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Radio Times review: 

 

“America was scandalised by Mary Kay 

Letourneau, a thirtysomething teacher whose 

affair with a 13-year old student [i.e. pupil] 

resulted in two daughters to add to the four 

children she already shared with her husband.  

It was inevitable that a TV movie would 

follow, but no-one could have predicted just 

how few facts would make it into the script. * 

” 

 

“Drama based on a true story starring Penelope 

Ann Miller.  A married schoolteacher is put on 

trial for child rape. * ” 

[no listing in "Leonard Maltin's Movie and 
Video Guide 2001"] 
 
 

 

 

 

No further information currently available.  The BBC themselves elected to buy and broadcast 
this junk, as they reckon it, to a license-paying public.  Perhaps they might be more 
discriminating in what they buy from across the water?  No, only kidding, that would never do. 
 
In matters such as this exploitational piece touches upon, where prejudice is so widespread 
and vehement, language is everything.  The Radio Times characterises it on the one hand as 
“an affair” between an adult and a 13-year old, and then by the term “child rape”.  Whatever 
else is clear from the tabloid coverage (and all the coverage was tabloid) of the case itself, 
there was certainly no question of “rape” in this instance.  American law, to cast such 
behaviour in the worst conceivable light, describes any and all sexual relations with a legal 
“minor” as “statutory rape”, quite regardless of the younger person’s actions in the matter.  
But the word “statutory” is generally dropped, to emphasise the negative. 
 
What was exceptional in this instance was that the adult in question was a female, and that 
simple fact altered the entire language in which it was reported.  Had it been a male “thirty-
something” teacher screwing a 13-year old boy, no journalist on the planet would have 
described it as “an affair”.  That it was a woman screwing the 13-year old boy seems to have 
made a massive quantitative difference.  His willingness, as we’ve already said, is irrelevant 
in the eyes of the law, but on this occasion the papers were prepared to concede the point, 
that the activity was in fact consensual, something they would never acknowledge in a 
comparable homosexual situation. 
 

All-American Girl: 
The Mary Kay Letourneau Story  



 
 
 
A heterosexual boy who begins ploughing the field somewhat prematurely may scandalise 
parents, but our culture – and American cinema – has long propagated the theme of “sexual 
initiation” of adolescent boys by (typically glamorous) older women. It is the central theme of 
“THE GRADUATE”, to say nothing of a dozen less sophisticated films where the boy is a 
good deal younger than Dustin Hoffman.  In this context it’s rather hard to roll out the “child 
abuse” rhetoric when a real-life case comes to light.  It’s only a teenage boy, doing what they 
do, surely?  Of course, the teacher herself should be sacked, that goes without saying, but 
there’s no real harm done… 
 
 
This implicit double standard was so glaring that even some women advocates for the sex 
abuse industry began calling for “stiffer penalties” against female “perpetrators”.  Any man in 
the position of ms Letourneau would have received a life sentence at the drop of a hat, and 
no sympathy whatever from the public at large.  But because it was a woman in the dock, the 
question of a custodial sentence of any sort was regarded by some as extreme.  To 
embarrass the authorities still further, Letourneau and her lover staged a rather clumsy 
getaway bid together, after she had offered the court all kinds of assurances she would 
“reform”. 
 
 
The dividing line for society, it seems from reactions to this case, has little to do with age and 
everything to do with gender.  Sodomy with schoolboys is impermissible, a manifest evil.  
Intercourse with schoolgirls, while more understandable, must be prevented because they are 
after all still our daughters, and their virginity must be safeguarded, even against their will.  
But so long as it is the “child” who does the penetrating, and is not the one who is penetrated, 
a whole different raft of value judgements comes into play.  That this is manifest homophobia 
does not seem to have occurred to many commentators on the story.  They recognised the 
anti-male bias in their own more muted reactions, were discomfited by it, and turned with 
evident relief to the next Catholic-priest-buggering-his-choirboys story, where the old venom 
could flow freely once more. 
 
 
Letourneau’s relationship, whatever one feels about intergenerational sex, was not 
unproblematic.  She was cheating on her present life partner to begin with, and no doubt 
practising various deceits on him to cover her affair.  She was a teacher, and hence in a 
position of special advantage, which raises ethical questions as it would if she were a doctor 
and the boy her patient.  But ultimately, consent is the absolute factor in any and all sexual 
relationships.  They may not be convenient, they may offend external notions of propriety, 
they may be fraught with personal difficulties, but what is important is that two people freely 
agree to do this thing together.  What that thing is, and who those people are, is secondary. 
 
 
I grant that this is not the “correct” view.  It is only the right one.  But the film is probably junk, 
all the same. 
 
 
See subject index under SCHOOL, SEX & SEXUALITY and, er.. SPECIAL FRIENDSHIPS. 
 
 


