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PEDOPHILIA. Pedophilia is sexual attraction some adults feel toward children that may 
lead to adult-child sex. The word is also used to refer to the practice of adult-child sex. In 
contemporary Western societies, the subject is highly contentious and fraught with strong 
feelings. The strength of the feelings is readily explained by concern for the welfare of chil- 
dren and for their healthy, unimpeded development. But it also reflects a set of stereotypes 
of pedophiles that for the most part are not borne out by the facts. These feelings are com- 
pounded by the distaste for and moral censure of sexual perversion. In contemporary West- 
em societies, adult-child sex is both generally morally condemned and prohibited by law. 

While there is considerable psychological and sociological literature about pedophilia, 
philosophers working in the philosophy of sex have given relatively little attention to the 
subject. As pedophilia is seen as a paradigmatic case of sexual perversion and is generally 
viewed with strong moral revulsion, it might have been expected to generate more philo- 
sophical interest. Yet only a handful of philosophers have discussed it in some detail 
(Ehman; Frye; Kershnar; Primoratz; Spiecker and Steutel). The subject has received exten- 
sive coverage in the media since the 1980s. But most publicized instances of pedophilia 
have been cases of (alleged) sexual interactions between adults and children within fami- 
lies or in educational or child-care institutions. These cases of pedophilia are compounded 
by incest or by violation of a relationship of care, trust, or authority. Here we are con- 
cemed only with pedophilia as such. 

The contentious nature of the subject is reflected in the loaded terminology employed 
both by advocates of pedophilia and by its opponents. Its advocates tend to refer to pe- 
dophilia with the terms "cross-generational sex" or "intergenerational sex,'' which erase 
the distinction between sex involving. adults belonging to different generations and sex in- 
volving an adult and a child. This terminology is misleading, because the former need not 
raise any moral worries, while the latter is generally considered gravely morally wrong. On 
the other hand, those who think that pedophilia is morally unacceptable tend to use terms 
such as "child molestation7' or "child sexual abuse." This usage does not facilitate, but 
rather forecloses, rational discussion about the nature and moral and legal status of pe- 
dophilia, since it assumes that all sex between an adult and a child is necessarily molesta- 
tion and abuse, that is, morally wrong and harmful to the child. Both types of terminology 
are best avoided. If the issue is not to be prejudged, it needs to be couched in neutral lan- 
guage, such as "adult-child sex" or simply "pedophilia." 

"Pedophilia" has a narrow and a wide sense. In its wide sense it means sex between an 
adult and a minor and accordingly includes pederasty and ephebophilia. These are varieties 
of male homosexuality but differ from the type dominant in modem Western societies, in 
which both parties are adults. Pederasty is sexual attraction of adult males to boys in their 
mid-teens and sex with them. A pederast is attracted to the transient, androgynous quality 
that boys display in their mid-teens and lose by the end of puberty, when (in biological, 
although not in psychological and social terms) they reach manhood. An ephebophile, in con- 
trast, is attracted to, and has sex with, postpubertal, sexually mature, highly virile youths. 

In its narrow sense, "pedophilia" refers to sexual attraction of adults to prepubescent and 
pubescent children and sexual contact with them. Thus it includes pederasty but not 
ephebophilia; the end of puberty is the demarcation line. Obviously, given the differences 
in biological, psychological, and social development of prepubescent and pubescent chil- 
dren, on the one hand, and adolescents, on the other, even if ephebophilia gives rise to 
moral misgivings, they are not as strongly felt nor as widespread as those generated by 
Pedophilia, narrowly understood. Our concern here is only with the latter. 
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In addition to terminological problems, discussions of pedophilia are often plagued by 
an array of factually inaccurate but widely accepted beliefs. (On these stereotypes of pe- 
dophilia, see Plummer, "Pedophilia"; Righton.) The pedophile is portrayed by the media 
and is imagined by the public to be a "dirty old man." He is envisaged as a stranger to the 
child who intrudes sexually on the child by means of force or deceit, the intrusion culmi- 
nating in coitus. The experience the pedophile imposes on the child is assumed to be 
painful, frightening, and traumatic and to inflict serious and long-term psychological dam- 
age on the child. These stereotypes explain why pedophilia is "the most hated of all sexual 
variations" (Plummer, "Progress," 130). Yet, for the most part, they are not empirically 
confirmed. Most known pedophiles are indeed men. They are not, however, always old 
men but are spread over the entire age range. Typically, they are not strangers to the chil- 
dren involved. They are more likely to be family members or other adults from the imme- 
diate social surroundings of the children. The sex act is rarely forced on the child. The act 
committed is rarely sexual intercourse; the most characteristic activities are kissing, touch- 
ing, and fondling. As for the overall character of the experience for the child and its long- 
term effects, these are highly contested by researchers and professionals as well as by 
advocates of pedophilia and those who seek to provide a rationale for its moral condemna- 
tion and legal prohibition. 

According to the popular view of pedophilia, it is an unnatural or perverted sexual incli- 
nation and behavior. Nevertheless, in discussing its moral and legal standing, the topic of 
sexual perversion may be put aside. On some conceptions of sexual perversion, perverted 
acts are immoral, while other conceptions strip the term of its moral connotations. In the 
context of the traditional Judeo-Christian understanding of sex as geared to procreation, 
adult-child sex appears unnatural and perverted, and therefore also wrong, because it is not 
of the sort of sexuality that, under normal circumstances, can be procreative. But this un- 
derstanding of sexual perversion is plagued by the oft-canvassed difficulties of ascribing a 
natural purpose or function to sex (Priest, 363-67). Moreover, most of those who hold pe- 
dophilia morally unacceptable do so for reasons that have nothing to do with its being non- 
procreative. 

For example, for Roger Scruton sexual perversion is any deviation from sexual desire 
that is directed at another human being as the embodied person he or she is. Because it 
fails to relate to the full personality of the other, perverted sexuality is "morally contarni- 
nated," This applies to the pedophile, whose sexual interest does not focus on the body of 
a mature person but rather on the body of "the prelude to the person" (Scruton, 295-98). 
However, as Scruton's critics have argued, his account of human sexuality is best presented 
as an ideal rather than a sexual norm. As a result, sexual inclination and behavior that falls 
short of this (or any other) ideal is not plausibly depicted as perverted nor fairly judged 
with the severity a moral conception of perversion calls for (Primoratz, 30-3 1,54-55). 

On the other hand, if sexual perversion is understood in nonmoral terms-as only a sta- 
tistically abnormal sexual preference (Goldman, 284-87) or as deviation from prevailing 
sexual tastes (Margolis, "Perversion"; "Question," 297-300)-then the classification of 
pedophilia as a perversion is irrelevant to the question of its moral and legal standing. The 
same is true of the classification of pedophilia as a paraphilia, the concept that has 
replaced "sexual perversion" in contemporary psychiatry, precisely because it is free of the 
moral connotations usually associated with the latter. (On pedophilia as a "paraphilia," see 
the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of the American Psychiatric Association, 527-28.) 

There are several arguments advanced by advocates of pedophilia and meant to repeal or 
significantly circumscribe its moral condemnation and legal prohibition. One argument 
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harks back to the "Greek love" of boys and similar phenomena in other cultures (see Eglin- 
ton). The argument ascribes great educational value to the relationship between an adult 
male and the boy he takes under his wing and steers from childhood immaturity and de- 
pendence to maturity and adult responsibilities. Because this relationship is deeply per- 
sonal and is meant to initiate the boy into a range of adult practices, including adult sexuality, 
it also involves a sexual component. But the educational value of such a relationship may 
be doubted, in particular in contemporary Western societies. Whereas the educator's in- 
volvement with a young person is other-regarding, for the sake of the good of the young 
person, the involvement of the pederast is self-regarding, for he seeks to satisfy his own 
sexual desire (Spiecker and Steutel, 335). Be that as it may, this line of argument relates 
only to pederasty and is therefore of less interest than those arguments that apply to pe- 
dophilia in general. 

Another line of argument focuses on child sexuality. Contemporary opposition to pe- 
dophilia is said to be based on the view of prepubescent children as asexual. This view, 
which leads to denying children any sexual experience and excluding them from all dis- 
course about sex, is not mandated by the intrinsic nature of childhood, nor is it valid uni- 
versally, for all societies and all historical periods. This view of childhood sexuality is, 
instead, a relatively recent development in Western society. Defenders of pedophilia draw 
on the work of Philippe Aribs on the history of childhood. Aribs claims that medieval and 
early modern Western societies had no "idea of childhood," that is, no conception of child- 
hood as marked by a group of characteristics that set children apart from adults and en- 
joined their social segregation. On the contrary, children mingled freely with adults and 
tookpart in most areas of adult life. Nor were children sheltered from adult sexuality or de- 
nied sexual interests and activities of their own. It was only in the seventeenth and eigh- 
teenth centuries that the West "discovered" childhood as something different from 
adulthood, meaning that children were in need of separation from the social world of 
adults and of protection from many types of adult experience. In particular, children came 
to be seen as sexually innocent-lacking knowledge of and interest in sex-and in need of 
protection from exposure to adult sexuality (see Aribs, pt. I, chap. v). 

Defenders of pedophilia point out that this view of childhood as different from adult- 
hood in many important respects, and in particular as characterized by sexual "innocence," 
is at odds with what we have learned from Sigmund Freud (1856-1939) and his followers 
and from numerous empirical studies of human sexuality, including those conducted by 
Alfred Kinsey ([1894-19561; see Ehman, "Adult-Child Sex"; O'Carroll). Those who op- 
pose pedophilia may be captured by this dated notion of childhood innocence as well as by 
traditional morally derogatory approaches to sex: "[Tlhe [negative] attitude toward adult- 
child sex is the last unquestioned bastion of sexual puritanism" (Ehman, "Adult-Child 
Sex," 433). The dated notion of childhood as an asexual stage denies children experiences 
they seek and enjoy and choices they should have a right to make; it can be seen as another 
aspect of the oppression of children in our society. The view also hampers the normal sex- 
ual development of children: "Far from needing to be mature before having a sex life, an 
unthwarted sexual development helps lead to full sexual maturity" (O'Carroll, 154). 

Perhaps some still adhere to the pre-Freudian notion of childhood as a sexually innocent 
stage in life and therefore think of pedophilia as deeply wrong because it prematurely ini- 
tiates a child into sex, thus spoiling its natural, wholesome innocence. A variation of this 
view has been endorsed by Scruton. He does not claim that children are innocent, or at 
least not that they are entirely so. But he ascribes to adults a desire that children be inno- 
cent, which makes adults think of children as if they were innocent. Adults do not want 
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children to be introduced into the world of sex before the "age of innocence" has expired 
and accordingly lay down a strict prohibition of adult-child sex (296-97). However, one 
need not subscribe to the view of children as asexual or, in Scruton's terms, as incapable of 
sexual desire, to reject pedophilia. Rejecting pedophilia is compatible with acknowledging 
childhood sexuality, the benefits of starting sex education early, and adopting a fairly per- 
missive stand on the sexual play, exploration, and pleasure of children. There is an impor- 
tant distinction (which is obfuscated when "pedophilia7' is replaced by terms such as 
"cross-generational" or "intergenerational sex") between sexual play and exploration 
among children and sexual interaction between children and adults. Opposition to the lat- 
ter does not entail opposition to the former. 

Advocates of pedophilia claim that, rather than being harmful to children, pedophilia 
is beneficial to them, or could be but for the unreasonably negative stance of parents and 
society. The widespread belief that pedophilia is harmful, and seriously so, to a child's 
psychological well-being and development is ascribed to stereotypes and flawed studies. 
Research on pedophilia tends to be based on clinical and legal data. But cases of adult- 
child sex in which the child needs medical attention and those that reach the courts are 
cases in which the child is likely to have been harmed. It is not surprising that research 
drawing on such cases confirms the view of pedophilia as harmful to children. The re- 
sults of such research cannot be accepted as valid for the entire population of children 
who have been sexually involved with adults. This problem is compounded by the failure 
of pedophilia research to differentiate clearly, if at all, between cases in which the adult 
used force or put pressure on the child and cases in which no force or pressure was ex- 
erted. Yet it is likely that whatever harm is caused by adult-child sex is going to be 
caused in cases of the former type, while cases of the latter type may be harmless. Fi- 
nally, research does not distinguish clearly, or at all, between the direct harm of pe- 
dophilia, that caused by the sexual encounter or relationship itself, and the indirect harm 
brought about by the harsh condemnation of pedophilia by society's morality and its 
laws and the drastic reaction of parents and others to the child's sexual involvement with 
an adult. If pedophilia is to be morally condemned and legally prohibited because it 
harms children, the argument should be based solely on direct harms. To prop up the ar- 
gument against pedophilia by invoking indirect harms is to make it circular. For these 
reasons, defenders of pedophilia fault the vast majority of existing adult-child sex re- 
search. They also cite studies that lead to a different conclusion, that in cases of adult- 
child sexual involvement in which (1) the child had no negative feelings toward the adult 
to start with, (2) the adult did not use force or coercion, and (3) there was no trauma of 
discovery or a shocked response by parents or society, the relationship was evaluated as 
positive by the child and did not seem to have caused significant, long-term harm (see 
Burton; Tsai et al.). 

Critics reply that many studies that defenders of pedophilia appeal to are also flawed. 
Since they are based solely on cases of ongoing adult-child relationships (see Sandfort), 
the results of these studies are not representative of the relevant child population. In an on- 
going relationship that is not maintained by force or coercion, it is not surprising that the 
child should describe the relationship in favorable terms and should not show signs of be- 
ing harmed by it. However, not all research that fails to support the claim that pedophilia is 
harmful to children is limited this way. A critical review of over forty studies of the effects 
of adult-child sexual encounters on children points out the methodological limitations of 
those studies and reaches the "somewhat muted" conclusion that the widespread belief 
that adult-child sex has long-term harmful consequences for the child is not borne out by 
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evidence (Powell and Chalkley). The issue of harm can apparently not be settled either way 
at this stage and must await further empirical research. 

Yet another line of argument in defense of pedophilia focuses on the force or coercion 
purportedly employed by pedophiles and the corresponding lack of consent or willingness 
on the part of the children. Advocates of pedophilia argue that force or coercion is not typ- 
ically used by pedophiles and that the child often willingly participates in the relationship. 
Children are not incapable of making choices about sex, of consenting or expressing will- 
ingness or unwillingness to participate in sex acts with adults (Califia, 20). To be sure, the 
consent or willingness children express may fall short of the "informed consent" standard 
(commonly employed in medical contexts). But that standard is unrealistically high: Sex- 
ual choices and acts of many adults, too, do not measure up to it. How many adults actually 
know all they should know about the biological, psychological, and social aspects of sex 
and have a deep understanding of the nature and the entire range of consequences of their 
own sexual choices and acts? (See O'Carroll, 153.) Since nobody proposes to condemn all 
cases of sex between adults that do not satisfy the informed consent standard, and since the 
vast majority of sexual acts between adults and children are not imposed by force or coer- 
cion, but engaged in willingly by both parties, defenders of pedophilia argue that such acts 
should not be deemed wrong. The laws relating to pedophilia should be overhauled, too: 
Age-of-consent laws should be abolished, and problems arising in adult-child sex should 
be regulated mostly by civil, not criminal, law. (For a detailed proposal of law reform along 
these lines, see O'Carroll, chap. 6.) 

In response, it has been argued by opponents of pedophilia that a child's willingness to 
engage in sexual acts with adults-which defenders of pedophilia propose as an alternative 
to consent-is; for several reasons, suspect. The'fact that not all adults live up to the crite- 
rion of informed consent is not reason enough to conclude that it does not matter that chil- 
dren also fail to live up to it. Severely mentally challenged and psychotic adults aside, the 
sexual choices and acts of adults that are flawed according to a standard of informed con- 
sent are flawed contingently: An adult could have attained an appropriate level of knowl- 
edge of sex and a better understanding of his or her sexual options but has neglected to do 
so. But a child's position is different. Because of a child's limited experience and limited 
cognitive and emotional resources, a child's knowledge and understanding of sex are in- 
evitably very limited. Unlike a negligent adult, a child does not happen to have, but is 
bound to have, little knowledge and a poor understanding of the physical, psychological, 
and social aspects of sex. While only some adults are at a disadvantage in this respect, all 
children are. Hence the willingness of a child to engage in sex with an adult cannot be 
enough for such sex to be considered morally acceptable. 

There are further reasons for treating a child's willingness with caution. Advocates of 
pedophilia argue that the adult and the child can, and in many cases do, have a meaningful 
sexual relationship. They also claim that the relationship is often initiated by the child, not 
the adult, and that children act in seductive ways toward adults. But reports about such 
cases may indicate considerable misunderstanding brought about by a significant differ- 
ence in the way the adult and the child understand the same interaction. Research on chil- 
dren who willingly participate in sexual contacts with adults suggests motivation for an 
interaction different from that of the adults. The child seeks sympathy, affection, and love, 
while the adult is seeking sex. The acts of the child are mere horseplay, or expressions of 
curiosity, but the adult construes them as (provocatively) sexual. In a study of boys partic- 
ipating in pedophile relationships with men, Michael Ingram concludes that "though there 
may well be a meaningful relationship between a loving man and an unhappy child, 
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and . . . a sexual act takes place within the context of this relationship, nevertheless, the act 
is sexually meaningful only for the adult, not for the child" (184-85). 

Further, a child's willingness to participate in a sexual interaction with an adult is not 
sufficiently voluntary, since it is not sufficiently free. The willingness is solicited and then 
granted against a background of radical inequality of physical, psychological, and social 
resourcefulness and power. This inequality is acknowledged and reinforced throughout the 
process of a child's upbringing. As a result, children tend to defer to adults and find it dif- 
ficult to assert themselves against adults and to rebuff their advances. It might be objected 
that there is much inequality of power between adults, too, yet we do not take that as mak- 
ing their sexual activity insufficiently voluntary. But again, while only some adults have to 
manage their sexual lives in a position of gross inequality in relation to other adults, all 
children are in a position of greatly unequal power in relation to virtually all adults. Any 
willingness to participate in sex acts with adults expressed under these circumstances is se- 
riously compromised. 

While both philosophers (e.g., Primoratz) and psychologists (e.g., Finkelhor) have ar- 
gued in favor of moral and legal prohibition of pedophilia along the lines sketched above, 
others have advanced alternative arguments. Robert Ehman, who once defended pe- 
dophilia (1984), no longer does so (2000). He still rejects the view that adult-child sex is il- 
legitimate because a child cannot consent to it and the child's willingness to participate is 
seriously flawed. He agrees that the problem with pedophilia is that it is nonconsensual. 
But what matters, for Ehman, is not the actual consent of the child but the retrospective 
consent of the adult the child will become to the sexual interactions in which he or she is 
involved as a child. Adult-child sex is justified if the adult involved in the interaction has 
good reason to believe that when the child involved in it becomes an adult, he or she will 
retrospectively consent to that sexual encounter or relationship and will be justified in do- 
ing so because that consent will reflect his or her reasonable goals and values. If, when ex- 
ercising mature judgment, the adult the child became finds the act or relationship 
unacceptable, that means he or she had been taken advantage of. Ehman's conclusion is 
that for the most part adults cannot make the case that children will give justified retro- 
spective consent to adult-child sex when they come to consider it as mature persons. 
Therefore pedophilia is for the most part morally unacceptable ("What Really Is Wrong 
with Pedophilia?' 139). 

Ehman, however, does not explain why for the most part adults cannot make the case 
that children will give justified retrospective consent. Indeed, it is not clear how such an ar- 
gument is to be made. If the goals and values of the future mature person are sufficiently 
close to those of the present child, Ehman's proposed test of retrospective consent of the 
future mature person is in danger of collapsing into the test of consent of the actual irnma- 
ture person (a criterion that Ehman rejects). On the other hand, if the goals and values of 
the future adult are not of a piece with those of the child, but rather discontinuous with them, 
how can one predict what they are going to be? 

A different argument in support of moral condemnation and legal prohibition of adult- 
child sex portrays it as exploitative. (On exploitation see Mappes; Wertheimer, Exploitation.) 
For Spiecker and Steutel, in sexual exploitation one party uses another in such a way that 
the sexual interaction is profitable for one but at the expense of the second, or the benefit 
for the second is disproportionately small. This outcome is made possible by the condi- 
tions in which the parties agree to the interaction: One takes advantage of the destitute cir- 
cumstances or vulnerabilities of the other. Spiecker and Steutel argue that adult-child 
sex is always exploitative. The child either reaps no benefit or the benefit the child gets is 
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disproportionately small relative to that acquired by the adult. This occurs because the 
adult takes advantage either of the child's psychological vulnerabilities or the child's 
wretched situation, as happens in sex tourism to Third World countries (336-38). There are 
two difficulties with this position. One might not agree that all interactions in which one 
party gains much more than the other should be categorized and morally condemned as ex- 
ploitation (Wertheimer, Consent, 190-91, 219-20). And even if the adult in most cases 
gains much more from the sexual act or relationship than the child, should we grant that 
adult-child sex is morally legitimate in the atypical cases in which there is no disproportion 
in benefits gained? 

In another contribution to the philosophical literature on the subject, Stephen Kershnar 
rejects all the main nonconsequentialist objections to adult-child sex: the argument that 
this sex is invariably exploitative, the argument that children cannot consent and that their 
willingness is deeply suspect, and the retrospective consent argument. Kershnar sees sex as 
on a par with activities such as gymnastics and sports. If adults may legitimately partici- 
pate with children in these activities, provided the children are not harmed, even though 
children cannot give valid consent to these activities and their willingness is expressed un- 
der the same constraints as their willingness to have sex with adults, why should sex be any 
different? If sexual activity cannot be shown to be different, then the moral and legal stand- 
ing of pedophilia depends solely on whether it is harmful to the children. On this question 
the jury is still out. Yet even those who accept this view may want to adopt a presumption 
against adult-child sex as the best or safest policy. We do not know at present that adult- 
child sex as a rule inflicts serious harm on children. But neither do we know that it does 
not. We need to take into account that the psychological vulnerability of children is bound 
to enhance greatly any serious harm that might be inflicted on them. Therefore the most 
prudent and morally appropriate choice would seem to be to maintain our society's moral 
rejection and legal prohibition of sexual involvement of adults with children. 

In spite of its theoretical and practical importance, pedophilia has not received as much 
attention from philosophers as it deserves. The issues of its moral and legal standing are far 
from settled and await further philosophical and empirical investigation. In particular, the 
question of harm requires more, and more methodologically sophisticated, research. 

See also Bestiality; Bisexuality; Consent; Greek Sexuality and Philosophy, Ancient; Herdt, 
Gilbert; Incest; Paraphilia; Perversion, Sexual; Rape; Scruton, Roger; Sexology 

American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, 4th ed. 
[DSM-IV] Washington, D.C.: Author, 1994; Ariks, Philippe. Centuries of Childhood: A Social His- 
tory of Family Life. Trans. Robert Baldick. New York: Knopf, 1962; Burton, Lindy. Vulnerable Chil- 
dren: Three Studies of Children in Conflict. London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1968; Califia, Pat. 
''A Thorny Issue Splits a Movement." Advocate (30 October 1980), 17-24,45; Eglinton, J. Z. [W. H. 
Breen] Greek Love. London: Neville Spearman, 1971; Ehman, Robert. "Adult-Child Sex." In Robert 
B. Baker and Frederick A. Elliston, eds., Philosophy and Sex, 2nd ed. Buffalo, N.Y.: Prometheus, 
198443 1-46; Ehrnan, Robert. "What Really Is Wrong with Pedophilia?" Public Affairs Quarterly 
14~2 (2000), 129-41; Finkelhor, David. "What's Wrong with Sex between Adults and Children?" 
American Journal of Orthopsychiatry 49:4 (1979), 692-97; Frye, Marilyn. "Critique" [of Robert 
Ehman, "Adult-Child Sex"]. In Robert B. Baker and Frederick A. Elliston, eds., Philosophy and Sex, 
2nd ed. Buffalo, N.Y.: Prometheus, 1984,447-55; Goldman, Alan. "Plain Sex." Philosophy and Pub- 
lic Affairs 6:3 (1977), 267-87; Ingram, Michael. "Participating Victims: A Study of Sexual Offenses 
with Boys." In Larry L. Constantine and Floyd M. Martinson, eds., Children and Sex: New Findings, 
New Perspectives. Boston, Mass.: Little, Brown, 1981, 177-87; Kershnar, Stephen. "The Moral 



762 PEDOPHILIA 

Status of Harmless Adult-Child Sex." Public Affairs Quarterly 15:2 (2001), 111-32; Mappes, 
Thomas A. "Sexual Morality and the Concept of Using Another Person." In Thomas Mappes and 
Jane Zembaty, eds., Social Ethics, 4th ed. New York: McGraw-Hill, 1992,203-16; Margolis, Joseph. 
"Perversion." In Negativities: The Limits of Life. Columbus, Ohio: Merrill, 1975, 119-30; Margolis, 
Joseph. "The Question of Homosexuality." In Robert B. Baker and Frederick A. Elliston, eds., 
Philosophy and Sex, 1st ed. Buffalo, N.Y.: Prometheus, 1975, 288-302; O'Carroll, Tom. 
Paedophilia: The Radical Case. London: Peter Owen, 1980; Plummer, Kenneth. "'The Pae- 
dophile's' Progress: A View from Below." In Brian Taylor, ed., Perspectives on Paedophilia. London: 
Batsford, 1981, 113-32; Plurnrner, Kenneth. "Pedophilia: Constructing a Sociological Baseline." In 
Mark Cook and Kevin Howells, eds., Adult Sexual Interest in Children. London: Academic Press, 
1981, 221-50; Powell, Graham E., and A. J. Chalkley. "The Effects of Paedophile Attention on the 
Child." In Brian Taylor, ed., Perspectives on Paedophilia. London: Batsford, 1981, 113-32; Priest, 
Graham. "Sexual Perversion." Australasian Journal of Philosophy 75:3 (1997), 360-71; Primoratz, 
Igor. Ethics and Sex. London: Routledge, 1999; Righton, Peter. "The Adult." In Brian Taylor, ed., 
Perspectives on Paedophilia. London: Batsford, 1981, 24-40; Sandfort, Theo. The Sexual Aspect of 
Pedophile Relations. Amsterdam, Holland: PanISpartacus, 1982; Scruton, Roger. Sexual Desire: A 
Moral Philosophy of the Erotic. New York: Free Press, 1986; Spiecker, Ben, and Steutel, Jan. "Pae- 
dophilia, Sexual Desire, and Perversity." Journal of Moral Education 26:3 (1997), 331-42; Tsai, 
Mavis, Shirley Feldman-Summers, and Margaret Edgar. "Childhood Molestation: Differential Im- 
pacts on Psychosexual Functioning." In Larry L. Constantine and Floyd M. Martinson, eds., Children 
and Sex: New Findings, New Perspectives. Boston, Mass.: Little, Brown, 1981,201-16; Wertheimer, 
Alan. Consent to Sexual Relations. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2003; Wertheimer, Alan. 
Exploitation. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1996. 

lgor Primoratz 

ADDITIONAL READING 

Abel, Gene G., Suzann S. Lawry, Elisabeth Karlstrom, Candice A. Osborn, and Charles F. Gillespie. 
"Screening Tests for Pedophilia." Criminal Justice and Behavior 21: 1 (1994), 115-27; Alcoff, Linda 
Martin. "Dangerous Pleasures: Foucault and the Politics of Pedophilia." In Susan J. Hekman, ed., 
Feminist Interpretations of Michel Foucault. University Park: Pennsylvania State University Press, 
1996,99-135. Reprinted in P&S3 (500-529); Archard, David. Children: Rights and Childhood. New 
York: Routledge, 1993; Archard, David. "Exploited Consent." Journal of Social Philosophy 25 
(1994), 92-101. Reprinted in Leslie P. Francis, Sexual Harassment as an Ethical Issue in Academic 
Life. Lanham, Md.: Rowman and Littlefield, 2001,212-18; Archard, David. "The Limits of Consen- 
suality 11: The Age of Sexual Consent." In Sexual Consent. Boulder, Colo.: Westview, 1998, 116-29; 
Bancroft, John. (1983) "Child Sexual Abuse, Paedophilia and Incest." In Human Sexuality and Its 
Problems, 2nd ed. Edinburgh, Scot.: Churchill Livingstone, 1989, 689-708; Beauvoir, Simone de. 
(1959) Brigitte Bardot and the Lolita Syndrome. Trans. Bernard Frechtman. New York: Reynal, 1960; 
Belliotti, Raymond. "The Sanctity of Contract and the Horror of Exploitation" and "Tier 3: Sexual 
Exploitation." In Good Sex: Perspectives on Sexual Ethics. Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 
1993, 86-108, 201-5; Benatar, David. "Two Views of Sexual Ethics: Promiscuity, Pedophilia, and 
Rape." Public Affairs Quarterly 16:3 (2002), 191-201; Beny, Jason. (1992) Lead Us Not into Temp- 
tation. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2000; Bullough, Vern L. "History in Adult Human Sex- 
ual Behavior with Children and Adolescents in Western Societies." In Jay R. Feierman, ed., 
Pedophilia: Biosocial Dimensions. New York: Springer-Verlag, 1990, 69-90; Burgess-Jackson, 
Keith. "Statutory Rape: A Philosophical Analysis." Canadian Journal of Law and Jurisprudence 8: 1 
(1995), 139-58. Reprinted in HS (463-82); Califia, Pat. "Feminism, Pedophilia, and Children's 
Rights." In Public Sex: The Culture of Radical Sex. Pittsburgh, Pa.: Cleis Press, 1994, 136-47; De- 
nov, Myriam. "The Myth of Innocence: Sexual Scripts and the Recognition of Child Sexual Abuse 
by Female Perpetrators." Journal of Sex Research 40:3 (2003), 303-14; Dover, Kenneth. Greek 
Homosexuality. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1978. Updated and with a New 

postscript, IS 
Colo.: Westv 
£3. Baker and 
1984,447-5: 
Feminism, IS 
Philosophy 6 

POS2 (73-9: 
Hudson, 200 
can Cramer, 
Forbidden. Pli 
cations and I 
Women's La) 
Contemporal 
Defining Chi 
tasy in Ame~ 
and the Polil 
fending Inno 
Judith. Harn 
Minnesota P 
other Person 
McGraw-Hi1 
Reprinted in 
42 (March I 
Curiouser: ( 

17-30; Mun 
Literature. P 
York: Berkle 
sity of Illinc 
Trust or Autl 
sity of Chic2 
ization." Sol 
Affairs Qua 
133-43; Sar 
tlefield, 200 
ica. New Yc 
Dilemmas o 
Spiecker, Bc 
cational PIzz 
London: Bal 
Boston, Ma: 
Its Disconte, 
223-3 1 ; We 
Abusive Pric 
to Sexual R 

PERSOP 
is almost c 
jamin Frat 



PERSONIFICATION, SEXUAL 763 

Postscript, 1989; Ferguson, Ann. Sexual Democracy: Women, Oppression, and Revolution. Boulder, 
Colo.: Westview, 1991; Frye, Marilyn. "Critique" [of Robert Ehman, "Adult-Child Sex"]. In Robert 
B. Baker and Frederick A. Elliston, eds., Philosophy and Sex, 2nd ed. Buffalo, N.Y.: Prometheus, 
1984, 447-55. Revised version, "Not-Knowing about Sex and Power." In Willful Virgin: Essays in 
Feminism, 1976-1992. Freedom, Calif.: Crossing Press, 1992,39-50; Goldman, Alan. "Plain Sex." 
Philosophy and Public Affairs 6:3 (1977), 267-87. Reprinted in HS (103-23); POSl (119-38); 
pOS2 (73-92); POS3 (39-55); POS4 (39-55); Greer, Germaine. The Boy. London: Thames and 
Hudson, 2003; Howitt, Dennis. "Social Exclusion-Pedophile Style." In Robin Goodwin and Dun- 
can Cramer, eds., Inappropriate Relationships: The Unconventional, the Disapproved, and the 
Forbidden. Mahwah, N.J.: Erlbaum, 2002,221-43; Hughes, Donna M. "The Use of New Cornmuni- 
cations and Information Technologies for Sexual Exploitation of Women and Children." Hastings 
Women's Law Journal 13: 1 (2002), 129-48; Jenkins, Philip. Pedophiles and Priests: Anatomy of a 
Contemporary Crisis. New York: Oxford University Press, 1996; Kelly, Liz. "What's in a Name? 
Defining Child Sexual Abuse." Feminist Review, no. 28 (Spring 1988), 65-73; Kipnis, Laura. "Fan- 
tasy in America: The United States v. Daniel Thomas DePew." In Bound and Gagged: Pornography 
and the Politics of Fantasy in America. New York: Grove Press, 1996, 3-63; Kitzinger, Jenny. "De- 
fending Innocence: Ideologies of Childhood." Feminist Review, no. 28 (Spring 1988), 77-87; Levine, 
Judith. Harmful to Minors: The Perils of Protecting Children from Sex. Minneapolis: University of 
Minnesota Press, 2002; Mappes, Thomas A. (1985) "Sexual Morality and the Concept of Using An- 
other Person." In Thomas A. Mappes and Jane S. Zembaty, eds., Social Ethics, 3rd ed. New York: 
McGraw-Hill, 1987, 248-62. 4th ed., 1992, 203-16. 5th ed., 1997, 163-76. 6th ed., 2002, 170-83. 
Reprinted in POS4 (207-23); Mohr, Richard D. "The Pedophilia of Everyday Life." Art Issues, no. 
42 (March 1996), 28-31. Revised, expanded version in Natasha Hurley and Steven Bruhm, eds., 
Curiouser: On the Queerness of Children. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2004, 
17-30; Murray, Stephen O., and Will Roscoe, eds. Islamic Homosexualities: Culture, History, and 
Literature. New York: New York University Press, 1997; Nabokov, Vladimir. (1955) Lolita. New 
York: Berkley, 1977; Percy, William A. Pederasty and Pedagogy in Archaic Greece. Urbana: Univer- 
sity of Illinois Press, 1996; Posner, Richard A., and Katharine B. Silbaugh. "Abuse of Position of 
Trust or Authority" and "Age of Consent." In A Guide to America's Sex Laws. Chicago, Ill.: Univer- 
sity of Chicago Press, 1996, 11 1-28,44-64; Prevost, Earle G. "Statutory Rape: A Growing Liberal- 
ization." Southern Carolina Law Review 18 (1966), 254-66; Primoratz, Igor. "Pedophilia." Public 
Affairs Quarterly 13: 1 (1999), 99-1 10. Reprinted in Ethics and Sex. London: Routledge, 1999, 
133-43; Sample, Ruth. Exploitation: What It Is and Why It's Wrong. Lanham, Md.: Rowman and Lit- 
tlefield, 2003; Seidman, Steven. Embattled Eros: Sexual Politics and Ethics in Contemporary Amer- 
ica. New York: Routledge, 1992; Shrage, Laurie. "Beyond Consent and Responsibility." In Moral 
Dilemmas of Feminism: Prostitution, Adultery, and Abortion. New York: Routledge, 1994, 5 1-54; 
Spiecker, Ben, and Steutel, Jan. "A Moral-Philosophical Perspective on Pedophilia and Incest." Edu- 
cational Philosophy and Theory 32:3 (2000), 283-9 1; Taylor, Brian, ed. Perspectives on Paedophilia. 
London: Batsford, 1981; Tsang, Daniel, ed. TheAge Taboo: Gay Male Sexuality, Power, and Consent. 
Boston, Mass.: Alyson, 1981; Weeks, Jeffrey. "Intergenerational Sex and Consent." In Sexuality and 
Its Discontents: Meanings, Myths, and Modem Sexualities. London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1985, 
223-31; Werth, Bany. "Father's Helper: How the Church Used Psychiatry to Care for-and Protect- 
Abusive Priests." The New Yorker (9 June 2003), 61-67; Wertheimer, Alan. "Competence." In Consent 
to Sexual Relations. Cambridge, Mass.: Cambridge University Press, 2003, 215-31; Yates, Steven. 
"Making Pedophilia Acceptable: The Fruits of Government-Sponsored Tolerance." Strike the Root (24 
May 2002). <www.strike-the-root.com/columnsNates/yatesl .html> [accessed 3 September 20041. 

PERSONIFICATION, SEXUAL. A young married couple, according to a story that 
is almost certainly apocryphal, visited the Auguste Rodin (1840-1917) museum on Ben- 
jamin Franklin Parkway in Philadelphia. Both were dazzled by Rodin's sculpture of an 


