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THE INSTITUTION* OF SEXUAL INTERCOURSE 

our" society," ••• if it's 
not deflected from its present 
course and if the Bomb doesn't 
drop on it, will hump itself to 
dea,th. 

--Valerie Soknas 

.' ,~. 

The debate on vaginal orgasm is not c£>ntral to femir:ism as a whole. The theory of vagimil orgasm was created quite recently to shore up that part of the foundation ,~~_of a SOCial institution that was being threatened bl' the increasing demand by ",,-omen f:)r f:t;H?d~m for women. The political institution I am referring to is the institu~j.0n of s'3xuci interc0!Jrse. The p,;rpose, i. e., the SOCial function, of the lnEtitutivI't ,is tt.:- maintain the human s:;'Iu;;ics. 

It used to be t:lat the construct of marriage 91J2uanteed the institution of sexual intercom'se. It is still true that, when and v:Lere tl;,'it co:;st1'uct in any of its o,i,ginal varia:,~(ts is propedy ent.~,ed into cwd Vfote(;tcd, the acti~·ities SUfficient to the definUhJ1 of this cor;strud and, thus, t:1e purposes of the inst'~,:.!tion of sexLlal ,intercourse, are protect'2_~" The substitute theoretical construct of vaginal orgasm is necessary only when marriage is threatened. 

The theory of vag!nal orgaS!ll W,',S the concoction of a man, Freud, whose theories generally plac'3 women ir< an in!.t;mane and e;<;>loited ro1.e. H~s thoory of vaginal orgasi7I r(:aches t~!~ spex vf these.. The theory ~\Tas tn,c;pired by l~:.s ¢onfrontations v,tith \\>·o:"iien ''''(,:,1.) T::i:tf~ sick: 'to d€:f ... th of :11e female rate I and i~ adJ~J;:::f;~d \",?f)men ba.:,;J~ into this fe~·v.;lB role by Con.~l;.ng th{-;!J1 thi;it.a W:1S in a r.fi'O:n~Hl'S !nt€rest, kh~~!"..~fYr~s .. :tt:~ (1 $e,:~ I it is i~1 the i!1tere3~ 0f her vag1n~;, to be ch~~H~nanized end eXljAoitcd. Vv~t1.e Freud ' s ttj,\:nry ts .tr;c:')Il~~,i::.:te(!t witIl f2male anatomy, it I 
I 

' is excB1~ent evidence in SUPPO'it of the them-,- that the concept of sexual inte«:ourse Is a po:itical constl'uct, reified into ail ili5tl~ution. 

;'he construct of vaginal orgasm Is most in vogue whenev:::r and wherever the institlltlon cf sexu,~l intercourse is th:"eatenad. As ,",,"Omen b9come freer I mote indege:Jdent, metre self-BufficiG;':1t, their i!1te;.'!~st (i. e. I tt~ir nc€d) in men decre:1,,:as, and their desire for the COl'Hruct of murn~age which properly entails children (1. e., a famgy)decrea.!.: 23 prot='ortlon,~te to t.be !.n~:;ease in their self­$uff1t.:iency. It is fo." this reason that taa CO;1t;truci. vf 'y~~0~!YJJ_ orgasm 1s CO:i11!1~ und,£r at~ack atnOli'J "Nomen radicals ifl the fu:-nihist .":novf~ment (as 
O?po!;",d to r.OlGIr:al f'?-min1sts) wIlli,e at the Silme time the cc;!'!struc:;t of,.!'d.'l[fia.1l!l.. 1s ~:~o!;,jrig undE'r at1.cl .. ~k among 'WOi!len 1:1 the fGminist !novemen! who i'!ra ,sither poJlt~':,)liy ccns·srvative, or libe!al-t0--the-r!~ht (e "g .. , a ~.1'r·C:~,rthyite) I or I as is t!'·,J CilS:') viith most 'Nomen, apc;!:Ucal in the mi11n. 1"1e l;,tter group Is 
b~th presently i:lnd potenti!lllyfar lorgGf than the fonner, w~ich is the only 
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Vaginal. orgasm is, then, ·a~ubstitute construc~fo1" marriage" lTnfortunately. . for those women who are accepting' the substitute, vaginal orgasm as.a. political construct is leSS in· their interests. than marriage.. It takes time·forWCimen, simply.becausetbey are so much weaker politically, to build ineompenS'ations for themselves~,inany. poUticalconstruct in 'which they area necessar)r:.member. 
" .; 

"' It is interesting to compare the correlative structures .oi,these two'llolitical constructs:.' (I will not consid.er those protections built in ata'1ater·.'C\ate into marriage so that the two constructs can be compared in their oriltinal and' definitiV,e forms.) The salient. feature of both is that both constructs are' in 

., 

the intere.stsof the male and against the interests of the' female', a:nd both constructs were, no:tsurprieingly, conceived of by men •. Both .. constructs limfta woman's human PO~Sibilitie.s (the dOl,lQle standard is built into any double-role ,theory) • Both constructs incorpo,'ate attem.p.ted justifications .(excuses N {or:the.role assig.ned to women insexualintercourse~ which howevertn-no way mitigates the ~ni:tj..al exploitation. ..; , . 

_ I. ·~oth:constructs 90ntain conven1ently·supportivethere.tofore·unlcnown 'or 
flnrecog niz ed biol09 1cal theor~es: 

..... ~ . : .',. .' .' ,'- . , . 
a. In marriage, the suppertive biolog.icaltheory is . tile theory o.fmaternal 

instinct. The bielegical argument for the maternal instinct goes something . ,like thi$! wemen need to. have 'children, it's part ef their nature-: Can't yousee-that that'·s. what their bedies were built for·? And . .if women didn't 
~ to hqve children,.they weuldn't; thil; preves wotnen 9h~ to have 

*The definitienDf . "instJ.tution" used in this article - O"ohn Rawls'df. of. . . ,- . 

"practice",- a,nyfcrm of activity specified by a system of rules which defines offices, roles, moves, penalties, d.efenses ,and so. on,Bnd which gives the actlvity. its structure) - (Webs·ter'sdf~·0f "institutional "'", o.rganized saas to. functJ;on in secial, charitable, and educational activities). 

**This article is net on the interdependence ef the two politicaJ -::onstructs of marJ~ia9.e .and the .f~nlljy I but the 1Y.)mm-cnt5 :!)t' ~ .. h~ b~_~J·~qi~:1! th~~,,:,i:: cont;:,,~,.~~~·d 
~Il t:·,c ~J~-t$tr\.K!t yi,.rt1.a:frlag~ ::t:;~un1t;:~.i "t:his 1i1t~r,jE:!-p€ndencc:~ ThE: g.oal-cf the institution ef s~~ual intercourse, i. e., child-bearing by womeir,' is the bridge betwt¥)n the two. constructs ofrnilrriage and family. ·If this-article ;verenet concel)trating on political.constructs by definition Iirnitedton.vo· persemn!nd as pertains to the institutien oCs.exual iintercourse', it might tremore.accurate to refer·te the marriage-famUy-censtru<::t;:At the present time'and' in the ' fereseeable future, withOllt the'. construct of the .family., 'the'ma:rrfagec-cons"truct would serve no. political purpese.- to e.. ,th'€re wo.uldbe nothing 1:o"protect;; and it woUld evolve out. ,. .-
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childrEln. And sil'lce they choose to.~.veC:hlldren in such large numbers ,. 
having children must 'come naturally t6 women • It' s an instinct, the 
maternal instinct. 

1. There"s a confusion of priorities here: a capacity for some activity 
is not the same as a need for.that activity, so that even if women's 
bodies were suitabiy formed for the activity of child-bearing , this in 
no way ~ssarilY entails that they ~ to bear children, much less 

. need to. Unfortunately for women, child-bearing wreakS h8voc on 
their bodies and can hardly be defended as healthy. (a) Pregnancy 
and birth distend and tear women's bodies out of their natural fl'rms 
as women (as opposed to mothers), so that ifhatdlycan be held that 
women's bodies are constructed appropriately for the activity' of 
child-bearing. (b) Reliable estimates indicate that in the U.S., the 
maternal death rate was 29.1 out of every 1,000; the female death 
rate in 1966 was B.l out of every thousand. lU.S. Vital Statistics). 
Maternity triples the risk of dea,th for the average woman in the years 
of her pregnancy. The maternal death rate for the entire world in 1966 
was at least twice that of the U.S., so that the average woman, appro­
priately enough, sextupled her chance of death by becoming pregnant. 
[U . N . figures). There is no other activity in the world, short of war, 
with that high a mortality rate that would be legalized. (It's interesting, 
albeit chilling, that the maternal death rate is almost never publicized, 
whereas the infant mortality rate is often seen; tMs is anoater ·indicatton 
of the low value placed on w~men.) .. 

2 ~ At this point, it might be countered that while it might not make sense 
to engage in such an activity as pregnancy, that this is proof that 
maternity is indeed an instinct: . it is an activity engaged in in spite 
of its being contrary to the interest of the agent. 

[It is easy to see how nicely this argument feeds the theory of innate 
masochism into female psychology. The institutional strangleholds 
that coerce women into child-bearing are always overlooked here, 
but it is in fact these institutions that transform the alleged maternal 
instinct from what would appear to be a kind of death wish into an 
instinct for her own political survival.], . 

It is claimed then that women enjoy having or, at least, wish to have 
children. The evidence is against this, too. (a) Does anyone wish 
to try to hold that the blood-curdling screams that can be heard from 
delivery rooms are really cries of joy? (b) How are you going to account 
for the fact that. as much as 2/3 of the women bearing children suffer 
post-partum 'blues, and that these depres'sions are expressed in large 
numbers by these women killing their infants, or deserting them, or 
internalizing their hostility to such an extent that the women must 
be confined in mental hospitals for "severe depression" (often a 
euphemism for attempted murder). Either it's necessary to faU back 
on some physiological explanation which will irrevocably damage 



the claim that ch!ld-bearingi-s-g-oodfor a woma-~'s health, or it's ----'~!:t,--
necessarY to admit that an overwhelming number of women do not .. '1;. 
~ to bear children regardless of whether or not there is some theory 
that it is a. woman's natur:al function to' bear childr:en •. (c) As for 
women wishing to'Possess-children, it wHIbe necessary to account 
for the fa'ct that parents [and we all know who that is] are the second 
highest cause of children's deaths ("accidemts" rank first). If the 
theory is st11l maintained that women by thei.r nature like to have, or 
take careot, children, and that this constitutes at least a necessary 
part of what is called "maternal instinct, '.' it would seem tha"! it is the 
duty of men, i.e., society, to protect children from women's care 
just because of this instinct. 

3. It seems clear that there is far too large a body of co"unter eVidence 
to try to maintain any biological theory of maternal . instinct. 

b. In vaginal orgasm, the supportive biological.theory is that the institution 
of sexual intercourse is in the interests of woman's sexual instinct. 
The argument goes' something like" this: man has·a sexual in3tihct, and 
we know this because men lik.e to have sexual intercourse so much. 
Since hls des"ire for sexual intercourse is not determined by the reCipient, 
it must be the activity itself ~hich is desired. The activity is defined 
essentially a.s the penetration by the penis into the vagina. But the man: 
may have an intense e?Cperience, called "orgasm." .caused by some 
activity of his own wIthin the particular environment of the vagina. The 
completion of his experience, or orgasm is indicated by certain signs, 
e.g., ejaculation. Th.is experience has been Judged by society to be 
pleasureable. The environment of the vagina is necessary for sexual 
intercourse. Either a woman must be forced to' provide this environment 
or it must be in her interests to. do so. It's illegal to force her; that's 

"'~' 

called rape. Therefore, it must be in her interest .to provide this 
environment. Therefore, it must be that she experiences the same experience 
that the man does because of the same activity •. This will be called 
vaginal orgasm to distinguish it from the original sense of "orgasm," 
1. e., l;,ale orgasm. And it is pleasureable for the woman. If it is the 
same experience as the male orgasm there should be no discrepancy 
between either the amount or conditions of the experience. Therefore, 
women also have a sexual instinct. 

1. The maternal instinct is obviously too indirect an interest to Justify 
se,:l'al intercourse to a free woman. There has to be some direct 
con .. ection between the act and the woman's interests. As exterior 
coercion lessens, it must be projected inside the victim. 

2. Tha construct of vaginal orgasm as even a second order biological 
need for women has been absurd from the beginning. First of all, 
animals don't have this need, that is, they don't have vaginal 
orgasm. The whole point of vaginal orgasm is that it supports the 
view that vaginal penetration is a good in and for itself. It 
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justifiesvag:!.n~.f:pe;;etr1ition i.e., a riece~~a.ry condition of the 
insti t'ltion of se1tua.l :intercourse, as in the direct interests of 
women. Sinoe a necessary condition for a· bioi'6gica.l need in that 
it cover the gen'UlI of living beings, the-fact tha.i; an:l..lna.ls do not 
e)..-perience vaginal orgasm is an' extremely strong argument against 
Us biological nature. Secondly, women don't .P9sser.s. the. rece:?tors 
.in the vagina for any sensations that could cause anything like a 
male orgasJ!l, that is, what has been proposed as v'aginal orgasm 

2. Both the construct of marriage and the construct of vaginal orgasm Ci"n­
tain conveniently supportive psychological theorieS to' .justify the 
institution of sexual i.ntercourse to the female. These psychological 
theories are dependent on their respective psychological theories; 
without the biological basis, the psycholcgical theory,. inatead of 
justifying, exposes the exploitative 'nature of the institution of 
sexual intercourse. 

a. In marriage, the psychological theory isanailalysis of the.psycho­
logical characteristics inhe~ent in the alleged maternal instinct. 
This varies somewhat from time to time depending on what sa.crifices 

. society deems necessa.ry- from the parent to l~-eep the child in line, and 
how tl1(l political system needs, or regards as a liability, women in the 

outside world. The main constants are that a woman, i.e.; a motl1er, whether 
aC!tua.l or potential, is adaptable and giVing. It is the woman's role in 

marri;.ge to meet the needs of others, and her joy to do s6. But in the 
. circular argltnent. of the marriage construct, the woman' IS role is called 
her will and fmn-there is tra.~sformed into her essential nature. 

b •. In vaginal orgasm, the ps:v~hological theory i3 ba~ed on the 
assumption of the physiologi~~J. fact of vr,ginalorgo,Lln, and the further 
assumption that that orgasm is caused not psyci1Jl.:g1.(;ally but physio­
logicallY by the penetration o~ thB penis into the v~ina. There is an 
eqnhTocation at ,this point in the E.,:::'gUment for the theory that even 
f'1;x';her assumes' that what was defhed by a !lla.l" as vngj.nal orgasm is 
(In'>~'-,~Gous to the' orgasm the mhle experiences by penetration. It is 
ont:/ hy claiming some such responsive equ.:!.valen·ce that the institution 
01' ~:or.:uaJ. intercourse can be justified between free parties. 

II 

So fa.::' hf):::'e, se:l..-u.al intercourse has been referred to as an institution. 
S:Lnce. ,)-,1:.:' soc-'.I'Oty has never known a time when sex in all its aspects was 
nc,t e"t;,e.G.a.,,>:'c-ore and relations based on sex,e.€;., the male-female relation­
snip, ,!.,'"", no:·· e:l<:tremeJ.y hostile, it is difficult· to' understnad how sexual 
interC', . :."'8 C:""l even be' salvaged as a practice, that is, assU)!ling that our 
societ:: "'Gul,i desire positive relationships between individuals. 

The fJ .. ,::, step that would have to be taken before we could see exactly what 
the st:r' .• :.s o? sexual intercourse is as 'a practice is surely to remove all its 
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institu~10nal aspects: we would have to ,el1m1nat~ the functional aspect. Sexu;)l:k 
iQtercourse would have to cease to be society's means to population renewal. ";'.:' 
This change .1s beginning to be within our grasp with the work now being done '~, 
on extra-uterine conception and incubation. But the possibilities of this research 
for the woman's movement have been barely suggested and there wOllldhave to 
be very concentrated research to perfect as quickly as possible this extra-
uterine method of pre-natal developmen,t so· that .this could bea truly optional 
method, at the very least. ~. 

This step alone would reduce sexual intercourse. in terms of its political, status. 
to a practice. ~ But the. biological theories as well as the psychological ones 
would fall with the tnstitutiopal I'lurposes: sexual "drives" and "needs" Would 
disappear with tlleir fUnctions. But since a practice ml,lsthave some sort of 
structure. and 'without a social function sexual relations would be individually 
determined and socially. unpatterned, sexual intercourse c.ould not be a practice 
either. 

It is necessary to at least speculate on just what the status or place of sexual 
relations would be once the institutional aspects disappeared. If for n6 other 
reason.' it is necessarY to figure out some sort of projection because an idea 
like this frightens' people so badly. Because' oitha implications of such a change. 
people must have some~jdea of a possible future. It should still bei understood, 
however. that such projections must be' very tentative guesswork because so 
many. possible variables could appear later that can't be foreseen now. 

Having'lost their political function, one possibility 1s t..'1.at perhaps we could 
discover what the nature of ihe human sensual characteristics ar€. from the 
point of view of th.e good of each individual instead pfwhat we have now, 
which is a sort of psychologicaLdraft system of our sexualities. Perhaps .the 
human sensual characteris.tics would have the status of a sense organ;they 
might even properly be called a sort of "sixth sense." This sense organ, like 
the other five, wculd receive stimuli via the prainand the more direct contact 
appropriate to that sen.se.· In the <:ase oIthe sex1.:al organs (although they 
would probably not be called thatanyrnorJ since the term "sexual organs" 
assumes two sexes; the purpose of transforming that distinction into a definitive 
property has been the procreative function of the, sexual organs) the direct 
stimuli would be tactile and the indirect stimuli. would be the thought of someone 
or something that you would like to touch or be touched by. 

Now since, for the sake Of the argument. wewill.assume that the direct stimulus 
is a living. being, even a human beingaild that this human being is other than 
the human being stimulated. and that theprocl'eative function of the activity is' 
absent even in the concept of the activity ~ (that is. it is not regarded as a 
practice since it is nota structured activity) why !;hould there be this tactile 
contact with anothetl)erson? We as s'ume at this point that sexual contact is 
not a biological neediJ:nd. was ,formerly only the means to satisfy the social 
need of survival of the species. 



It will be argued no doubt that this tactile contact is pleasuteable. But what 
exactly is meant by this? Why is it more pleasureable than auto-contact? In 

_ whose interest is this physical contact betwe.E!n tWo persons, and what are the 
grounds of this interest? If masturbation has such strong arguments in its 
favor (assuming the sexual organs are iii kind of sense organ) such as technical 
proficiency, convenience, egocentricity, on what grounds is an outside party 
involved? On what grounds is this party a positive addition to the experience? 

Must this alleged pleilsure be mutual? and if so, why? What motivates the 
desire to touch other people, and without the procreative function 01 sex, what 
would distinguish (for the average person) touching a child and touching an 
adult in whom one had an alleged "sexual" interest. Would you want to make 
an important dicti.nction between an erotic and a sexual contact? Isn't it 
crucial to the argument for tactile contact as innately pleasilreable v.'hether 
or not you can hold the claim that touching the other person is directly pleasure­
able to the toucher, not only indirectly pleasureaple to the toucher by witneSSing 
the pleasure of the touched? How could it be claimed that the finger tips are 
as sensitive as the alleged erogenous areas of the body? Or would you hilve 
to establish some. separate but equal, synchronized system of mutual indirect/ 
direct stimuli? But wouldn't that for.:e you back into a practice, and under what 
justification ?Wouldn' t you be institutlonalizir,g sex again? GIven the nature 
of sex, once you deinstitutionalize it and it hilS no social function, and there 
is no longer any need for a cooperative effort, and when the physical poSSi­
bilities of this sense can be fully realized alone, on what possible grounds could 
you have anything remotely like what we know today as sexual relations? 

III 

If the sense of touch alone were under discussion, it would be surely less 
complicated simply because there would be only one , in any way relevant to 
our discussion, fluctuating (i.e" changeable) .party, And even more important 
to any ethical consideration, it wouldn't matter whether the touched wished 
to be touched. (The constructs of marriage and of vaginal orgasm as supportive 
practices to the in.stitution of sexual intercourse, are both based on the assumption 
that "it WOUldn't matter whether or not the touched wi.shed to be touched." The 
construct of vaginal orgasm differs from marriage only in that the coercive 
aspect is internalized in the female.) 

The important distinctl.on between "the sense of touch" and what is being called 
the "sixth sense," the "sense of bein'L touched," or the "sense of feeling" 
is the addition of a strong passive element •. Since what is being received .­
cannot be a technical or physical improvement on that same auto-experience, 
any positive external component must be a psychological component. It must be 
some attitude or judgment held by the persOn dOing the touching, or the agent, 
about the person being touched that is satisfactory to the person being touched 

most of the time and at other times is supportive to the person being touched. 
In short, the agent is trusted to either add to or to reinforce and diffuse the 
pleasure of the sensual experience. The contribution of the agent is firstly 
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to extend the area of tne sensual ex:periehce in the quite 11 teral wa;y of 
touching the recipient's body and being touched by it; this reinforces the auto~ 
erotic senses by extending thefeel:J.ngs of :pleasure and of well being. The 
second, more important,contribution is'that the recipient must make a psycho­
logical extension from the agent touching and giving pleasure and the attitude 
of good will the recipient deduces from that action to the outside world and its 
attitude. towards the recipient. The extension of the recipient's 1rrtlmtion for 
its own pleasure to the world's intentions towards the recipient must be ~, 
least one good motive for the socialization of the sensual experience. 

The most difficult component to define in.thi!J prOjected, seemingly gratuitous 
cooperative act is the psychological attitude of the participants each to the 
other. What is it about this psychological attitude, the two attitudes together 
transmitted_thx:ougl+ v!!:rtpu~ physical contact being the relationship, that could 
render the two-party experience (1) relevant to what is essentially an indepen­
dent experience, and (2) an improvement upon such an independent experience. 

The first step might be to determine what the cO~CUlents of such a cooperative 
experience w'llld be: two indivi.duaJ.s and their. respective erotic sensibilities. 
Since eithec' individual can add to the phy,,-Lcal experience of the other, it 
must be theh the c':lntr.ibution :;'s a mental one, that it consists of the agent 
forming cert;8~n coy,cepts and e"ipressing thcse concepts in statements to the 
recipient. These [,tatemE:nts o~ thoug;'lts a.~e not translated into a verbal medhlm 
but into a 1"ledium of gestures (or phy31cal actions). These gestures are most 
fully '.:nde!'=";ood wl'.enthcy are' receiY<oi directly, that :J.s in physical contact, 
by th·, perl"on to whom they are ad.dre~~"d. This is because of the nature of the 
language, that it is not primarlly he2.Hl but felt through being touched. 

The nost plausible explanation for a theory of cooperative sensual eAlPerience 
is probably some theory of psychic language, that is, 'l. mime expressive of 
the agent's attitu(1e tC"8.rds tile recipient and transcrl'Jed :.nto gestures 
apprcrpriate to a particvclr ex;)crien':!". (It must be re'aembered th~.t this is 
the rCUj5hcC't; sket";l of r.'Jme alt;ernat'i.ves t.;) instHutio!:.J1.ized sex.)' Some a 
accouat m'. ,.t be given of' this l.'1..'1guage whi ~h woulc. be (")mmon to m2r.:r different 
cultural j_i':;_:-sUag(-~s, such as tha.t~ it is emo~~ive, that it is eX'presw:~d by touch; 
some -acco.~:..4 ,must_ De m",!Voh:1,wcs:t~l'ctllr"-t- .. :whe.tllel! . .e.;o;;)~g,tj;i,tWglL a.re .. _. ___ • 
requirp.d ('-- some 600tio03 must be expresseu. befo::'c soms:me could claim the use 
of the la:'W'-l.age; some account must be given of ho'o' the concept of style is 
relevant t,) the :Unguage, at what point do you have a dialect? What would 
count as a matapho::. 

The agent j8 preRent to.convey certain feelings. Ass~ng a healthy relation­
ship, it' & probably safe to say that these feelings would be positive towards 
the reci:v_ci1t. But what would "positive" mean? It would have to satisfy the 



recipient, since the gesture would be received by that person and simultanecmsl~,. 
interpreted. But why would such feeling 5 have to be expressed by touching " 

instead of verbally? What is significant about' the connection between certain 

emotions. and the sense of touch? . 'But most important, what is the significance 

of this corribination to the recipient? . ' 

How is the expression of approval related to the sensual experience? It must 

mean something that it is a jOining of extreme examples of the public (approval 

being a conventional judgment) and of the private' (the auto-erotic) •. It must 

be that this mime has a symbolic aspect, and that in this essentially private 

act the outside participant expresses by its presence an identification with 

the recipient's feelings for itself. This could serve as a reinforcement to 

the ego and to a generalization from the attitude of the agent towards the 

recipient tv Ule attitude cif the public as a whole towards the recipient. 

* * * 

These are c.:-Iy a :EW sugg'~stions. Our understanding of the sense of feeling, 

or intuition. ~s c.' most ncn-exl.':t.ent, an'd f",w people prohably even realize 

that tl1(:re ).:0 -;..:c;, I, seml?'; I~ Is as :f our :.t"der~lhndin\1 of the Sens" of sight 

were ffil)dei: f)d en ' .. :e E.x;';.l7ien;.:e of be;ng p:\:\chc,j in th<) eye instead of on 

experh:-r)c~~ '_:'~lGh i,';' se~:::1g a TU1~ls.!u.n ~Aii1~,·..:,,;,::olo! !rom F;~ul Klee·. One might 

ii.lfer·t:~c IX'~~ si.bib·~·~'" of 2I;~5ault. f!'om t"~';' C).( ~:'ut nGI~ the possibHlty of ert from 

the a~;:·.;:;;Q..l:t.," We 5-;.'·3' '.lnfi.ittuna'i:G]Y t.~·J. '.~~~; l;".tt.er J:0:.::itiorl , and there"s" r.ot 

much L.~)~e ~:J infe:"l"\j"l.g U!l ~ndeit':i::c::nC:" .. ~:.j· '")1 t[/.e sel~;-;e of f~eling from tl~e insti­

tUtiOr.l ~;.f sexual int1?rCCtur~~e. 1~ llCiS r·:\ :'e approached frc.m some other 

directi.)n. I have t.ried to s..:g(J,';:,t a [;t:·ssibiIity. 

November 1968 'e.-Grace Atkinson 




