is 
correct, a n d (3) t h a t even if 95 per cent is t h e correct f igure it does 
not mean that 95 per cent of males have commit t e d such a c t s The Law
R e v i e w article shovs (4) t h a t even if 95 per cent of males have c o m m i t t e d
such a c t s they have not by any m e a n s a l l been illegal, a n d in f a c t s at 

m o s t 30 per cent (or 47 per cent of males over 16) would be conceivably 
subject to punishment. Most of the a c t s t h a t Kinsey d e s c r i b e s a s illegal 
are i l l ega l only in c e r t a i n states and then only in certain circumstances ." 

3. 



Dr. Reed wrote on December 10 , 1948, to Mrs . Aryness Joy W i c k e n s Dr . Reed 

said: 11 As I t o l d you, although I feel very strongly thr t he man-handled

m e in putt ing m y name in the preface a s he di d , I don 't w a n t to let personal 

feelings interfere withth rescuing the values thatt I know exist in some of 

this m a t e r i a l and that could exist to even g r e a t e r extent in the future 

materi al t hat w i l l be collected ••• the main difficulty ari ses from t h e

fact t hat he was not working continuously, s h o u l d e r to shoulder, w i t h a 

well-trained s t a t i s t i c i a n .

Dr . Kinsey ' s l a ck of a p p r e c i a t i o n a s to whatw a s a n d still is, 

needed i s c l e a r l y expressed in a sentence fro!ll h i s own letter of January 21, 

1 9 4 3 a d d r e s s e d to Dr . Reed : "I am g l a d thatt you recommended the additt i ons.l 

h e l p for s t a t i s t i c a l c o m p u t a t i o n s u n d e r l i n i n g m i n e a n d a g a i n in his 

letter of A u g u s t 16, 1943, to Dr. Reed : "In actuality w h a t we mos t need 

is someone to do the routine c a l c u l a t i n g on the calculf t ing m a c h i n e s

(underlining mine). In retrospect, these a r e shocking st s t a t e m e n t s What

Dr. Kinsey m o s t needed was cer ta inly not com puters. What t he needed was

someone, m a t u r e enough a n d ab l e enough to influence the b a s i c p l an for 

the proj ect. He needed someone w h o u n d e r s t o o d the modern statistical theory 

of d e s i g n and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of exper iments

As f a r a s I know there has never been, in t h i s group, a n y t r a i n e d

m a t h e m a t i c a l s t a t i s t i c i a n who comes within gun- shot of h a v i n g the c o m p e t e n c e

t r aining, :.nd ex perience w h i c h are required. In Dr. Kinsey's own lis tin 

of his s t a f f P r o g r e s s Report, A p r i l 1, 1 9 5 0 he says tha t Mr. Clyde E. 

4.. 

Martin "continues in charge of the s t a tis tical handling our datata. " Mr . M a r t i n

holds , so far as I k n o w o n l y an A.B. degree from Indiana His scientific

stature h a s not a s yet caused hi m even to he l i s ted in American Men of Science , 



the latest edition of which c o n t a i n s a b o u t 50, 000 n a m e s Dr. Kinsey further 

strtes a b o u t Mr. Martin that he h a s a l s o assumed the chief responsibility

in the gathering of m a t e r i a l s for our study on artists," this being a study 

of "the r elationship of the artist's erotic interests a n d his a r t i s t i c

pr oduction." This i s the man who is in charge of the s ta t s t i ca l aspects 

of this study. Dr. Kinsey must approve highly of him, for in 1951, he 

raised his s a l a r y by 36 per cent. 

There is now a l so a woman at e. very modest sa la ry who is called 

a "sta tistical assistant - doubtless a computer . I n his own d i a r y record 

of a vis i t to Kinsey in July, 1950, Dr. Gregg s a i d tmder the h e a d i n g

of personnel : "Past and present needs r e m a i n unsatisfied in point of • •• 

and s t a t i s t i c s This fault - this admit t e d l y absolutely basic f ault -

e x i ted in the projectin 1942, it has existed ever s i n c e there is no 

promise whatsoever that it will ce se to exist - and we do nothing about

it. 

It is a truism but a t r u i s m the. t should not be neglectedted or 

forgotten, t h a t u s e f u l  i n f e r e n c e s c o n c e r n i n g a population c a n b e obtained

f rom a s sampleof t h a t populationtion o n l y provided the sample is correctly 

t a k e n M y confidentifl conversations wi th t w o o u t s t a n d i n g statistical

experts members of the American s t a t i s t i c a l a s s o c i a t i o n commit t e e which

h a s been studying Kinsey's w o r k cer ta inly lead me to think th t they v i e w

h i s samp l ing procedures with g r e a t concern . And they also indicated to 

me t h e y were not s a n g u i n e that Dr. Kinsey would understand their object ions

w o u l d be i n t e r e s t e d in t h e m or would follow them. 

As to the interview procedure, I have no knowledge a s to w h a t

it is, and wou ld h a v e no competence to judge if I knew a l l about it. 

The tradition is t h a t Kinsey is very skillful in this regnrd, and has 

5. 



dev"!lOpP.rl an P.Xcellent techni•we. But the objective eYidence to ~ub~t.~nticte 

an enthusiPsm for his intervi e·· procedure SP.ems to consist almost. ···holly 

of the eood inpr~sfion gBined by fep ~·ersons 1-•ho were interviewed. 

This sPe::t5 r ther subjective, nC. very possP·l~· uncritic<, , in che.rtocter. 

Thef"9 percons mey h"ve be~Tl i'!lpr~ssed b· the length t:nd ecope of t!le ues-

tioning, the f r ankness with which ell ae_p.,.cts '<~ere handlcu, the a.ssu r &nces 

of "nonymi ty; and t.~e:::e person may h v~ bt.:en c:urprised at hov much they 

lo{er9 led to s y . But doe~ r:..ll this mean thRt ~e intervie·.r lv&.s e .... ood 

one? 

The interview is presumably good in airect proportion as it 

s~Pks answers to re~lly 

'"ccora Kit.l:t thP. actual f~c:s of past b h v1.or o!' the perf.'on in question -

not ans"ers '~hich re:::;ult from faulty nemory, or from f'hame , or from boC~.st.ing, 

or from uhat the pereon may think he aid or may ·dsh he had done . 

6. 

As I say, I hav<:> no competence concernin,g such in tervie·iing techniques; 

but I c~not believe that there arc not w&ys to investigcte the validity 

of such procerures. I do not kno~r of any such study of Kinsey's inter-

vi.ewint:: t chnique; ru1d it seelil:':' to tne distinctly unfortunatP., e>ven if it 

is nPcessary, th~t so much of t.~e interviewing method 1~ w•intained ac 

secret. I me~tion as · concluding remark on the intervie~~nv, th~t Kinsey 

ol vi-;usly i s \-·"'rking in an areu where one should view P.ll answerG with 

suspicion. 

I have fre "ue11tly heard it argued that this work is so oioneering 

in cb&ract!"r that one 1ust expect many .L!;.irtP-kes , "!ld f;hould for_ive these 

mi~ta'o<<!?E. On tno grounds this see.rns to me 'luestion~ble. 

First, :ny frienas of the J,r'lericnn Stati~tical .Associ~tion ccm.'ni ttee 



who have been studying the KL~s~y project, h~ve told me ~~nt they were 

completely surprised ~t the vo:ume snd value of other ··ork done in t ! is 

field . ¥!hen I talked ·..,'ith them they were not as yet re.:ay to s· y -..rhether 

Dr. Kinsey's t·tOrk actually exceeded, in volume or quality, other ··ork. 

The only t.'l.ing they we;:oe- sur e of was that Dr. Kinsey had tt large edge with 

resnect to :)Ubli city. Thus there is at lee.r.t rensomble uestion as to 

pione ·ring character. 

7. 

Second, I do not see th:1t there is llny reason ·rh~ tso ver why anyone 

could not have ;..Ti tten do .m , thirteen yec.:rs ~eo when thif ,?roj ect hegan, 

the t.'l-tree underlined points on page 2 of this me:no ; una could not hr:.ve 

taken ucvant:tge of then existing knowledge l')f . t atistics to pla!'l t.~is ··ork. 

The fir~t edition of Fisher ' s "St3.tisticd. Methods for P.esearch r.Torkers" wCJs 

written twenty-::;ix years ago; Et.~d it seems to me quite i:."'lexcus h e to 

neglect to use , and to fail to Qppreci&te the necessity of usL~g, jnfol~~tion 

that was recdily availeble. 

2) Doef' the Kinsey re~earch re-·,_lire R.F f.lli)~ort? 

If the Kinsey· ork is not .::.·oot , then it should not be sup..~ortA.ci. 

Eut even if it is ood (I would say, if it~ t·ood ) it is legitim~te to 

ask Phether it rea11y re uires SUP!10rt from the RF. 

The fina~cial picture of this project, 2s it stands i, our o·~ 

records, is a p rtia.l end confused one . Dr. Kinsey reported to }tr. Gr y , 

L'1 February, 1950, thr't his toU:l budget Wi s t.lOO, OOO, 11of which the Uni-

versity has bPen providing one- third ." I n other ~t~tements, the Univer~ity 

seems to be furnishing only Fbout S14, COO of the ~100,000 budget. We do 

not have , f:o fnr a~ I kno·-•, any detsiled record of roy~l ties ; but in the 

same Febru· ry, 1950, interviEN Dr. Kinsey said that Volume I had sold by 
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t~en 250, 000 copies (roys lties 97 . 5 cents per coy), and WHS then sel1ing 

a t 1 ,000 at mont~. Dr. Kinst?y has estim9.ted tha t Volume I ''ill eventur...lly 

sell a million copies . Dr. Kinsey hur. "lso ;;:tated thc.t he expects the 

roy~lties from Volume II to te a.s hi t h as those from Volume I. ~'he= t h~ck-

l og Dr . Kinsey no·., hes fro!!l r oyalties I do not kno , but it i s clea r tha t 

he ha s received to date ·.,·ell over a quarter of a million doll""rs of royalties, 

and that he expects to receive much more th:m this in the future. IndeeC. 

his O'·'Il e~timate of tot~ sales of s. mi Uio:1 copief: of Volur:te I, pl.u~ en 

e quF.l s ale of Volume II, >."OUlc put the royalties ne· r the hro million dolle.r 

mark. 

In the Pb~ence of f acts •-rhich P rE' sufficiently CO"iplete ~d suf-

ficiently detailed to jur-tify rny reolly firm conclusion as to whether 

Volume III would he fimncially threa tened h3-• sto "'~ ~L"l(; RF support at ~ny 

. * h f t lt f • t stated tJJ!le , t er e is or unctely en e. ern1 tive wcy " c,..,nsiae r·ins he 

fin~nch.l problem . ftnd I :rrust confes that it le"'ds to conclusi '"'ns uhich 

see!!l to ~e really distressing. 

1-Jhen • l arge project is presented to the RF for purtial support, 

it is inevitable that the bud et be prep~.r"C' so th t our contribution 

:pper- r f to puy for the hest and most attr active part of the project. 

This is nn illusion . I~ we contribute ~40,000 to a ~100,000 

budt.et, ··e mu s t fnce the f r c:. tha t we are buy-lng ;,he poorest -~~o40,000 

of uork in the project, not the best. For if our contribution ·..rere with-

dra··rn, wh~t "OUld occur? Either the responsible oerconE would drop the 

* Of courEe tlliE is a little ac;demic . Prior to the April ~eeting we were 
co!II!'Ilitted to support up to July 1, 1952; and we are no·• com::dtted to support 
U? to July 1 , 1954. 

---------------------------------------------------------------



poorest $40,000 worth of w h a t they a r e d o i n g w h i c h would automaticclly 

prove my point), or they would be so foolish as not to do so . In this 

l a t t e r case, they a r e orviously not sensihl: e n o u g h to b e supported a t

all. 

Thus w e should remember that w e a r e always shown c a r d s o f f the 

top of the p a c k but when w e make a p u r c h a s e w e always buy c a r d s off the 

bottom. 

N o w w h a t i s the weakkest $40, 000 worth of activity in the Kinsey 

project, how disastrous w o u l d it be if it w e r e discontinued , a n d how proud 

a r e we of suppor t ing it? 

Dr. Kinsey in 1947 st r t e d to collect a libr ry of erotic litera-

ture, and a collection of p ic tu r e s a n d other a r t objects of erotic signifi-

cance. Dr. Kinsey himself has ss.id, concerning the s cope of this collec-

tion, t h e t h e y inc,ude t r ave l rnthropology, history, b i o g r a p h y hy, fic+.ion, 

d r a m a poetry, art, religion a n d m a n y other d e p a r tmm e n t s of li l i t e ra tu re

the only criteriaa b e i n g t ha t the book contain some m a t e r i a l b e a r i n g on 

s e x In February, 1 9 5 0 he v a l u e d the collection 'lt 1 5 0 , 0 0 0 a n d he h a s

stated that he is devoting to the l i b r a r y - lone s o m e $ 3 0 - 4 0 , 0 0 0 per year. 

"It is the largest sex l i b r a r y in t h e United S t a t e s D r . Kinsey has proudlyly 

r e m a r k e d In additiontion to hooks, they a r e coll ectinb drawings paintings, 

a n d p h o t o g r a p h s of r a r e a n d ordinarily inaccessibelma te r i a l The 

l a t t e r p h s e has become sufficiently impor tan t so tl hthatthey h a v e installed

a n d equipped a complete photographic l a b o r a t o r y a n d h a v e a full- ti m e

p h o t o g r a p h e r (I a l m o s t said full-time p o r n o g r a p h e r who r e c e i v e s $ 4 , 8 0 0

per year. In close relation to t h i s collection , there is the so-cal led

A r t Project" which is studyin_, such q u e s t i o n s e.s t h e sexualityty of a r t i s t s

9. 
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in rehtion to the C"Uolity o:' the..i.r rrt . 11 f'r . Yinsey has rem:-rked thr-t 

" & l r- rge number of rrti~h· h c:. s helped ur :::e e:ure :nat.eria l vhlch is not ~vaila-

bJ e in general circulation , and rr.uch of which is hif hly conficcmtial. " 

Thh: libr::ry W"<' S started with the air of a br"nt, cdditional to 

his then genera l su; or t , made direct y fro~ the PF to Kinsey en~ for the 

specified purpos~. As a m~tter of record, I rerind you that I op1~sed 

that grnnt Hhen it ·-~as discussed in off icers' c• '1ference . 

?lo;; this libr~ry-o.rt f spt::ct of their •-::::-k surely re"'uires , out. 

of his total genera l budr;et, ~n £Inount which, by tr. I<"inse:r ' s own figuref' , 

is r.ore than the tots.1 ~nnuc.l amount the RP' is contributing . I cor! tend 

th.:- t it i~ per~ectly realistic to sr-. y tha t the P.F is pcying for th.2. r collec-

t'on of erotic• end for the P.ctivities direct'y cs~ociated :ith it. fnd 

I sF.y furt.her the t I don • t thi nk He nee, l to , or oueht to . 

If this doee not sea~ sufficiently conclusive f s to the budget~ry 

neeC: fe-r R..l4' funds , I woulC. like just to mention without com."!l<=>nt o:te item 

of P.ctivity t- nd expenditure during t he yecr uhich closed in July, 195 • 

Under the he£ ding of 11FielC. •rork11 Dr . Kinsey lists : 

"Cube. : T:-ro trips of ·- ,.eek C"Cr, for the suke of .;ettin;; the 

gener?.l picture of publicly expresred rex custom, ~nrl for the sclce of 

orie~ting Eome of our thinking on ~erican c~stcn." 

3) I s the RF honorabl y bound to.c~nt.inue ±.hie suptort? 

I t hns been a r t,ued, and on two groundf' , that the RF is r t le' :=t 

to some extent honorubly bound to continue supporting Kinsey. The first 

of these a r guments is (t:nd I quote from n docket item) 11Fithtln.wal of P.F 

support before Volume II cones out vould hr.ve the flavor of dis1:1vowal of 

Volume I even if royalty funds were sufficient to insure publicLtion . " 
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This i d e a t h a t whether or not the money is needed, we o u g h t to oi ve it 

to keep from hurtinb Kinsey ' s f e e l i n g s or merely to emphasize that we a r e

glad t h a t we made a p r e v i o u s g r a n t is a n ide? t h a t I find very difficult 

to a c c e p t

T h e second a r g u m e n t is t ha t sup ;ort of Kinsey is channeled through 

the N. R. C. commi t t ee t h a t t this c o m m i t t e e h a s done a general ly good

job, that we w a n t to continue to support this commit tee t h a t we c a n n o t

a p p r o v e of part of wha t they do a d n d i s p p r o v e o f the restt , a n d t h a t w e

a r e therefore more or l e s s s tuck to continue. 

I find this argument also a difricult o n e although I a d m i t

t h a t it seems to me more r e a s o n a b l e than the former

The N R C committee support of Kinsey b e g a n I think, in 1941 or 

1 9 4 2 In 1941, n o mention w a s made of K i n s e y in a list of the "six major

g r a n t s which the committee made that y e a r B y  t h e 0 

b y e a c a d e m i c y e a r 1943-44, 

t h e committee w a s allocating t23, 000 per year to Kinsey. By 1946, the Kinsey 

project h a d g r o w n to such d i m e n s i o n s that the N. R. C. c o m m i t t e e s p e c i f i c a l l y

a s k e d the RF to g ive indiv idual c o n s i d e r a t i o n to support for Kinsey, a p a r t

from the other a n d regulr r program of the co mmittee . Thus there is a 

project end the other workof the N.R.C. committee. This s e p a r a t i o n con-

tinued until July 1 , 1949; and a l t h o u g h in suseq uent ye: r s the committee

received its Kinsey money and its other money in the g r a n t the twioo portions

w e r e clearly e a r m a r k e d

* * * * 
InasJ11Uch as the FF has now g ran ted funtls to Kinsey up to July 1, 

1954, more t h a n three y e a r s f rom n o w i t might b e asked why I a m m k i n g



this ~tate1uent at this time . 

I a~ making it no·· l: ecc use I think it is the only :no.1ent - just 

after Alan lets go anc before J.ndrew really takes hold - w3en I can ~~ke 

it. 

12. 

And I a:n msking it no" beeP use I think it •,-ouJ.c be very v ice indef-'d 

to tell the N. R. C. co:nmittee und Kinsey now, •r1hen the tit!1e of "'Enning is 

so obvinus1y ample, that ··e think it f· ir <me proper to warn them thBt it 

SPems Elto..;:ether unlikely tha.t the RF nill make further contributions to 

the support of this project. 
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