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‘their conmection with sex or sbmormality. The principles which condemn these acts would
condemn them equally i the wore common nd nonsesual. I i not ru that we popery
Could continne 1o consder act perverted which were found 1 be very common pracice
actos socistie. Such acts, if hanufl, might cotinu b condemned propel 8 immoral,
bt it w2 Just shore that e mmoraliy of an act does mot vary Wil s degres of
perversion I not hammful, commen actspreiously consdered baormal migh contin 1o
e clld prvened fo e by the ol minoriy; b he e when spplid 0 32k
Cases would retan eny s emotive megaive consotason witboutconsstent logial creria
o applicaton. T would represens merely prediced moral fodgments.

To adequately explan why thee s 2 tendency 1 30 dsply condemn parvertsd act
ould require 2 weatise i peychology beyond the scpe of s paper. Par o the resen.
‘mdonbeadty relaes t the wradiion ofrepresiv sexual eicsand e onceptons of 5
another part 0 the fac that 2l abmormaliy seems to s and fasciate s 2t he same
e The former explins why seualperversionis mre sbrent 0 many than other orms
of sbnomatsy;the laer idicates why e tend t have 2 emotve and evahuative reacion.
o pervenion in the it place. Tt may b, 2 has been suggested cconding © 2 Frendian
inethar o unesines drivs fom et dasivs v ar st to adt, bt i hesis
ke s ot peychological sses T am notcompetent t fdge. Whatevr hepsychologial
explanstio, i ufice t pot ot v tht th concaptul COBBECHR beesn perveSion
04 somvine o consistent moral evluatonis spurions and again suggested by misleading
e end idelzation o th concept o sex.

“The positon 1 bave taken in this paper sganet those concepts is o toaly mew
Somathing similr o ¢ i found i Freud's view of sex, which of course was gemuinly
revoluionar, and i e b of writings deriving from Freud 10 the present ime But i is.
revolt aganst romanticized and repeessive conceptions, Frend went 100 fu—from 3 refsal
1t view sex 25 merely & means & view of 2 the end of all uman behaior, lhough
somenimes s eaboraly disgused end. Tis pansesualism 1o t e thsis (among ohers)
0t represion s ndeed an nevitable nd necessary part ofsocal egulaton of ay form,
2 smnge comsequence of & positon i began by opposing the rpresive apects of the
means-end view. Prkaps he time Saaly has aived when we can achieve 2 ressonsble
middiegromnd i s ara, t et phlesophsy ot i sociey:

NoTEs

Even Bervand Russell, whose siting in s area was 2 model ofraionaliy, 2t et for
it prio,tend t mske i deniSction snd  Conderss plin S5 i th Sbseacs f
;s tercouss spre o love s il e, a0 b reprdad primaily 5
experimentation it view 1 love " Mariage @ Vorals (Nere Yo Batam, 1959),
pn

2. (Roben] Solomon, “Sex and Perverson” Phlosophy and Sex. ed. R Baker and F.
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From Plain Sex
ALANH. GOLDMAN

! sall sugget ere that sex. comimus 1 be mistepresented i recent siings, 2 east i
philosoptical sriings, and 1 shall ricize the prodominant form of aalyss wbich T em.
metnsend analsi ™ Such concepions xvibute 3 necessay extreal goal or puose 1o
sl acivi whethr i bereproducion, the xpresion of love, smpl communicatio, o
merprsonal awareness. They malyze sexual activiey a5 & means 1o one of these ends,
mplying that semal desir s desie 1 reproduce, o love o beIoved, or o communicate
it oers. Al defntions Gf thi (ype uggest fle views of the relaion of 56x f0
prverion nd mralicy by implying that s which dos 2o 5 e of thse models or Rfll
one ofthesefuncions i i some way dvian orincomplete.

The lermative, smpar sualysiswith which 1 will begn s tht el deie s s
for contac i anothr person’s body and for the pleasre hich such comac produces;
sl sty s ety which tnds 0 Sl such desi of the sgent. Whereas Aritote
124 Brer wer corect i olding that pleasure i nommaly  byproduc rathe than g0l of
purposeful acion, i the case of sex tis i o 30 clear. The desie fo amoher’s body 5,
pincipally among othe things,th desize for he plegsre that physica conactbrings. O
heothr hand,t 5 not 2 desie or & pariculr sensaion detachabe rom i cavsalcontxt,
s sensaion which ca be drived i oher ways, T dsiition in tems of h ganase gosl.
of sexual desie sppears preferbls to 4 temp fo more explicly It or defin specic
sl acivite,fr many acvitessach 1 Kising, embracing, massagng, o oldng bands
nsy or may not be sexul, depending upen e contest and o speciiall upon the
purposss, needs, o deice st which sch scviies . Th senealiy of s deiin sso
epresents  refusal (common i ecent pychologics x5) o overemphasie orasm 5 he
zos of sexual dasiv o gental sex s the caly o of semual actvity (s il b bedged
Sighty n the dscusion ofperversion blow).

Contal o the definition i the fact hat the goal of sexual desive and acvity s he
physical comtact sl aher than something else Which this conact might expess. By
conrs, wht |t “means-end analyss” posi ends which ke fobe exaneous 0 plain
e, sty vie s 5 8 mesms o thse . Thei it s ot i defiing 55 i tmss
o s generl goa,but i seeng plai s 25 merly  means e separabe ens. T erm.
hese “mesns-and snalyses” for convenienc, sthough “mesnsseparsble-snd ansyses”
il too umbersome, might be morefully exlasaor: The desie forpysical comtact with
smoher person is 2 minimal crterion for (sornal) sesual dasice, bt i bk necesary and
saficent to quaify nomsal deise s sl Of Couse, e T3y W to exprss s
fecings through sexual acts n various contexts; but wiout e desive for he physical
cotac in a0 for eI, or when it sought for he essons, activiies i which contact 5
mvotved ar ot predominanty sesual. Furtermor,the dsie fo physcal comac i 5.
ot e wih to expess afecion or oihe felings trough i, s sufficent  rnder
sl the acivicy of th agent which SISl it Various activicies with i goalalone, such
3 ising nd carssng i Cetain contexs, qualify s Sesual even Wit th presec of
gonal symptoms of serual xcitament The later ae no therefore necesary critera fr
-

T il anlyss may sem t some athr ver- o underincusive. e might seem 100
o n Ieding s o ftrprt physicalcontct 3 seual desie in activiissuch s footall
22 ot conact sport. T tese case, ovevr, he desive i no for contact i amber
oy pe s, i i o directed toead 2 particula prson for that ppose, and 5 ot the
zoa of the acivity—he goa is winning or exercising or kmocking someone dov or
displaying one's prowess. T e desieis parely fo contact with another specfic persn's
v, then to tepre i s el doss ot e s xagprsion A sighty mor ificalt
case 5 tht o baby'sdei to b caddled 32 our sl respons i waning o cadde i
i th cas o the baby, he desive may b smpy forth pysical comact o e pleasureof
he carsss I 30, we may charscerize tis deie, especally in keepng ik Freudisn
heory, 2 semualor prsosesual.Te sl dffer neverhles rom ol fledged sexual desic i
ping o ssorphos, ot disected ounwsrd torrd ssotr paciSc sz’ bods. Ity
50 be that what the nfat mconscionsly deies s ot physicl contactper s bt signs of
afction, tndermes, or securiy, in Which case we have furhr reason for hesiang 1o
characeiz i wants s cloarly sexual. The ftent o ou response o e baby is ofen he
snowing of afecion no the pure physical coiact o that ou defntion it of cion
which il sesual desice o e part of e agensdoes ot captre uch sctions, whatever
e s of the baby. (1 it i i 0 harsceizeour s 5 sexual a well, e 5
clerty no problem e for my analysi) The same can b said of signs of afecion (o i
some cltres polite recting) among men or women: these coraily need not be
romosesual when he et 35 ol to showe Fiendip, something exnsc o lan sex
tongh valable when added ot

Our deinition of sex i tems o the dsivefo plysical conact may apper 00 BT
m that 2 person’s personaliy, mot merely her or ki body, may be sexully smactive to
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‘mother, and in that looking or conversing in 3 certsin way can be sexual in 3 given comtext
it bodily contact Neverhales, 5 2t 1h Contetsof one's houghts per 52 i 12
sexually appeaing, bt one's personalcy 25 embodied i carain mammars of bebavier
‘Furhermore, i 2 person i semally amracted by snothr’ prsouali, be o she willdesie
‘20 fust furter consersaion,but acual seual contac. WhileIooking o or comvrsng i
someons can be ferpreted 2 seusl i given comexts i 550 when itnded a5 prliminary
o, a0 henceparsiic upon, elementlsexul e Voyenriom or viewing  porogaphic
movi qualifies s  sexual sy, bt enly a5 n imaginative substinte for the real thing.
(thervise 3 devation from the nom 2 expressed i our definiion). The sam is we of
e e —

Thst the il defmiion indictes a st an ngredient of sesual desie and actiiy s
00 cbrios t srzue. Ve ll Enow ks s i, o et i obvions cases, ad do st md
philosophers o el s My prefimiary analsis s mean 0 5erve 2 3 conTast 0 whatsex s
20, 2 Teast, mot necessarly. T concanrate pon he physcally manifosed desie for
snother's body, a2 1 ke 33 cenal he smmmersion in the physical PR of ones o
exitnce and atenion o the physical embodimentof e ther. O may deiveploasrs i
2563 4t from exprssing cotain felings 10 one's parer or from wareness f the ariude
of ones parer but sesual dsie s essentilly desice for physicl contct SSIE it is 3
oty desize fo e body of anthe that dominates our mental i fo mor or less il
periods. Traditions wrtings wer corect o emphasize the parely physical o animalaspact
ofsex; they wore wrong ouly i condemaing it Thischaracterizaion of s 25 a0 nensely
Plessuab physcal actviy and acute physicaldesie may seem 10 some 0 captre oaly i
barestlevel. But it worh distingushing and focusng upon s least commen denominstor
1 order 1o 2void he fle views of sexual moraliy and perversion which emerge fom
inking that s is esentily something el

n

We may tam then to what sex is 50, 10 the arguments regarding supposed concepral
Consecions betwesn sex snd other sciviies Which it & necessy o concaprually
dstinguih. The mars comprehensibl stemp o buld  extaneous puose i the
act dntifie hat prpose s rproduction, s primary biologcal fncion While i may be
“patre's” prpose, it cnanly need not be o (e anslogy with sating, while somtimes
overoed, i perinen hre). While tis entficaton may once have had 1 raonal basis
hich slso groundad the idenicaion of i vl a5d moraliy of sx Wi tha sppicable
o reproduction snd chilirerin, th development of contracepion rendered the connecion
sk Methods of conscepion are b now so familar2nd 30 Sadely wsed that i is ot
‘nscessary t el pon th changes WTough by hese deveIopments i the Concep o 525
el 2 n 2 raional sexul iic dependent pon tat concep. T the past e eve present
possibiliy of childen rendered the concepts of sex nd sexul movalic different o s
requied st presen. There may be good reasons, fhe presnce and car of bt moer and
b e beneicial to childrn, fo esicing rerodcion o maiage. Lasofe 55 socery
2  legtiute role i protecting childrn'snerests, it may b justified i giving martiage 3
legal satus, altsongh this guestion s compicted by th fact (smong othrs) tha children
‘oo 0 single mothass deseve 5o peslis. In sy cas, e poist e i iy hat hese
quasions e imlevan s the present tine o tose regarding the morly of ex snd i
posentil social reglaion..

105 obvious that he desire for s is ot necesarly 3 desie o reprodace, ht he
peyehologica manifeion has bacome, i t e notshvays, distinct from s bioogicl
roots. There are many parallels,a prviowly mensoned, with other naoal fancions. The
plessures of eating and exerciing are o  lrge extnt independent of hei roles i
‘mouihumen o heah (s th k- food ndustry discovered wih 2 vengeanc). Despite e
bvious parallel with s, there i Sl  tendency for many o ik that s acs which an
e seprodicive s, i ot more morl or Jss dmnors, ¢ ekt more panl These
categories of moraliy 2nd “natarlngs” or nomaality, re 21 1 be iencified i each
oter 5 il b agued bl andneither i applicble o s by i of i comnecion
reproduction. T tendency o ensfy reproduction s the concepaaly connecteden of s
s most prevlen now i he proouscements of e Catholic church. There e assumed
anaysis i clary ted o 3 resvicive sexmal moralit according 0 Which acts become
mnors a8 sl e they v st oated toweds eprodicion, s moraliy Whi
s independent roos in e Chrisian sexual ehic 3 i drives from Paul Howere, e
metns-end analysis s 0 genrae 2 consitent sexual et homosexual and oral-genil
sox i condemned while Kissing or caressing, <t eqully unlikly o lead i themselves 1
Semilzaon, sven when popery charsceized s sl sccordin to oo de s, s ot

m

‘Before iscussing furher relations of mesns-end amlyses o e or nconsistent seal
hics s concets of parvesion, 1t to ot exanpls of thes snalyses. On comman
position views sex as essentially an expression of love or affection between the parmers. Ttis
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‘enenlly recognized that there are other types of love beides sexua, bt sex el is taken
25 2m exprsson of one type, sometimes tepmed “romantc” love. Variows facors again
onght o wesken this deniicaion. Fist hreare e pes oflove besides it which s
approprise to express sexuall, and “romantic” love ielf can be expressed i many oher
vy, am ot denyin tat s can ks on Beightened valus and mesning when i bacomes
2 vehicefo he expresion of felings f loveor tederses, but 50 can many e usally
mundan acivites such 1 geting up ay to make breakfst on Sundy,cleaning the hows,
55 5 0n Second e sl s b us o Conmicate many the smorion besides ove,
204, 25Tl arue el can communicte noing i paricular and sl be good sex.

On 2 deepr level,an inernl ension is bound t0 reslt fom an dentfication of sx,
which T have described 25 8 hysical peychologica desie, with Iove 5 2 ong-term, dep.
emononsl selstionsip berwsen o ndivduals As s type of rlsionshp, ko it
pemmancat at lestn et and mors o less exchsive. & mommalperson camaot dsply o
e than e idividuals even i  fetime. We may be suspicious that those ko aempt
o claim 9 Jove sy love them weakly f st sl ¥e, fesing semual desics can sre i
reation 03 variery of odher individuls one s sexully awactive. It may even be, 35
come have climed, tat sesual dsive i humans aaly seeks varey, while i it
abviouly flse oflove. For s resson, monogmons sx, even f fustifid,almost hways
sepresents & saifice or the sxescise of selfcourol on the par of the spouses, while
monoganons love sesesly doss not. There i 5o sch thing s sl love in th seas i
hich T ot th e “love. It my occasonaly appen st s spous flls deeply i e
it somconeele (especally when sex s conceived i trms of o), but s 5 relaiely
o i compaisn t pssing sexual deives for others; and whle e fomer ofen ndictes
a weskmess ot i the maragerlatin, the I doss .

16 ove s indeed more exchusive in s objects than § sexal dsive, s explans why
hose who view sex 25 essntally an expresion of love would again tnd o hold 3
reprssive or resuicave sexual ahic As i the case of reproduction, there may be good
ressons for reserving the ol commisment of dep Iove o the comext of mariage and
family—he nommal perscnality may ot witsund addional divsons of ulimate
Commimsent and allsgance. There i no quesion that mariage 2 s bst sustained by 3
dsep relation of Iove and affction; 04 even if love s not nanrlly monogamows, the
‘benefits of family i o chldren provide addonal resson to void seious commments
elsewtere which weaken family s, It can be argusd simialy that monogamons 25
Suengihens famiis b resuicing and at the same time guanteing 2 ouler fo sexual
dssice in mamisge. But thre s more forcs o the srEnent tht recogation of & clesr
isincion beween sx and love in sociey would hlp avoid disasrons marages which
el fom sdolscen coufusion o the o when sexul deieis mistaken o parmsnest
love, and eould wesken dsnaging ealousies hich arse i mariages i elation o pssing
semal desies. The love and sfecion of & soumd mamige censisy G fom the
adolescent omantic varies, which i ofien 2 mere substiote for s in the Context of 3
repressvesexual e

In fac, e rsriciv sexual eficted 1 he mens-and anlysis i erms of ove again
sl 0 b consisten At lest, it has o besn apied consisteny, bt forms part of
dosble stndard which hsscomailed the fesdom of women. It  pradicabl n gkt of tis
history i some women woud nore advocste using sex 35 mother kind of means, 5 3
poliical weapon or 25 & way o incresse wjusly deied power and fresdom. The
nconsistency in the sexual ahic ypcally atached o the sex love analyss, according 1
which it hasgenerlly b aken with 2 ran f sl when applied to men, i simply amoher
exampleofthe impossbls of tloing  lausible moral theory i s ara 2 conception
of sex which buds i concepraly exaneons factrs.

Tam no sggesting her hat sex gt nver t beconnectedwith love ottt 52002
‘more significant ad valuable aciviy when 3t 5. Nor am T denying that individals need
ove 25 much 25 s 0 pehaps emosonaly seed a Ieast one complee elonship which
encompasses bt st 5 e ca express Iove and ake on Beightened significance when &
doss, 0 love i often naraly sccompanied by an iterminent desie o sx.But agai ove
15 ccompanid spproprisly b desives for thr shared actities 2 well. What makes the
s for s sem more el Connactd with love i the iy which s s 0 b2 8
sl foue of sl sex . Like Iove, 56 i beld 0 Lay e b peychologically 55
el 2 physically. Sex s unquestionsby incimat, bt beyond that he pychalogical ol
ofen stsched may be 8 foncion of e esicve semal e sl rther tan s egitmate
apology for it The ftimacy iavolved i love s piychologically consuming in 2 gserally
eattny ey, il he peychological ol ofsexul relations, often ncuding embarrasment
252 comelate of inimacy, are 00 oftn theresult of aifical sexual eics and taboos. The
{mtimacy ovolved i bo o sud e i it i sy s i gt f previons pos
PR -——
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1 Bave now criicoed various types o anlyssshaing o sggesting 3 commen means-end.
Som. T Bave suggetedtht snalyses of this fom et 0 gt o st mors o sl
510 that which Il some purpose o fuction exraneons o basic seual desite. The
samptstobrand foms ofsex utide th idalizad models s mmorsl o pervred it
achieve conssency wih intuiions tht they themsalves do o sty question. The
seproducive sodel brand orsl-genial sex 8 deviion b canaot accoust for Kising or
Bolding hands; the communication sccount hold voyeuism o be parerad but camaot

e sexlove model makes most sexual desive seem dograding o base. The it nd last
condemn extramarial sox. on the s bt elevant rounds that reproducion ad desp
commioment ae best confined 1o family contrts. The romanicizaton of sx and 1
confusion of sexal dsive it love operte in bosh drecions: s ouide he contest of
somamic love i rpresed; once it s reressd, partues becoms more Gl 0 ind nd.
sexbecomes remanticized futher, out of poporio s el valo for e ndividual.

What all tese amiyses share in addiion 0 3 common fom 15 accordance wih and
peshsps drivaion from the Plstoni-Chiisian morsl rditon, sccorisg fo which 2
animal o pely physicalelement of amans st sourceof masoaliy, nd plan sex in e
sens  defined i i a expression oftis clment, hnce i 5l o be condonzed. Al e
snsyses examined seem t sk 8 distancefom sl deiv el i sempring o xend
Concepeualty beyond e physical. The lve and communicasions aualysessek reinement or
melectulzation of th desre; plain physicl sex becomes alga, and o0 susightforsard
Sexual enconnters withoutan sua f respecabl carbral communicaive contnt r o be
svoided. [Roben] Slomon explicily argues that ex camno be 3 “mare” sppee, his
argument being that f it were, subay exhibiioiom and other lgar forms would be
Plesing® This fals t recogaize that semual desivecan b focusd o selctive a e same.
time 25 bing physical. Lower animals are not acvacted by every ofhr member of her
epscie, et Rancid food forced dowsone' throat st plesin, bt tht cenaialy fls
o show that hunger s mot 2 physical appece. Sexul desre Lets us now it e are
Phsical beings and, ndeed, amimals s 5 why radiional Platoni mraly i so orough.
in s condemnstion Mesns-and analyses coninu o relc thi Uadiion, sometimes
unitingy. They show tht in concepralizing se it is sill e, despiteyears of so-
Called revolaion i thi e, fs ouselvss o the lngeing suspicion tat plais s 55
‘phsice dsice i exprsson ofour “lowarselves,” it vising 0 o sl et 5
JEC——

Hiaving crticizad thse analysesfo e sesual ehics nd concepts of perversion they mply,
S remans 0 conast my ccoumt slong these ines. To the question of what moraliy might
o mplied by my anlyss th s i that there e o ol mpliaions whatever Az
analyss of sex which imputes 2 moral characir 056 a6 in thamslves i Swong fo hat
sesson. Thee i o meraly ininic t0 sex, akthough geneal moral s Sppl 10 e
eament ofoers i sex acts s they apply ool uman relacions. We can spesk of sl
‘ic s e can speak of a business eic, witont implying ha busines  iSel i ider
mral o imimoralor tht special uls are requrd o e business pracce which are ot
deed rom rles hat aply elsewhere 25 el Sex § not i ielf 8 moal caegory,
though e bsines it mcarisly places s ot relaions i odhers in which moral e
sppy. I givs us oppormsiy o do it i ofhervis recogizad 3 WO, fo AT ke,
dceivethom or manipulte thm againstthei el st 2 he fact that an 2 semal i
el nver renders it wrong o s o s Songnes it wrong on e grounds (exual
acts towards minors are wrong on otber grounds, s il b argued belo), 50 50 Wong A<k
510 b excusad becaus done o s sexul motive, i of pssion” i 0 e excused,
i ol have 0 be on grounds of tamporary insanity ather than sexal contet (vhether
msaniy doss consius  lgitmate excuse fr corain actions i 100 big 2 oic 0 argue
ere). Serual mosives are among cers which may become deranged, and he fact ht ey
o el b no basing i 56 o th morl character whsthr v or 5oy, of
he acions derving from then. Whiteves migh be tre of W, s cortiny okt case
P ——

Our st conclusion regarting moraliy and sex i threfore tht 50 conduct ofbrwse
mmora should be excused because i is semual conduct, and nohing . sex 5 immoral
‘s condemna by rles which pply elsewhre 2 well. Th st clause requirs frer
Claifcation. Sexuel conduct can be govemmed by paricla s relating ouly 0 8% el
‘Bt teseprecepts mast b implied by general moral s when these 2 spplid 0 specfic
sexual rlaions or tpes of conduct. The sam is e of rules of i busnes, ehical
medicine, o courtesy i drving & . It s case, paclar acts o s rosd sy b
reprhensile, uch s algating or passing onth ight,which seem o bear o esemblance
a5 acions to any s the contet of highvey safry. Neverheless ther immoraly
drves from e factthar he plce thers indanger, 2 crcumstance which, when avidable,
510 b condennad n sny comtet. This srctrs of gnsrl snd specificly sppliceblerles
describes 3 reasomable sexual ethic 25 wel. To take an extreme case,rape s always 2 sexual
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act and tis always immoral. A rule against rape can therefore be considered an obvious part
of seual moraliy which ha no bearing on nonserual condoct. But the mmmorliy of e
denves from s being sn exeme violtion of & parsows body, of e gkt not © e
umilised, 2nd of the general moral probition against wing odher prsons against helr
il o fom the fct s 2 semal act.

The spplcaion esewbire of general moral mles 1 sexual condoc s futer
complicaed by the fac hat i will b rlatie  the pariculr desies and prefrences of
‘one'spartr s may b nfnenced by an hence i some sense nchd msguided belies
about secual moralic el his means thas therewill e for speciic e i he ara of
sexual ahics han i ot areas of onduct, such 2 drving cars, whare the relaivRy of
prefrence i ielvant t the prokibiion of objectiely dangerous conduct. More reliane.
Sl e t be placed pon the genera moral e, whic i i rea Bolds simply it e
prefcence,desis, and ntrets of ones atue o ptenil prtues oughi f be taken nto
sccount. This e is carinly no specificaly ormlated t gover sexal rlations; i 5 3
fomm of the contral priacile o meraly islf. Bt when applid 0 3%, t proibisscoan
acion,sch 2 molestationofchildre, whichcannor b categoraad a5 violaions of e il
‘it a e same time beng clasifie a sexual T beleve tis st case i he closest .
an come 1 an acion which s wrong because it s sexual, bt even hee s Songes 5
et charactroad a deriving fom he devasental efects such behavior can have o e
futre emotionl and sesual e of the naive victims, and o he act hat such behavier
hrefreimvlves manipultion of nocent person withoutregard fo thi erests. Heace,
s case sl nvolvs violation of & general mora rle which aplis elsewhere 3 well.

Aside from fauky concepual analyses of sex and th nfuence of he Platonc moral
oadition, ther s o smor plsible resons fr thinkin tht thre sne mors dimensions
minsic 10 30 cts per se. The st i hat such acts are mommally el pleasuable
According t0 4 hedonsic, unlfaian meral heory they hrefoe shoud be 2t least prima.
e morally ight rather than moraly nevral i hemselves. To me s seoms ncomect ad.
relscts unfvorably on e thical theory i quesion. The plessare ininic f 505 65 i 3
‘200, but o, i scems 252, 3 go0d with mach posive meral significance. Corinly L can
e 5o duty to pursue sch pleasure mysel,and while it may b nie o give pleaine of
any form  other, thre i o edicl requiement to o 50, given my rght over my own
ods: The exception elte o the context of ex st themssles, when one e deives
Plessrefrom e ther and ought 1 e th fvor This dury o recprocatetakes s ot of
he domatn of hedonisic wliarinism, howeves, and o 2 Kantian moral Samerork,
conal prnciples of which call for fust such recprocit i uman elstons. Siace
ndependent mora udgments regarding sexual actiities constiose oneara in which eical
heoies et be tead, these Gbservaons indcate e, 33 1 beieve oters ndicte
Clsevtore, the farity of the Kanian 35 opposed o the ualiarsn, prnciples i
reconsrucing ressoned mora consciousaess.

It may apper from s liermative Kansian viewpoiat that sexal acts st b at Joast-
prima facie wrong in themselves. This i becawse hey mvarialy nvolea diffrent stages
the mampulsion of one’s parmar for one’s own pléssus, which might sppE 10 b2
probibitd on th formmlation of Kant'spraciple which holds tat one ought ot 10 reat
anoter 55 & means to such privte ends. A more redliic rendering of s formulaton,
Boreeve, one which recogises s ntended eqivalence o he st wmiversalizabiiy
priciple, admit 2o such sbiohte probibiion. Many buman relaion, most sconemic
wansacions for exampl, involve wing other individuals for peronal beneit These
reationsar immora ol when thy are onesided, when the beneits ae not muml, ox
‘when the ransacions re ot Sesly and ratonally ndorsed by al parties. The same holds
e of sexus acts. The cental priciple goveming them is the Kantian demand for
reciprociy in sexual rebaions. T ordr 1 comply i the second formlaton of e
Categorical imperaive, one must recogaze the subjecvity of on's parue (s merely by
being aroused by erorbis desr, 2 [Thomas] Nagel describes). Even i anact which by i
‘s bjectifes” the othr, e ecogaizes  parter 258 subec i domands and dsies
by yieding o hose desie, b allowing oneelf o be & seusl bject 25 well, by gving
Pletsre o ensring it he pleasre of the acts are mural 1t 5 tis kind of recprocy
which forms the bsi for moraliy i s, which disinguishes right cs from wrong in s
10 25 i othrs. (OF course, prie 1 52x 4t one must gauge her effcts upon potntal
parmers and ke these longer ange ntersts o sccount)

Vi

T smggested caler it in adivion to generatng confsion regarding e rightmess or
mongess of sex acs, flse Concepral aalyses of the mesns-nd fomm cavse confusion,
sbout e valueof s o the il My account recogize e saisfacion of dsite nd
heplasure s brings a5 the conral pychological famcion o h s actfr th diidual
Sex afords s  pradigm ofpleasre, bt ot 2 comerstons ofvaue. For most o us s not
only 2 nesdad our fr desire bt a1 the most ejoyabl form ofrecreation e ks I
alue i neverhelss ey mistaken by being confused with hat of o, when it taken 55
ssenialy an expresion oftat emotion. Athongh ens, e pleasres of s rebrief ad.
sepeitve rthe than comalative. They give Vel 0 the specilc acts which geneat them,
bt mot the lastine kind of value which erhances one's whole life. The briefess of these




image6.png
‘pleasures contributes to their intensity (or perhaps their intensity makes them necessanly
s, but it o relegates the o the periphery of mostrtonal plans forthe good e

By conast love tpicll develops over 2 g tem relation; il s plesses may be
s itense and physical, ey are of more Cumalaive value. The imporance ofove 0 the
ividua may well e cemusl in  rsionl system of vaue. And i s pethaps n even.
deper moal sgniicance relting 10 he idenicaion wihth irestsof another peron,
which broadens ne'spossilerelaionships it oers 2 ll. Marage s sgan imporiant
i praseving i rlsion betsen sdits snd children, which seems 3 mport t the
aduls 3 it i to the childen i broadening concems which have 3 tndency 0 become
selfs, Sexual desire, by conast i dsivefr modher which i neerteless essenally self
regoding. Sexual plessare i cerinly a good fo th indvidul, and for many it may be
necessary in order for them 1o famcion in 2 essonsbly cherfl exy. But it bors lile
rlstion 0 those oter vauss st discused, 0 which some analyses fulsely suggest 3
concepeual connacion

v

While il anayais acks moral implications i €2 i should, i doss suggest by
contas & coscep of sexual pervrsion. Siacs the Coscept of perversion i el # sexasl
concepe, i wll always be defned relaive 1 some defiion of nommal sex; and 2my.
concepeion of te zomm wil mply 2 conpary moden of pervese forms. The concapt
uggestd by my account aain diffrs harply from those mplied by th meansnd alyses
‘xamined sbove. Perversion dos not represent 2 dviaion rom s reprodctive function,
(o ising would b pervrt), from a oving elionsip (or most sexul desive and many
eterosexual acts ol b perered), o fom efficeny i communicating (o mnccessil
saducton atemyes would be pervensd). e i 2 deviason from 2 nomm, but he nomm &
queston is merly sttisical. OF couse, ot al sesual acts that are satsicaly wusual re
pervenad—a sareeour comtinuons semual ac would be wmwal bt not necessarly
abmommal in th requise sense. The sbaormaliy in quston must et o e orm f 56
decire e i oder o constete sexal pervrson; for exampl, desire,no forcomact i
another, but for merely lockin, for harming or being hamed, for comact with items of
Clotsing. Thi concep of sexual shaomnaliy is tht suggestad by my dfiiion of soal
e i e of s typicl dsive. Horever not ] unusul deies qualf s, ouly those
it th ypical physica sesual efects o the ndividual weho saisfies them, These ofects,
such 2 recion n males, e o bult a0 the ariginaldefnition of s i tems f sexual
i, fo thy do mot vy oczar i i hat s properly charscenized s sesual,
say ising forth pleasue of it Butthey do seem 10 bear 2 close oot he defiitin.
of sciviies s parvened. (For those who considr oy genita ex sexul, e could bld
such symptoe oo  namorwe defntio, then speaking of sex i broad seme 35 well 25
“proper”sex)

Solomon and Nagel disaree with s sasstical noon of pervrsion. For tham the
concepe i evaoativ rathr than saisical. T do ot deny that the trm “perverd” i ot
s evalutivel (s pisely xmouvely for st mater), o ht i B § EESE Commotanon
for the sverage spese. T do deny that we can i 2 norm, e than tht of sisically
‘wual desic,aganst whic al and ol acivites that properly count 2 sexal pervenions
can be conasted. Pervetd sex i simply sboormal sex, and f the mowm i 20t 10 b2 .
delized o omanticized exansons end o puposs it st xpres the way human sesaal
e vl it themslves, OF conrs ot ll s e s of discore ad
e staisical i i way. Physical bl is 2 example of 2 relatvely clea nom which does
5t seen to depend pon the musbers of belty piople. But te concet i s case
achieves it clary trough the compecion o physial healh with ot cleatly desiable
phsica fanctons and charactrsics, for example, lving loage. T the case ofsex, tat
‘which i staistically shaomal ot pecesarly ScapacAng in ihe ey, nd Yo hese
bmormal desires withsecual effcts pon e subjctdo count 25 perverted  the degee 1o
‘which this abjects devate fom usul ons. The onaosation ofthe concept of pervrsion.
berond those comnected with shacmmality or satiical deviation derve more from the
atitdes of o ikl to call cean scs paveted then fom specifisle festrs of the
act hemselves. Thessconnoration 344t the concep o sbnormality that of subnormaliy,
bt thre i 50 o aganst which the It can be megsred eIBg i accord with Al
and only acts ey called pervered.

Tue aty proper evaluave noms reaing t s avolve dgreesof plasie n he acts
o o, bt neithr of thes sl oincides with sl degess of shaomnay,
acconding to which perversion 5 1o be mewwed The tres paametrs opers
dependenty (i was impliedfor the fst o when it was beld sbove tha he leasure of
sex i 2 good, but ot necessaty 2 moral good). Pervend sex may be more or lss
enjoyable to pariculrindividuals tan normalsex, ad moreor s moral, dpending upon
e paricla reations involved. Rapin & sheep may be more pervend than 1apng 3
woman, bu conaaly ot more condemasble merall’ It is neverteless e that the
evatuaive conmotations raching o th tem “pervered” drive parly from the fac that
most pople consider pervered sex highly immoral. Mary such act are orbidden by long
sanding aboos, and i sometimes diffical (0 disiaguih what s orbidden fom what 5
mmoral. Othes, sch 2 sadisic s, ae gnviney immra, bt agin ot ll because of




