O O Y N W
b, : : . \JI -2 - --—-—,-7‘ wﬁ' ."'/U'

V.;Qﬂ-uﬂhifﬁyuxtfﬁs(

— g - . - on /
—n—"'“‘--"\“‘c: . . S e T PP, A A

2ol .
: o5 : DATE: May 7, 1951
lf_ A A - ...__‘. r\‘ L. ‘-\‘
FROM: W "a\
i
SUBJECT: Kinsey NOV 22 (959

It is my intention to take 2 useful =nd constructive, not a
cerpingly critical, attitude towards this project. But I heave come to
be convinced that our continuing support of Kinsey is = misteke; end as
e metter of conscience I think I ought to stete my convietion. TIf Alan
were continuing his administrative responsibility for this project, I
might very likely feel that I should be gilent. But sgince this is no
longer his personsl project, I meke this statement in the interim before
it becomes the personal project of anyone else. I myself have something
of a personel steke in this situation, since the appropriations for the
N.R.C. Committee for Research in Problems of Sex were, from 1934 through
1941, recommended to the Trustees by me.

Since I intend this to be my finel and definitive statement
on thig subject, I am going to include all the zspects which seem importent
to me, although I reslize that this involves going over some old ground.

At the outset I want to emphasize that my objections are empha-
tieslly not based on raluctance to dezl with such a subject, nor upon any
desire to neglect or suppress the facts in this area, whatever they mey be.
Bven if T were convinced, which I am not, that open publication of the
facte of present-day sexual practice woﬁld harm some of the present genera-
tion of young people, including my own son and daughter, I would still be
in favor of open publication. Socliety 2s a whole and over the long haul
will, in my judgment, =zlwsys gein from an honest facing of facte.

My chief reservations sbout the project relate to three cuestions:




1) Is the Kinsey reseerch of high quality?

I am not convinced that this is high-guality 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 this study is, by its ovm claim,
merely a process of collecting and precenting data. Actually the volume
on the human male contains, either directly or by inference, & considersble
smount of critical interpretation. This is & weakness viewed in terms
of the avowed purpose of the volume. And it is probably an absolute weak-
ness, for I have heard no claim that Kinsey is well equipped to review
such material in sn broad critical way.

The three important steps in the process of collecting and pre-
senting these date zare:

The Sampling Procedure

The gelection,out of the vast total populstion of human meles,
of the individuals who are sctuslly interviewed.

The Interview Procedure

The asking and answering of gquestions, as a result of which process

it is assumed that one has facts about behavior.

The Statistical Treatment of the Date

The summerizing description of the data, together with inferences
drewn therefrom concerning the population which was s=@mpled.

Two of these essential steps, the first =and last, are rooted
firmly end inescapzbly in stetistical theory. The application of rather
simple statistical technisues (averages, charts, etc.) to the problem of
summarizing and describing the data after it has been taken is not the
really important aspect, although the Kinsey work has been heavily criti-
cized for its amsteurishness and carelessness in this regard.* The rezlly

MMy attention was recently called to an instance in which Kinsey quotes
an "average"; and on examination of the underlying datz, it turns out




importent matter, of course, is the design of the experiment =s a whole,
with the sampling procedure @s the critical issue, and the resulting de;ree
of confidence which one is justified in having concerning the inferences
gbout the population.

I know of no evidence that Dr. Kinsey understznds the underlying
stetistical charazcter of his work. He seems to have neither the competence
to do enything about it himgelf, nor the interest to zdd to his staff anyone
who could properly deal with the statistical aspects. He was urged to do
the latter by Lowell Reed late in 1942, and six years later, on December 10,
1948, Dr. Reed in a letter to Kinscey said: "If the type of statistical
guidance had been provided that I had in mind, I feel sure that you would
now be free of some of the criticism that is now being justly leveled st
the work."

There is = general impression that Dr. Reed has approved the whole
set-up. This impression is doubtless largely due to the fact that Kinsey
said, in the foreword of his book: "The statistlical set-up of the resesrch
was originally checked by Dr. Lowell Reed of the School of Hygiene and

Public Health at the Johns Hopkins University."™ But in & letter which

that this is an "aversge” of just one case!

Az enother illustration, here is a quot=tion from a letter from
Wallis to me:

"Ther= is an article on Kinsey in the current (Autumn 1949) issue
of the University of Chicago Lew Review that toss my criticism of Kinsey's
assertion that 95 per cent of males have committeed illicit acts for which,
if the laws were enforced, they could be sent to prison. You will recall
that T argue (1) that the sampling is so inadeguate thst no such generali-
zation from the data is valid, (2) thet even if the ssmpling were adequate,
the srithmetic is so inaccurate that you cannot be surs 95 per cent is
correct, and (3) that even if 95 per cent is the correct figure it does
not mesn that 95 per cent of males have committed such acts. The Law
Review article shows (4) that even if 95 per cent of msles have committed
such scts, they have not by any means all been illegal, snd in fact at
most 30 per cent (or 47 per cent of males over 16) would be conceivably
subject to punishment. Most of the =cts thet Kinsey describes azs illegal
ere illegsl only in certzin states end then only in certein circumstences.”
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Dr. Reed wrote on December 10, 1948, to Mrs. Aryness Joy Wickeng, Dr. Reed
said: "As I told you, although I feel very strongly that he man-handlad
me in putting my name in the preface as he did, I don't want to let personal
feelings interfere with rescuing the values that I know exist in some of
this meterial and that could exist to even grester extent in the future
material that will be collected...the main difficulty arises from the
fact that he was not working continuously, shoulder to shoulder, with a
well-trained statistician.”

Dr. Kinsey's lack of appreciation as to what was, and still is,
needed is cleasrly expressed in a sentence from his own letter of Jenuary 21,
1943, addressed to Dr. Reed: "I am glad thal you recommended the additionsl

help for stetistical computations" (underlining mine); and again in his

letter of August 16, 1943, to Dr. Reed: "In actuality what we most need

ie someone to do the routine calculating on the calculeting machines"

(underlining mine). In retrospect, these are shocking stztements. What

Dr. Xinsey most needed was certainly not computers. What he needed was
someone, meture enough end able enough to influence the b=msic plen for

the project. He needed someone who understood the modern statistical theory
of desizn and interpretation of experiments.

As far as I know there has never been, in this group, any trained
mathematical statistician who comes within gun-shot of having the competence,
trzining, and experience which are required. In Dr. Kinsev's own listing
of his staff (Progress Report, April 1, 1950) he says that Mr. Clyde E.
Martin "continues in cherge of the statistical handling our data." Mr. Martin
holds, so far as I know, only an A.B. degree from Indiana. His scientific

steture has not as yet csused him even to be listed in American Men of Science,




the latest edition of which contains shout 50,000 names. Dr. Kinsey further
gtotes about Mr. Martin that he "has also assumed the chief responsibility
in the gathering of materiasls for our study on artists," this being a study
of "the relationship of the artist's erotic interests and his artistic
production." This is the man who is in charge of the statistical aspects

of this study. Dr. Kinsey must approve highly of him, for in 1951, he
raised his szlary by 36 per cent.

There is now &lso a women, &t & very modest salary, who is called
a "statistical assistent" - doubtless a computer. 1In his own diary record
of a visit to Kinsey in July, 1950, Dr. Gregg said, under the heading
of personnel: "Past =snd present needs remein unsaticsfied in point of...
and statistics.® This fault - this admittedly absolutely begic 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 sbout
it.

It is = truism, but & truism that should not be neglected or
forgotten, that ussful inferences concerning a population can be obtained
from a sample of that population only provided the sample is correctly
teken. My confidential conversetions with two outstending statistical
experts (members of the American Statisticsl Associztion committee which
has been studying Kinsey's work) certainly lead me to think thst they view
his sampling procedures with grezt concern. And they also indicated to
me they were not sanguine that Dr. Kinsey would understand their objections,
would be interested in them, or would follow them.

As to the interview procedure, I have no knowledge ss to what
it is, =nd would have no competence to judge if I kmew 2ll zbout it.

The tradition is that Kinsey is very skillful in this regard, end has

5.




developed an excellent technisue. But the objective evidence to substantiste
an enthusiasm for his interview procedure seems to consiet almost wholly
of the good impression geined by = few persons who were interviewed.
This cecems rether subjective, =ncé very possibly uncriticsal, in character.
These persong may hsve been impressed by the length znd scope of the cues-
tioning, the frankness with which all aspects were handled, the acssurances
of anonymity; and these persons may have been surprised at how much they
vere led to say. But does all this mean that the interview was & good
one?

The interview is presumably good in direct proportion as it

sesks answers to really important cuestions and as it obtain enswers which

acecord with the actual faets of past bshavior of the person in guestion -

not answers which result from faulty memory, or from shame, or from boasting,
or from what the person mey think he did or may wish he had done.

As I say, I have no competence concerning such interviewing technigues;
but I cannot belisve that there are not ways to investigste the validity
of such procedures. I do not know of any such study of Kinsey's inter-
viewing technique; and it seems to me distinctly unfortunate, even if it
is necessary, that so much of the interviewing method is maintained as
gecret. T mention as = concluding remark on the interviewing, that Kinsey
obviously is working in an area where one should view 21l znswers with
sugpicion.

I have frequently heard it argued that this work is so pioneering
in character thet one must ewpect many mistakes, and should forgive these
mistakes. On two grounds this seems to me guestionsble.

First, my friends of the American Statistical Association committee
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who have been studying the Kinsey project, have told me that they were
completely surprised at the volume snd value of other work done in this
field. Vhen I telked with them they were not asg yet reedy to s=y whether
Dr. Kinsey's work actually exceeded, in volume or guelity, other work.

The only thing they were sure of was that Dr. Kinsey had a large edge with
respect to publicity. Thus there is at least reasonszble guestion as to
pioneering character.

Second, T do not see that there is any reason whatsoever why anyone
could not have written down , thirteen years =go when this project began,
the three underlined points on page 2 of this memo; and could not have
taken =dvantage of then existing knowledge of statistics to plan this work.
The first edition of Fisher's "Statisticel Methods for Resezrch Workers" was
written twenty-gix yesrs ago; end it seems to me guite inexcusable to
neglect to use, and to fail to sppreciate the necessity of usging, information
that wad readily available.

2) Does the Kinsey resgeerch recuire RF gupport?

If the Kinsey work is not ..-oot, then it should not be supported.
Put even if it is pood (I would sey, if it were good) it is legitimate to
ask vhether it really reiuires support from the RF.

The financial picture of this project, =2s 1t stands in our owm
records, is & partisl snd confused one., Dr. Kinsey reported to Mr. Gray,
in February, 1950, that his totz1l budget was $100,000, "of which the Uni-
versity has been providing one-third." In other statements, the University
seems to be furnishing only sbout £14,000 of the $100,000 budget. We do
not have, so far as I know, any detailed record of royalties; but in the

same Februery, 1950, interview Dr. Kinsey said that Volume I had sold by




then 250,000 copies (royslties 97.5 cents per cory), and was then selling
at 1,000 a2t month. Dr. Kingey hes estimated that Volume I will eventually
sell a million copies. Dr. Kinsey has also stated that he expects the
royslties from Volume II to be as hich as thoge from Volume I. %vhat back-

log Dr. Kinsey now has from royzlties I do not know, but it is clesr that

he has received to date well over a quarter of a million dollars of royalties,

znd that he expects to receive much more than thie in the future. Indeed
his ovn estimste of total ssles of a million coples of Volume I, plus en
equal szle of Volume II, would put the royzlties near the two million doller
mark.,

In the zbsence of facts which azre sufficiently complete =2nd suf-
ficlently detailed to justify any really firm conclusion as to whether
Volume TII would be finencially threatened by stopping RF support at any
stated time*, there is fortunately an elternative way of considering the
finencial problem. And I must confess that it leads to conclusions vhich
seem to me really distressing.

Vhen 2 large project is presented to the RF for partial support,
it is inevitable that the budzet be prepar=zd so th:t our contribution
appears to pay for the best and most attractive part of the project.

This is 2zn 11lusion. If we contribute $40,000 to 2 $100,000
budget, we must fuce the fact that we are buying the poorest $40,000
of work in the project, not the best. TFor if our contribution were with-

dravm, what would occur? Either the responsible percons would drop the

*

Of course this is & little academic. Prior to the April meeting we were
committed to support up to July 1, 1952; and we are now committed to support
up to July 1, 1954.




poorest $40,000 worth of what they are doing (which would automatically
prove my point), or they woulcd be so foolish as not to do so. In this

latter case, they are obviously not gensibls enough to be supported at

all.

Thus we should remember that we are always shown cerds off the
top of the pzck, but when we meke & purchase, we always buy cards off the
bottom.

Now what ies the wezkest $40,000 worth of activity in the Kinsey
project, how disastrous would it be if it were discontinued, and how proud
are we of supporting it?

Dr. Kinsey in 1947 started to collect 2 library of erotic litera-
ture, and & collectiocnof pictures and other "art" objects of erotic signifi-
cence. Dr. Kinsey himself has ssid, concerning the scope of this collec-
tion, that they include travel, snthropology, history, biogra hy, fiction,
drame, poetry, art, religion snd "many other departments of literature,
the only critericn being that the book contain some msterisl bearing on
gsex." In Februery, 1950, he valued the collection at $150,000, =nd he has

stated that he is devoting to the librsry zlone some $30-40,000 per yesr.

"Tt is the largest sex library in the United Stztes," Dr. Kinsey has proudly

remarked. In addition to booke, they are collecting drawings, peintings,
and photographs of "rare" znd ordinarily inaccessible materisl. The
latter phase has become sufficiently important so that they h=ave ingstalled
and equipped a complete photographic laborztory, =nd have a full-time
photographer (I almost ssid full-time pornographer) who receives #4,800
per year. In close relation to this collesction, there is the so-called

"Art Project" which is studying such juestions eas "the sexuality of ertists
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in relstion to the cuslity of their =rt." Dr. Kinsey has remerked thet
ng lsrge number of artiste has helped us secure materizl which is not availe-
ble in general circulation, end much of which is highly confidentisl."

Thie librery wss sterted with the aid of & grent, sdditional to
his then generzl support, made direct’y from the BF to Kinsey =nd for the
specified purpose. As & metter of record, I remind you that I opposed
that grent vhen it was discussed in officers' conference.

Now this library-art zspect of their work surely recuires, out
of his total genersl budget, =n smount which, by Dr. Kinsey's own figures,
is more than the total =znnusl amount the RF is contributing. I contend
that it is perfectly realictic to say that the RF is paying for this collec-
tion of erotica and for the activities directly essociated with it. And
T sey further that I don't think we need to, or ought to.

If this does not sgeem sufficlently conclusive &s to the budgetary
need for RF funds, I would like just to mention without comment one item
of =ctivity =nd expenditure cduring the year which closed in July, 1950,
Under the heading of "Field Work" Dr. Kinsey lists:

"Cuba: Two trips of =z week each, for the seke of getting the
general plcture of publiely expressed sex custom, znd for the szke of
orienting some of our thinking on American custom.”

3) Is the RF honorsbly bound to contimue this support?

It has been argued, and on two grounds, that the RF is at leecst
to some extent honorebly bound to continue supporting Kinsey. The first
of these arguments is (end I guote from z docket item) "Withdrswel of RF
support before Volume II comes out would heve the flavor of disevowsl of

Volume I even if royalty funds were sufficient to insure publication.”
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Thies idea that, whether or nct the money is needed, we ought to give it
to keep from hurting Kinsey's feelings or merely to emphssize that we are
glad that we made & previous grant, is an idea that I find very difficult
to accept.

The second srgument is that support of Kinsey is chenneled through
the N.R.C. committee, that +this committes has done & generally good
job, that we went to continue to support this committee, thet we cennot
approve of part of what they do 2nd disepprove of the rest, snd that we
are therefore more or lesc stuck to continue.

I find this argument also a difficult one, although I admit
that it seems to me more reazgonable than the former.

The NRC. committee support of Kinsey began, I think, in 1941 or
1942. In 1941, no mention was mede of Kinsey in a list of the "six major
grents" which the committee made that year, By the academic year 1943-44,
the committee was 2llocating $#232,000 per year to Kinsey. By 1946, the Kinsey
project had grown to such dimensions thst the N.R.C. committee epecifically
asked the RF to glve individusl considerstion to support for Kinsey, apart
from the other and regular program of the committee. Thus there is =
precedent, based on the commitiee's own suggestion, for geperating the Kinsey
project end the other work of the N.R.C. committee. This separation con-
tinued until July 1, 1949; and slthough in subsecuent yesrs the commitiee
received ite Kingey money snd its other money in the grant, the two portions
were clearly earmarked.

3* * * *
Inasmch as the RF has now granted funds to Kinsey up to July 1,

1954, more then three years from now, it might be asked vhy I am meking
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this statement at this time.

I am meking it now becsuse I think it is the only moment - just
after Alan lets go and before Andrew really taekes hold - when I can make
it.

And I am making it now becsuse I think it would be very wise indeed
to tell the N.R.C. committee &and Kinsey now, when the time of werning is
go obviously ample, that we think it feir and proper to wern them that it
seems altogether unlikely that the RF will mske further contributions to

the support of this project.

WWive
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