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This en cy clo pe dia con tains vir tu ally all of the in for ma -
tion pre sented in the first four vol umes of the In ter na -

tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity pub lished in 1997 and
2001, with fif teen ad di tional coun tries and places. The orig -
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by en clos ing the sec tion, para graph, or sen tence in square
brack ets, start ing with Up date or Com ment fol lowed by the
year it was writ ten, and end ing with the ap pro pri ate au thor.
In some cases, it serves to mod ify the ex ist ing ma te rial
when we have kept the orig i nal in for ma tion in con text for
his tor i cal com par i son; at other times, it ex pands the in for -
ma tion. In most chap ters, some sec tions were writ ten by
spe cific authors (or one of the editors), whose name or
names appear at the beginning of the section.

The in for ma tion on each coun try in this en cy clo pe dia is
or ga nized mostly ac cord ing to the stand ard out line be low.
The thir teen ma jor head ings are also listed on the first page
of each chap ter with the ap pro pri ate page num bers for that
coun try. The reader in ter ested in draw ing com par i sons on
spe cific is sues be tween dif fer ent coun tries will find page
ref er ences for spe cific top ics and re fine ments, be yond the
ma jor head ings, in the in dex at the end of this vol ume.
Check ing this in dex un der a spe cific topic—pre mar i tal sex,
teen age preg nancy, pu berty rites, or sex ual ha rass ment, for
ex am ple—the reader will find page ref er ences that fa cil i -
tate com par i sons among the five-dozen countries included
in this volume.
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*In Sec tion 8, Sig nif i cant Un con ven tional Sex ual Be hav iors,
we con sid er co er cive sex ual be hav iors (rape, sex ual ha rass ment,
and child sex ual abuse), pros ti tu tion, por nog ra phy, paraphilias,
and fe tishes. As a gen eral rule, sexol o gists and the gen eral pub li c
tend to view hetero sex u al re la tions be tween con sent ing adults in
an on go ing re la tion ship, such as mar riage, as the norm. It is true
that such sex ual re la tions are the modal pat tern or norm in every
cul ture. How ever, the ear lier re views of pre mar i tal sex, ex tra mar -
i tal sex, al ter na tive pat terns of mar riage, homo sex u ali ty, and bi -
sex u al ity in Sec tions 5 and 6 serv e to il lus trate that, in any coun -
try, vari able per cent ages of peo ple en gage in sex ual be hav iors
which de part from this as sumed “con ven tional” norm. Sexol o -
gists have strug gled for some time to de velop ac cept able ter mi -
nol ogy to de scribe these “other” sex ual prac tices. “Un con ven -
tional be hav iors” ap pears to be the least judg men tal and re stric -
tive la bel for “other be hav iors,” and def i nitely pref er a ble to other
la bels such as “sexual deviance” or “sexual variance,” which

convey a sense of pathology, dysfunction, or abnormality to such
behaviors.

The so cial mean ing of a spe cific “un con ven tional be hav ior” is
de fined by its sit u a tion and so cial con text. Ex hi bi tion ism, for ex -
am ple, has one mean ing when en gaged in by a cou ple in pri vate, a
dif fer ent mean ing when en gaged in on the stage of a “go-go” bar
for pa trons of that bar, and a third mean ing when en gaged in on a
pub li c street. Sec ond, some of these be hav iors are, in fact, quite
com mon. Se ri ous es ti mates cited in the United States chap ter sug -
gest that 10% of adult Amer i cans en gage in sa do mas och ist or
bond age sex play, 15% of Amer i cans have a foot or re lated fe tish
and three mil lion Amer i cans en gage in “swing ing.” Al though the
num ber of in di vid u als who en gage in any par tic u lar form of “un -
con ven tional be hav ior” may be small, it seems clear that in most
coun tries, taken to gether and added to the forms of nonmarital sex -
ual ex pres sion, that rather large per cent ages of people do partici -
pate in some “other” “unconventional” form of sexual practice.
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Some one said, “Never tackle any thing that is not a
chal lenge.”

In 1991, a pub lish er in vited me to edit a 350-page sin gle-
vol ume In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity (IES). The
plan was to in vite 20 sexol o gists in 20 coun tries to pre pare
20-page chap ters on sex and love, mar riage and fam ily in
their coun tries. It seemed like an easy pro ject to tackle af ter
ed it ing the 766-page Com plete Dic tio nary of Sexol o gy.
Hav ing at tended na tional and in ter na tion al meet ings of
sexol o gists for 30 years, I could eas ily re cruit 20 col leagues
to write 20 chap ters on their coun tries. The prob lem came
when my re cruits fell so in love with de scrib ing sex and
love, mar riage and fam ily-and much more-in their coun -
tries, that they com pletely ig nored my “15,000- to 18,000-
word limit.” As the word spread, other sexol o gists of fered
to write about sex in their coun tries. Af ter five years work,
we pub lished three vol umes cov er ing 32 coun tries. With
even more coun tries al ready in the works, we published a
fourth volume, with 17 additional countries, in 2001.

At that point, de spite very en thu si as tic and glow ing re -
views, de spite in ter na tion al ac claim and the en dorse ment of 
Li brary Jour nal, Choice, and the World As so ci a tion for
Sexol o gy, we de cided not to pub lish a fifth vol ume of IES
with even more coun tries. Li brar ies can not af ford the shelf
space or the cost of a five-vol ume IES. In stead, we thought
it best to up date all 49 coun tries in the orig i nal four vol umes
and add a dozen new coun tries, all in a single, large-format
volume.

Now, af ter 11 years of work by 270 au thor i ties on six
con ti nents, we have a truly unique up-to-date Con tin uum
Com plete In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity (CCIES) 
with in-depth stud ies of sex ual at ti tudes and be hav ior in
five-dozen coun tries. It is a far richer re source and ref er -
ence work than we could have imag ined when we started
this project 11 years ago.

Look ing back on this ad ven ture, I would like to share
some thoughts and ru mi na tions with the reader. Cre at ing
this En cy clo pe dia has been a long and com plex pro cess. If it 
is a mon u ment of sex ual knowl edge, its im por tance and
use ful ness are solely be cause of the mag nif i cent con tri bu -
tions of 230 ex perts from five-dozen na tions around the
world. Their work, far more than mine, makes this Com -
plete En cy clo pe dia an un equaled re pos i tory of sci en tific
and schol arly information about human sexuality.

To be sure, many works of un de ni able im por tance have
claimed to speak about hu man sex u al ity, but in the CCIES we 
hear the voices of many na tions and cul tures. With voices
from more than a quar ter of the na tions of the world, I be lieve 
we can speak of this vol ume as a true en cy clo pe dia of hu man
sex u al ity. Ul ti mately, the sub jects who have pro vided the
data are not col lege stu dents, as has been so com monly the
case in ac a demic stud ies of sex u al ity in, for ex am ple, the
United States. Don’t get me wrong. The sex ual at ti tudes and
be hav ior of col lege stu dents are in ter est ing, and their sex u al -
ity should not be ig nored. But in this vol ume, we are hear ing
from a far wider and richer sam ple of hu man be ings than col -
lege-aged stu dents. Our au thor i ties come from almost every
discipline and worldview imaginable.

With out in the least min i miz ing the other es says in our
CCIES, let me sin gle out first the con tri bu tions about sex u -
al ity in China and in In dia. To gether, these two na tions com -
prise some 40% of hu man ity. When, next, we con sid er the
con tri bu tions about other Asian na tions, the Mus lin na tions, 
Af rica, South Amer ica, and Eu rope, we be gin to see a truly
in ter na tion al pic ture of hu man sex u al ity. And it has been the 
im mense pa tience and skill of the con tri bu tors to the En cy -
clo pe dia that have cre ated such a world wide scope. It has
been a col lab o ra tive, and in cred i bly chal leng ing ad ven ture.
Among my inspiring experiences, I include the following:

• One day I had a ques tion about some data in the Bot -
swana chap ter. Five min utes af ter I emailed Dr. Ian Tay -
lor, he emailed me back with the clar i fi ca tion I needed.
A ques tion to Alain Giame at INSERM in Paris brought
a re turn cel lu lar com mu ni ca tion from Dr. Giame on
some rain-fore st trib u tary of the Amazon River.

• In 1995, while tour ing France, a fel low Amer i can I had
just met quizzed me about the books I write. My rather-
vague men tion of IES prompted Julanne Mc Car thy to
ask if I would like a chap ter on Bah rain. With out know -
ing where Bah rain was, I said, “Of course,” never think -
ing any thing would come from a ca sual, “Of course.”
Months later, a FedEx pack age ap peared in my mail box,
sent the day Julanne and her mu seum-di rec tor hus band
re turned to the U.S. “The in for ma tion in this chap ter was 
gath ered and writ ten by Julanne Mc Car thy and 28 Bah -
raini pro fes sion als and ex pa tri ates who are not to be
iden ti fied in any way.”

• While try ing to re cruit Radhouan Mhiri, M.D., pres i dent 
of the Arab In sti tute of Sexol o gy and Somatotherapy, to
write a chap ter on Tu ni sia, he men tioned Abderrazak
Moussaïd, founder of the Mo roc can So ci ety of Sexol o -
gy and a phy si cian at the Uni ver sity of Ca sa blanca. Sev -
eral emails and a month later, on my first night of va ca -
tion in Mo rocco, Dr. Moussaïd whisked me out of a ho -
tel lobby, as sur ing my wife he would bring me back safe
and sound. At din ner, a ve he ment dis cus sion erupted
as Moussaïd ca joled four col leagues—in Arabic and
French, of course—to join him to write a chap ter on
Mo rocco. Very lit tle Eng lish was spo ken, but I re -
ceived their chap ter a few months later.

Along the way, I have learned about many dif fer ent
cus toms, and more im por tantly, about the so cial con text
that sur rounds these cus toms. To name a few cus toms that
are very for eign to my West ern mind: widow in her i tance,
“adul tery hoots” in Ghana, Hijra in In dia, liv ing apart to -
gether (LAT) in Ger many and Swe den, transgendered
kaneeths in Bah rain and kathoey in Thai land, tem po rary
mar riage (mut’a) in Iran, the Vir gin Mary’s in flu ence in
Ire land, very dif fer ent con structs of male homo sex u ali ty
in the Is lamic cul tures, hy men re con struc tion in South Ko -
rea and Greek Cy prus, fazendo tudo (“try every thing”) ad -
vice given to both Bra zil ian boys and girls, ta boos on sex -
ual com mu ni ca tions be tween males and fe males, even
hus bands and wives, in many cul tures, and the sub or di nate 
role of women in many cul tures, where fe male orgasm is
either unknown or feared as a prelude to insanity.

De spite my pride in ini ti at ing and ed it ing the four vol -
umes of IES, and now the com pre hen sive up dated CCIES,
I have to ad mit that this En cy clo pe dia is only a be gin ning.
As we read through the es says, we learn how very lit tle we
re ally know about hu man sex u al ity. We have only be gun to 
touch the sur face of this hugely com plex and an cient phe -
nom e non. Much work re mains to be done. Yet, I feel that
the con tri bu tors to these vol umes have eased the way for
fu ture schol ars. Our con tri bu tors have blazed new path -
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ways. In the pro cess, I have learned some lessons I would
like to share:

• When ever we talk about any sex ual at ti tude, value, or
be hav ior, we are talk ing about a cul tural snap shot. Think 
of a tour bus stop ping at a sce nic look out. Cam era-tot ing
tour ists rush off the bus, flip off their lens caps, squint
through the view finder, scan the site, and take a snap shot 
or two. Un like the ca sual tour ist, our CCIES au thors are
very fa mil iar with their own land scapes. As pro fes sional 
re search ers and sexol o gists, their snap shots are more
skill fully com posed, more per cep tive, and more alive to
the cul tural con text and mean ing of the ob ser va tions
than any casual observer could present.

• The snap shots cre ated by the 270 con tri bu tors to CCIES
are as true to re al ity as pos si ble. But we should never
for get that each snap shot is also fla vored by the gen der,
ed u ca tion, and pro fes sional train ing of the sexol o gist
presenting it.

• Like wise, we should not for get the so cial/eco nomic/po -
lit i cal/re li gious/his tor i cal con text in which each sex ual
pat tern, value, be hav ior, or at ti tude de vel oped and is
now supported.

• Al though we can ob serve many com mon al i ties in the
val ues, at ti tudes, be hav iors, and trends re ported in this
vol ume, id io syn cratic vari a tions ex ist within each more-
gen eral vari a tion within any cul ture, and be tween cul -
tures. The rich ness and di verse fla vors of hu man sexual -
ities can be fascinating.

• The Eng lish lan guage is rich in its nu ances, but of ten in
these chap ters, the reader will find de scrip tions of sex -
ual con cepts and con structs, such as homo sex u al iden -
tity ver sus men hav ing sex with men, transgendered,
paraphilias, and sex ual sat is fac tion, ha rass ment, and
dys func tion, which do not trans late into West ern pat -
terns of thought. Does pre mar i tal vir gin ity and sex ual
ab sti nence, for in stance, sim ply re quire no vag i nal in ter -
course? Or does it in clude no oral or anal sex? No kiss -

ing be fore mar riage? No hold ing hands? Or all of these,
plus no visual contact before marriage?

While ed it ing, I also be came aware of some world wide
prob lems we face:

• How can we deal with sex ual health is sues—not just the
ob vi ous is sue of HIV/AIDS, but also ac cess to af ford -
able con tra cep tion and STD di ag no sis and treat ment, as
well as gen eral medical care?

• How can we pro mote the re al ity of gen der equal ity and
equal le gal rights for all, re gard less of sex ual iden tity,
role, and ori en ta tion?

• How can we pro vide ba sic com pre hen sive sex u al ity ed -
u ca tion for all, even in coun tries where the tra di tional ta -
boos, the gov ern ment, or re li gious ten ets re strict or pro -
hibit com pre hen sive and timely education?

• How can we pro mote rec og ni tion of the sex ual rights
and needs of all hu mans—chil dren, ad o les cents, adults,
the el derly and those dis abled, whether male or female?

• What strat e gies do we need to ad dress is sues of pop u la -
tion growth and de cline?

• And fi nally, what steps do the na tions of the world need
to take to help im mi grants ad just when they find them -
selves liv ing in a very dif fer ent and for eign cul ture, with
very dif fer ent tra di tions, val ues, and attitudes?

I hap pily end this Pref ace by re peat ing my sin cere
thanks to ev ery one who has given so gen er ously of their
knowl edge, time, and en ergy to pro duce what my good
friend and long-time ed i tor/ad viser, Jack Heidenry, de -
scribed as a “Her cu lean ef fort.” This Com plete En cy clo pe -
dia and the four ear lier vol umes of IES are the prod uct of a
won der ful team of col leagues, my fel low ed i tor and skill ful
de signer/ty pog ra pher, Ray Noonan, our as so ci ate ed i tors,
and many new and old friends, with whom I have had the
truly ex cit ing and great plea sure of work ing. They join me, I 
am sure, in the hope that schol ars around the world will find
CCIES a rich and useful resource and reference.

x Con tin uum Com plete In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sexuality
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What can a mod ern reader make of a book call ing it -
self Con tin uum Com plete In ter na tion al En cy clo -

pe dia of Sex u al ity? In the past, it could have been a Bae de -
ker’s—a Guide Michelin—to the sex ual hotspots of the
world, or a swinger’s and so phis ti cate’s tourguide to the su -
pe r-sexy clubs of the in ter na tion al sex scene. It might well
have con tained ad dresses and rat ings of broth els in far-
flung places. Or per haps it was a seriocomic au to bio graph i -
cal tale of a young per son turned loose on the world of sex.

There was also a time that an In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia
of Sex u al ity would have re counted “the cu ri ous erotic cus -
toms” of peo ple na tive to Bor neo, Up per Ne pal, and the trib u -
tar ies of the Am a zon, with a chap ter (once oblig a tory in such
works) about footbinding among the Chi nese, crammed be -
tween strange sto ries about mar riage rites among Pol ish vil -
lag ers, Af ri can pas to ral ists, or Par a guayan land hold ers. And
the il lus tra tions—old-style black-and-white pho to graphs—
would have shown a peas ant wed ding in the Tyrol, a bride in
Hindustan, the groom’s party in South ern Rus sia, or any -
where else older times believed dwelt “primitive” or “sim -
ple” people.

Each of these has been a genre in sex ual writ ing, as are
dry-as-dust trea tises of sol emn uni ver sity pro fes sors awash
in jar gon, in com pre hen si ble ta bles of sta tis tics, and deadly
dull the o riz ing. Any and all could fill a book called Con tin -
uum Com plete In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity.

One value of the book you now hold is to re veal how
much West ern sexological writ ing has changed over two or
so cen tu ries. The es says here were each writ ten by a per son
or per sons na tive to the land and cul ture de scribed or fa mil iar 
with it through years of life and study there. Each of the au -
thors is trained in one or an other ac a demic dis ci pline, from
cul tural an thro pol ogy to med i cal sexol o gy. The lan guage is
in ter na tion al sci en tific Eng lish, sty lis ti cally straight for ward
and un com pli cated. And thanks to the Ed i tors’ fore sight, the
chap ters all fol low a com mon out line, cov er ing sim i lar top -
ics in sim i lar or ders—which ought to fa cil i tate com par i sons
among cul tures. Af ter a brief in tro duc tion, each chap ter
deals with a sin gle so ci ety, dis cuss ing re li gious and eth nic
sex ual val ues, gen der roles and the so ci ol ogy of men and
women, re la tion ships be tween sex u al ity and love, sex ed u ca -
tion for mal and in for mal, auto eroti cism, hetero sex u ali ty and
mar riage and the fam ily, homo eroti cism, gen der con flicts,
and “un con ven tional” sex ual be hav ior—in clud ing rape,
pros ti tu tion, por nog ra phy, and erot ica—fol lowed by ma te -
rial on con tra cep tion, abor tion, and pop u la tion planning, and
ending with a discussion of sexually transmitted diseases and 
sex counseling/therapy. It is quite a palate of topics.

And you will no tice that it is a se ri ous list of top ics. Per -
haps noth ing else so well il lus trates how West ern and West -
ern ized writ ing on sex u al ity has re fo cused over two cen tu -
ries. To day, we “mod erns”—which means only that we
West ern ized in tel lec tu als proudly call our selves mod ern
and, by im pli ca tion, think oth ers prim i tive—dis dain older
modes of sexological writ ing and pub li ca tion. For many
years, a pri mary form of “sexological” writ ing was the il lus -
trated book—please, to be sold only to med i cal pro fes sion -
als!—with ti tles like Femina Li bido Sexualis, and con tain -

ing a mish-mash (to our mod ern eyes) of “med ico-sci en -
tific” ma te rial on fe male anat omy, cir cum ci sion prac tices,
phal lic wor ship, all os ten si bly pub lished for “the ad vance -
ment of knowl edge,” but ac tu ally printed as erot ica and hid -
den from the cen sor’s vigil by their Latin isms and their faux-
sci ence. But the main stay of such works—def i ni tions, dis -
cus sions, and de pic tions of “fe male sex ual beauty”—is ab -
sent in mod ern sexological writ ing, and is equally ab sent
from this In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity. Gone are
the black-and-white pho to graphs of nude women, steel en -
grav ings of Arab wed dings, and sug ges tively ti tled but oh-
so-in no cent tales of life in the Turkish seraglio.

To day, sex u al ity has be come the fo cus of in tense con -
cern, of ten out right anx i ety. Top ics that we to day con sid er
“sexologically ap pro pri ate” bor der more and more closely
on psy cho log i cal, med i cal, and so cial pa thol ogy. We are
con cerned with the crim i nal ity of sex ual acts, their mo ral -
ity, their ca pac ity to in dex—if not to stir up—so cial de -
struc tion and ve he ment con flict. Fu ri ous de bates over por -
nog ra phy and deep con cern about child sex ual abuse il lus -
trate how much, for us, sex u al ity no lon ger fo cuses on
sex ual beauty, be it male or female, but on sexual ugliness,
disease, and crime.

To a large ex tent—though it var ies by au thor—this fo -
cus on sexological pa thol ogy and prob lems is shared by all
the chap ters in the In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia. No won der,
ei ther we live in a world of sex ual change and re ar range -
ment, where pol i tics, more than nu dity, seems the proper
com pan ion of the god dess of love, Aph ro dite her self. For
us, sex u al ity rep re sents the body in flux: not a Heraclitean
flow of all things grow ing and wan ing, but em bod ied fu ture
shock and up heaval. Books cel e brat ing “sex ual beauty” or
re gal ing the reader with “odd and cu ri ous mar riage cus -
toms” of for eign peo ple could be writ ten only in days that
them selves had firm and clear sex ual guide lines—a sex ual
cul ture—to shape read ers’ be hav ior and as sure them that
they were cul tur ally nor mal by the stan dards of their own
West ern so ci et ies. But—rota fortuna—things change.

There is a story told—apoc ry phally, I am afraid—of an
In dian tourguide at the tem ples of Khajuraho, famed for
what West ern ers per ceive as highly erotic sculp tures. A
woman eth nol o gist, pri mar ily in ter ested in these sculpted
im ages of the most var ie gated forms of cop u la tion imag in -
able, con tin ued to ask to be shown those por tions of the tem -
ple grounds. The guide stead fastly re fused, say ing only,
“But they aren’t interesting, miss.”

The point is not the tourguide’s re cal ci trance. In stead,
let us won der where he ob tained the phrase he used to de -
fend his ef forts at cen sor ship: “They aren’t in ter est ing.”
Partly, to be sure, he ex pressed a per sonal emo tion, but we
can readily imag ine Brit ish tour ists in the days of the In dian
Raj ex press ing dis may and anx i ety by say ing pre cisely the
same—“These stat ues are not in ter est ing.” In those days—
that is, for many years in deed—sex u al ity was not in ter est -
ing to the nor mal West erner out side the bed room and those
all-male soi rees with which folk lore be decks the 1890s and
similar eras of “sexual excess.”

So Con tin uum Com plete In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of
Sex u al ity re veals a fas ci nat ing as pect of how our own—
West ern or West ern ized—vi sions of sex u al ity have shifted.
To day, we find sex u al ity much more openly im por tant,
even if pub li c and me dia at ten tion of ten fo cuses on its less-
pleas ant side s, e.g., ex ploi ta tion of women in por nog ra phy.
Un like our re cent an ces tors, we find sex u al ity in ter est ing to
ex tents that would have deeply shocked and trou bled both
the British visitors to Khajuraho and its Indian tourguide.

Over the in ter ven ing cen tury, sex u al ity has slipped loose 
from its orig i nally tight moor ings in West ern and West ern -
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ized so ci et ies. To day, it touches all as pects of life: cer tainly,
it seems to touch every thing in the me dia! One can plau si bly 
ar gue that these are not deep so cial or psy cho log i cal
changes, but merely that pre vi ously dom i nat ing masks and
dis guises have fallen away to re veal what prob a bly was al -
ways there—wide spread in ter est in sexuality among many
people indeed.

In this newly un masked in ter est, we all need good, solid
in for ma tion—not ru mor, hear say, trav el ers’ tales, and se cret
books cel e brat ing fe male pul chri tude across the globe—but
good data, com piled with se ri ous in tent and pre sented with
se ri ous pur pose. Such in ten tions and pur poses Con tin uum
Com plete In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity achieves.
I do not per ceive its se ri ous ness of out line or topic as
antisexual so much as I see it as antifrivolous. We do not
trivialize sex u al ity now a days and we live in an era of “seri -
ous works about sex.”

We can not es cape the solemnification of sex u al ity, not
be cause so lem nity is foisted upon us by prudes, but be cause
we un der stand that sex u al ity is dan ger ous as well as plea -
sur able. Yet we also carry within our selves a de sire to worry 
about sex u al ity—an echo from older days when sex u al ity
was ta boo for po lite dis cus sion and a mat ter only of whis -
pered gos sip, some thing to worry about. In our mod ern
world, sex u al ity is le git i mated partly by sur round ing it by a
veil of wor ried con cern, e.g., about por nog ra phy, child sex -
ual abuse, sex ual Sa tan ism, and the like. Knowl edge has
been bought at the price of think ing that sex u al ity ought to
be stud ied and worked at. What ever in stincts ex ist (mod ern
sexological schol ar ship de nies them), they do not op er ate
eas ily or com fort ably to day. If sex u al ity no lon ger wears the 
ob scur ing masks of the past—the opaque black garb that
once clothed the body—then in stead it wears trans lu cent
gauze, not erotic so much as dis in fec tant. In mod ern sexol o -
gy, sex u al ity in hab its the fo rums of re search, and Con tin -
uum Com plete International Encyclopedia of Sexuality is
quite modern.

Its im por tance—con sid er able, I think—ex hib its an -
other change in sexological dis course, to use a re veal ing
and por ten tous word made pop u lar by ac a demic sexol o -
gists. In older days, only one of fi cially sanc tioned form of
dis course ex isted about sex: the lan guage and mean ings of
mor al ists, church men typ i cally, that up held cer tain vi sions 

of how we should write about sex. Though he had pre de -
ces sors, Kinsey changed all that per ma nently, in ef fect
sub sti tut ing technicalisms for a dy ing mor al ism in sex ual
lan guage. A cu ri ous con se quence is that sexol o gy no lon -
ger speaks to the masses about mat ters they un der stand
and know. As mod ern life fractalizes, sexol o gy has
sprouted many of fi cially sanc tioned dis courses, such as
postmodernist crit i cism, fem i nism, con ser va tive rhet o ric,
biomedicalese, all antipopulist, all above the heads of the
man and woman in the street (or bed room). In deed, it
some times takes an ex pert to un der stand that the topic is
sex. None the less, ad her ents of these dif fer ent dis courses
spend much time ex am in ing each other’s prose with the of -
fi cious ness of church men hunt ing out sin ful thoughts. Sex
re mains a charged, pow er ful topic, and its sig nif i cance
will not di min ish soon. Its pow ers ra di ate out wards from
an em bod ied cen ter to touch are nas of dis agree ment, like
politics, that nonetheless remain more comfortable than
open sexuality, at least for many people.

And so this In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia raises a cu ri ous
ques tion: Will there come a time when sex u al ity can dis play
it self nude? Or is nude sex u al ity still “not in ter est ing”?
Judg ing from pub li c worry over Ma donna’s Sex, with her
de lib er ate evo ca tion of nu dity, we still share a great deal
with the In dian tourguide. How ever, the au thors of the chap -
ters in this book are closer kin to the woman eth nol o gist who
wished to ex am ine those stat ues. For her and her mod ern
schol arly de scen dants, sex u al ity is in ter est ing, even if still
garmented in so cio log i cal, psy cho log i cal, and bio med i cal
gauze. Whereas we West ern ized in tel lects still feel that
Aph ro dite must be partly cov ered, none the less many lay ers
of wrap ping and dis guise have been re moved. To the prude,
it is all to the bad (even if “not in ter est ing”). To the scholar, it
is an im por tant step to wards un der stand ing sex u al ity it self.
To the mod ern reader, Con tin uum Com plete In ter na tion al
En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity will be more in ter est ing than a
Bae de ker to the world’s sex clubs or an au to bi og ra phy of a
rep ro bate or even a lus ciously col ored edi tion of the once
banned Thou sand and One Nights: It pro vides a thor oughly
schol arly ex am i na tion of what is still not fully ex posed even
in an en light ened modern world—or, judging from the
temples at Khajuraho itself, the partly enlightened and
partly interested modern world.
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Wel come to this trea sure chest of sexological knowl -
edge and un der stand ing. You will find in this vol -

ume a wealth of in for ma tion con cern ing sex u al ity in a very
wide range of hu man so ci et ies. To in tro duce this ex tremely
rare and valu able Con tin uum Com plete In ter na tion al En cy -
clo pe dia of Sex u al ity, I will not re view the fas ci nat ing re ports 
of these au thors. In stead, what I shall do is to try to af ford the
reader some per spec tive on the many ways that this knowl -
edge can be un der stood and used. I will fo cus on three con -
tro ver sial as pects of cross-cul tural work where sci en tific fads 
and fash ions have tended to limit how that knowl edge is pre -
sented. Hav ing a broader view of these three as pects of cross-
cul tural stud ies should help the reader to uti lize the ac counts
of sex u al ity in this En cy clo pe dia more completely.

I will first deal with the ques tion of how our per sonal val -
ues and other as sump tions about the world en ter into the way
we do our sci en tific work on sex u al ity, and what we can do
about it. Sec ondly, I will deal with the cur rent em pha sis upon
stress ing the unique ness of each so ci ety and the crit i cism of
the search for cul tural uni ver sals. And thirdly, I will deal with 
the im por tant ques tion of tak ing the “in sider” and the “out -
sider” per spec tive when study ing a so ci ety’s sex ual cus toms. 
By dis cuss ing these three con tro ver sial ar eas and sug gest ing
pos si ble res o lu tions, the reader should be better pre pared to
make his or her own judg ments on what is valuable in
sexological knowledge.

Issue One: Science, Values,
and Assumptions

There are those who still per ceive of sci ence and so ci ety as
prop erly sep a rated by an im pen e tra ble wall. In this “posi tiv -
ist” view, the sci en tist is pro tected from “bias” by his or her
with drawal from tak ing side s on any of the ba sic value dis -
putes in a so ci ety. As a re sult, we sup pos edly get a “value-
free” and “pure” form of knowl edge rather than a “bi ased” or
“value-laden” point of view. That is still a pop u lar view con -
cern ing sci ence and so ci ety. Nev er the less, I con tend that that
sort of sharp sep a ra tion of sci ence and so ci ety is based upon an 
er ro ne ous view of the way science really operates in society.

In my view, sci ence can not be sep a rated from so ci ety, for
it is an in sti tu tion ex ist ing in a hu man so ci ety and con ducted
by hu man be ings. Sci ence, and its prac ti tio ners, can no more
avoid the in flu ences of the broader so ci ety than can the mass
me dia, cor po rate busi ness, gov ern ment, re li gion, ed u ca tion,
or the fam ily. Fur ther, the very sup port of sci ence by a so ci -
ety de pends on peo ple’s be liev ing that sci ence is use ful to the 
so lu tion of the prob lems of that so ci ety. The high value
placed upon phys i cal sci ence em a nates from the ad vances it
has pro duced in val ued ar eas such as health, in dus try, and
war fare. De ny ing this con nec tion to so ci ety does not pro -
duce a lack of bias in sci ence. In stead, it may pro duce an in -
abil ity to be explicit about one’s values to others, and perhaps 
even to oneself.

Most ob vi ously in the so cial sci ences and in sex ual sci -
ence, where we seek to un der stand the way hu mans be have
and think, there can be no mean ing ful sep a ra tion of sci ence
from so ci ety and its val ues. But this does not mean that we
can not avoid bias in our sci en tific meth ods. Rather, if sci ence
is to main tain its claim to be ing fair, rea son able, log i cal, pre -
cise, and cau tious, then it must ac know ledge the pos si ble val -
ues of the sci en tist and learn how to pre vent them from over -
whelm ing our sci en tific meth ods. Sci en tists can not pre vent
bias in their work by sim ply claim ing to be value-free. Rather, 
as I shall seek to il lus trate, sci en tists must do it by dem on strat -
ing that they are value-aware. Let me il lus trate my mean ing
with a research project I was involved in not long ago.

In 1988, a col league, Rob ert Leik, and I set out to de velop
a prob abil ity model that would com pare two strat e gies for re -
duc ing the risk of an HIV in fec tion (Reiss & Leik 1989). The
two strat e gies to be com pared were: (1) to re duce the num ber
of sex ual part ners or (2) to use con doms with all part ners. Al -
though uti liz ing both strat e gies si mul ta neously is clearly the
saf est way to re duce the risk of HIV, a great many peo ple
seem to choose to do one or the other. The model we built
com pared the risk in these two strat e gies us ing a very wide
range of es ti mates of sev eral key fac tors: (a) the prev a lence
of HIV, that is, the like li hood of pick ing an in fected part ner;
(b) the infectivity of the HIV vi rus, that is, the like li hood of
be com ing in fected with HIV if one picked an in fected part -
ner and had un pro tected sex with that per son; (c) the fail ure
rate of con doms, rang ing from a low of 10% to a high of 75%; 
and (d) the number of partners ranging from one to 20.

What we found was vir tu ally un qual i fied sup port for the
greater prob abil ity of avoid ing HIV in fec tion by us ing con -
doms rather than by re duc ing part ners. In al most all cases,
even if one had only one or two part ners over a five-year pe ri -
od, if one did not use con doms with them, one had a higher
risk of HIV in fec tion than some one with 20 part ners who did
use con doms. This was true even if con doms were as sumed
to have a fail ure rate be tween 10 to 25%. Our con clu sion was
that those giv ing ad vice and coun sel should rec om men d con -
dom usage as the more effective tactic.

Now this pro ject with its prob abil ity model was surely a
sci en tific pro ject, and the re sults of test ing our mod els
seemed un equiv o cal. Nev er the less, al though the great ma -
jor ity of the sci en tific com mu nity fully en dorsed and used
our find ings and sug ges tions, a few sci en tists did not ac cept
our in ter pre ta tion of our re sults. We re ceived crit i cism from
sci en tists who said that peo ple will not use con doms to pre -
vent HIV in fec tion and so our find ings were mean ing less in
the real world. There were oth ers who said that pub lish ing
our re sults would en cour age peo ple to in crease the num ber of 
part ners and that would lead to more HIV in fec tions. Some
other crit ics raised the ques tion whether hav ing more than
one part ner and us ing con doms was worth even the very
small increased risk that we described.

This dif fer ence of in ter pre ta tion of our find ings is not a
re sult of the poor sci en tific judg ment of our crit ics, as much
as we might have liked to think that. Rather it was ba si cally a 
con se quence of some sci en tists’ not shar ing our val ues and
as sump tions about the world in which we live. Spe cif i cally,
our crit ics did not ac cept our view that peo ple will use con -
doms to pro tect them selves. In stead, our crit ics be lieved in a
more emo tional than ra tio nal view of hu man sex ual choices.
They held this view de spite the ev i dence that gays have
greatly in creased their con dom us age and even teen ag ers in -
di cated sim i lar dra matic in creases in the late 1980s (Reiss
1990). Other crit ics re jected our as sump tion that mo ti va -
tions for hav ing more sex ual part ners have very lit tle to do
with the pub li ca tion of an ar ti cle like ours. Fi nally, un like
some of our crit ics, we made no as sump tions about whether
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con dom-pro tected sex with several partners was worth the
increased risk involved.

Our crit ics and we clearly had dif fer ent as sump tions and 
val ues re gard ing sex u al ity, and that was the rea son why
they ques tioned our eval u a tion of the ev i dence from our
model. They did not dis agree with the re sults of the model,
but they dis agreed with our as sump tions about sex u al ity.
The reader should note that the as sump tions we make about
sex u al ity are not only fac tual as sump tions, but they em body 
value judg ments. For ex am ple, we val ued peo ple who learn
how to pro tect them selves, and sup ported the moral right of
peo ple to make their own per sonal choices re gard ing the
number of partners that they have.

We might not have be come so fully aware of our as sump -
tions if our crit ics had not spo ken out, re veal ing that they
made dif fer ent as sump tions and had dif fer ent val ues about
sex ual be hav ior. The crit ics would never have un der taken our 
study be cause, lack ing the be lief that con doms will be used to 
pre vent HIV in fec tion, why should one study that strat egy?
Also, as one sci en tific jour nal ed i tor wrote to us, his val ues
would stop him from pub lish ing an ar ti cle that seemed in dif -
fer ent to the norms of sex ual mo nog amy. These dif fer ences
in val ues and as sump tions do not just en ter into the choice of
re search pro jects, but as is ap par ent here, they en ter into the
very in ter pre ta tion of the meaning and worth of that research.

The im por tant point here is that no sci en tist can un der take 
a re search pro ject with out mak ing some set of as sump tions
re gard ing hu man be hav ior. And those as sump tions also in -
flu ence how to in ter pret the va lid ity and worth of the find -
ings. As our crit ics dem on strate, our in ter pre ta tion that rec -
om mend ing con doms is the saf est path to take is not one that
in ev i ta bly fol lows from our prob abil ity model’s ev i dence.
Our rec om men da tion of con dom use fol lows only if you also
share our as sump tions about hu man be hav ior. The great ma -
jor ity of sex ual sci en tists do share our view and so they
agreed with our in ter pre ta tion. Where all sci en tists share the
same as sump tions, we are the most likely to be blind to the
fact that we are even mak ing any as sump tions. With out the
crit i cal re sponse, we would not have become so aware of our
own assumptions, and of those of our critics.

To be lieve that sci ence op er ates in a vac uum de void of val -
ues and as sump tions about hu man be hav ior is to de lude our -
selves as sci en tists. Fur ther, un less we re al ize the as sump tions
we are mak ing, and put them forth ex plic itly, we will be un -
able to com pre hend fully one ba sis upon which we are judg ing 
the worth of our sci en tific work. Only by be com ing more
value- and as sump tion-aware will we be able to be more even
handed and fair in eval u at ing and un der stand ing the ba sis of
our sci en tific judg ments. Such aware ness makes the sci en tist
more thought ful about what as sump tions will be ac cepted,
and more con scious of the pos si bil ity that we must be sure not
to al low these assumptions to bias our gathering of evidence.

The re cent find ings con cern ing causes of homo sex u ali ty
of fer an other il lus tra tion of the point I am mak ing here. The
1993 work of Dean Hamer pub lished in Sci ence cre ated a
pub li c storm of in ter est. Hamer and his col lab o ra tors re -
ported that they found on the long arm of the X-chro mo some
a pos si ble lo ca tion of a spe cial set of genes that were pres ent
in 33 out of 40 fam i lies with two gay broth ers. The sup port
this find ing found de pended in part on the back ground as -
sump tions of the par tic u lar sci en tists. Those who, like bi ol o -
gist Si mon LeVay (1990), stress bi o log i cal fac tors as de ter -
mi nant of hu man be hav ior, are more will ing to con clude that
bi o log i cal fac tors are key pieces in the homo sex u al puz zle.
Other sci en tists in so cial sci ence fields where nur ture is
stressed more than na ture, make as sump tions about hu mans
that lead them to be hes i tant to accept Hamer’s work as
anything more than mostly speculative at this point.

There are also val ues as so ci ated with any po si tion on na -
ture and nur ture. Whether we are a bi ol o gist or a so ci ol o gist,
if we op pose the sta tus quo in so ci ety, we are more likely to
want to em pha size the plas tic ity of hu man in her i tance. In ad -
di tion, those sci en tists who feel that see ing homo sex u ali ty as
strongly bi o log i cally de ter mined would less en so ci etal prej -
u dice, may also be more likely to ac cept bi ol ogy as de fin i -
tive. Con versely, those who, like my self, op pose prej u dice,
but who note that prej u dice con tin ues against groups with
known bi o log i cal dif fer ences such as blacks and women, do
not feel pressure to endorse biological etiology.

One very im por tant con clu sion from these and other ex -
am ples is that our as sump tions and val ues can eas ily have an
im pact on our in ter pre ta tion of re search find ings. But that
does not mean that we should con clude that all sexol o gists
are “bi ased” or all re search on sex is “un fairly” in ter preted.
Rather, what it says to me is that all mem bers of a so ci ety, in -
clud ing sci en tists, have val ues and make as sump tions about
hu man sex ual be hav ior. Better than pre tend ing that we can
be neu tral and value-free, we should openly as sert our as -
sump tions and val ues so we can check each other’s sci en tific
work and pro mote a clearer, and more bal anced and fair-
minded evaluation of the worth of our research results.

Bias or dis tor tion of ev i dence is un ac cept able in sci en tific 
work. We seek to use the most re li able and valid mea sures, to
pub lish our re sults for crit i cism by oth ers, and to fol low rules
of care ful rea son ing and fair gath er ing of ev i dence. Mak ing
our sci en tists more “value-as sump tion aware” will help us
min i mize the times when these un stated as sump tions over -
whelm our sci ence. We can not elim i nate as sump tions, but
we can de mand that they be made ex plicit, and re quire sci en -
tific rigor re gard less of what as sump tions are made. Then we
can, as sci en tists, reach con sen sus on which ex plicit as sump -
tions we are will ing to ac cept, and thereby de cide what will
be ac cepted as knowl edge in our sci ence of sex u al ity. When
you read the ac counts in this book, try to dis cern the au thor’s
as sump tions. Find ing as sump tions is not by it self an in di ca -
tion of a flawed ac count. Rather, it is a way of giving you
deeper insight into the meaning of that author’s account.

Issue Two: Scientific Fads about
Cultural Universals

There is lit tle ques tion that dur ing the past sev eral de -
cades, the an thro po log i cal and so cio log i cal work on dif fer ent
so ci et ies has stressed the unique ness of cul tures and crit i cized 
at tempts to find cul tural uni ver sals (Suggs & Mir a cle 1993).
If we ap ply our aware ness of the place of as sump tions in sci -
en tific work, we may sur mise that this em pha sis is a re sult of
as sum ing that peo ple and so ci et ies are ba si cally dif fer ent and
do not uni ver sally share any sig nif i cant char ac ter is tics. Fur -
ther, that as sump tion may be based on the value judg ment that 
stress ing how dif fer ent we are builds tol er ance, whereas em -
pha siz ing uni ver sal traits among dif fer ent so ci et ies encour -
ages people to criticize the society that is not like their own.

All our views are but par tial views of what ever re al ity is
out there. If we all share the ex act same as sump tions about the 
world, we will never be come aware of what these as sump -
tions are, and we will not be alert to the pos si ble bi as ing of our 
sci en tific eval u a tions. It is in this sense that ac cept ing but one
nar row view of what is worth pur su ing, and mak ing that a
com pul sory po si tion, is dan ger ous to the growth of sound sci -
en tific meth ods and to the careful evalu ation of evidence.

In op po si tion to the cur rent sci en tific fad of stress ing dif -
fer ences, Da vid Suggs and An drew Mir a cle, in their over -
view on cross-cul tural sex re search, point to the need to find 
com mon al i ties in so ci et ies around the world. They say:
“We need more work on sex u al ity from those re search strat -
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e gies that are spe cif i cally ori ented to ward seek ing an ex pla -
na tion of ‘Cul ture’—as opposed to ‘cultures’” (1993, 490).

They cite my 1986 book, Jour ney into Sex u al ity: An Ex -
plor atory Voy age, as one of the few at tempts to find such
com mon al i ties while not de ny ing the im por tance of cul tural
dif fer ences. In that book, I set out to try to lo cate the key ar eas 
of our so cial life that, in any so ci ety, most di rectly shape our
sex u al ity. I started with the as sump tion that, un less the ev i -
dence in di cated oth er wise, we can as sume that, “with care ful 
at ten tion to the so cial con text, intercultural com par i sons can
be made” (Reiss 1986, 7). Af ter ex am in ing a large num ber of
cul tures, I de vel oped my Link age The ory, which as serted
that sex ual cus toms in all so ci et ies were most cru cially
linked to the power, ide ol ogy, and kin ship seg ments of that
society. This I called the (PIK) Linkage Theory.

I did not ig nore dif fer ences in the way in di vid ual so ci et -
ies cre ate such link ages. To be sure, a class sys tem in Amer -
ica may be very dif fer ent from a class sys tem in Kenya. But
that does not pre vent us from say ing they both have a class
sys tem and ex am in ing how that class sys tem re lates to ex ist -
ing sex ual cus toms. So I would say to the reader, look for the
im por tant dif fer ences among the cul tures de scribed, but also 
com pare so ci et ies and see if you can de tect some com mon -
al i ties among the cul tures, such as I sug gest in sex u al ity be -
ing linked to power, ide ol ogy, and kin ship sys tems in every
so ci ety (Reiss 1989). I be lieve that find ing com mon al i ties in 
our sex ual live s can en hance our tol er ance for the cul tural
dif fer ences that ex ist. We can better iden tify and have em pa -
thy for a people with whom we believe we share some
important similarities.

Issue Three: The Insider and the
Outsider Perspective

In the last few de cades, the em pha sis in cross-cul tural
work has been on what Ken neth Pike has called the Emic or
“in sider” ap proach and less on the Etic or “out sider” ap -
proach. The con cepts of Emic and Etic were first put into
print by Ken neth Pike in 1954 and have since be come com -
mon jar gon in an thro pol ogy. Some an thro pol o gists, like
Marvin Har ris, have made mod i fi ca tions in Pike’s con cepts
but still uti lize them (Head land, Pike, & Har ris 1990). Let me 
try to clar ify these very im por tant terms and re late them to a
third and fi nal is sue con cern ing how we view other societies.

The orig i na tor of the con cepts of Emic and Etic, Ken -
neth Pike, in di cated his cur rent mean ing in a 1990 book,
when he said:

I view the emic knowl edge of a per son’s lo cal cul ture
some what as Polanyi views bi cy cle rid ing. A per son knows 
how to act with out nec es sar ily know ing how to an a lyze his
ac tion. When I act, I act as an in sider; but to know, in de tail,
how I act (e.g., the mus cle move ments), I must se cure help
from an out side dis ci plin ary sys tem. To use the emics of
non ver bal (or ver bal) be hav ior I must act like an in sider, to
an a lyze my own acts, I must look at (or lis ten to) ma te rial as 
an out sider. But just as the out sider can learn to act like an
in sider, so the in sider can learn to an a lyze like an out sider.
(Headland, Pike, & Harris 1990, 33-34)

Al though it is a bit of a sim pli fi ca tion, Emic can be seen
as the in sider view con structed by peo ple in a cul ture, and
Etic the out sider view con structed by sci ence seek ing to un -
der stand that cul ture. The re cent fad in so cial sci ence, as I
have noted in my dis cus sion of the em pha sis placed on cul -
tural unique ness, is to em pha size the Emic view. The pos si -
bil ity of an Etic view that can con cep tu ally com pare and find
com mon al i ties in dif fer ent cul tures is too of ten overlooked
and/or criticized today.

I sup port the es sen tial worth of both Emic and Etic ap -
proaches and I re ject the no tion that we must give pri or ity to
an Emic or an Etic view. Some of the sup port for pro mot ing
the Emic view co mes from those who feel that we should not
make in vid i ous com par i sons of cul tures and should rather
just ac cept them. I, of course, share the tol er ance val ues be -
hind such an ap proach. But as a so cial sci en tist, I must be al -
lowed to com pare and con trast and to de velop un der stand -
ings that go be yond just say ing all cul tures are unique. I must
also add that there are so ci et ies, like the Nazi so ci ety un der
Hit ler and many other to tal i tar ian reigns of ter ror that ex ist
to day in our world, that I do not want to tol er ate. I want more
than the in sider view of a peo ple on which to base my
understanding of a society.

An other point to be aware of in this de bate is the fact that
there is much that peo ple in any so ci ety do not un der stand
about their own cul ture. How many peo ple in West ern so ci -
ety un der stand enough to be able to sug gest work able so lu -
tions to the many so cial prob lems they see in their so ci ety?
One of the ma jor val ues of any sci ence is to af ford a broader
per spec tive on a so cial prob lem area. It is true that the out -
sider view that sci en tific ex pla na tion can pro vide will be
based on some as sump tions about hu man be ings, but the at -
tempt will still be to eval u ate care fully and fairly the ev i -
dence rel e vant to that per spec tive. This is pre cisely what
Rob ert Leik and I were try ing to do when we com pared the
two strat e gies for re duc ing HIV in fec tion. Our as sump tions
were clear, and we at tempted to evaluate fairly the choices in
light of those assumptions.

If we opt only for the in sider’s views and deny the pos si -
bil ity of an out side sci en tific ex pla na tion that goes be yond
the in sider’s views, then we are re duc ing our selves to the
role of ste nog ra phers writ ing down what peo ple be lieve, and 
stop ping there. I think an Etic sci ence per spec tive is far too
valu able to toss away that eas ily. True, sci ence has lim i ta -
tions in its as sump tions and in its fads and fash ions. But sci -
ence pres ents us with the op por tu nity to ar rive at a con sen -
sus as to how to un der stand most ef fec tively, and per haps
change, a par tic u lar sex ual prob lem. Such a sci en tific con -
sen sus will never be the to tal pic ture of re al ity, but it will be
valu able in our search for so lu tions. It of fers some thing be -
yond what the par ti san per son can of fer in his or her Emic
view point, and I would there fore re ject any postmodern, rel -
a tiv ist at tempts to play down the value of an Etic perspective 
in sexology or in any science.

Read ers of this In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia should keep
in mind the Emic and Etic dis tinc tion, the rel a tive ad van tages 
and lim i ta tions of these van tage points, and watch for ef forts
by the au thors to bal ance these views. Some au thors are na -
tive to the coun try they are writ ing about. Oth ers are not na -
tive and write from an out sider’s per spec tive, even though
they may have lived in the coun try for many years. Be ing
aware of the van tage point from which the in di vid ual con tri -
bu tors to this En cy clo pe dia speak will help the reader make
the most ad van ta geous use of the information presented.

Quo Vadis, Cross-Cultural Sexology?
Let me try to sum up the im pli ca tions of my ap proach to

cross-cul tural sex ual knowl edge and its value to you in read -
ing this En cy clo pe dia. First, I would sug gest that see ing how
sci ence and value as sump tions in ter act should make us more
likely to want our sci ence of sex u al ity to do more than pres ent 
ab stract knowl edge. We will want sci ence to deal with the
prob lem ar eas that mean the most to us. This sort of post-posi -
tiv ist view of sex ual sci ence makes sci ence a ma jor helper in
re con struct ing or re in vent ing ways of liv ing that can pro mote 
the res o lu tion of the many sexual problems that confront us.
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True, there may well be con flict ing so lu tions pro posed by 
sci en tists with dif fer ent value as sump tions, such as I en coun -
tered with my prob abil ity model on HIV in fec tion. But we
can still ex am ine sci en tif i cally what will best help to re solve
prob lems from the view point of the set of as sump tions most
of us in a com mu nity will en dorse. Fur ther, peo ple with dif -
fer ent as sump tions can put forth dif fer ent tac tics to re solve
so cial prob lems. We can ex am ine the rea son ing and ev i dence 
rel e vant to com pet ing as sump tions. We can choose based on
what type of world we want to create.

The sci en tific search for ev i dence to ex am ine our so lu -
tions can still be rig or ous and will be scru ti nized, par tic u larly 
by those who do not fully ac cept our as sump tions. I see the
fu ture as fa vor ing this move ment to wards a sex ual sci ence
that helps us cre ate the type of world we consensually agree
we want. I see the prob lem-res o lu tion as pect of sexol o gy as
very im por tant, be cause it will pro mote the value of sex ual
sci ence in the minds of the pub li c, and that will help fund the
im por tant research and theory work we want to do.

On the sec ond is sue of com mon al i ties: If you ac cept my
po si tion on the le git i macy of search ing for cul tural uni ver -
sals as well as for cul tural vari abil ity, then we in sexol o gy
can search for com mon el e ments in our sex ual live s in so ci et -
ies around the world. In the over 200 so ci et ies I ex am ined in
my 1986 book, I found uni ver sal con dem na tion of what that
so ci ety judged to be “ex ces sive” sex ual force and to what
that so ci ety saw as “un due” sex ual ma nip u la tion (Reiss
1986, 1990). So we have at least a min i mal cross-cul tural
area of eth i cal agree ment on what sex ual acts ought to be pro -
hib ited: sex ual force and sex ual ma nip u la tion. Of course,
within this area of agree ment there are quite dif fer ent def i ni -
tions of what is “ex ces sive” sex ual force and what is “un due” 
sex ual ma nip u la tion. But within any so ci ety, we can, as sex -
ual sci en tists, seek to find what changes in cus tom would best 
avoid that culture’s conception of “unacceptable” force and
manipulation.

In West ern cul tures, I be lieve we would agree that avoid -
ing force and ma nip u la tion is best ac com plished by pro mot -
ing prep a ra tion for sex u al ity that em pha sizes hon esty, equal -
ity, and re spon si bil ity be tween the sex ual ac tors. I have de -
vel oped the ev i dence and rea son ing on this in a re cent book
(Reiss 1990). West ern cul tures are mov ing to wards an eth i -
cal stand ard that ac cepts a wide range of sex ual acts, pro vid -
ing they are hon estly, equally, and re spon si bly ne go ti ated.
As the ac counts in this En cy clo pe dia will re veal, there surely
are sig nif i cant dif fer ences even within West ern so ci et ies as
to how to de fine un ac cept able force and ma nip u la tion, and
also on de fin ing what is meant by hon esty, equal ity, and re -
spon si bil ity in sex ual re la tion ships and how to achieve that.
But at least there is some com mon ground for such a di a logue 
to take place, and I be lieve sexol o gists should take the lead in
examining and researching this vast area of possible ethical
agreement.

Al though non-West ern so ci et ies are pur su ing the same
goal of re duc ing un ac cept able force and ma nip u la tion, there
are many sig nif i cant dif fer ences in the ways that these so ci et -
ies may seek to con trol these out comes. Pro mot ing hon esty,
equal ity, and re spon si bil ity in sex u al ity may not be so pop u -
lar in some of these so ci et ies. So clearly in di vid ual at ten tion
to par tic u lar so ci et ies is needed. But I stress that it is in the
search for uni ver sals here that we are led to ex plore cultural
differences. These are not opposing goals.

Fi nally, in line with my po si tion on the in sider and out -
sider ap proaches, I en cour age tak ing both an Emic and an
Etic ap proach so as to gain more com plete an swers to the
sexological ques tions that in ter est us. The in sider view is es -
sen tial for any suc cess ful res o lu tion, be cause it is peo ple that
must put into ac tion any res o lu tion to a so cial prob lem. But

we must also go be yond in di vid ual view points, for it may
well be that in un in tended ways we pro mote the very out -
comes that we then con demn as prob lems. Our con flicted
and neg a tive view of sex u al ity in Amer ica is a cause of the
very prob lems that our con flicted and sex-negative people
then condemn (Reiss 1990).

If we who have de voted our ca reer to the study of sex u al -
ity can not state what our as sump tions are and of fer use ful
res o lu tions to our shared sex ual prob lems, then who can? A
fa mous Amer i can so ci ol o gist, Rob ert S. Lynd (1939, 186)
many years ago made this very point about so cial science in
general:

Ei ther the so cial sci ences know more than do the ‘hard
headed’ busi ness man, the ‘prac ti cal’ pol i ti cian and ad min -
is tra tor, and the other de facto lead ers of the cul ture as to
what the find ings of re search mean, as to the op tions the in -
sti tu tional sys tem pres ents, as to what hu man per son al i ties
want, why they want them, and how de sir able changes can
be ef fected, or the vast cur rent in dus try of so cial science is
an empty facade.

The cross-cul tural anal y sis of sex ual cus toms in this en -
cy clo pe dia should help us to un der stand and to cope better
with the dra matic changes oc cur ring in sex ual cus toms in so
many so ci et ies to day. I have dis cussed else where other rea -
sons why we need to make our as sump tions ex plicit and
thereby make our sexol o gy more prob lem-res o lu tion cen -
tered (Reiss 1993). All I need add here is that the more so ci -
ety feels that sexol o gy can aid in re solv ing our sex ual prob -
lems, the more our field will be val ued and will flour ish. I
hope we who are sexol o gists will re solve our in ter nal dis -
putes on is sues like those dis cussed in this chap ter by tak ing
the broader and more eclec tic view of sci ence and its role in
so ci ety that I have pre sented. While do ing this, we must hold
to the great value of sci en tific method—we must re ject the
ni hil is tic and rel a tiv is tic con clu sions that some who would
dis miss sci ence al to gether pro mote to day. I hope that as you
read the fas ci nat ing chap ters in this book, the key is sues and
ideas I have put forth will help you to ob tain a deeper in sight
into hu man sexuality. I wish you all: Bon Voyage to the many 
societies described herein!
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1. The In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity, Vols. 1-3 (Francoeur, 1997)

The World As so ci a tion of Sexol o gy, an in ter na tion al so ci ety of lead ing schol ars and eighty pro fes sional or ga ni za tions
de voted to the study of hu man sex ual be hav ior, has en dorsed The In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity as an
im por tant and unique con tri bu tion to our un der stand ing and ap pre ci a tion of the rich va ri ety of hu man sex ual at ti tudes,
values, and behavior in cultures around the world.

Re cip i ent of the “1997 Ci ta tion of Ex cel lence for an out stand ing ref er ence in the field of sexol o gy,” awarded by the
Amer i can Foun da tion for Gen der and Gen i tal Med i cine and Sci ence at the Thir teenth World Con gress of Sexol o gy,
Valencia, Spain.

Rec om mended by Li brary Jour nal (Oc to ber 1, 1997) to pub li c and ac a demic li brar i ans look ing to up date their
col lec tions in the area of sex u al ity: “An ex traor di nary, highly valu able syn the sis of in for ma tion not avail able
else where. Here are in-depth re ports on sex-re lated prac tices and cul ture in 32 coun tries on six con ti nents, con trib uted
by 135 sexol o gists world wide. . . . For all academic and larger public collections.”

Picked by Choice (As so ci a tion of Col lege & Re search Li brar ies/Amer i can Li brary As so ci a tion) as Best Ref er ence
Work and Out stand ing Ac a demic Book for 1997: “Al though this en cy clo pe dia is meant as a means of un der stand ing
hu man sex u al ity, it can also be used as a lens with which to view hu man cul ture in many of its other man i fes ta tions.
. . . Con sid er ing cov er age, or ga ni za tion, and au thor ity, the com par a tively low price is also no ta ble. Rec om mended for
ref er ence col lec tions in universities, special collections, and public libraries.”

“Most im pres sive, pro vid ing a wealth of good, solid in for ma tion that may be used by a wide va ri ety of pro fes sion als
and stu dents seek ing in for ma tion on cross-cul tural pat terns of sex ual be hav ior . . . an in valu able, unique schol arly work 
that no li brary should be with out.”—Con tem po rary Psy chol ogy

“. . . en ables us to make transcultural com par i sons of sex ual at ti tudes and be hav iours in a way no other mod ern book
does. . . . Clin ics and train ing or ga ni za tions would do well to ac quire cop ies for their li brar ies. . . . In di vid ual ther a pists 
and re search ers who like to have their own col lec tion of key pub li ca tions should cer tainly con sid er it.”—Sex ual and
Mar i tal Ther apy (U.K.)

“. . . schol arly, straight for ward, and tightly-or ga nized for mat in for ma tion about sex ual be liefs and be hav iors as they are 
cur rently prac ticed in 32 coun tries around the world. . . . The list of con tri bu tors . . . is a vir tual who’s who of schol ars
in sex ual sci ence.”—Choice

“. . . one of the most am bi tious cross-cul tural sex sur veys ever un der taken. Some 135 sexol o gists world wide de scribe
sex-re lated prac tices and cul tures in 32 dif fer ent coun tries. . . . Best Ref er ence Sources of 1997.”—Li brary Jour nal

“What sep a rates this en cy clo pe dia from past in ter na tion al sex u al ity books is its dis tinct dis sim i lar ity to a ‘guide book to 
the sex ual hotspots of the world.’ . . . An im pres sive and im por tant con tri bu tion to our un der stand ing of sex u al ity in a
global so ci ety. . . . fills a big gap in peo ple’s knowl edge about sex ual at ti tudes and be hav iors.”—Sex u al ity In for ma tion 
and Ed u ca tion Council of the United States (SIECUS)

“Truly im por tant books on hu man sex u al ity can be counted on, per haps, just one hand. The In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia 
of Sex u al ity de serves spe cial at ten tion as an im pres sive ac com plish ment.”—Jour nal of Mar riage and the Fam ily

“. . . a land mark ef fort to cross-ref er ence vast amounts of in for ma tion about hu man sex ual be hav iors, cus toms, and
cul tural at ti tudes ex ist ing in the world. Never be fore has such a com pre hen sive un der tak ing been even re motely
avail able to re search ers, schol ars, ed u ca tors, and cli ni cians ac tive in the field of hu man sex u al ity.”—San dra Cole,
Pro fes sor of Phys i cal Med i cine and Re ha bil i ta tion, University of Michigan Medical Center

2. The In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity, Vol. 4 (Francoeur & Noonan, 2001)

“. . . a mas ter piece of or ga ni za tion. The feat of suc cess fully com pil ing so much in for ma tion about so many coun tries
into such a co her ent and read able for mat de fies sig nif i cant neg a tive crit i cism.”—Sex u al ity and Cul ture, Paul Fedoroff,
M.D., Co-Di rec tor, Sex ual Be hav iors Clinic Fo ren sic Pro gram, The Royal Ottawa Hospital, Ottawa, Canada

3. The Con tin uum Com plete In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity (Francoeur &
Noonan, 2004)

“. . . [a] trea sure trove. . . . This unique com pi la tion of spe cial ized knowl edge is rec om mended for re search col lec tions
in the so cial sci ences . . . as well as a sec ond ary source for cross-cul tural re search.”—Li brary Jour nal, March 15, 2004, 
p. 64

“. . . a book that is truly his toric, and in many ways com pa ra ble to the great sexological sur veys of Havelock Ellis and
Al fred Kinsey. . . . Many works of un de ni able im por tance are in tended to speak about hu man sex u al ity. But in this
en cy clo pe dia we hear the voices of a mul ti tude of na tions and cul tures. With cov er age of more than a quar ter of the
coun tries in the world, . . . not only will the Con tin uum Com plete In ter na tion al En cy clo pe dia of Sex u al ity re main a
stand ard ref er ence work for years to come, but it has raised the bar of sexological schol ar ship to a rig or ous new
level.”—John Heidenry, ed i tor, The Week, and au thor of What Wild Ec stasy: The Rise and Fall of the Sex ual
Revolution

For more review excerpts, go to www.SexQuest.com/ccies/.


