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State of the movement

"Nearly four years after an academic journal nixed plans to 
publish a piece about sex between adult and adolescent 
males of antiquity, the controversy is erupting again. This 
time, however, it’s not conservative critics yelling the 
loudest. A group of classicists, now twice thwarted in efforts 
to publish on the provocative subject, have taken aim at one 
of the world’s largest publishers, saying Taylor & Francis 
Group has placed reputational concerns above the 
legitimate scholarly pursuits it ought to promote. 

The story dates to 2005, when Haworth Press announced 
amid heavy criticism that its Journal of Homosexuality 
wouldn’t publish an article or book chapter about sexual 
relationships between men and boys in antiquity. Critics had 
learned of a particularly controversial piece in the forthcoming collection, which would argue 
that such relationships “can benefit the adolescent” in certain circumstances, prompting 
allegations that the author was advocating child molestation. Those allegations were 
trumpeted first and loudest by the Web site World Net Daily, whose readers vigorously 
complained to Haworth. 

Scholars have for decades explored the implications of "pederasty," a common practice in 
ancient Greece wherein men and adolescents, who were frequently slaves, had sexual 
relationships. The difference in the journal's piece, however, was that Bruce Rind, a former 
professor of psychology at Temple University, appeared to suggest such relationships might 
be healthy -- even in modern times."

"The research might, perhaps, have been a useful endeavor in 
more capable hands, but Dr Goode was the wrong person to 
conduct it, lacking the intellectual breadth to contextually 
situate the results of the research, and finally collapsing under 
the weight of her discursive entrenchment. [...] she express 
gratitude for the work of Perverted Justice. [...] One might also 
remark on the more disingenuous hypocrisy of claiming to give 
a 'voice' to those who have been silenced, while 
simultaneously making it clear that what that 'voice' is saying 
is 'wrong'. What is given with one hand is entirely negated with 

the other. [...] Fuck her bourgeois 'compassion'. I don't want, or seek, society's 'tolerance' 
(awarded on the basis that I acknowledge that I'm 'diseased' and submit to treatment for my 
'disorder'). We don't need 'the pedophile' to become 'more human'. What we need is the 
subversion of every essentialist concept ('sex', 'sexuality', 'adult', 'child', etc) that impose a 
prison of identity that seeks to capture and reterritorialize flows of desire. There are 
theorists out there who understand this, and who are moving in that direction; let's focus on 
them and forget Goode...unless she can be broken out from her narrow, petty dogmas, she 
will do nothing to liberate young people." - 

"I must admit, I'm a little worried about her stance on the level of child (then coming to a 
conclusion of what a child is) I can almost guess what she is going to say when she 
mentions the word 'maturity'." - 

"Aside from all that is wrong with this treatise, the author and me agree on one point [...] I've 
said over and over that child sexuality is different than adult sexuality, but it's "sexuality" 
nonetheless. Here's what I agree with: that adults impose and project many adult-centric 
perspectives onto childhood and children, pedophiles being no exception". -  

"[I]t appears that the book is a mixed bag. She does seem to strenuously argue against 
hatred for pedophiles and show sympathy for young teens realizing they are attracted to 
young children. But then this is contradicted by her endorsement of PJ, the most well-
known pro-hate-pedophiles organizations there is. Here's another thing that's disturbing: In 
Goode's acknowledgment section, she writes, "In particular, I would like to thank the 
following individuals specifically for reading and commenting on sections of the book as it 
progressed:... Judith Reisman,..." For those who don't know, Judith Reisman is well-known 
among American sexologists as a rabidly homophobic crackpot who has been attacking the 
Kinsey Institute with all kinds of ridiculous claims." - . 
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News Digest

From the US - Penny pinching, PJ, state-funded violence and 
extreme pettyness

"A mob of furious neighbors of an 11-year-old girl raped on her way to school in 
Philadelphia won't be charged for beating a man wanted for questioning in the case. 

Philadelphia Police Commissioner Charles Ramsey said Thursday that no charges will be 
filed against the group of about a dozen residents of the city's West Kensington section 
who attacked 26-year-old Jose Carrasquillo. 

Carrasquillo hasn't been charged with rape but was arrested on an unrelated warrant. 
Ramsey said investigators have forensic evidence and witness identification placing him at 
the scene of Monday's attack. 

(...) 

Ramsey said he made the decision not to charge the residents based on the severity of the 
man's injuries. He also factored in the neighbors' intent and the high level of emotion in the 
community. But, he added, he doesn't condone violence. 

The crowd pummeled Carrasquillo for several minutes on Tuesday with wooden sticks, 
their hands and their feet before police arrived to take him into custody. The attack was 
videotaped. 

(...) 

Philadelphia Police Lt. Frank Vanore said authorities did the right thing in publicizing their 
desire to talk to Carrasquillo. He noted he was wanted on a bench warrant and had 17 prior 
arrests." 

and... 

"A dozen neighbors were so outraged by the rape of an 11-year-old girl that they chased a 
suspect and beat him, holding him until police arrived. Two of them were honored with an 
$11,500 police union reward even before the beaten man was charged in the girl's assault. 

(...) 

They roughed up the first man they targeted — not Carrasquillo. Later, in an altercation 
caught by a store surveillance camera, they found and confronted Carrasquillo, beating him 
with their hands, feet and what appears on the videotape to be a board or a large stick. 
Carrasquillo was taken to a hospital in serious condition and was released into police 
custody two days later." 

"Salt Lake City - Utah Supreme Court justices acknowledged Tuesday that they were 
struggling to wrap their minds around the concept that a 13-year-old girl could be both an 
offender and a victim for the same act - in this case, having consensual sex with her 12-
year-old boyfriend. 

The Ogden, Utah, girl was put in this odd position because she was found guilty of violating 
a state law that prohibits sex with someone under age 14. She also was the victim in the 
case against her boyfriend, who was found guilty of the same violation by engaging in 
sexual activity with her. 

"The only thing that comes close to this is dueling," said Associate Chief Justice Michael 
Wilkins, noting that two people who take 20 paces and then shoot could each be 
considered both victim and offender. 

And Chief Justice Christine Durham wondered if the state Legislature had intended the 
"peculiar consequence" that a child would have the simultaneous status of a protected 
person and an alleged perpetrator under the law. 

(...) 

At Tuesday's arguments, Matthew Bates, an assistant Utah attorney general, argued the 
prosecution of the girl was not unreasonable. He said the statute in question is designed to 
prevent sex with children who are 13 and younger, even if the other person is in the same 
age group. 

By passing that law, legislators were sending a message, Bates said: Sex with or among 
children is unacceptable." 

"With the civil commitment of convicted sex offender William Ploof, New Hampshire has 
joined the nearly 20 states that have gone down an extremely expensive, marginally useful 
and legally dubious path. 

Ploof, who has already served his full sentence for his crime, was ordered last week to 
spend up to five years in a section of the secure psychiatric unit that operates behind the 
Concord prison’s walls but is separate from it. 

He will ostensibly receive individualized treatment from a range of experts who will 
endeavor to cure him of what a jury decided was an irresistible compulsion to molest 
children. 

There are a host of things wrong with the state’s new law. The worst is that it was created 
to lock people up for what they think, or worse, for what others think they are thinking – not 
for what they did, but for what they might do. And once committed, studies from other 
states show, only a small percentage of offenders are ever released." 

(...) 

If the system functions here as it does everywhere else, if that is, a handful of people are 
freed and the rest grow old behind bars, the cost will become enormous. Of the 3,600 
civilly committed sex offenders locked up as of 2007, only 57 had been released. 

The annual cost of civil commitments in states that have had the law for a while has 
escalated rapidly and consumes resources needed for other programs. 

Turning back is difficult once a state goes down the civil commitment road, but it’s what 
New Hampshire should do. Longer sentences for serial offenders and sentences that 
include in-community treatment programs with heavy monitoring are better, fairer and less 
expensive options than keeping people locked up after they’ve paid for their crime." 

From the UK - Police State vs Kiddy Orgasms on the NHS

"There are some unspeakably vile people amongst the thousands of men swept up by 
Operation Ore, the police's extensive investigation into paedophilia and child pornography. 
But it is becoming increasingly clear that a substantial portion of those who were convicted 
of offences such as "incitement to distribute indecent images of children" had committed 
no crime at all. 

Thirty-five of the accused committed suicide. It's not easy to think of many things that are 
worse than being convicted of a paedophile offence when you are innocent of that ghastly 
crime. Once you are stamped as a paedophile and placed on the Sex Offenders Register, 
you will probably lose your family, for your wife will divorce you, if only to ensure she can 
keep custody of the children whom you will now be forbidden to care for. You will lose your 
friends and you will lose your job. 

That's exactly what happened to dozens of men who either pled guilty or were convicted as 
a result of Operation Ore. The sole evidence against them was that their credit card details 
and computer passwords were found on the list of subscribers to websites with such 
repulsive names as "child rape". 

What could be clearer evidence of guilt than that? As their solicitors told them, it did not 
matter that their computers had been examined and found to be free of child pornography, 
or that they could produce alibis to show they could not have been at their keyboards when 
they were supposed to have signed up for the child porn. Judges and juries found the 
electronic data irrefutable. 

But the electronic data wasn't irrefutable. One simple possibility appears not to have 
occurred to the police or any of the lawyers assigned to the accused: that they had been 
the victims of identity theft." 

From Australia - CP Studies

From Canada - "Sex Tourism", ISPs

From Brazil, Bali, Kenya, Jamaica, S. Africa, Sri Lanka, Germany, 
Italy, Russia, France, New Zealand, India and Ireland - 
Prostitution, Pedophilic statue, name and shame, G8/CP & NGOs

"Brazil's Supreme Court has nullified penalties against two men accused of paying children 
to have sexual intercourse with them. 

"LifeSiteNews.com reports the men, one who is a Brazilian sports celebrity, paid two young 
girls -- one 12 years old, the other 13 -- to have sex with them. The court ruled it was not a 
crime. Rick Schatz of the National Coalition for the Protection of Children and Families 
believes the court's ruling is wrong. 

"These girls were willing to engage in prostitution; therefore, [said the court,] it's not a 
crime. And to make the statement that this is the oldest profession around and it's 
considered to be barely a moral abuse but never a crime," he recalls the ruling. 

Rick Schatz (NCPCF)That is one way of saying a child involved in prostitution is of lesser 
value than one who is not, Schatz laments. He is concerned the court's ruling is almost a 
license for abuse and exploitation to be committed without punishment. For example, he 
says, a pedophile could victimize a girl, claim that she had agreed in exchange for money, 
and pay no penalty for the crime. 

"The Brazilian court has essentially turned its back on protecting the children of their great 
nation," Schatz contends. "This is a crime against the children of Brazil, and frankly the 
court ought to be held accountable for such a terrible decision." 

Even the United Nations has expressed concern about the ruling." 
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Concord prison’s walls but is separate from it. 

He will ostensibly receive individualized treatment from a range of experts who will 
endeavor to cure him of what a jury decided was an irresistible compulsion to molest 
children. 

There are a host of things wrong with the state’s new law. The worst is that it was created 
to lock people up for what they think, or worse, for what others think they are thinking – not 
for what they did, but for what they might do. And once committed, studies from other 
states show, only a small percentage of offenders are ever released." 

(...) 

If the system functions here as it does everywhere else, if that is, a handful of people are 
freed and the rest grow old behind bars, the cost will become enormous. Of the 3,600 
civilly committed sex offenders locked up as of 2007, only 57 had been released. 

The annual cost of civil commitments in states that have had the law for a while has 
escalated rapidly and consumes resources needed for other programs. 

Turning back is difficult once a state goes down the civil commitment road, but it’s what 
New Hampshire should do. Longer sentences for serial offenders and sentences that 
include in-community treatment programs with heavy monitoring are better, fairer and less 
expensive options than keeping people locked up after they’ve paid for their crime." 

From the UK - Police State vs Kiddy Orgasms on the NHS

"There are some unspeakably vile people amongst the thousands of men swept up by 
Operation Ore, the police's extensive investigation into paedophilia and child pornography. 
But it is becoming increasingly clear that a substantial portion of those who were convicted 
of offences such as "incitement to distribute indecent images of children" had committed 
no crime at all. 

Thirty-five of the accused committed suicide. It's not easy to think of many things that are 
worse than being convicted of a paedophile offence when you are innocent of that ghastly 
crime. Once you are stamped as a paedophile and placed on the Sex Offenders Register, 
you will probably lose your family, for your wife will divorce you, if only to ensure she can 
keep custody of the children whom you will now be forbidden to care for. You will lose your 
friends and you will lose your job. 

That's exactly what happened to dozens of men who either pled guilty or were convicted as 
a result of Operation Ore. The sole evidence against them was that their credit card details 
and computer passwords were found on the list of subscribers to websites with such 
repulsive names as "child rape". 

What could be clearer evidence of guilt than that? As their solicitors told them, it did not 
matter that their computers had been examined and found to be free of child pornography, 
or that they could produce alibis to show they could not have been at their keyboards when 
they were supposed to have signed up for the child porn. Judges and juries found the 
electronic data irrefutable. 

But the electronic data wasn't irrefutable. One simple possibility appears not to have 
occurred to the police or any of the lawyers assigned to the accused: that they had been 
the victims of identity theft." 

From Australia - CP Studies

From Canada - "Sex Tourism", ISPs

From Brazil, Bali, Kenya, Jamaica, S. Africa, Sri Lanka, Germany, 
Italy, Russia, France, New Zealand, India and Ireland - 
Prostitution, Pedophilic statue, name and shame, G8/CP & NGOs

"Brazil's Supreme Court has nullified penalties against two men accused of paying children 
to have sexual intercourse with them. 

"LifeSiteNews.com reports the men, one who is a Brazilian sports celebrity, paid two young 
girls -- one 12 years old, the other 13 -- to have sex with them. The court ruled it was not a 
crime. Rick Schatz of the National Coalition for the Protection of Children and Families 
believes the court's ruling is wrong. 

"These girls were willing to engage in prostitution; therefore, [said the court,] it's not a 
crime. And to make the statement that this is the oldest profession around and it's 
considered to be barely a moral abuse but never a crime," he recalls the ruling. 

Rick Schatz (NCPCF)That is one way of saying a child involved in prostitution is of lesser 
value than one who is not, Schatz laments. He is concerned the court's ruling is almost a 
license for abuse and exploitation to be committed without punishment. For example, he 
says, a pedophile could victimize a girl, claim that she had agreed in exchange for money, 
and pay no penalty for the crime. 

"The Brazilian court has essentially turned its back on protecting the children of their great 
nation," Schatz contends. "This is a crime against the children of Brazil, and frankly the 
court ought to be held accountable for such a terrible decision." 

Even the United Nations has expressed concern about the ruling." 



News Digest

From the US - Penny pinching, PJ, state-funded violence and 
extreme pettyness

"A mob of furious neighbors of an 11-year-old girl raped on her way to school in 
Philadelphia won't be charged for beating a man wanted for questioning in the case. 

Philadelphia Police Commissioner Charles Ramsey said Thursday that no charges will be 
filed against the group of about a dozen residents of the city's West Kensington section 
who attacked 26-year-old Jose Carrasquillo. 

Carrasquillo hasn't been charged with rape but was arrested on an unrelated warrant. 
Ramsey said investigators have forensic evidence and witness identification placing him at 
the scene of Monday's attack. 

(...) 

Ramsey said he made the decision not to charge the residents based on the severity of the 
man's injuries. He also factored in the neighbors' intent and the high level of emotion in the 
community. But, he added, he doesn't condone violence. 

The crowd pummeled Carrasquillo for several minutes on Tuesday with wooden sticks, 
their hands and their feet before police arrived to take him into custody. The attack was 
videotaped. 

(...) 

Philadelphia Police Lt. Frank Vanore said authorities did the right thing in publicizing their 
desire to talk to Carrasquillo. He noted he was wanted on a bench warrant and had 17 prior 
arrests." 

and... 

"A dozen neighbors were so outraged by the rape of an 11-year-old girl that they chased a 
suspect and beat him, holding him until police arrived. Two of them were honored with an 
$11,500 police union reward even before the beaten man was charged in the girl's assault. 

(...) 

They roughed up the first man they targeted — not Carrasquillo. Later, in an altercation 
caught by a store surveillance camera, they found and confronted Carrasquillo, beating him 
with their hands, feet and what appears on the videotape to be a board or a large stick. 
Carrasquillo was taken to a hospital in serious condition and was released into police 
custody two days later." 

"Salt Lake City - Utah Supreme Court justices acknowledged Tuesday that they were 
struggling to wrap their minds around the concept that a 13-year-old girl could be both an 
offender and a victim for the same act - in this case, having consensual sex with her 12-
year-old boyfriend. 

The Ogden, Utah, girl was put in this odd position because she was found guilty of violating 
a state law that prohibits sex with someone under age 14. She also was the victim in the 
case against her boyfriend, who was found guilty of the same violation by engaging in 
sexual activity with her. 

"The only thing that comes close to this is dueling," said Associate Chief Justice Michael 
Wilkins, noting that two people who take 20 paces and then shoot could each be 
considered both victim and offender. 

And Chief Justice Christine Durham wondered if the state Legislature had intended the 
"peculiar consequence" that a child would have the simultaneous status of a protected 
person and an alleged perpetrator under the law. 

(...) 

At Tuesday's arguments, Matthew Bates, an assistant Utah attorney general, argued the 
prosecution of the girl was not unreasonable. He said the statute in question is designed to 
prevent sex with children who are 13 and younger, even if the other person is in the same 
age group. 

By passing that law, legislators were sending a message, Bates said: Sex with or among 
children is unacceptable." 

"With the civil commitment of convicted sex offender William Ploof, New Hampshire has 
joined the nearly 20 states that have gone down an extremely expensive, marginally useful 
and legally dubious path. 

Ploof, who has already served his full sentence for his crime, was ordered last week to 
spend up to five years in a section of the secure psychiatric unit that operates behind the 
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If the system functions here as it does everywhere else, if that is, a handful of people are 
freed and the rest grow old behind bars, the cost will become enormous. Of the 3,600 
civilly committed sex offenders locked up as of 2007, only 57 had been released. 

The annual cost of civil commitments in states that have had the law for a while has 
escalated rapidly and consumes resources needed for other programs. 

Turning back is difficult once a state goes down the civil commitment road, but it’s what 
New Hampshire should do. Longer sentences for serial offenders and sentences that 
include in-community treatment programs with heavy monitoring are better, fairer and less 
expensive options than keeping people locked up after they’ve paid for their crime." 
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or that they could produce alibis to show they could not have been at their keyboards when 
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a state law that prohibits sex with someone under age 14. She also was the victim in the 
case against her boyfriend, who was found guilty of the same violation by engaging in 
sexual activity with her. 

"The only thing that comes close to this is dueling," said Associate Chief Justice Michael 
Wilkins, noting that two people who take 20 paces and then shoot could each be 
considered both victim and offender. 

And Chief Justice Christine Durham wondered if the state Legislature had intended the 
"peculiar consequence" that a child would have the simultaneous status of a protected 
person and an alleged perpetrator under the law. 

(...) 

At Tuesday's arguments, Matthew Bates, an assistant Utah attorney general, argued the 
prosecution of the girl was not unreasonable. He said the statute in question is designed to 
prevent sex with children who are 13 and younger, even if the other person is in the same 
age group. 

By passing that law, legislators were sending a message, Bates said: Sex with or among 
children is unacceptable." 

"With the civil commitment of convicted sex offender William Ploof, New Hampshire has 
joined the nearly 20 states that have gone down an extremely expensive, marginally useful 
and legally dubious path. 

Ploof, who has already served his full sentence for his crime, was ordered last week to 
spend up to five years in a section of the secure psychiatric unit that operates behind the 
Concord prison’s walls but is separate from it. 

He will ostensibly receive individualized treatment from a range of experts who will 
endeavor to cure him of what a jury decided was an irresistible compulsion to molest 
children. 

There are a host of things wrong with the state’s new law. The worst is that it was created 
to lock people up for what they think, or worse, for what others think they are thinking – not 
for what they did, but for what they might do. And once committed, studies from other 
states show, only a small percentage of offenders are ever released." 

(...) 

If the system functions here as it does everywhere else, if that is, a handful of people are 
freed and the rest grow old behind bars, the cost will become enormous. Of the 3,600 
civilly committed sex offenders locked up as of 2007, only 57 had been released. 

The annual cost of civil commitments in states that have had the law for a while has 
escalated rapidly and consumes resources needed for other programs. 

Turning back is difficult once a state goes down the civil commitment road, but it’s what 
New Hampshire should do. Longer sentences for serial offenders and sentences that 
include in-community treatment programs with heavy monitoring are better, fairer and less 
expensive options than keeping people locked up after they’ve paid for their crime." 

From the UK - Police State vs Kiddy Orgasms on the NHS

"There are some unspeakably vile people amongst the thousands of men swept up by 
Operation Ore, the police's extensive investigation into paedophilia and child pornography. 
But it is becoming increasingly clear that a substantial portion of those who were convicted 
of offences such as "incitement to distribute indecent images of children" had committed 
no crime at all. 

Thirty-five of the accused committed suicide. It's not easy to think of many things that are 
worse than being convicted of a paedophile offence when you are innocent of that ghastly 
crime. Once you are stamped as a paedophile and placed on the Sex Offenders Register, 
you will probably lose your family, for your wife will divorce you, if only to ensure she can 
keep custody of the children whom you will now be forbidden to care for. You will lose your 
friends and you will lose your job. 

That's exactly what happened to dozens of men who either pled guilty or were convicted as 
a result of Operation Ore. The sole evidence against them was that their credit card details 
and computer passwords were found on the list of subscribers to websites with such 
repulsive names as "child rape". 

What could be clearer evidence of guilt than that? As their solicitors told them, it did not 
matter that their computers had been examined and found to be free of child pornography, 
or that they could produce alibis to show they could not have been at their keyboards when 
they were supposed to have signed up for the child porn. Judges and juries found the 
electronic data irrefutable. 

But the electronic data wasn't irrefutable. One simple possibility appears not to have 
occurred to the police or any of the lawyers assigned to the accused: that they had been 
the victims of identity theft." 

From Australia - CP Studies

From Canada - "Sex Tourism", ISPs

From Brazil, Bali, Kenya, Jamaica, S. Africa, Sri Lanka, Germany, 
Italy, Russia, France, New Zealand, India and Ireland - 
Prostitution, Pedophilic statue, name and shame, G8/CP & NGOs

"Brazil's Supreme Court has nullified penalties against two men accused of paying children 
to have sexual intercourse with them. 

"LifeSiteNews.com reports the men, one who is a Brazilian sports celebrity, paid two young 
girls -- one 12 years old, the other 13 -- to have sex with them. The court ruled it was not a 
crime. Rick Schatz of the National Coalition for the Protection of Children and Families 
believes the court's ruling is wrong. 

"These girls were willing to engage in prostitution; therefore, [said the court,] it's not a 
crime. And to make the statement that this is the oldest profession around and it's 
considered to be barely a moral abuse but never a crime," he recalls the ruling. 

Rick Schatz (NCPCF)That is one way of saying a child involved in prostitution is of lesser 
value than one who is not, Schatz laments. He is concerned the court's ruling is almost a 
license for abuse and exploitation to be committed without punishment. For example, he 
says, a pedophile could victimize a girl, claim that she had agreed in exchange for money, 
and pay no penalty for the crime. 

"The Brazilian court has essentially turned its back on protecting the children of their great 
nation," Schatz contends. "This is a crime against the children of Brazil, and frankly the 
court ought to be held accountable for such a terrible decision." 

Even the United Nations has expressed concern about the ruling." 



News Digest

From the US - Penny pinching, PJ, state-funded violence and 
extreme pettyness

"A mob of furious neighbors of an 11-year-old girl raped on her way to school in 
Philadelphia won't be charged for beating a man wanted for questioning in the case. 

Philadelphia Police Commissioner Charles Ramsey said Thursday that no charges will be 
filed against the group of about a dozen residents of the city's West Kensington section 
who attacked 26-year-old Jose Carrasquillo. 

Carrasquillo hasn't been charged with rape but was arrested on an unrelated warrant. 
Ramsey said investigators have forensic evidence and witness identification placing him at 
the scene of Monday's attack. 

(...) 

Ramsey said he made the decision not to charge the residents based on the severity of the 
man's injuries. He also factored in the neighbors' intent and the high level of emotion in the 
community. But, he added, he doesn't condone violence. 

The crowd pummeled Carrasquillo for several minutes on Tuesday with wooden sticks, 
their hands and their feet before police arrived to take him into custody. The attack was 
videotaped. 

(...) 

Philadelphia Police Lt. Frank Vanore said authorities did the right thing in publicizing their 
desire to talk to Carrasquillo. He noted he was wanted on a bench warrant and had 17 prior 
arrests." 

and... 

"A dozen neighbors were so outraged by the rape of an 11-year-old girl that they chased a 
suspect and beat him, holding him until police arrived. Two of them were honored with an 
$11,500 police union reward even before the beaten man was charged in the girl's assault. 

(...) 

They roughed up the first man they targeted — not Carrasquillo. Later, in an altercation 
caught by a store surveillance camera, they found and confronted Carrasquillo, beating him 
with their hands, feet and what appears on the videotape to be a board or a large stick. 
Carrasquillo was taken to a hospital in serious condition and was released into police 
custody two days later." 

"Salt Lake City - Utah Supreme Court justices acknowledged Tuesday that they were 
struggling to wrap their minds around the concept that a 13-year-old girl could be both an 
offender and a victim for the same act - in this case, having consensual sex with her 12-
year-old boyfriend. 

The Ogden, Utah, girl was put in this odd position because she was found guilty of violating 
a state law that prohibits sex with someone under age 14. She also was the victim in the 
case against her boyfriend, who was found guilty of the same violation by engaging in 
sexual activity with her. 

"The only thing that comes close to this is dueling," said Associate Chief Justice Michael 
Wilkins, noting that two people who take 20 paces and then shoot could each be 
considered both victim and offender. 

And Chief Justice Christine Durham wondered if the state Legislature had intended the 
"peculiar consequence" that a child would have the simultaneous status of a protected 
person and an alleged perpetrator under the law. 
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At Tuesday's arguments, Matthew Bates, an assistant Utah attorney general, argued the 
prosecution of the girl was not unreasonable. He said the statute in question is designed to 
prevent sex with children who are 13 and younger, even if the other person is in the same 
age group. 

By passing that law, legislators were sending a message, Bates said: Sex with or among 
children is unacceptable." 

"With the civil commitment of convicted sex offender William Ploof, New Hampshire has 
joined the nearly 20 states that have gone down an extremely expensive, marginally useful 
and legally dubious path. 

Ploof, who has already served his full sentence for his crime, was ordered last week to 
spend up to five years in a section of the secure psychiatric unit that operates behind the 
Concord prison’s walls but is separate from it. 

He will ostensibly receive individualized treatment from a range of experts who will 
endeavor to cure him of what a jury decided was an irresistible compulsion to molest 
children. 

There are a host of things wrong with the state’s new law. The worst is that it was created 
to lock people up for what they think, or worse, for what others think they are thinking – not 
for what they did, but for what they might do. And once committed, studies from other 
states show, only a small percentage of offenders are ever released." 
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If the system functions here as it does everywhere else, if that is, a handful of people are 
freed and the rest grow old behind bars, the cost will become enormous. Of the 3,600 
civilly committed sex offenders locked up as of 2007, only 57 had been released. 

The annual cost of civil commitments in states that have had the law for a while has 
escalated rapidly and consumes resources needed for other programs. 

Turning back is difficult once a state goes down the civil commitment road, but it’s what 
New Hampshire should do. Longer sentences for serial offenders and sentences that 
include in-community treatment programs with heavy monitoring are better, fairer and less 
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Letters to the Editor

B4U-Act
"Dear Editor, 

Thanks for mentioning B4U-ACT's third workshop in your "State of the Movement" section 
of Uncommon Sense (Edition 2). We'd like to elaborate on your correct statement that B4U-
ACT has not taken a public position on de-pathologizing pedophilia. In fact, we haven't 
taken a stand on many things. That's because we have a fairly narrow focus: promoting 
dialog among minor-attracted people (pedophiles and hebephiles) and mental health 
professionals. Members of both groups may disagree on de-pathologization and many 
other issues. 

One of the few things we do take a public stand on is the humanity and worth of minor-
attracted people, and the need to reduce stigma, stereotyping, and demonization of minor-
attracted people. (See http://b4uact.org/principles.htm.) We believe this should be the case 
regardless of whether pedophilia is seen as a disorder. For a publicly-funded organization 
to take such a stand is a significant accomplishment; we know of no other organization in 
the world that has done so. 

However, we were pleased when the mental health professionals assembled for our 
second workshop said that professional language will be more productive if it "does not 
pathologize the attraction to minors" and that minor-attracted people should "accept 
themselves, reclaim words, and become involved in changing the discourse." (For details, 
see http://b4uact.org/workshops.htm and scroll down to "How Do We Talk About It?".) 

We believe that the professional paradigm for understanding the attraction to minors needs 
to change, for the well-being of both minor-attracted people and society, including children. 
We also believe that the only way this can happen is to engage in dialog with mental health 
professionals. We welcome the involvement of more BLs and GLs in this dialog, and would 
be glad to correspond with any of your readers who are interested. 

Sincerely, 
Russell Dick, LCSW-C, Chairperson, rdick@b4uact.org 
Michael Melsheimer, Director of Operations, michaelmelsheimer@b4uact.org 
Richard Kramer, Program Planner, rkramer@b4uact.org 
B4U-ACT, Inc., P.O. Box 1754 Westminster, Maryland 21158"

Richard Kramer
"Dear Editor, 

(I'm writing this letter as a private individual, not as a representative of B4U-ACT.) 

First, let me say that I'm impressed with both Uncommon Sense and the newgon website, 
especially the wealth of research information it contains. 

I wish to respond to your editorial "What Can Be Done?". I agree with the statement that 
there currently is no movement, but that we can "discreetly influence" "well-regarded 
political movements" that are consistent with or preliminary to our aims. In fact, I don't even 
think that adult-minor sexual activity is the fundamental issue that we should be 
addressing. 

Think about the fact that things were much better for BLs and GLs 35 years ago. But sex 
with minors was illegal then too. So what's the difference now? The difference is the 
demonization, dehumanization, and witch-hunting. In the 1970s, professionals, politicans, 
and the media did not unanimously condemn BLs as animalistic "predators," or lie to the 
public that we were supremely devious, violent, uncontrollable, unloving and unloveable, or 
that everything we did was for the purpose of satisfying our twisted lusts, or that any 
contact we had with children or teenagers destroyed their souls. We were not subject to 
ideological "cognitive restructuring" treatment (i.e., brainwashing), lifetime civil commitment 
(i.e., concentration camps), or possible execution. Thirty-five years ago BLs actually had 
large, real-life meetings and produced print publications. We even had some allies in the 
gay community and in radical churches. Now we are not even seen as human, and we 
have no allies to speak of. 

The fundamental issue we need to address is the defense of our humanity. We need to 
confront the stigmatization, demonization, and stereotyping that exists due simply to our 
attraction to children or adolescents, regardless of our behavior. To do this, we need to be 
honest about our sexuality. That's why I'm involved with B4U-ACT, and why, unfortunately, 
the "well-regarded political movements" listed in your editorial won't quite cut it, even 
though I agree with their goals. For example, the most successful RSO activist group, 
ReformSexOffenderLaws.org (RSOL), is opposed to the demonization and stereotyping of 
all groups, including pedophiles. However, not everybody working for RSOL understands 
that, and a BL or GL working with RSOL would not be able to be honest about his 
sexuality. He would be severely constrained in any effort to confront the demonization 
through RSOL. 

Therefore, while I would support the work of other organizations, I will also do what I can 
(with B4U-ACT and/or any other future initiative) to fight the demonization and hatred 
against BLs and GLs, and to build alliances with people outside our community who are 
open to learning about pedophilia and hebephilia. I hope others will join me. 

Sincerely, 
Richard Kramer, 
MHAMic.org".

Editor's response:



Letters to the Editor

B4U-Act
"Dear Editor, 

Thanks for mentioning B4U-ACT's third workshop in your "State of the Movement" section 
of Uncommon Sense (Edition 2). We'd like to elaborate on your correct statement that B4U-
ACT has not taken a public position on de-pathologizing pedophilia. In fact, we haven't 
taken a stand on many things. That's because we have a fairly narrow focus: promoting 
dialog among minor-attracted people (pedophiles and hebephiles) and mental health 
professionals. Members of both groups may disagree on de-pathologization and many 
other issues. 

One of the few things we do take a public stand on is the humanity and worth of minor-
attracted people, and the need to reduce stigma, stereotyping, and demonization of minor-
attracted people. (See http://b4uact.org/principles.htm.) We believe this should be the case 
regardless of whether pedophilia is seen as a disorder. For a publicly-funded organization 
to take such a stand is a significant accomplishment; we know of no other organization in 
the world that has done so. 

However, we were pleased when the mental health professionals assembled for our 
second workshop said that professional language will be more productive if it "does not 
pathologize the attraction to minors" and that minor-attracted people should "accept 
themselves, reclaim words, and become involved in changing the discourse." (For details, 
see http://b4uact.org/workshops.htm and scroll down to "How Do We Talk About It?".) 

We believe that the professional paradigm for understanding the attraction to minors needs 
to change, for the well-being of both minor-attracted people and society, including children. 
We also believe that the only way this can happen is to engage in dialog with mental health 
professionals. We welcome the involvement of more BLs and GLs in this dialog, and would 
be glad to correspond with any of your readers who are interested. 

Sincerely, 
Russell Dick, LCSW-C, Chairperson, rdick@b4uact.org 
Michael Melsheimer, Director of Operations, michaelmelsheimer@b4uact.org 
Richard Kramer, Program Planner, rkramer@b4uact.org 
B4U-ACT, Inc., P.O. Box 1754 Westminster, Maryland 21158"

Richard Kramer
"Dear Editor, 

(I'm writing this letter as a private individual, not as a representative of B4U-ACT.) 

First, let me say that I'm impressed with both Uncommon Sense and the newgon website, 
especially the wealth of research information it contains. 

I wish to respond to your editorial "What Can Be Done?". I agree with the statement that 
there currently is no movement, but that we can "discreetly influence" "well-regarded 
political movements" that are consistent with or preliminary to our aims. In fact, I don't even 
think that adult-minor sexual activity is the fundamental issue that we should be 
addressing. 

Think about the fact that things were much better for BLs and GLs 35 years ago. But sex 
with minors was illegal then too. So what's the difference now? The difference is the 
demonization, dehumanization, and witch-hunting. In the 1970s, professionals, politicans, 
and the media did not unanimously condemn BLs as animalistic "predators," or lie to the 
public that we were supremely devious, violent, uncontrollable, unloving and unloveable, or 
that everything we did was for the purpose of satisfying our twisted lusts, or that any 
contact we had with children or teenagers destroyed their souls. We were not subject to 
ideological "cognitive restructuring" treatment (i.e., brainwashing), lifetime civil commitment 
(i.e., concentration camps), or possible execution. Thirty-five years ago BLs actually had 
large, real-life meetings and produced print publications. We even had some allies in the 
gay community and in radical churches. Now we are not even seen as human, and we 
have no allies to speak of. 

The fundamental issue we need to address is the defense of our humanity. We need to 
confront the stigmatization, demonization, and stereotyping that exists due simply to our 
attraction to children or adolescents, regardless of our behavior. To do this, we need to be 
honest about our sexuality. That's why I'm involved with B4U-ACT, and why, unfortunately, 
the "well-regarded political movements" listed in your editorial won't quite cut it, even 
though I agree with their goals. For example, the most successful RSO activist group, 
ReformSexOffenderLaws.org (RSOL), is opposed to the demonization and stereotyping of 
all groups, including pedophiles. However, not everybody working for RSOL understands 
that, and a BL or GL working with RSOL would not be able to be honest about his 
sexuality. He would be severely constrained in any effort to confront the demonization 
through RSOL. 

Therefore, while I would support the work of other organizations, I will also do what I can 
(with B4U-ACT and/or any other future initiative) to fight the demonization and hatred 
against BLs and GLs, and to build alliances with people outside our community who are 
open to learning about pedophilia and hebephilia. I hope others will join me. 

Sincerely, 
Richard Kramer, 
MHAMic.org".

Editor's response:



Letters to the Editor

B4U-Act
"Dear Editor, 

Thanks for mentioning B4U-ACT's third workshop in your "State of the Movement" section 
of Uncommon Sense (Edition 2). We'd like to elaborate on your correct statement that B4U-
ACT has not taken a public position on de-pathologizing pedophilia. In fact, we haven't 
taken a stand on many things. That's because we have a fairly narrow focus: promoting 
dialog among minor-attracted people (pedophiles and hebephiles) and mental health 
professionals. Members of both groups may disagree on de-pathologization and many 
other issues. 

One of the few things we do take a public stand on is the humanity and worth of minor-
attracted people, and the need to reduce stigma, stereotyping, and demonization of minor-
attracted people. (See http://b4uact.org/principles.htm.) We believe this should be the case 
regardless of whether pedophilia is seen as a disorder. For a publicly-funded organization 
to take such a stand is a significant accomplishment; we know of no other organization in 
the world that has done so. 

However, we were pleased when the mental health professionals assembled for our 
second workshop said that professional language will be more productive if it "does not 
pathologize the attraction to minors" and that minor-attracted people should "accept 
themselves, reclaim words, and become involved in changing the discourse." (For details, 
see http://b4uact.org/workshops.htm and scroll down to "How Do We Talk About It?".) 

We believe that the professional paradigm for understanding the attraction to minors needs 
to change, for the well-being of both minor-attracted people and society, including children. 
We also believe that the only way this can happen is to engage in dialog with mental health 
professionals. We welcome the involvement of more BLs and GLs in this dialog, and would 
be glad to correspond with any of your readers who are interested. 

Sincerely, 
Russell Dick, LCSW-C, Chairperson, rdick@b4uact.org 
Michael Melsheimer, Director of Operations, michaelmelsheimer@b4uact.org 
Richard Kramer, Program Planner, rkramer@b4uact.org 
B4U-ACT, Inc., P.O. Box 1754 Westminster, Maryland 21158"

Richard Kramer
"Dear Editor, 

(I'm writing this letter as a private individual, not as a representative of B4U-ACT.) 

First, let me say that I'm impressed with both Uncommon Sense and the newgon website, 
especially the wealth of research information it contains. 

I wish to respond to your editorial "What Can Be Done?". I agree with the statement that 
there currently is no movement, but that we can "discreetly influence" "well-regarded 
political movements" that are consistent with or preliminary to our aims. In fact, I don't even 
think that adult-minor sexual activity is the fundamental issue that we should be 
addressing. 

Think about the fact that things were much better for BLs and GLs 35 years ago. But sex 
with minors was illegal then too. So what's the difference now? The difference is the 
demonization, dehumanization, and witch-hunting. In the 1970s, professionals, politicans, 
and the media did not unanimously condemn BLs as animalistic "predators," or lie to the 
public that we were supremely devious, violent, uncontrollable, unloving and unloveable, or 
that everything we did was for the purpose of satisfying our twisted lusts, or that any 
contact we had with children or teenagers destroyed their souls. We were not subject to 
ideological "cognitive restructuring" treatment (i.e., brainwashing), lifetime civil commitment 
(i.e., concentration camps), or possible execution. Thirty-five years ago BLs actually had 
large, real-life meetings and produced print publications. We even had some allies in the 
gay community and in radical churches. Now we are not even seen as human, and we 
have no allies to speak of. 

The fundamental issue we need to address is the defense of our humanity. We need to 
confront the stigmatization, demonization, and stereotyping that exists due simply to our 
attraction to children or adolescents, regardless of our behavior. To do this, we need to be 
honest about our sexuality. That's why I'm involved with B4U-ACT, and why, unfortunately, 
the "well-regarded political movements" listed in your editorial won't quite cut it, even 
though I agree with their goals. For example, the most successful RSO activist group, 
ReformSexOffenderLaws.org (RSOL), is opposed to the demonization and stereotyping of 
all groups, including pedophiles. However, not everybody working for RSOL understands 
that, and a BL or GL working with RSOL would not be able to be honest about his 
sexuality. He would be severely constrained in any effort to confront the demonization 
through RSOL. 

Therefore, while I would support the work of other organizations, I will also do what I can 
(with B4U-ACT and/or any other future initiative) to fight the demonization and hatred 
against BLs and GLs, and to build alliances with people outside our community who are 
open to learning about pedophilia and hebephilia. I hope others will join me. 

Sincerely, 
Richard Kramer, 
MHAMic.org".

Editor's response:



On the forums

BoyChat

People believe that they are free. They believe that they are able to resist the iron tentacles 
of the modern state because they are able to democratically elect people to represent them. 
The reality is very different. When citizens elect people to represent them, they are electing 
someone whose main interest is to gain and maintain power; power is the main perk of a 
politician's job. Rather than representing the people who elected them, politicians seek the 
enactment of their own power-laden policies, and they can easily achieve their goal if they 
dress these policies as measures to protect the public from paedophiles or terrorists. The 
welfare-focused democratic system encourages people to believe that they are free and 
safe, while allowing the state to slowly increase its control and trample on the established 
rights of citizens. // The people who suffer most from the effects of left-wing "liberalism" are 
those who are used as pawns in the process of achieving and maintaining power in such a 
society. The current pawns in the war against civil rights are paedophiles, muslims and 
children. In a left-wing "liberal" society, the only "rights" which people have are those which 
are "provided" by the state. The state prescribes children no rights whatsoever; their right to 
"protection" is simply a right to be treated as adults wish for them to be treated. That is not a 
right at all. // Do you remember what it's like to be a child? Children are exploited by 
politicians (it's ironic that these are the people who claim to fight against "exploitation" of 
children). They are not allowed the right to vote, which they are deceitfully told is the only 
way to exercise any kind of power in a democracy. Their rights are not genuinely considered 
by politicians, because power-hungry politicians know that they cannot vote. To further insult 
them, they are also the "property" of their parents, having to comply with their parents' every 
(non-sexual!) demand. // Children are not sometimes obnoxious because of any traits 
inherent to children or because of a lack of authority in English-speaking societies. Children 
are aware of the restrictions of the covertly authoritarian nature of modern society, because 
they are one of the primary victims of it, yet they have even less power to do anything about 
the injustice of the "protective" cells in which they are incarcerated. What you perceive to be 
obnoxiousness in boys is probably just disillusionment with the society which has failed 
them in the pursuit of money, power, and respect from the woolen masses." 

former public relations manager, bob jones, describes in detail his experiences with Michael, 
his "children sidekicks": 

"As the 'Bad' tour moved to St. Louis, a thirteen-year-old boy named Peter joined the 
entourage. ... One of the oddest things that happened ... Jolie Levin, Jackson's assistant at 
the time found a bed sheet in the King's hotel bedroom. On it, Michael had drawn a picture 
of Peter and himself. Also written on the sheet was what amounted to a love note to the boy. 
... That sheet was my first tangible clue that Michael Jackson, the King of Pop, was up to no 
good with this young kid. (p. 51) 

The King seemed to favor the blond-haired and young. In my experience with Michael, once 
a boy turnd fourteen or fifteen years old, he'd begin severing ties. (p. 57) 

Michael and the young boy were hugging and very close on the plane. They held hands and 
Michael lovingly gazed into the boy's eyes much like a man would gaze into the eyes of a 
woman he's in love with. He'd kiss him on the cheek, rub his arms, pet him, and inexplicably 
lick the boy's head. (p. 71) 

Michael and this little boy were, dare I say it, in love. (p. 72)" 

GirlChat

Firstly, the positives. She comes out strongly against the demonisation of peds, dealing with 
us as ordinary people. She emphasises clearly that peds should not be judged or 
condemned for being sexually attracted to children, and distinguishes clearly between the 
moral neutrality of sexual orientation and the moral responsibility that comes as a result of 
choices and actions. [...] But I think the most significant 'positive' in the book is the 
presentation of our own descriptions of what we find attractive in children, the kinds of 
relationships we desire with children/youths, the things which are most significant to us, 
fantasies and so forth. She draws positive conclusions from this: 

"...the sense of children as whole people... [Respondents] do not, in general, seem to be 
focusing on or fetishising certain body parts, as many heterosexual men do with adult 
women's breasts, buttocks or legs..." 

"...[the] often gentle, yearning nature [of the fantasies described]..." 

"I notice the many references to cuddling, sharing and friendship..." 

"If we compare these ...[with those of non-ped males in Nancy Friday's book Men in Love]... 
what sets the paedophile responses apart is often the greater emphasis on non-sexual 
friendship and doing 'everyday' things together..." 
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