
Over the last 10 years or so I have spent much of my free time
and some of my professional time engaged in work with naturists
and the homosexual community.  In this essay I will cover as-
pects of sexual freedom in the greater context of personal liberty
and cultural diversity.

It is not my intention to discuss, in detail, sexual practices, but
rather to view the politics of sexual practices as a whole and to
present a view as to what the libertarian view should be towards
legislation of the bedroom.

BACKGROUND
It is widely believed, particularly in London, that we are mostly
free to conduct ourselves in private as we wish.  The most ob-
vious evidence of this is the explosion of gay bars over the last
few years, ranging from tawdry pick-up joints to the rather kitsch
and pleasant surroundings offered by others.  I would argue, how-
ever that this ghettoisation, not only the of homosexual com-
munity but of others, either voluntarily or enforced, is highly
counterproductive.  The evidence is there that while seeing two
men kissing in Compton Street is acceptable, the same activity in
Edgeware would result in arrest under public order acts.

If we look at the whole approach to the system of permissiveness,
almost across the whole world, there is an acceptance of this con-
cept of “public decency”, which strikes at the heart of the liberta-
rian principle of personal behaviour.1  To talk of the permissive
society is to imply that behaviour is being permitted, grudgingly,
by the authoritarians that set themselves up to judge us.  Hence
within the ghettos a code of behaviour is allowed that would be
considered beyond the public pale outside.

A BRIEF HISTORY OF SEX
It is fair to say that for around 90% of the population, sex means
sex within a marital or near marital relationship, principally for
the procreation of the species.  I do not say that they practise
what they say, but that is what the popular idea is.  In order to
understand this and to infer a more libertarian view we have to
look at how this view has evolved.

There are many sources of this view, one of the most significant
coming from the Western Religious viewpoint of sex as a means
of procreation, not of pleasure.  This traditional view says that the
purpose of life is not merely for reproduction but principally for
self improvement and betterment.  The sacrament of marriage is
there to further procreation, not merely through the process of
fertilisation but to ensure a nurturing environment for rearing
children.  Since this is viewed as a largely full time occupation,
and being generous, with one partner engaging in foraging and
the other in caring, it is viewed as exclusive; the processes of
betterment and procreation are mutually exclusive.  This theory
goes on to say that the work of research and the transmission of
the findings of that research have to be limited to those not dis-
tracted by sex.  The evidence for this can be found throughout the
middle ages and up to recent times when Cambridge University
finally allowed non-clergymen to join their teaching staff.

Next we should look at the Reformation in Western Europe where
fierce fighting took place as to whether the fundamentalist view-
points of Calvin, Luther and Rousseau had merit over the statist
views of the Catholic Church.  This led to some of the worst atro-
cities seen in the history of mankind (it is interesting to note that
Geneva, now considered a place of tolerance, was the venue for
some of the most appalling acts when Calvin2 called on it to
become the “protestant Rome” in 1546).  Whereas the Catholic
Church was by then indistinguishable from the state and was
fairly liberal in their allowances for individual behaviour, the
protestant agenda was far more strict.  Any kind of enjoyment
was suspect and the presence of an individual in life was only for
the glory of God.3  It is with this background in mind that we
view the religious strictures of Victorian times.  At the heart of
Christianity, both in orthodoxy and Catholicism, sex was viewed
as a necessary sin, the ideal state being chastity, representing the
virginity of Mary and chastity of Jesus.

I am not going to elaborate on the history of this view.  Suffice it
to say that it existed.  What is relevant is the legacy that led to
the acts of Parliament during Queen Victoria’s reign.  It became
publicly accepted that all acts of sex were sinful in the extreme.
Even the baring of a table leg was considered lewd.  (It is interes-
ting that during this period many of the more purist views of
Knox and Calvin about the making of money were ignored,
allowing money-lending and usury to flourish in the British Em-
pire at this time.)  This view of “public decency” meant that no
discussion could take place about sex.  The idea of the “fallen
woman” led to virtual enslavement.  We read of men not under-
standing how to procreate, and of women being fooled by other
women in believing that they were really men, because of the
ignorance engendered by the protestant teachings.  How can one
sex know of the other when all education is denied and the sexes
are totally segregated from early childhood?

We might still be living like this were it not for a series of debili-
tating adventures and major wars that took two generations of
young men from us, forcing the state to relax its attitude towards
both sex and women.  This culminated in a complete rebellion
against state control of heterosexual sex and eventually to the
legalisation of homosexual acts in 1967, through a bill by Lord
Steele, later leader of the Liberal Party.

It is against this background that we must view the wider set of
laws that cover all acts of sexuality and their relevance in liberta-
rian terms.  There is still an arbitrary legal age of consent for
sexual behaviour —until very recently none for women with
women, 21 for men with men and 16 for heterosexual sex.  Yet
why should we consider one set of people better able to make
decisions about their sexual relationships than another?  Why
should a young person be considered mature at 12 in Portugal, at
16 in the United Kingdom and not fit to make decisions about
buying alcohol until 21 in much of the United States?

GHETTOISATION AND “PUBLIC SENSIBILITY”
With regard to children,NOTE I am neither condoning nor advo-
cating the breach of law and am not about to enter a debate of
absolute law versus equity in relation to the age of consent.  I am
however attempting to challenge much of the accepted view on
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sexuality as a whole.  Our current laws and dominant opinions
stem from a time when on the public surface “proper decency”
ruled, yet 40,000 prostitutes plied their trade in London alone,
catering for anything from fairly straight sex to homosexuality,
flagellation and child sex.  The Victorians in England were well
aware of the duality of mankind, as expressed in more acceptable
forms in novels such as The Picture of Dorian Gray and Doctor
Jekyll and Mr Hyde.  The question in the libertarian mind must
be: When does a sexual relationship become a breach of personal
liberty?

In the Spanner case, I believe a surprisingly sensible piece of case
law was handed down: that when sexual behaviour affects the
public purse it crosses the boundaries of acceptable behaviour.  In
the Spanner case, the NHS was being expected to live with the
fallout from a violent assault., albeit a consensual one.  (The gui-
deline in “mainstream” S&M is that no blood should fall.)

Before trying to draw a conclusion on a liberterian view on sex-
uality, we must also consider the majority of people who do not
engage in “different loving”.  I often have to point out to fellow
homosexuals that if they are to seek acceptance from others, then
they must accept the point of view of those others.  Few agree
with the vitriol that comes from such misguided bigots as the
members of Westboro Baptist Church, but those who practice un-
usual sexual relationships should understand that many others
draw their opinions from lack of correct information and that it is
disturbing to them to have such practices shoved in their face.  A
little tact and diplomacy is needed.

Which rather brings me to the question of education and under-
standing.  When Richard von Krafft-Ebing wrote Psycopathia
Sexualis (first published in 1886) the subject of sado-masochism
was virtually unkown.  Sexual behaviours such as masturbation
and homosexuality were viewed as psychological problems.  We
have come far in the 20th century, to a better understating of what
is merely unusual behaviour, and what constitutes a psychological
problem.  A transvestite might merely get non sexual kicks out of
dressing up in a parody of womanhood, but the transvestite beha-
viour may be indicative of repressed homosexuality which finds
its outlet through the transvestite behaviour.  In rare cases it may
even show more deep set psychiatric disturbance requiring expert
treatment.

Within the medical profession this is now far better understood,
but continuing medical arguments reflect far more divisive atti-
tudes in society as a whole; surgeons who carry out medical inter-
vention on behalf of psychiatrists to relieve the psychiatric
disorders of so-called transsexuals are regarded as pariahs by
many of their own profession.  This is not helped by the actions
of quick-fix media people who showcase transsexuals, homosex-
uals and people involved in body modification and SM.  By re-
ducing sensible discussion to a freak show in front of a howling
audience, they reinforce the bigotry that they claim to be against.
What is needed is a far more sensible and educated discussion
about the motivations and desires of people involved in such ac-
tions.  There is clear evidence that the lack of education not oniy
of children but in the adult population as a whole, leads to much
of the stress and psychiatric disorder of the modern age.

THE NATURE OF MODERN NEWS REPORTING

If we are to break the need for ghettos such as those in central
Manchester, Los Angeles and Amsterdam we need to educate the
population as a whole to be far more tolerant.  I have found that
the most difficult ones are the so-called “normal” people.  Gays,
the transgendered and S&Mers are far more relaxed and open.
Perhaps this is because they have confronted and embraced their
sexuality rather than trying to live up to the passing expectations
of others.  This goes beyond libertarianism; I believe that if
people were to embrace this view then society would become a
far more relaxed place.

Part of the blame for the level of ignorance has to lie with the
nature of modern news reporting.  There is a tendency to pander
to a dumbed down view of news, without real analysis, merely
trying to grab attention by sensationalised headlines of limited
vocabulary.  There is nothing more sensational in the mind of the

media than deviancy from the accepted “norm” in sexuality.
Therefore if someone who engages in unusual sexual activity
wishes to enter public life, whether as a politician or as a captain
of industry, they have to appear to follow the norm.4  When the
newspapers can still “out” someone, not because of a political
position they have taken but because of their sexuality, it is only
natural for those who have different views on relationships to
hide their nature from the wider public.  But during the 10 years
of campaigning for the Conservative party, I have found few who
insist on the dominance of “family values”.  Most who I have had
the chance to challenged on the subject have no objection to
people engaged in same sex relationships.  While surprised —
even a little curious — about some of the more extreme forms of
sexual behaviour, they certainly have no objection to people who
make no secret of their sexuality entering parliament.  Now the
Labour party seems not to be picking up the family value ticket.
The media should tell them not to be so foolish.

I end with my summary of what the libertarian attitude should be:
sexual behaviour should be enfirely free between consenting indi-
viduals.

NOTES
1. I define this as being able to anything you wish so long as it does not

impact on others without their consent.  Others may argue that case, but I
have had many debates over the last 20 years examining this principle and
have yet to come up with a “crime” which does not fit this ancient
premise.

2. For Martin Luther’s Address to the Christian Nobility of Germany see
http://history.hanover.edu/texts/luthad.html

3. I attach here (used without permission from the above source) the regula-
tions for the Temple in Geneva:
Concerning the Times of Assembling at Church
That the temples be closed for the rest of the time, in order that no one
shall enter therein out of hours, impelled thereto by superstition ; and if
anyone be found engaged in any special act of devotion therein or near by
he shall be admonished for it: if it be found to be of a superstitious nature
for which simple correction is inadequate then he shall he be chastised.
Blasphemy.
Whoever shall have blasphemed, swearing by the body or by the blood of
our Lord, or in similar manner, he shall be made to kiss the earth for the
first offence ; for the second to pay 5 sous, and for the third 6 sous, and for
the last offence be put in the pillory for one hour.
Drunkenness.
1. That no one shall invite another to drink under penalty of 3 sous.
2. That taverns shall be closed during the sermon, under penalty that the
tavern-keeper shall pay 3 sous, and whoever may be found therein shall
pay the same amount.
3. If anyone be found intoxicated he shall pay for the first offence 3 sous
and shall be remanded to the consistory; for the second offence he shall he
held to pay the sum of 6 sous, and for the third 10 sous and be put in
prison.
4. That no one shall make roiaumes under penalty of 10 sous.
Songs and Dances.
If anyone sings immoral, dissolute or outrageous songs, or dance the vi-
rollet or other dance, he shall be put in prison for three days and then sent
to the consistory.
Usury.
That no one shall take upon interest or profit more than five per cent.,
upon penalty of confiscation of the principal and of being con-demned to
make restitution as the case may demand.
Games.
That no one shall play at any dissolute game or at any game whatsoever it
may be, neither for gold nor silver nor for any excessive stake, upon pen-
alty of 5 sous and foifeiture of stake played for.

4. See David Kirsch Carr, The Child Bomb: How “What About The Child-
ren?” Can Turn An Argument Around, Tactical Notes No. 23, Libertarian
Alliance, London, 1999.

5. When I joined an American financial institution, the revelation that I am
openly lesbian was greeted with some surprise, and praise from those who
felt that it was good that I was sufficiently open to do so.  I find that being
fairly open from the outset leads to fewer problems than making out that I
have relationships that I do not.
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