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“The ultimate test of a moral society

is the kind of world that it leaves to its children.”

Dietrich Bonhoeffer
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PREFACE

n Associated Press article published in October, 2003 noted that

the word “queer,” which originally was “a synonym for ‘odd’ or

‘unusual’ . . . evolved into an anti-gay insult in the last century,
only to be reclaimed by defiant gay and lesbian activists who chanted: ‘We're
here, we're queer, get used to it.” Today, however, “queer’ is sneaking into
the mainstream — and taking on a hipster edge as a way to describe any sexual
orientation beyond straight.” Indeed, “queer” has become so mainstream
that, not only was the Queer Eye for the Straight Guy TV show a big hit, but
in June, 2005, the gay stars of the show actually threw out the opening pitch
of a Boston Red Sox game. Talk about a cultural shift! And it is a shift that is
affecting virtually every area of American society.

In October, 2006, New York City’s Metropolitan Transit Authority
legalized the use of the ladies’ bathrooms for men who identified as women
(and vice versa), with one article running the headline, “Be careful, ladies
— it’s his bathroom, too.” In San Francisco schools, a boy who identifies
as a girl can use the girl’s bathroom and locker room, while the New York
Times reported (December, 2006) that at the Park Day School in Oakland,
California, “teachers are taught a gender-neutral vocabulary and are urged to
line up students by sneaker color rather than by gender.” In Charlotte, North
Carolina, a pre-school teacher shared with me that she was not allowed to
address the children as “boys and girls,” since that would be making a gender
distinction. Instead, she had to call them “friends.”

On August 16, 2010, Newsweek asked the question, “Are We Facing
a Genderless Future?” One year earlier, Newsweek featured a major article
on “relationships with multiple, mutually consenting partners.” The article,
entitled, “Polyamory: The Next Sexual Revolution,” stated, “It’s enough to
make any monogamist’s head spin. But the traditionalists had better get used
to it.” Just two years before that (2007), Time Magazine raised the question,
“Should Incest Be Legal?”, and in December, 2010, when Columbia
University professor David Epstein was arrested for a three-year, consensual
affair with his adult daughter, his attorney noted, “It’s OK for homosexuals
to do whatever they want in their own home. How is this so different? We
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have to figure out why some behavior is tolerated and some is not.” Not
surprisingly, some Columbia students asked why any sexual acts committed
by consenting adults should be considered a crime.

In September, 2004, the convocation address for the 150th anniversary
of the Chicago Theological Seminary was delivered by a gay professor and
focused on a “Queer Reading” of the Bible. In 2006, the 859 page Queer Bible
Commentary was published, while gay Reform Jews now have a prayer book
featuring a blessing to be recited after an anonymous sexual encounter. And
the list goes on and on.

It is the purpose of this book to see how we got to this point in history,
to examine some of the main lines of pro-gay thought, to consider the impact
of gay activism on our society, and to ask the question: Where is the current
trajectory taking us?

But to ask that question — even in a respectful, fair-minded way — is to ask
for trouble. As a colleague told me a few years ago, to take issue on any level
with gay activism is to commit professional suicide. My e-correspondence
over the last six years (during which time I have been working on this book
in the midst of other writing and speaking responsibilities) only confirms
those words.

A conservative pundit wrote: “Book publishing is a difficult business
now, and no media is willing to promote a book that opposes homosexuality.
.. . Economic self-interest is going to make it very tough for a publisher to
say yes.” In keeping with this, a conservative publisher explained to me that
“there would be a very concrete, though difficult to measure financial penalty
to pay for publishing your book. . . . Practically speaking it could actually
destroy the firm . . . Of course no library would carry your book.” (We shall
see if the last statement proves true.)

Similarly, a bestselling conservative author opined: “Honestly, there
is no NY publisher . . . who will touch this manuscript.” Another insider
explained that, if the project was subsidized generously, he wouldn’t be afraid
to publish it. Otherwise, he said, “I'd be better off burning the money in my
fireplace. . . . The economics of publishing a book like this are bleak.” At the
same time, of course, I was hearing from the GLBT community that there is
no gay activist pressure to silence opposing ideas. How ironic!

Although I had never used a literary agent before, despite having written
twenty books with solid publishers, I agreed to work with a leading agent
who was willing to take on the book. After several months, however, his
secretary wrote to me explaining that, of the major publishers to whom they
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had offered the book, none would take it on: “Most thought the material was
too controversial....all felt that the title would need to be changed.”

Too controversial? The title needed to be changed? This is the day of
TV shows like Queer Eye for the Straight Guy and of books like Queering
Elementary Education and The Queer Bible Commentary. This is the day in
which major bookstore chains proudly carry volumes featuring what can only
be called gay pornography. Yet I was told that the title of my book needed to
be changed and the material was too controversial. Amazing! So, after much
consideration, we decided to launch our own imprint, EqualTime Books.
The name of the company says it all.

When it came to working directly with a publicity firm (also something
I had never done before), the story was the same. I was told confidentially
by a friend in the business that it would be very costly for him to schedule
interviews on this subject, since he would lose clients over it. Another publicity
firm (that I did not solicit but rather was introduced to me) was not able to
find a single person in their company willing to take the book on. And in all
these discussions, not a syllable was ever raised to me disputing the accuracy
or quality of the book. It was simply too hot to handle. What happened to
“tolerance” and “diversity”?

I'm aware, of course, that I touch on many sensitive, even volatile, issues,
and it is easy to pull a quote out of context or to read into my words something
that I have not written. May I, then, ask each of you to approach this book
with an open heart and mind, reading (and quoting) everything in context?
And to my detractors, may I ask you be kind enough to differ with what I
actually wrote, not what you might feel I wrote?

One reason for the length of this book is that I was determined to let
GLBT advocates and allies speak for themselves, always providing ample
reference to sources that would support their views. (Given that my doctoral
work was in ancient Near Eastern languages and literatures, it is my habit to be
somewhat meticulous in research and documentation, striving for objectivity.
Hopefully, the reader will be rewarded by the efforts that have been made.)
Those looking for a right-wing diatribe based on unreliable, second-hand
sources will have to look elsewhere, as will those looking for an angry, mean-
spirited screed. In fact, in the pages that follow, the reason there is no anger
or hatred in my words is because there is no anger or hatred in my heart.

That being said, I fully expect to be vilified by many for writing this
book, but that can hardly deter someone from honest research and writing. In
fact, it was Randy Shilts the late, acclaimed, gay journalist, explaining why a

n
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reporter must rise above criticism, who wrote: “I can only answer that I tried
to tell the truth and, if not be objective, at least be fair; history is not served
when reporters prize trepidation and propriety over the robust journalistic
duty to tell the whole story.” (Cited in the Los Angeles Times, February 18,
1994, A-1.) I too share those sentiments, feeling deeply committed “to tell
the whole story,” regardless of cost or consequences, ever mindful of the old
Russian proverb popularized by Alexander Solzhenitsyn, “One word of truth
outweighs the whole world.”

It is my pleasure to express appreciation to Kermit Rainman, Steve Alt,
and Donald Enevoldsen, for carefully reading the manuscript, catching many
errors, and making many helpful editorial suggestions. And I am indebted to a
gentleman with unwanted same-sex attractions for reviewing the manuscript
in microscopic detail and sending me (literally) thousands of references to
check and sources to examine. My appreciation is also extended to Joseph P.
Infranco, Senior VP of Allied Attorney Coordination and Senior Attorney
of the Alliance Defense Fund, for carefully reviewing the entire manuscript
with special attention to his related areas of expertise, and to Robert Knight,
Senior Writer for Coral Ridge Ministries, for reviewing Chapter Five. Other
chapters (in whole or in part) were reviewed by philosophers, attorneys,
educators, psychologists, activists, and religious leaders who remain nameless.
My thanks also go to my close friends and colleagues in the FIRE Church
community who have been sources of unflinching support and solidarity.
Special appreciation is always reserved for Nancy, my wife and best friend of
thirty-five years, an unfailing beacon of truth without compromise and a well
of never-ending compassion. I have never known anyone who shed so many
tears for hurting souls in this world.

With regard to references and citations, note that I use LGBT and
GLBT interchangeably; that I rechecked many of the Internet citations
in the final months of editing and proofing so as to provide working web
addresses whenever possible; that I did not add sic to the scores of typos
and grammatical errors in sources copied from online articles and posts; that
I attempted to make uniform the style used when citing academic journal
articles (which vary from field to field) but certainly did not attain complete
consistency; and that books and articles are cited with full bibliographical
data the first time they are introduced in each chapter, after which a short
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title is used within that chapter. A bibliography is provided on the book’s
website, AQueerThing.com, and it is possible that we will keep updating it
in the future. The website also provides many practical ways in which you
can get involved in the important moral, social, and spiritual issues discussed
in the book.

For those readers intimidated by the length of the book, fear not.
Virtually every chapter can be read on its own, and while I strongly encourage
you to work through the contents of the book in order, since the chapters
do build on each other, if reading 600 pages is a lot for you, feel free to jump
around to points of special interest. As for the endnotes, those who like such
things will profit from them; those who don’t can safely ignore them.

Finally, a note about the cover: Those are not my legs and those are
not my slippers (sorry to disappoint!), but I do think the graphics company,
Roark Creative Group, came up with a very catchy design.

Now that you have picked up the book for yourself, whether drawn in by
the cover, the title, the content, or the controversy, I hope and pray that it will
have a positive and even life-changing impact on you. Feel free to share your
thoughts with me at AQueerThing.com or AskDrBrown.org. The phone
lines of my daily, talk radio show, the Line of Fire, are always open as well.

Michael L. Brown, January 15, 2011

13






INTRODUCTION

From Stonewall Inn to the White House:
What a Long, Strange Trip It's Been

June 28, 1969, Greenwich Village, New York City, 1:20 AM.
The Stonewall riots begin.

olice had often raided gay bars in the city, including the Stonewall Inn,

and it was always without resistance. But on this fateful night, things

were different. The clientele fought back, and soon the police were
dealing with a full-blown riot.

Interestingly, the primary reason for the police action that night was not the
conduct of the homosexual patrons. To be sure, back in 1969, people of the same
sex were not allowed to dance together in public and cross-dressing was illegal.
But neither of those offenses sparked the Stonewall raid. Instead, the police were
cracking down on the Mafia, using the bar’s illegal selling of alcohol as the formal
pretense for their actions.

Gay author David Eisenbach explains:

As in most Mafia-run joints, the Stonewall operators exploit-
ed the opportunity to blackmail successful older patrons. A
staff member would strike up a conversation with a successful-
looking man, learning his name and profession. If the mark
worked in a law firm or stock brokerage, he was later black-
mailed with the threat of being outed to his colleagues. The
discovery of this operation led to the famous Stonewall raid
on June 28, 1969.

Sometime in early 1969 INTERPOL, the UN-affiliated
international police organization, noticed an unusual num-
ber of negotiable bonds surfacing in foreign countries and
requested that the New York Police Department investi-
gate whether they were counterfeit. Police detectives found
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that the Mafia had been acquiring large numbers of bonds
by blackmailing gay employees of New York banks. From
studying police reports on various gay clubs, investigators con-
cluded that the extortion rings were operating in Greenwich
Village. The Stonewall . . . quickly became a prime suspect in
a multimillion-dollar international criminal enterprise.!

The police were determined to shut the place down, and so during the raid,
they actually tore up parts of the bar. In keeping with their customary routine,
they also began to arrest the transvestites (who were accustomed to being booked
and then released a few hours later) along with the bar staff. But the rest of the
patrons, rather than heading over to another gay bar as they typically would have
done, lingered outside, watching the events unfold and turning it into a festive
event. Soon the crowd had grown to 150 interested onlookers.

But the good humor vanished when a police officer began
shoving a transvestite who turned around and slammed the
cop with his purse. Another officer rushed over and clubbed
him with a nightstick. Moans and furious yells erupted from
the crowd. One witness recalled, “People began beating the
wagon, booing, trying to see who was being hauled out and
off. Several pigs [cops] were on guard and periodically threat-
ened the crowd unless they moved back. Impossible to do.”
One young man roared, “Nobody’s going to f--- around with
me. I ain’t going to take this s---.” Pennies pinged against
the side of the paddy wagon punctuated by the loud slam of

a beer can.?

As the police tried to arrest more patrons and push them into squad cars,
“The whole crowd went berserk. Police brutality!” ‘Pigs!” ‘Up against the wall,
faggots!’ ‘Beat it off, pigs!” Within minutes, the crowd was out of control and
the police, fearing for their safety and not wanting to use their guns, retreated
into the bar and barricaded themselves in, calling for reinforcements.

Outside, the crowd’s frustration turned into rage. They had had it with their
bars being raided. They had had it with being mistreated by the cops. Now it was
time to fight back.

Someone hurled a garbage can through the bar window; gay patron Morty
Manford later likened the shattering of glass to “the lancing of the festering
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wound of anger at this kind of unfair harassment and prejudice.” The cops were
now under siege, trying to board up the windows with plywood as they continued
to wait for reinforcements to arrive.

The bar door was smashed open, followed by a hail of beer cans and bottles,
one of them striking a policeman and opening a bloody gash under his eye. Oth-
ers in the crowd tried to set the building on fire, while another group ripped a
parking meter from the pavement and used it as a battering ram to try and break
through the door. Bricks were hurled at the cops and their vehicles. Chaos was
erupting in the streets, and the crowd wanted blood.

The mob became even more frenzied when someone in the
crowd lit a trash can full of paper and stuffed it through one of
the bar’s windows, setting the coatroom ablaze. . . . A short,
scrawny kid poured a can of lighter fluid through another bro-
ken window, followed by a match.

The flames danced dangerously close to the lead officer, Inspector Pine.
People were in a frenzy, and the impassioned, out of control crowd, feeling its
power for the first time, was not about to stand down, even when two busloads
of riot police arrived.

Equipped with helmets, shields, and billy clubs, the riot police
lined up shoulder to shoulder like Roman legions and pushed
their way down Christopher Street. Squaring off against one
of their flying wedges was a brave, if foolish, group of street
kids who formed a Rockette-style kick line while singing,

We are the Stonewall girls,
We wear our hair in curls.
We wear no underwear:
We show our pubic hairs.

The riot police charged into the kick line, smacking the
singing youths with night sticks. Over the next hour, gay riot-
ers dodged cops in the winding streets of the Village, setting
fires in trash cans and breaking windows.®

News of the uprising spread rapidly (the media was intrigued by the fact
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that it was homosexuals — hitherto stereotyped as limp-wristed “fairies” — who
were fighting back), and by the evening of the 28th, less than 24 hours after
the initial raid, several thousand people had gathered in the Village proclaiming,
“Gay Power,” “We Want Freedom Now,” and “Equality for Homosexuals.” And
rioting erupted again,’” with police cars in particular becoming “the targets of the
crowd’s mounting aggression.”® Once more, riot police were called in to quell the
crowd. But a line had been crossed, and for the homosexual community, there
was no turning back.

Thus the spark that ignited the gay liberation movement was lit: Two nights
of rioting in response to a police raid; attacks on arresting officers and an attempt
to injure them or even burn them alive; vandalizing of police cars; chaos on the
streets . . . . This was the Stonewall uprising.

* % %

JUNE 29, 2009, WASHINGTON, DC, 7:00 PM

President Barack Obama welcomes 300 gay activists to the White House
to commemorate the 40th anniversary of the Stonewall riots.

Addressing the enthusiastic gathering with the words, “Welcome to your
White House,” Barack Obama, the 44th president of the United States of Amer-
ica, spoke proudly of

the story of the Stonewall protests, which took place 40 years
ago this week, when a group of citizens — with few options
and fewer supporters — decided they'd had enough and re-
fused to accept a policy of wanton discrimination. And two
men who were at those protests are here today. Imagine the
journey that they've traveled.’

Yes, imagine the journey, from the Stonewall Inn, quite literally, to the
White House. In the words of a famous Grateful Dead anthem, “Lately it occurs
to me, what a long, strange trip it's been.”

A long, strange trip indeed. Perhaps even a queer trip. Or how else should we
describe it when McDonald’s — the ultimate, kids’ fast-food chain, the world fa-
mous Mickey D’s, the home of Ronald McDonald the clown — finds it appropri-
ate to air a TV commercial proclaiming that, “Gay pride month commemorates
the June 1969 rebellion of a courageous group of gay, lesbian and transgendered

people who took action during a raid on New York City’s Stonewall Inn.” !
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McDonald’s celebrating the rebellion of a courageous group of gay, lesbian
and transgendered people at Stonewall? The president commemorating a violent
assault on police officers before a handpicked audience of 300 gay activists in the
White House?

During his address, President Obama belittled those who “still hold fast to
worn arguments and old attitudes” (like the notion that homosexual practice is
wrong according to the Bible, or the idea that marriage is the union of a man
and woman). And the president singled out Frank Kameny for special praise and
appreciation — Frank Kameny, now in his 80’s, a courageous gay rights pioneer'
and a sexual libertarian of the most extreme kind, a man who wrote in 2008, “Let
us have more and better enjoyment of more and better sexual perversions, by
whatever definition, by more and more consenting adults”; and, “If bestiality with
consenting animals provides happiness to some people, let them pursue their
happiness”; and, “Let us have more and better enjoyment of more and better and
harder-core pornography by those to whom such viewing provides happiness”; **
a man who stated that the God of the Bible is a “sinful homophobic bigot” who
needs to repent. * Of this man President Obama said, “And so we are proud of
you, Frank, and we are grateful to you for your leadership”® Grateful for your
leadership?

Yes, it really has been a long, strange, and, for many, quite unexpected trip
thus far. But the story has just begun.



The “Gay Agenda” is but one of the many lies promulgated
by radical religious political activists.

The Rainbow Alliance

The “gay agenda” is a term that has been coined for propaganda purposes
by the forces of religious fundamentalism. To enhance what they would
have others believe is the ominous dimension of this term,
they also refer to “the homosexual agenda.”

Jack Nichols, Tbe Gay Agenda

There is no “Gay Agenda.” Stop mentioning this phantom
of the Religious Right. There are those people who care about civil rights
and those who do not. That is all. Nobodly is trying to take over the world,
nobody wants special rights,” and nobody is trying to warp Western society
to suit his or her individual needs . . . . This is not a conspiracy.

Posted by “Mayhemystic” on Plastic.com

THERE IS NO GAY AGENDA
Gays are just as much of a mixed bag as the rest of you nuts.

Posted on the pro gay-marriage website Pryhills: Living in Wholly Matrimony,

Repeat after me: There is no homosexual agenda. There is no homosexual agenda.

There is no homosexual agenda.

Posted by “Hadanelith” on Fstdt.com

20
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s there really a homosexual agenda? Is there truly an insidious gay plot

to undermine traditional values and subvert the American family? The

very idea of it appears to be laughable — especially to the gay and lesbian
community.

According to one source, identified only as “L.,” this is the menacing and
dangerous “gay agenda”:

THE GAY AGENDA

7:45 a.m. Alarm rings
8:00 a.m.-8:10 a.m. Take shower
8:15 a.m.-8:30 a.m. Dress and put items

into briefcase

8:35 a.m. Leave house

8:45 a.m. Starbucks

9:00 a.m. Arrive at job

12:00 p.m. Lunch with a co-worker. Perhaps Chili’'s?
12:45 p.m. Return to job

1:30 p.m. - 2:30 p.m. Meeting

5:00 p.m. Leave work

5:30 p.m. - 6:30 p.m. Work out in gym
7:00 p.m. Return home

7:20 p.m. Prepare and eat dinner

8:00 p.m. Watch Law & Order on TNT
11:00 p.m. Go to sleep!

Do you detect just a little sarcasm? Then consider this anonymous,
widely-circulated posting:

22
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THE GAY AGENDA
Author Unknown

| know that many of you have heard Pat
Robertson, Jerry Falwell and others speak of the
“Homosexual Agenda,” but no one has ever seen
a copy of it. Well, | have finally obtained a copy
directly from the Head Homosexual. It follows
below:

6:00 am Gym

8:00 am Breakfast (oatmeal and egg whites)
9:00 am Hair appointment

10:00 am Shopping

12:00 pm Brunch

2:00 pm

1) Assume complete control of the U.S.
Federal, State and Local Governments
as well as all other national governments,

2) Recruit all straight youngsters to our
debauched lifestyle,

3) Destroy all healthy heterosexual
marriages,

4) Replace all school counselors in grades
K-12 with agents of Colombian and
Jamaican drug cartels,

5) Establish planetary chain of homo
breeding gulags where over-medicated
imprisoned straight women are turned
into artificially impregnated baby factories
to produce prepubescent love slaves for
our devotedly pederastic gay leadership,

6) Bulldoze all houses of worship, and

7) Secure total control of the Internet and
all mass media for the exclusive use of
child pornographers.

23
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2:30 pm Get forty winks of beauty rest to prevent
facial wrinkles from stress of world conquest
4:00 pm Cocktails

6:00 pm Light Dinner (soup, salad, with
Chardonnay)

8:00 pm Theater

11:00 pm Bed (du jour)?

A gay agenda? What a joke! Simply stated, a “gay agenda” does not exist
anymore than a “Head Homosexual” exists — at least, that’s what many gays
and lesbians would surely (and sincerely) say.®

An animated cartoon posted Feb. 18, 2004 by gay political illustrator
Mark Fiore entitled “Attack of the Gay Agenda”tries to expose the absurdity of
this concept in the eyes of the homosexual community. The cleverly conceived
cartoon first mocks heterosexuals as mired in their own hypocritical, moral
crisis, then former President Bush as a puppet of Karl Rove and the religious
right, then Democratic presidential candidates as waflling and indecisive,
and then conservatives as trumpeting their same old shallow position, before
announcing: “And now, before your very eyes, the AWFUL, TERRIFYING
GAY AGENDA will be revealed!!!”

The final frame reveals the horrible truth. It is two gay men having a
meal together in their home, their wedding picture on the table next to them,
making but one request: “Please leave us alone.” That’s the terrifying gay
agenda!

According to those allegedly responsible for this plot, the very idea is
laughable. A homosexual plan to change America replete with detailed plans
and goals? Hardly!

As expressed by the widely-read, lesbian blogger Pam Spaulding, “The
Homosexual Agenda is an elusive document. We’ve been looking around for
a copy for quite some time; the distribution plan is so secret that it’s almost
like we need a queer Indiana Jones to hunt the master copy down. The various
anti-gay forces are certain that we all have a copy and are coordinating a[n]
attack to achieve world domination.”™ Right!

Of course, most gays and lesbians do have “an agenda.” They want to live
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productive, happy, fulfilling lives, just like everyone else. Beyond that, they
probably want others to accept them as they are. That would be the “agenda”
of the majority of homosexual men and women worldwide.® As stated (again,
with real sarcasm) by a poster on the website of gay activist Wayne Besen,
responding to a prior, negative comment by another poster,

Us faggots DO have a homosexual agenda. I'm risking my
life by telling you, and the Council will revoke my license
for sure, but I'm going to tell you exactly what it is. You
ready? The insidious gay agenda is . . . We want you to
leave us the [expletive] alone and to be treated like normal
human beings with the same rights that YOU take for
granted. THAT’S the gay agenda.””

What then are we to make of books written by conservative Christians
with titles such as The Agenda: The Homosexual Plan to Change America, or
The Homosexual Agenda: The Principle Threat to Religious Freedom Today, or The
Gay Agenda: It’s Dividing the Family, the Church, and a Nation?® Perhaps the
authors of these studies are delusional? Perhaps they are displaying symptoms
of hysteria? Perhaps they are projecting their own homophobic fears? Maybe
they are the ones with an agenda, an oppressive campaign to deprive gays and
lesbians of their constitutional rights?

In September, 2004, Salon Magazine quoted Sen. Tom Coburn as
stating that, “The gay community has infiltrated the very centers of power in
every area across this country, and they wield extreme power” and the “[gay]
agenda is the greatest threat to our freedom that we face today.” Can such
sentiments be taken seriously?

This much is sure: Despite the fact that the “homosexual community”
is as diverse as the “heterosexual community,” there is vast agreement
among homosexuals that there is no such thing as a gay agenda. In fact,
such terminology is to be studiously avoided, as noted by GLAAD (the
Gay & Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation) in its informational posting
“Offensive Terminology to Avoid”:

OFFENSIVE: “gay agenda” or “homosexual agenda”
PREFERRED: “lesbian and gay civil rights movement”
or “lesbian and gay movement”
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Lesbians and gay men are as diverse in our political beliefs as
other communities. Our commitment to equal rights is one
we share with civil rights advocates who are not necessarily
lesbian or gay. “Lesbian and gay movement” accurately
describes the historical effort to achieve understanding
and equal treatment for gays and lesbians. Notions of a
“homosexual agenda” are rhetorical inventions of anti-gay
extremists seeking to portray as sinister the lesbian and gay
civil rights movement.*

There you have it, straight from an authoritative source: “Notions of a
‘homosexual agenda’ are rhetorical inventions of anti-gay extremists seeking
to portray as sinister the lesbian and gay civil rights movement.” Thus,
there are no facts behind this claim, only notions; there is no substance to
this charge only rhetorical inventions; those behind these accusations are not
balanced, well-meaning people but rather anti-gay extremists; the movement
in question is nothing less than a civil rights movement, and the only thing
sinister about this movement is the way it is portrayed by the fanatical
opposition.

As explained by the late Jack Nichols, a highly literate, pioneer,
gay-rights advocate:

Propagandistic hate films touting a so-called gay agenda
have been produced and circulated widely by the religious
right. Each has been carefully edited so as to create false
impressions of gay men and lesbians as well as the “evil”
social program they are accused, en masse, of desiring.
Fund-raising letters, couched in inflammatory language
to frighten recipients, are sent out over the signatures of
ministers. They promise to use the dollars sent to bring a
halt to this imaginary gay agenda, one, they say, that favors
a variety of outrageous proposals ranging from the “right”
to molest children to a fondness for spreading AIDS."

To restate the prevailing gay consensus: There is no such thing as a gay
agenda, a fact underscored time and again by the common practice (especially
among gays and lesbians) of putting this term in quotes. It simply doesnt
exist. As stated succinctly by the Rainbow Alliance, “The ‘Gay Agenda’is but
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one of the many lies promulgated by radical religious political activists.”*

As expressed by a representative for Soulforce, a leading gay, religious
organization, “It is only the extreme religious right who suggest that there is
a homosexual agenda.”® So there you have it!

Charles Karel Bouley II, writing February, 22, 2005 on Advocate.com, a
leading gay website, put it like this:

We've heard about it for years. Many have tried to define
it, including 22 organizations that released a combined
statement in January 2005 to outlets such as Advocate.com
[for this statement, see below]. It’s the Gay Agenda, and
while many pontificate about it, condemn it, or allegedly
try and further it, I as a gay man have yet to figure out what
it is.

Actually, let me flat-out say it: There is no gay agenda. I
hate to break it to all those antigay organizations out there
that have made such a myth the bedrock of their bigotry
campaigns, but really, it just doesn’t exist.™

In a speech on behalf of same-sex marriages delivered to the House of

Representatives February 20, 1996, Iowa Republican Ed Fallon stated,

Heterosexual unions are and will continue to be
predominant, regardless of what gay and lesbian couples
do. To suggest that homosexual couples in any way, shape
or form threaten to undermine the stability of heterosexual
unions is patently absurd.

And I know, you'll say: “What about the gay agenda?”
Well, just as there turned out to be no Bolsheviks in the
bathroom back in the 1950s, there is no gay-agenda in the
1990s. 'There is, however, a strong, well-funded anti-gay
agenda, and we have an example of its efforts here before
us today.

So then, the “gay agenda” is a myth?

In response to the proposed ban on gay marriages in her state in 2004,
Stacy Fletcher of the gay activist group Arkansans for Human Rights
said, “We were not looking for this fight. There is no gay agenda. All our
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community was doing was working, paying taxes and trying to live our lives.”*®

After the November 2004 elections, Rev. Beth Rakestraw, a lesbian minister
of the Gospel of Jesus Christ Community Church in Midland, Michigan,
stated, “I'm very frightened by the trend in our government that right-wing
evangelicals are pursuing their own agenda. They say there’s a gay agenda?
What about the right-wing agenda? There is no gay agenda.”"’

The testimony is unanimous and unequivocal: There is a right-wing,
bigoted, anti-gay agenda, but there is no gay agenda. Case closed. Or is it?

IS THERE MORE TO THE STORY?

Pointing back to the turning point in modern homosexual history, the
Stonewall riots in New York City in 1969, gay activist Marc Rubin asked in
1999, “How did that singular event in June 1969 become the fountainhead
for so many of the changes that have made the world so different for queers
thirty years later?” His answer? “It spawned the Gay Liberation Movement.”*8
Rubin continues:

First there was The Gay Liberation Front proclaiming
loudly, clearly, and brilliantly, the truth that gay is good,
that queers had embodied within them all of the genius of
Humanity, and owned all privileges of that status. . ..
GLEF, the Gay Liberation Front, was conceived
as being part of the entire Liberation movement,
one segment of a worldwide struggle against oppression. . ..

What exactly did this mean?

The Gay Activists Alliance stood for writing the revolution
into law. Although individual members would ally
themselves to causes not directly related to the oppression
of homosexuals, the organization’s single issue focus enabled
it direct all of its energies toward working intensively in, on,
with, and against “The Establishment” on issues effecting
lesbians and gay men.

It said, “We demand our Liberation from repression
and to the point where repressive laws are removed from
the books and our rights are written into the documents
that protect the rights of all people, for without that
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writing there can be no guarantees of protection from the
larger society.”

And how would this be implemented?

'The means to achieving these ends included, street actions
famously defined as “zaps”, marches, picket lines, political
lobbying, education, active promotion of the need for
lesbians and gay men to come out of their closets, and a
constant in-your-face presentation of the fact that gay is
good. Its goals were revolutionary in that it sought, through
these means, to restructure society.”

Yes, society has been greatly restructured by gay “revolutionary” goals, buz
there is no gay agenda.

Carl Wittman’s landmark Refugees from Amerika: Gay Manifesto,
dated Thursday, January 1, 1970, concluded with AN OUTLINE OF
IMPERATIVES FOR GAY LIBERATION:

1. Free ourselves: come out everywhere; initiate self
defense and political activity; initiate counter
community institutions.

2. Turn other gay people on: talk all the time; understand,
forgive, accept.

3. Free the homosexual in everyone: we'll be getting a
good bit of [expletive] from threatened latents: be
gentle, and keep talking & acting free.

4. We've been playing an act for a long time, so we're
consummate actors. Now we can begin 70 e, and it’ll
be a good show!?

But there is no gay agenda, despite a gay manifesto with a call to action for
the purpose of gay liberation.

In Chicago, llinois, the 1972 Gay Rights Platform was formulated,
including nine federal goals and eight state goals, some of which called for:

Issuance by the President of an executive order prohibiting
the military from excluding for reasons of their sexual
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orientation, persons who of their own volition desire
entrance into the Armed Services; and from issuing less-
than-fully-honorable discharges for homosexuality; and the
upgrading to fully honorable all such discharges previously
issued, with retroactive benefits. (1972 Federal-2)

Federal encouragement and support for sex education
courses, prepared and taught by Gay women and men,
presenting homosexuality as a valid, healthy preference
and lifestyle as a viable alternative to heterosexuality. (1972
Federal-6)

Repeal of all state laws prohibiting private sexual acts
involving consenting persons; equalization for homosexuals
and heterosexuals for the enforcement of all laws. (1972
State-2)

Repeal of all state laws prohibiting transvestism and
cross-dressing. (1972 State-6)

Repeal of all laws governing the age of sexual consent.
(1972 State-7)

Repeal of all legislative provisions that restrict
the sex or number of persons entering into a marriage
unit; and the extension of legal benefits to all
persons who cohabit regardless of sex or numbers.
(1972 State-8)*!

But there is no gay agenda, despite a gay rights platform spelling out
militant, comprehensive goals, including the repeal “of all laws governing the
age of sexual consent” (an endorsement of pederasty!) and governmental
recognition of multiple-partner “marriages” (today called “polyamory”) at
both the national and statewide level.

Literature distributed at the 1987 March on Washington listed
seven major demands, including the legal recognition of lesbian and gay
relationships and the repeal of all laws that make sodomy between consenting
adults a crime, while the 1993 event was billed as the March on Washington
for Lesbian, Gay, and Bi Equal Rights and Liberation. The opening item
in the Platform Demands stated: “We demand passage of a Lesbian, Gay,
Bisexual, and Transgender civil rights bill and an end to discrimination by
state and federal governments including the military; repeal of all sodomy
laws and other laws that criminalize private sexual expression between
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consenting adults.” The third Platform Demand stated: “We demand
legislation to prevent discrimination against Lesbians, Gays, Bisexuals and
Transgendered people in the areas of family diversity, custody, adoption and
foster care and that the definition of family includes the full diversity of all
family structures.” But there is no gay agenda!

Expressing himself with great vigor — and perhaps an extremist tone even
for gay activists — ACT UP leader Steve Warren intoned an ominous sounding
alarm for religious Jews and Christians in his September, 1987 “Warning to
the Homophobes.” (Despite the threatening tone, this was published by Z%e
Advocate, the nation’s most prominent gay magazine.)

1. Henceforth, homosexuality will be spoken of in your
churches and synagogues as an “honorable estate.”

2. You can either let us marry people of the same sex, or
better yet abolish marriage altogether. ...

3. You will be expected to offer ceremonies that bless
our sexual arrangements. ... You will also instruct your
people in homosexual as well as heterosexual behavior,
and you will go out of your way to make certain that
homosexual youths are allowed to date, attend religious
functions together, openly display affection, and enjoy
each other’s sexuality without embarrassment or guilt.

4. Ifany of the older people in your midst object, you will
deal with them sternly, making certain they renounce
their ugly and ignorant homophobia or suffer public
humiliation.

5. You will also make certain that ... laws are passed
forbidding discrimination against homosexuals and
heavy punishments are assessed. ...

6. Finally, we will in all likelihood want to expunge a
number of passages from your Scriptures and rewrite
others, eliminating preferential treatment of marriage
and using words that will allow for homosexual
interpretations of passages describing biblical lovers
such as Ruth and Boaz or Solomon and the Queen of
Sheba. Warning: If all these things do not come to pass
quickly, we will subject Orthodox Jews and Christians
to the most sustained hatred and vilification in recent
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memory. We have captured the liberal establishment
and the press. We have already beaten you on a number
of battlefields. ... You have neither the faith nor the
strength to fight us, so you might as well surrender
now.

Yes, Warren states clearly that gays are taking over and religious people
had better be ready for the radical changes that are coming — but there is no
gay agenda!

In their pioneering 1990 volume After the Ball: How America Will
Conguer Its Fear and Hatred of Gays in the 1990%, Harvard-trained gay authors
Marshall Kirk and Hunter Madsen offered a brilliant and comprehensive
strategy for changing America’s attitudes towards homosexuality, as indicated
by the subtitle, How America Will Conquer Its Fear and Hatred of Gays in the
’90s. The book built on the authors’ 1987 article, “The Overhauling of Straight
America,” and their six-fold plan has been referred to many times in the last
two decades, especially by conservatives who have noted how successful this
plan has been:

1. Talk about gays and gayness as loudly and often as
possible.

Portray gays as victims, not aggressive challengers.
Give homosexual protectors a “just” cause.

Make gays look good.

Make the victimizers look bad.

Solicit funds: the buck stops here (i.e., get corporate

A

America and major foundations to financially support
the homosexual cause).?*

Kirk and Madsen’s strategies have been implemented with tremendous
success, resulting in a major shift in the nation’s perception of homosexuals and
an equally major shift in the perception of those who oppose homosexuality
— indeed, these once-radical proposals seem utterly benign today — buz there
is no gay agenda!

In the Introduction to After the Ball, Kirk and Madsen explain:

'The gay revolution has failed.
Not completely, and not finally, but it’s a failure just
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the same. The 1969 Stonewall riot — in which a handful of
long-suffering New York drag queens, tired of homophobic
police harassment, picked up rocks and bottles and fought
back — marked the birth of ‘gay liberation.” As we write
these lines, twenty years have passed. In those years,
the combined efforts of the gay community have won a
handful of concessions in a handful of localities. Some of
those concessions have been revoked; others may be. We
should have done far better.

What has gone wrong? And what can we do about it?

This book is about hope and dread. It explores the dire
necessity —and the real possibility — of reconciling America
to its large, oppressed, and inescapable minority: gay men
and women. I proposes a practical agenda for bringing to
a close, at long last, the seemingly permanent crisis of
American homosexuality. And it aims to launch upon this
task in an era of superlative need and supreme difficulty,
the frightening era of the ‘the gay plague,” AIDS.%

So, this national #1 bestselling volume, which candidly speaks of “the
gay revolution,” actually proposed “a practical agenda for bringing to a close,
at long last, the seemingly permanent crisis of American homosexuality.” In
fact, the authors even stated that, “In February 1988 ... a ‘war conference’ of
175 leading gay activists, representing organizations from across the land,
convened in Warrenton, Virginia, to establish a four-point agenda for the gay

movement”?

— but there is no gay agenda. In fact, according to gay blogger
Jonathan Rowe, “Kirk and Madsen’s book has become something of an urban
myth among the looney right.” He claims that, “the overwhelming majority
of ‘gay activists’ have never read and probably never even heard of the book”
and the idea that the book has been widely used by gay leaders is simply
the result of “antigay conspiracy mongering.” As echoed by gay activist Steve
Miller, “To suggest that this book is and has been driving a ‘gay agenda’ is
bizarre to say the least.””” But of course! There is no gay agenda.

In his article “Visibility is Victory” (June, 2005), Wayne Besen, founder
of Truth Wins Out, stated:

I am so proud to stand with you as a member of the gay,
lesbian, bisexual and transgender community. Just to be
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here [at South Carolina Pride], out and proud, we have
overcome obstacles and persevered against prejudice and
persecution. We are robust and resilient; vibrant and vital.
And, we will succeed and create a new reality in America.

But first, we must turn our pride into passion, and
our passion into action. Our future is in our hands and we
must not drop the fragile object of freedom. One person
can make a difference. Think of Gandhi, Martin Luther
King, Susan B. Anthony and Rosa Parks. Their singular acts
of courage liberated the world and unleashed the soaring
spirits of millions.

While not everyone can lead a movement, we can all
do our small part to move the world forward. Here are five
things you can do:

1. If you have straight friends and family ask them
to support full equality. You have taken the
courageous step to come out. Now it is time your
friends and family step-up.

2. If you are a person of faith, don't let counterfeit
Christians such as Jerry Falwell, James Dobson
and Pat Robertson hijack religion. Jesus never once
mentioned homosexuality. Yet, these phoniest of
Pharisees are obsessed with the issue. If you are
a Christian, whose priorities do you trust? Jerry
Falwell’s or Jesus Christ’s?

3. Look around you and you will see that there is
strength in numbers. Join a gay civil rights group
today, because they need you and you need them.
Together, we can win.

4. Get involved in the political process. I guarantee
you that many of your representatives do not
think that any GLBT people live in their districts.
Come out to politicians in your area.

5. We can create a new reality, but first we must be
real. Coming out turns the meek into mighty,
and turns the passive minority into the massive
movement. Visibility is victory.
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6. Be out. Be strong. Be vigilant, Be Proud. And
be the best openly gay, lesbian, bisexual or
transgender person God intended you to be.

7. 'Thank You and Happy Pride Month!*

But there is no gay agenda — despite the call to “create a new reality in
America,” despite the exhortation to “turn our pride into passion, and our
passion into action,” despite the references to “Gandhi, Martin Luther King,
Susan B. Anthony and Rosa Parks,” despite a five-fold strategy, including
political activism, despite an inspired vision for a “massive movement.”

A major organization pushing for same-sex marriages in the state of
New York is Empire State Pride Agenda, and its website is prideagenda.
org. Its stated mission is, “Winning Equality and Justice for Lesbian, Gay,
Bisexual & Transgender New Yorkers and Our Families™ — but there is no
gay agenda, despite the fact that this focused and determined group calls itself
“Empire State Pride Agenda” and runs the PrideAgenda.org website.

On January 13, 2005, twenty-two national gay and lesbian organizations
released a joint statement of purpose with eight goals, an article on
GayPeoplesChronicle.com noting that, “The 22 organizations signing the
document include just about all of the major national LGBT [Lesbian, Gay,
Bisexual, Transgender] groups.” ‘The statement itself observed that, “The
speed with which our movement is advancing on all fronts is absolutely
historic. We are born into families as diverse as our nation . . . We, literally,
are everywhere.” The eight goals were:

e Equal employment opportunity, benefits and
protections

e Ending anti-LGBT violence

e HIV and AIDS advocacy, better access to health care,
and LGBT-inclusive sex education

e Safe schools

e  Family laws that strengthen LGBT families

¢ Ending the military’s gay ban

e  Exposing the radical right’s anti-LGBT agenda and
fighting their attempts to enshrine anti-gay bigotry in
state and federal constitutions

e Marriage equality
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The article reporting this on GayPeoplesChronicle.com was entitled
“The Gay Agenda” — but there is no gay agenda.

An August 11 2010 article on the National Review Online noted that,
“Nine college and university presidents gathered in Chicago over the weekend
and decided to form a new organization that will promote the professional
development of gay academics as well as work on education and advocacy
issues.” The meeting was hailed as “the first attempt to gather the growing
number of out college presidents (25 were invited),” and, according to the
report, “participants said in interviews after the event that they wanted to
encourage more gay academics to aspire to leadership positions and wanted
to push higher education to include issues of sexual orientation when talking about
diversity.”*

So, openly gay college and university presidents have decided to
work together to “promote the professional development of gay academics
as well as work on education and advocacy issues,” including pushing higher
education to make sexual orientation a core part of “diversity” — bur there is
no gay agenda.

The Human Rights Campaign (HRC), founded in 1980 and
described on its website as “America’s largest gay and lesbian organization,”
provides “a national voice on gay and lesbian issues. The Human Rights
Campaign effectively lobbies Congress; mobilizes grassroots action in
diverse communities; invests strategically to elect a fair-minded Congress;
and increases public understanding through innovative education and
communication strategies.” And it does all this with an annual budget of
more than $35 million and a staff or more than 110. And for three years,
Joe Solmonese, the president of the HRC, hosted a radio show called “The
Agenda.”® But there is no gay agenda.

The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force (NGLTF), founded in 1974,
and with an annual income in excess of $3.5 million, “works to build the
grassroots political power of the LGBT [Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender]
community to win complete equality. We do this through direct and grassroots
lobbying to defeat anti-LGBT ballot initiatives and legislation and pass pro-
LGBT legislation and other measures.”* In addition to this,

The Task Force’s Organizing and Training Program
is designed to build a powerful political infrastructure
nationally by bringing together the best and most
experienced trainers as faculty with local and state activists
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and leaders to strengthen the grassroots of the LGBT
movement. . . . The Policy Institute of the National Gay
and Lesbian Task Force is a think tank that conducts social
science research, policy analysis, strategy development,
public education and advocacy to advance equality and
greater understanding of LGBT people. . . . Creating
Change is the premier national grassroots organizing
LGBT conference, proven year after year to be a thought
provoking and skills building conference with over
2,000 attendees from all over the country. Each year the
conference is held in a different region of the United States
and is well known for providing a unique environment
where activists and leaders come together from diverse
places and backgrounds to create a unique community that
is both strengthening and inspiring to the participants.®®

So, there is a national gay, lesbian, bisexual, and transgender task force, an
organizing and training program, a policy institute, and an annual “Creating
Change” conference. But there is no gay agenda.

ILGA (The International Lesbian and Gay Association) “is a world-
wide network of national and local groups dedicated to achieving equal rights
for lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgendered (LGBT) people everywhere.
Founded in 1978, it now has more than 400 member organisations. Every
continent and around 90 countries are represented. ILGA member groups
range from small collectives to national groups and entire cities.”*® More
specifically, “ILGA is basically a network of activists, and our success lies
to a large extent in the achievements and progress of our many member
groups.”’ But there is no gay agenda.

The mission statement of Lambda Legal, with an income of better than
$10 million annually, explains: “Lambda Legal is a national organization
committed to achieving full recognition of the civil rights of lesbians, gay
men, bisexuals, transgender people and those with HIV through impact
litigation, education, and public policy work.”® In an oft-quoted statement,
Paula Ettelbrick, the former legal director of the Lambda Legal Defense
and Education Fund, once said, “Being queer is more than setting up house,
sleeping with a person of the same gender, and seeking state approval for
doing so. ... Being queer means pushing the parameters of sex, sexuality, and
family, and in the process transforming the very fabric of society.”® But there
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is no gay agenda.

Another major player is PFLAG (Parents, Families & Friends of
Lesbians & Gays), with an annual income just under $2.5 million. PFLAG
describes itself as “a national non-profit organization with over 200,000
members and supporters and over 500 affiliates in the United States.” Its
website offers clearly articulated statements of Vision, Mission, and Strategic
Goals, including “full civil rights” for GLBT people (which, of course, would
include the “right” to same-sex marriage) and the “full inclusion of gay,
lesbian, bisexual and transgender persons within their chosen communities of
faith” (which would imply some of those communities having to modify their
standards and beliefs)*! — buz there is no gay agenda.

Working in the educational system is GLSEN (pronounced “glisten”),
with an annual budget of almost $6 million. Its mission statement explains:
“The Gay, Lesbian and Straight Education Network strives to assure that
each member of every school community is valued and respected regardless
of sexual orientation or gender identity/expression.”* This includes training
teachers in what is called “gender speak,” recommending textbooks such as
the famous (or, infamous) Heather Has Two Mommies,* encouraging children
to question their parents’ non-gay-affirming views,* and sponsoring an annual
“Day of Silence” to draw attention to what is referred to as the widespread
oppression and persecution of gays and lesbians* — burt there is no gay agenda.

QueerToday.com bills itself as “THE QUEER VOICE OF THE GAY
LIBERATION MOVEMENT,” stating,

WE ADVOCATE FOR EQUALITY FOR ALL
LGBTQIP..ETC. PEOPLE. WE ACTIVELY SPEAK
OUT AGAINST RACISM, SEXISM, HOMOPHOBIA
AND OTHER FORMS OF INJUSTICE. WE
WILL GET OUR SILENCED OPINIONS HEARD
IN THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA AND GAY
MEDIA THROUGH DEMONSTRATIONS AND
CAMPAIGNS.#

So, there is a militant, activist voice representing the Gay Liberation
Movement, replete with demonstrations and campaigns — buz there is no
gay agenda.

'The gay campus organization Campuspride.net offers specific strategies

for events during what has been dubbed “Gaypril,” announcing, “If April
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showers brings May flowers, than GayPril brings campus queers. . . . April
is the time to celebrate, educate and stimulate for campus Gay Pride!” The
organizers urge student groups to: “Create Visibility,” “Create Awareness,”

and “Foster Community.”*®

Under the first category, they suggest:
Poster Campaigns — get together with other LGBTQIA
students [see chapter 9 for explanations of acronyms such
as this], faculty and staff and make posters that display
positive slogans relating to the LGBTQIA community
(i.e.“Gay is Great!”“Trans-Liberation”“Loud and Proud”).
Make sure to hang them all over campus (the inside doors
of bathroom stalls are a great place to advertise!). Be aware
that the posters may get ripped down or defaced. Create a
policy where any posters found with graffiti on them are
returned to you — use this to show other students and the
administration the extent of homophobia on campus.

Fly the Flag — you can't get more visible
than flying the rainbow flag from the school’s
flagpole. Use your faculty and staff allies to help
you lobby the administration to make this happen.
Give-aways and/or Fundraisers — Condoms/Dental Dams/
Finger Cots — promote safer sex by distributing or selling
(at a reasonable price or for donations) materials at your

events and information tables. .. .*

So, there is a specific plan of attack with targeted goals — indeed, the gay
flag should be flown throughout the month of April and the call for “Trans-
Liberation” must be loud and clear — but there is no gay agenda.

The mission statement of GLAAD, whose own annual budget exceeds
$4 million, states: “The Gay & Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation
(GLAAD) is dedicated to promoting and ensuring fair, accurate and
inclusive representation of people and events in the media as a means of
eliminating homophobia and discrimination based on gender identity and
sexual orientation.” But there is no gay agenda.

Upon becoming GLAAD?’s president in 2005, Neil G. Giuliano, declared

in an open letter:

We must also continue to reach the moveable middle
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with our message of non-discrimination based on sexual
orientation and gender identity/expression. Make no
mistake, those who seek to further deny us full equality
are powerful adversaries and we must prepare better,
communicate better and go beyond our efforts of the past
if we are to succeed and steadily advance. I am genuinely
looking forward to working with my colleagues at
other LGBT organizations to do just that - succeed and
advance. . ..

Our efforts will be the same: neither the first nor the
last, yet inspiring and significant because it is our time to
march, to make a lasting difference for lesbian, gay, bisexual
and transgender Americans. We will because we must.*!

But there is no gay agenda — despite the impassioned vision to “succeed
and advance,” despite the call “to march” and “make a lasting difference for
lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender Americans.”

When the Human Rights Campaign held its $195-a-plate, fundraising
dinner in Charlotte in 2005, gay campus activist and Charlotte resident
Shane Windmeyer stated that the event “offers an opportunity for us to come
together and look at how we want Charlotte to be in five or 10 years.”* But
there is no gay agenda.

So, there are well-funded, highly-motivated, sharply-focused gay activist
organizations such as HRC and NGLTF and PFLAG and GLSEN and
GLAAD and Lambda Legal — just to mention a few — but there is no gay

agenda.

WHY DENY THE EXISTENCE OF A GAY AGENDA?

What is behind this consistent and concerted denial of a gay agenda?

Could it simply be a matter of semantics, since it would be more accurate
to speak of a gay and lesbian civil rights movement rather than a gay agenda?
Hardly. The civil rights movement, both past and present, has freely and
unashamedly spoken of a “civil rights agenda.”™ To give some representative
examples, an illustrated, Southern Methodist University presentation of “The
Civil Rights Movement, 1954-1963” states:

To pressure the government and Congress to act more
quickly on the civil rights agenda, a massive march on
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the nation’s capital was planned, scheduled, and carried
out on August 28th, 1963. According to estimates, over
250,000 participated in the peaceful demonstration which
culminated in the speech given by Reverend Martin Luther
King.>*

'The website of the “The Citizens’ Commission on Civil Rights” explains:

The Citizens’ Commission on Civil Rights is a bipartisan
organization established in 1982 to monitor the civil
rights policies and practices of the federal government.
Its work is grounded in the belief that zhe civil rights
agenda benefits the entire country, not just particular
interest groups. For the nation to remain strong, we must
continue to struggle together to fight bias and invidious
discrimination, to promote equality of opportunity in
education, employment, and housing, to promote political
and economic empowerment and to guarantee equal
treatment in the administration of justice. Achieving these
goals depends upon vigorous civil rights enforcement as a
duty and obligation of the federal government.*

Walter Williams wrote an important article in Capitalism Magazine
(November 12,2001) entitled “The Unfinished Civil Rights Agenda,”® while
the USDA 1997 Annual Report of the Secretary of Agriculture spoke clearly
about “Setting a Sweeping Civil Rights Agenda.”’ Joyce A. Ladner’s 2000
article in the Brookings Review (vol. 18, 26-28) was entitled, “A New Civil
Rights Agenda: A New Leadership Is Making a Difference,” in which she
also speaks of the “Unfinished Civil Rights Agenda,” stating, “Two issues
remain on the civil rights agenda. The first is addressing the persistence of
racial disparities. The second is redefining the agenda to fit a vastly changing
American demographic profile.”® It appears that people are not hesitant to
speak of a civil rights agenda.

The same can be said of the feminist movement, which freely speaks of a
feminist agenda. The phrase “feminist agenda” (in quotes) yielded 84,800 hits
on Google (August 2, 2009), including websites such as FeministAgenda.
org.au and others which announce, “Welcome to the feminist agenda home

page!”™ The NOW (National Organization for Women) website features
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articles such as, “NOW’s Progressive Feminist Agenda for Peace” and
“NOW Vows to Help Address Diversity Issues and To Bring a Feminist
Agenda to The Millennium March.” The feminists are not hesitant to speak
of a feminist agenda! The same can be said of moral conservatives, who also
speak freely of an agenda (indeed, as illustrated in some of the citations,
above, gays frequently refer to this “conservative” or “right wing” or “radical
right” agenda).

There is nothing wrong with having an agenda, as civil rights leaders,
feminist leaders, and conservative leaders would readily agree. Why then is it
taboo to speak of a gay agenda?

If the goal of this agenda was simply to achieve “civil rights” for gays,
lesbians, bisexuals, and transgender people, why refuse to speak of an agenda?
That was the agenda of the civil rights movement: civil rights! Yet when the
gay community strives for what it believes to be these very same rights, it
refuses to call this an agenda. Why?

There is a gay revolution, a gay liberation movement, a plethora of gay
activist organizations with clearly identified missions and goals, but no gay
agenda. There is a civil rights agenda, a feminist agenda, a conservative agenda,
but no gay agenda. How can this be?

Why is there such a unified gay denial of such an obvious gay agenda?
Why the claim, quoted above, that, “Notions of a ‘homosexual agenda’ are
rhetorical inventions of anti-gay extremists seeking to portray as sinister the
lesbian and gay civil rights movement”? Why not state that the so-called gay
and lesbian civil rights movement has a definite agenda? Why not articulate
what this agenda includes?

Perhaps the answer is provided by gay columnist Charles Bouley:

Those who think [a gay agenda exists] are giving gays and
lesbians too much credit. For there to be a gay agenda, there
would have to be immense unity among us, since we would
have to agree across the globe on said agenda. It might
even have to be put up for a vote. Only then could it be
disseminated to community leaders as well as the millions
of gays and lesbians scattered across the world.

Frankly, that does not, will not, and cannot happen.

Gays and lesbian are a diverse community, composed
of many voices with many ideas on how to achieve goals.
We don't all agree on any issue, be it same-sex marriage
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or the usefulness of pride festivals. Were not all of the
same political ideology (yes, for some reason, there are still
gay Republicans—but then again, the world is filled with
oxymorons), and many of us still keep our sexuality private
or hidden. No, there is no consensus among us, let alone
an agenda.®

Is this, then, the reason that gays and lesbians insist that there is no gay
agenda, namely, the lack of “immense unity” among them on a global level?
While Bouley might be quite sincere, his thesis is untenable. Since when does
an agenda require “immense unity” on a global level> How many groups have
this? Certainly not conservatives, who disagree on a multitude of religious,
political, and social issues — yet no one denies that there is a conservative
agenda. And there has always been great diversity among leaders in the civil
rights movement — think of the differences between Malcolm X and Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr. — yet hardly anyone would deny that there has been
a civil rights agenda. And, realistically, no agenda comes from the people as
a whole. Rather, it comes from the activists who seek to represent what they
believe to be in the best interests of those people. So “immense unity” on a
global scale is hardly required.

Ironically, when it comes to denying the existence of a gay agenda, there
is “immense unity” in the gay community. Why? I# is because the denial of that
agenda is part of the agenda (although for some, it might be a sincere, heartfelt
denial). That is a necessary piece of the puzzle: It must be a stealth agenda.
Otherwise, its progress will be thwarted and its success greatly impeded,
because the open, unambiguous, full disclosure of the goals and ramifications
of the gay agenda would stop that agenda in its tracks.®

Am I claiming that all gay organizations work in unison together?
Certainly not. Am I claiming that all gays and lesbians embrace the same
societal goals? Not at all. Am I claiming that most major gay organizations
agree on certain fundamental goals and that the clear majority of gays and
lesbians support those goals? Absolutely.®*

Just look at the mission statements of the primary gay advocacy and
lobbying groups, the primary gay educational groups, the primary gay media-
related groups. They are in fundamental harmony, and they are all devoted
to bringing about societal change. That constitutes an agenda. Then read the
primary gay publications — the leading gay magazines and newspapers, the
most visited gay websites, the most respected gay scientific journals — and they
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too are in fundamental harmony as far as viewpoints, issues of concern, and
points of action. That constitutes an agenda. Then look at what is proclaimed
loudly and clearly at gay pride events, with clear calls for political action for
major gay causes. The message is consistent and the demands are clear. That
constitutes an agenda. And then research the writings and messages of gay
religious groups, both Jewish and Christian, and they too share a fundamental
harmony in their primary theological positions, clearly believing that their
tellow-religionists who do 7of share these views are wrong and need to
change. That constitutes an agenda.

Do you think I'm taking things too far? Perhaps, some might argue, the
real issue is that this so-called agenda is really not an agenda at all. Perhaps
the reason for the consistent gay denial of a gay agenda is that the extent of
that agenda is simply: Please leave us alone and let us live our lives in peace.®

Onceagainlbeg todiffer. Thatis not the only thing all the gay organizations
andindividualsarefightingfor.To the contrary,the /egitimizingofhomosexuality
as a perfectly normal alternative to heterosexuality also requires that all
opposition to homosexual behavior must be delegitimized. At the very least, the
gay agenda requires this (and let recognized gay leaders renounce this if it is
not so):

e  Whereas homosexuality was once considered a
pathological disorder, from here on those who do not
affirm homosexuality will be deemed homophobic,
perhaps themselves suffering from a pathological
disorder.%

e Whereas gay sexual behavior was once considered
morally wrong, from here on public condemnation
— or even public criticism — of that behavior will be
considered morally wrong.®”

e Whereas identifying as transgender was once
considered abnormal by society, causing one to be
marginalized, from here on those who do not accept
transgenderism will be considered abnormal and will
be marginalized.®®

IMPLICATIONS OF THE GAY AGENDA

'This is all part of the mainstream gay agenda, a necessary corollary to the
call for “gay and lesbian civil rights.” In keeping with this:
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When the father of a six year-old child in Lexington,
Massachusetts, notified his son’s school that he wanted
prior notification if anything related to homosexuality
was to be taught in his son’s first-grade class, he
was rebuffed by the superintendent of schools who
informed him that the court had ruled that it was more
important to teach “diversity” — with specific reference
to homosexuality — than to honor the requests of the
parents.”” So much for parental rights! As expressed
by a concerned San Francisco mother, “My children’s
teachers say they want students to think for themselves,
but when my children say they think they should obey
their parents or God, they’re ridiculed. What kind of
diversity can you have when children are pressured
into thinking the same things?””

A Swedish pastor in his seventies, was given a prison
sentence for simply preaching a sermon in his own
church on sexual ethics in which stated that all non-
marital sexual relations (including homosexual acts)
were sinful, since his message was said to offend
gays. 'The verdict, which was ultimately overturned
by the Swedish Supreme Court, was supported by
the Swedish Ambassador, Cecilia Julin, who said,
“Swedish law states that public addresses cannot be
used to instigate hatred towards a certain group.””!

A Christian leader in Pennsylvania was charged with
“Disorderly Conduct” and “Disrupting Meetings and
Processions” for trying to read a passage from the
New Testament that dealt with homosexual practices
during his designated speaking time at a city council
meeting. (He was actually shut down before he could
read the passage.) Assistant District Attorney Alyssa
Kunsturiss explained that the borough president,
Norman Council, “perceived what he was reading
as hate speech. It would be homophobic today. They
couldn’t let him go on. You can’t go up to the podium
and start reading from the Bible.””* Yes, this is an
accurate quote from an attorney right here in America,
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supposedly “one nation under God” and the home of
free speech — as long as that speech does not challenge
or differ with the gay agenda.”

In Boise, Idaho, an employee of Hewlett Packard was
fired for posting Bible verses on his cubicle after a pro-
gay poster was placed near his workspace. According
to the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, “An employer
need not accommodate an employee’s religious beliefs
if doing so would result in discrimination against his
co-workers or deprive them of contractual or other
statutory rights.” In response to this, author Janet
Folger (now Porter) asks, “The homosexual agenda
trumps an employee’s religious beliefs?””* But of
course! (Note that even if Folger’s rhetorical question
was rephrased to read, “Gay rights trump religious
rights?”, the answer would be the same.)

In England, a bishop in the Anglican Church was
“ordered to undergo equal opportunities training and
to pay a gay youth worker nearly £50,000 [roughly
$80,000] for refusing him a job because of his
sexuality.” According to a report in the Telegraph, the
youth worker “took the Hereford Diocesan Board of
Finance to an employment tribunal and said today he
was ‘delighted’ with the payout. . . . Ben Summerskill,
chief executive of the gay rights pressure group
Stonewall, added: ‘We’re delighted that the tribunal
has sent such a robust signal, both to the bishop and
other employers. The substantial level of compensation
sends out a very clear message. Not even a bishop is
above this law.””

The Associate Vice President of Human Resources at
the University of Toledo, an African American woman,
was fired from her job “for stating in a guest column in
a local newspaper that choosing homosexual behavior
is not the same as being black or handicapped.””
The university president stood behind the decision to
dismiss her.
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You can be assured that there has been no widespread gay outcry over
these court rulings, arrests, fines, firings, and reprimands, most of which
were instigated by offended members of the GLBT community, since full
recognition of “gay rights” means limited recognition of the rights of others.
That’s why these rulings are celebrated as victories among gay activists, since
this is all a necessary part of the agenda. The rule of thumb for gay rights
can therefore be stated as follows: “We have the right to be ourselves, even it
offends you, but you do not have the right to be yourselves or to be offended.
And under no circumstances do you have the right to offend us.”

Shockingly, the examples just cited are only the tiny tip of a massive
iceberg. Here are just a few more. Were you aware of things such as:

e A “reeducation class” to ensure that foster parents
embrace the gay agenda (California)?

e Public schools with a mandated pro-homosexual
[“antidiscrimination”] policy that sends objecting
students to “appropriate counseling” without notifying
their parents (California)?

e Being put out of business (with a $150,000 fine) for
firing a man in a dress (California)?

e Being told by ajudge that you can't teach your daughter
anything “homophobic” (Colorado)?”

THE INEVITABLE PROGRESSION OF GAY ACTIVISM

All this is part of an inevitable process which can be summarized with
this progression:

First, gay activists came out of the closet;

Second, they demanded their “rights”;

Third, they demanded that everyone recognize those
“rights”;

Fourth, they want to strip away the rights of those who
oppose them;

Fifth, they want to put those who oppose their “rights” into
the closet.”

Look again at the statement on the GLSEN website: “The Gay, Lesbian

and Straight Education Network strives to assure that each member of every
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school community is valued and respected regardless of sexual orientation
or gender identity/expression.” In contrast, it does 7oz strive to assure that
each member of every school community is valued and respected regardless
of religious beliefs, moral convictions, or different views on sexual orientation.
In fact, it has vigorously opposed the views and activities of groups that differ
with the gay agenda, protesting the presence of such things as ex-gay material
(i-e., literature from former homosexuals) in any school discussion of sexual
orientation, where GLSEN believes that only the pro-gay position can be
represented.

As stated explicitly by GLSEN founder Kevin Jennings, “Ex-gay
messages have no place in our nation’s public schools. A line has been
drawn. There is no ‘other side’ when youre talking about lesbian, gay
and bisexual students.””” And did I mention that on May 9, 2009, the
Department of Education appointed this gay activist leader, Kevin Jennings,
to serve as Assistant Deputy Secretary for the Office of Safe & Drug
Free Schools?®

It would appear, then, that “civil rights” for some means “limited rights”
for others, and #har by specific design. As stated explicitly in a teacher’s
lesson aid published by the Gay and Lesbian Educators [GALE] of British
Columbia: “We must dishonour the prevailing belief that heterosexuality is
the only acceptable orientation even though that would mean dishonouring
the religious beliefs of Christians, Jews, Muslims, etc.”® All this is part of the
gay agenda.

Does this surprise you? If so, bear in mind that these are no# predictions.
They are statements of fact, a recap of what has already taken place in America
and what is currently taking place around the world. Even our vocabulary is
being affected,® as the gay agenda has produced these new definitions and
concepts:

e From here on, embracing diversity refers to embracing
all kinds of sexual orientation, (homo)sexual expression,
and gender identification but rejects every kind of
religious or moral conviction that does not embrace
these orientations, expressions, and identifications.®

e Irom here on, folerance refers to the complete
acceptance of GLBT lifestyles and ideology — in the
family, in the work place, in education, in media, in
religion — while at the same time refusing to tolerate
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any view that is contrary.®*

e From here on, inclusion refers to working with,
supporting, sponsoring, and encouraging gay events,
gay goals while at the same time systematically
refusing to work with and excluding anyone who is
not in harmony with these events and goals.

e From here on, hate refers to any attitude, thought, or
word that differs with the gay agenda, while gays are
virtually exempt from the charge of hate speech — no
matter how vile and incendiary the rhetoric — since
they are always the (perceived) victims and never
the victimizers.®

And how does this activist, gay agenda work itself out in everyday life?
Much of this is already taking place throughout the country.

e  Children in elementary schools will be exposed to the
rightness and complete normality of homosexuality,
bisexuality, and transgender expression — witness
highly-praised academic books such as Queering
Elementary Education — and opposing views will be
branded as dangerous and homophobic, to be silenced
and excluded from the classroom.%

e Middle schools, high schools, and colleges will go
out of their way to encourage both the celebration of
homosexuality and deep solidarity with gay activism
— witness The Annual Day of Silence in our schools
in recognition of “the oppression and “persecution of
homosexuals™ and the Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and
Transgender Students’ Bill Of Educational Rights in
our universities, not to mention Queer Study Programs
and the celebration of “Gaypril.”®

e 'The federal and state governments will legalize
same-sex marriages — as has already been done in
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Vermont, and Iowa
— along with, currently, ten countries worldwide,
including Canada and Spain in the same week in
2005 — meaning that all heterosexuals must accept the
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legality of these marriages and that anyone refusing
to do so could be prosecuted for discriminatory
behavior.®

e  Corporate America will embrace every aspect of non-
heterosexuality (including bisexuality, transgender, and
beyond) — calling for the dismissal of those who refuse
to follow suit — and religious groups will no longer
be allowed to view homosexual practice as immoral,

branding such opposition as “hate speech.”

In the last four decades, major changes have taken place in: 1) the public’s
perception of homosexuality and same-sex relationships; 2) the educational
system’s embrace of homosexuality; 3) legislative decisions recognizing gays
and lesbians as a distinct group of people within our society, equivalent
to other ethnic groups; 4) the media’s portrayal of GLBT people; and 5)
corporate America’s welcoming of what was once considered unacceptable
behavior. Is this simply one big coincidence? Did all this happen by chance?
Don't these very results — which barely tell the story — give evidence to a
clearly defined gay agenda?

Well, just in case youre not 100% sure, a leading gay activist has helped
remove all doubt. Speaking shortly after the 2006 elections, Matt Foreman,
then the executive director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force, had
this to say:

“You want to know the state of our movement on
November 10, 2006 We are strong, unbowed, unbeaten,
vibrant, energized and ready to kick some butt.”

And what exactly does this mean?

“The agenda and vision that we must proudly articulate is that yes, indeed,
we intend to change society.”"

Or, in the words of gay leader (and former seminary professor) Dr. Mel
White,

It is time for a campaign of relentless nonviolent resistance
that will convince our adversaries to do justice at last.
They have assumed that we are infinitely patient or too
comfortable to call for revolution. For their sake, and for
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the sake of the nation, we must prove them wrong.”

So, the cat is out of the bag and the covert agenda is becoming overt,
backed by a movement that proclaims itself “strong, unbowed, unbeaten,
vibrant, energized and ready to kick some butt.” It is nothing less than a gay
revolution — and it is coming to a school or court or business or house of
worship near you.

Anmerica, are you ready?
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Liberty Counsel [an evangelical Christian legal organization] is a distinctly
un-Christian, hate-filled intolerant gang of thugs with law degrees.

From an editorial in Q-Notes, the gay newspaper of the Carolinas

The homo-hatred of the religious right has driven so many
beautifully-gifted women and men into the arms of suicide, alcobolism,
promiscuity, and self-destruction.

Pastor Mike Piazza, Holy Homosexuals

A garden of homophobia: our black churches are fertile soils
Jfor planting and cultivating homo hatred.

Article in the Advocate by Irene Monroe

You, just like everyone who is against gay marriage,
is a mentally retarded bigot. No exceptions. Now go fo hell.
WizzyBoy 520, responding to a YouTube video

by a twelve-year old boy who opposed same-sex marriage
based on the Bible

.. . the charge of “hate” is not a contribution to argument;
it’s the recourse of people who would rather not have an argument at all.

Matthew J. Franck, The Washington Post
December 19,2010



2

Jewish Hitlers,
Christian Jihadists, and
the Magical Effects of

Pushing the “Hate” Button
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o one likes being manipulated. No one enjoys being used as

a pawn. Yet psychological manipulation has taken place on a

massive scale in our country, and it’s as simple as pushing a one-
word button. Yes, the moment the button is pushed, clear-minded, rational
thinking virtually ceases and people respond with one accord, as if on cue.

What makes this all the more striking is that it was scripted out twenty
years ago when two Harvard-trained, gay authors, Marshall Kirk and Hunter
Madsen, published their watershed book Affer the Ball: How America Will
Conguer Its Fear and Hatred of Gays in the 90s. Their goal was the “conversion
of the average American’s emotions, mind, and will, through a planned
psychological attack, in the form of propaganda fed to the nation via the
media.”

One of their strategies was to “jam” people’s emotions by associating
“homo-hatred” with Nazi horror, bringing to mind images such as
“Klansmen demanding that gays be slaughtered,” “hysterical backwoods
preachers,” “menacing punks,”and “a tour of Nazi concentration camps where
homosexuals were tortured and gassed.”

The strategy has worked like a charm, as Jeff Jacoby, a conservative
columnist with the Boston Globe, noted, “Dare to suggest that homosexuality
may not be something to celebrate and you instantly are a Nazi. . . . Offer
to share your teachings of Christianity or Judaism with students ‘struggling
with homosexuality’ and you become as vile as a Ku Kluxer . ..” Or, in the
words of Dr. Laura Schlessinger, “Simply because I am opposed to legislating
homosexual marriage and adoption, I am labeled a Nazi.”

So, fwo Jews, Jacoby and Schlessinger, can be called Nazis — without the
slightest hint of irony — simply because they expressed their differences with
the goals of homosexual activism. Yes, all you have to do is push that “hate
button,” and the results are utterly predictable.

Not that long ago, “to hate” meant: “to feel hostility or animosity
toward; to detest.” In recent years, however, the Contemporary Lexicon of
Political Correctness and Sensitivity to Sexual Orientation has expanded this
definition of “hate” to include: “to hold to Judeo-Christian principles and
values; to stand for biblical morality,”and, quite specifically, “to take issue with
homosexual practice.”

Pushing the hate button has proven quite effective, causing levelheaded,
reasonable discourse to come to a sudden halt and quickly making the person
with whom you differ into a small-minded, mean-spirited bigot. Immediately,
the playing field becomes unequal, and your ideological opponent becomes
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a monster whose ideas are unworthy of serious consideration. And should
that opponent happen to be a person with strong religious convictions,
then pushing the hate button becomes all the more useful. The conservative
Christian or Jew is caricatured as a modern day crusader, witch-hunter, and
jihadist rolled into one, a self-righteous, insensitive hypocrite who gleefully
consigns all but a few likeminded fanatics to eternity in hell.*

To be sure, many homosexual men and women have been subjected to all
kinds of abuse and, sadly, they often continue to be the objects of vicious and
even violent hatred. Homophobia does exist, despite the extreme overuse of
that word today, and in the strongest possible terms, I decry hateful acts and
words directed against the gay and lesbian community.®

But let’s be candid here. Things have shifted so dramatically — they have
literally been turned upside down — that it now appears that no matter what
you say and no matter how carefully and graciously you say it, if you dare to
differ with the GLBT agenda, if you believe that it is immoral for a man to
have sex with another man, if you do not support same-sex marriage, then you
are an extremist, a bigot, a Nazi, and a jihadist.

AN EXAMPLE OF GENUINE HATE SPEECH

'This is not the slightest exaggeration. In fact, I can confirm this firsthand.
But first, let’s take a look at some real, hardcore, unabashed, hate speech by
none other than Rev. Fred Phelps, considered by many to be one of the
foremost practitioners of hate speech in our day.® Consider this representative
sampling of his shocking, venomous words:

God hates America!

Thank God for IEDs killing American soldiers in
strange lands every day. WBC [ Westboro Baptist Church]
rejoices every time the Lord God in His vengeance kills or
maims an American soldier with an Improvised Explosive
Device (IED). ... WBC will picket the funerals of these
Godless, fag army American soldiers when their pieces
return home. WBC will also picket their landing spot,
in Dover, Delaware early and often. . . . Face it, America!
You have become a fag-filled nation of flag worshipers
and necromancers. Your only terrorist is the Lord your
God! He fights against you personally. . . . Bloody butcher
Bush thinks he can distract from these facts by taking over
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Babylon with his fag army. As a result of his foolishness,
body bags are coming home by the truckload.”

God hates Sweden!

THANK GOD FOR ALL DEAD SWEDES!!
Unconfirmed numbers of Swedes are dead as a result of the
tsunamis which ravaged Thailand and the other lush resorts
of that region, and thousands more are unaccounted for,
either still rotting in the tropical conditions or buried, as
they deserve, as asses in mass graves ..... Scarcely a family

in Sweden has been untouched by the devastation. Bible
preachers say, THANK GOD for it all!®

Are you shocked? Mortified? Read on:

Reggie White is in hell. . . . Ronald Reagan is in hell.
The Church of the LORD Jesus Christ will not sit silently
by while you maudlin haters of God try to preach this
senile old fool into heaven. Despite what dumbo George
W. says, he’s not in a better place, unless you consider fiery
torment better than dribbling his cream of wheat!®

Pope John Paul II, the Great Pedophile Pope, is in
hell. No burning candles, no indulgences, and no prayers to
Mary will change that. The new Pope Benedict, Pope of the
Great Whore, will burn in hell with him shortly."

WBC [Westboro Baptist Church] to picket the arch-
heretic, traitor, and rebel against the great King of Glory
— Billy Graham . ... God hates Billy Graham and will
ere long cast him into Hell and torment him with fire and

brimstone ....!!

It seems that there is no end to the ire of Rev. Phelps, as he continues
to spew bile and launch one hateful website after another, including,
godhatesamerica.com, hatemongers.com, and, as expected, godhatesfags.com.
Yes, it is homosexuals who are the special target of his wrath, as evidenced in
his response to someone who dared question his use of the word “fags™

Answer to a nit-picking freak who pretends
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not to understand why we call fags fags

... I'must say: GET A GRIP! GET A CLUE! These
are filthy beasts, no matter what you call them! Those three
letters don’t change the fact that the Lord will shortly
return to execute judgment on this evil, froward world —
and you will have to give an accounting for your rebellion
against the Lord your God (and your attempt at distracting
the saints).

God hates fags. You are going to hell. Have a lovely
day.12

This is hate speech, plain and simple, and without apology. In fact, it
is not only without apology, it is with his explicit justification, since Phelps
believes that God’s hatred of homosexuals (and other sinners) “goes way past
hate if you credit the Bible with full authority. It goes to abhor, and it goes
to despise. Worse forms of the attitudinal approach of almighty God to a
certain class of people.”® And, Phelps would surely argue, because God hates,
abhors, and despises homosexuals, we should wholeheartedly join Him in this
hate-fest.

Sadly, this is the attitude of some misguided people who seek to validate
their venom through a bogus use of the Bible, and Phelps has gained national
notoriety for his vitriolic campaign, perhaps most famously for his “God
hates fags” placards and signs.

“FRED PHELPS MINUS THE COLORFUL SIGNS”?

You can imagine, then, that I was more than a little surprised when
a young, Charlotte-based gay activist and newspaper editor, Matt Comer,
referred to me and my organization, the Coalition of Conscience, as “Fred
Phelps minus the colorful signs.”* To be sure, I was fully aware of the reflex
reaction that immediately associates all opponents of homosexual activism
with “hysterical backwoods preachers.” But comparing the Coalition of
Conscience to “Fred Phelps minus the colorful signs” — wasn't this a little
over the top, especially given our track record in our city?

In May, 2006, we had issued a public statement in which we apologized
to the gay and lesbian community of Charlotte for the shortcomings of the
Church, saying in part:

We recognize that we have sometimes failed to reach out
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to you with grace and compassion, that we have often been
insensitive to your struggles, that we have driven some of
you away rather than drawn you in, that we have added to
your sense of rejection. For these failings of ours, we ask
you to forgive us. By God’s grace, we intend to be models
of His love.”

And in February, 2007, when we held a five-night lecture series on
“Homosexuality, the Church, and Society” at the Booth Playhouse of the
Blumenthal Performing Arts Center in Charlotte, we went out of our way
to air our differences with gay and lesbian activists respectfully. The Charlotte
Observer even noted in a supportive editorial that I had stated clearly that the
lectures would “not be ‘a forum for gay bashing” and that I would “do nothing
that’s ‘bigoted or mean-spirited.” All this was known to Matt Comer when
he made the Phelps comparison.

In fact, on September 20, 2007, Matt attended a public forum we
conducted at our church devoted to the theme, “Can You Be Gay and
Christian?” We had invited local gay and gay-affirming clergy to present their
views and have a public dialogue with us, assuring them that there would be
no gay-bashing or hate speech permitted. Although those invited decided to
boycott the event, Matt did come and, with our permission, videotaped the
entire presentation for his blog, without restriction. I spent time with him
before the meeting and then, later in the evening, after our presentations were
over, we gave him the microphone and let him share his own personal story.

In the midst of his “testimony” he said something that was quite striking:
“You had some very good points, and they were couched in very compassionate
language, but for a person like me, throughout this whole thing, all I'm going
to hear is ‘the queers need to die.”"

How telling and how sad. To paraphrase: “No matter what you say, and
no matter how compassionately you say it, I'm still going to hear hatred
coming from your lips.”

What an admission, and what a window of understanding into the whole
question of “hate speech.” Could it be that the “hate” is not so much on the
lips of the speakers (with notable exceptions such as Fred Phelps) as much as
it is in the ears of the hearers? And, to take this one step further, could it be
that the tables have now turned so dramatically that most of the hate speech
is coming from the lips and pens of those who perpetually push the hate
button, namely, the gay and lesbian community?
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In an editorial published in Q-Notes, the gay newspaper of the Carolinas,
Matt wrote that I followed “a carefully plotted and scripted message of
‘compassion,’ ‘love’ and ‘gentleness” (in other words, he couldn’t find fault
with what I actually said in terms of my spirit and attitude), but in reality,
I was a “predator,” and a “wolf in sheep’s clothing,” while those who agreed

”

with me were “fanatics.””” And to cap things off, the editorial featured a
ridiculous, doctored photo of me depicted as a Muslim terrorist and meant
to be fear-inciting.

There you have it: Michael Brown, Christian Jihadist, aka Fred Phelps
minus the signs. It looks like Jeff Jacoby and Laura Schlessinger had it right
after all!'®

In late 2007 and early 2008, I got involved in some lengthy online
discussions after stories were run about me on two well-read internet sites,
Prof. Warren Throckmorton’s blog and the Ex-Gay Watch blog."” I thought it
would be instructive to engage in serious, written discussion with gay activists
and others, discussion that could be documented for the sake of future
readers, little knowing that the two threads would end up totaling more than
150,000 words (meaning, roughly 500 pages!) in just a matter of weeks.?® As
always, I sought to be respectful, clearly sharing my differences but under no
circumstances engaging in anything that an unbiased reader could refer to as
hate speech. (For a refresher on real hate speech, just look back at the Fred
Phelps’ quotes.)

The results? I was likened (albeit with hesitation) to a psychopathic
personality, told that I hated gay people in general, labeled a jihadist (this
actually preceded the Muslim terrorist picture of me in Q-Notes), compared
in detail to Hitler, referred to as a wolf, constantly accused of lying and having
ulterior motives, and called, among other things, hostile, self-righteous, and
arrogant (the last two epithets coming not long after I had listed, with shame,
the miserable sins and hypocrisy of many heterosexual Christians!). And
what, according to these bloggers, was my greatest sin? It was that I was
guilty of judging them.

Yes, they could label me a jihadist and a Hitler and a wolf and a liar
for respectfully stating that, after much careful study and reflection, I was
convinced that the Bible forbade homosexual practice, yet I was the one who
was being judgmental. This eventually prompted me to ask: “Is the pot calling
the kettle black?” Really now, who was judging whom? Who was doing the
name calling? Who was engaging in hate speech?

One commenter even composed this poem (hey, it’s not every day that
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someone writes a poem about you, even a hateful one):

Brown comes to our turf with nice civil discourse,
but his goal is to smite us without remorse.
Concern for all gets a nod,

while he goes forth in jihad

as a virulent bigot in a Trojan Horse.”!

Do you note the recurring pattern? I engaged people with “nice civil
discourse” — so what I actually said was polite and respectful — but I was in
reality a “virulent bigot” going forth “in jihad.”

Another wrote, “I see you as a vicious enemy who merits no compassion
whatsoever. . .. You're not just an anti-gay activist, you're an anti-me activist.”?

Someone posting on a different blog gushed, “The truth is you're full of
garbage, a disgrace to the Lord, and your hate group is about as ‘Christian’ as
an Ozzy Osborn CD,” while still another compared me to “the sleaziest of . .
. bigots,” claiming that I was “starting to see dollar signs from the fearful, the
wounded, the hurting, the self-righteous.”

How fascinating! And what, again, was my crime? Daring to air publicly
my differences with gay activists — with respect and without name-calling,
anger, or rancor — and daring to come to the conclusion that the Scriptures
taught against homosexual practice. And #his made me “a disgrace to the
Lord” and “the sleaziest of . . . bigots,” the leader of a “hate group.” To repeat:
How the tables have turned!

JUST THE WAY IT WAS SCRIPTED
But this was not the first time I experienced this. In fact, it seems to
happen like clockwork, just as Kirk and Madsen (and others) scripted it.

At a news conference on February 15th, 2007, as well as in our half-
page ad in the Charlotte Observer announcing our lecture series at the Booth
Playhouse, I explicitly stated to the media that no hate speech would be
permitted at the lectures, even encouraging the airing of dissenting viewpoints
in the 45 minutes that would be devoted each night to open mike Q_& A.
To be sure, I was taking strong issue with the Human Rights Campaign, the
world’s largest GLBT advocacy group, claiming that their name was actually
misleading (seeing that they focus only on homosexual rights, not the rights
of all citizens). But to repeat: We were determined to state our differences
with grace and respect.
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Yet no sooner did the word get out concerning these lectures then the
hate speech started flying — I mean against us, not from us. In emails and
on blogs, I was referred to as a hell-bound Neo-nazi, a mindless bigot, an
ignorant moron, a lunatic, and a frothing nut bar; I was accused of openly
touting the Nazi agenda, being part of the KKK in Charlotte, and espousing
the American version of Nazism — and all this without any of the accusers
attending a single lecture. And in a letter to the editor in the Observer, a local
college professor chimed in as well, asking, “Can we soon expect Klan Kapers
and Holocaust-deniers Hoedowns” at the Booth Playhouse?

What triggered some of the harshest reaction was my statement that the
Human Rights Campaign would more accurately be called the “Homosexual
Rights Campaign,” although I pointed out that they had every legal right to
do what they were doing.** Almost immediately, however, this was changed
by bloggers on DemocraticUndergroud.com into an announcement that I
was holding a lecture series, “To explain why homosexuals cannot legitimately
call themselves human.”

The readers on the website bought this revisionist statement hook, line,
and sinker, joining in with passion. (I cite all this to demonstrate a point,
not to paint myself as a martyr; getting blasted on the Internet is hardly
“suffering.”) They wrote:

e Life must really s--k for you when you're filled with
that much hate

e Brown will be an inspiration to haters everywhere

e  Why doesn’t someone silence these ‘unintelligently
designed’, ignorant morons?

e Time for these types to crawl back into the woodwork,
where they belong.

e  Vomit. Just vomit.

e I hope this gets a huge amount of publicity because
this can only backfire in their faces. It will convince
even more straight people that we really are facing
lunatics, and the struggle for our rights against these
lunatics really does need to be taken seriously.

o These people are a cancer on the body politic. The day
when they’re a forgotten and ignored footnote in our
history can’t come too soon.

¢  Membership in the KKK is also on the rise in the
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Charlotte area. Unfortunately, that part of NC is full
of hate mongers.
e [Expletive] bigots, that’s all they are.”

And all I did was announce a lecture series on “Homosexuality, the
Church, and Society”! Talk about a programmed reaction and the successful
“conversion of the average Americans emotions, mind, and will, through a
planned psychological attack, in the form of propaganda fed to the nation
via the media.” And note in these posts that simple, ever-recurrent, operative,
four-letter word: Aate. Yes, “Brown will be an inspiration to haters everywhere.”

Yet in a laughable twist of irony, one of the guidelines for posting on this
website was:

Do not post messages that are inflaimmatory, extreme,
divisive, incoherent, or otherwise inappropriate. Do not
engage in anti-social, disruptive, or trolling behavior. Do
not post broad-brush, bigoted statements. The moderators
and administrators work very hard to enforce some minimal
standards regarding what content is appropriate.”

It would appear, then, that these accusatory posts were not “broad-
bushed, bigoted, inflammatory, extreme, divisive, or anti-social.” Rather, it was
my detestable lecture series that was all of the above.

Has the world been turned completely upside down? Has everything gone
topsy-turvy? Calling someone a frothing nut bar and a Nazi and a member
of the KKK without a scintilla of supporting evidence is quite acceptable, but
raising a moral objection to homosexual practice or a social objection to gay
activism is completely unacceptable and worthy of hate-filled ridicule and
expletive-laden loathing. How can this be? What has become of our capacity
to think and reason rather than simply react? Have we no resistance to the
very obvious strategy of pushing the hate-button?

All this is reminiscent of the sentiments of some Muslim extremists who
responded to their critics by saying, “How dare you call us terrorists. We’ll kill
you for saying that!” Similarly, the moment you claim that some gay activists
are guilty of pushing the hate button, they respond by saying, “You bigoted
Nazi! You fundamentalist fanatic! You name-calling predator! How dare you
accuse us of pushing the hate button!” (Just for the record, and with the slight
hope that I will be quoted accurately, I am nof comparing gay activists to
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Muslim terrorists; I am simply comparing the rhetoric of the responses, both
of which demonstrate the point that is being denied.)

“FEELING THE LOVE” ON A NATIONAL PLATFORM

This theater of the absurd reached a new height (or, more accurately,
new low) on May 12, 2009, when I was interviewed for a second time by
Thom Hartmann on his nationally syndicated, decidedly liberal, radio show.
The subject of the interview (also for the second time, by Thom’s choice)
was the Bible and homosexual practice. When Thom asked for my views on
homosexual practice, I grouped it together with other practices that the Bible
forbade, including adultery and drunkenness and religious hypocrisy. In other
words, I was not singling out homosexual practice as the worst of sins. And
I specifically told Thom that, only the day before, when a Christian woman
asked me how she should treat her twenty year-old son who had just come
out as gay, I told her “to show him unconditional love.” I also stated that I
fully understand that most gays and lesbians feel as if they have been born
this way, or, at least, did not consciously choose homosexuality.

How did Thom’s listeners respond to this? Some of them wrote to our
website with appreciation, one of them wanting me to know “that your
composure on the air held grace and compassion. The fires of intolerance
and hate come in the opposition of Thom’s voice.” Another listener was even
more positive:

In every instance you were well prepared with facts, rational
logic, and a loving approach that steadfastly rejected the
temptation to be petty and hostile. Particularly refreshing
was the gentleness with which you corrected his claim that
there was no Biblical condemnation of lesbian practice. I
don't know why he chose you to represent the Christian
viewpoint, but I suppose he must have wished for a
narrow-minded bigot to confirm the stereotype he wanted
to portray, and must have been disappointed you were so
rational, well-prepared, and loving, yet did not fail to assert
the truth.

But others saw things quite differently:

Having just heard you on Thom Hartmann, (5/12/09),
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all you've done is convey to the public at large that you
are an ignoramous, who no more warrants the moniker of
“Doctor” than an earthworm.

A homosexual no more chooses to be so than a
Heterosexual chooses to be, and no more can a homosexual
change into a heterosexual than ..... well, you get the point.
We are BORN this way. If we’re gay, we can't be straight;
if we're straight, we can’t be gay! Duuuuh! Very simple
and straight-forward. What is it you don't get, you stupid
jack---1? Your “Holy Holy Holy” hypocricy doesnt fool
me. You're either a very sick individual, or evil to the core.
Whichisit? ...

People like you are bigots, hate-mongers, dare I say
racist, and more lunatic than lunatic. You are clearly a
dangerous, mean-spirited madman - anda CHARLATAN,
SNAKE-OIL SALESMAN, and a hypocrite of the first
order. If there is a hell - which, of course, there isn't - 1
hope there’s a special place for wicked, nasty people like

you.
Another wrote:

I heard you today on the Tom Hartman show. You sir are
full of s---. Your “friends” who have changed from being
Gay to Stright may be keeping up appearances, but in the
end, they are sneaking around doing what comes naturally.
I know because I meet these guys on Craigslist all over the
US who want to “play” on the down low....and they do.
Most are married and are only Stright on the surface. So
sir, you don’t know what you're talking about and are not
good Christians because you have no tolerance for people
who God has created differently. You hide behind religion
to make yourself feel better about your lack luster life. In
listening to you and seeing your picture I would dare to say
you probably hang out on Craigslist or other sites yourself.
You are a fraud.

Still another opined:
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Leviticus 11:9-11

Deuteronomy 21:11

I just heard you on the Thom Hartmann show and was
disgusted by your hatred and dubious agenda. I've included
these two bible passages that god also gave to the Jews.
Why aren't you so passionate about shellfish and clothing?
Why do modern religions cherrypick passages to enforce
your narrowminded, dogmatic views. If god does exist I
think it would be ashamed of what people like you have
done with the information. Every time human moratlity
makes a step forward it is because we've stopped looking to
a divisive, plagarised book called the bible. Ex. Slavery, Civil
Rights, Womens Rights, Gay Rights. Shame on you! The
policies you advocate are dangerous and scary for America,
and I will oppose your ignorance at every juncture.

But there was one email that took the cake, the ultimate example of an
unconscious double standard:

Dear Dr Brown:

I just heard you on the Thom Hartmann show. I feel sorry
for you! You are a horrendous arrogant bigot. Jesus said,
“Judge ye not, lest ye be judged.” You are playing God and
judging gay people when you should leave that all up to
God. Some day soon, all the hateful homophobic bigots like
you will shuffle of this mortal [s]oil, just like all of the racist
bigots before you and leave the rest of us more tolerant and
loving people to march forward into a wonderful future.

How extraordinary! Look at these two sentences side by side: “You are
a horrendous arrogant bigot. Jesus said, Judge ye not, lest ye be judged.” Yet
I seriously doubt that the author of this email — identified as “A. Everyman”
— caught the irony of this absurd juxtaposition. But the coup de grace comes
in “Everyman’s” closing line. He claims that soon the earth will be rid of
“hateful homophobic bigots” like me, leaving the planet to “more tolerant
and loving people” like him “to march forward into a wonderful future”! The
“more tolerant and loving people” I can really feel the love!
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To summarize, “Dr. Brown, since you dare to differ respectfully with
our views, you are an ignoramus, a stupid jack---, either very sick or evil
to the core, a bigot, a hate-monger, dare I say racist, and more lunatic than
lunatic; clearly a dangerous, mean-spirited madman — and a CHARLATAN,
SNAKE-OIL SALESMAN; a hypocrite of the first order, wicked, nasty,
full of [expletive]; a fraud (who secretly practices homosexuality), holding
to dangerous, scary, and narrow-minded and dogmatic views, a horrendous,
arrogant, hateful homophobic bigot.”

Oh, that the world only had more tolerant and loving people
like these kindhearted, peace-loving folks. How beautiful things would be
as they “march[ed] forward into a wonderful future.” And to think:
These non-judgmental, love-filled souls were disgusted by 7y hatred. It really

is ironic.

“I WOULD LIKE TO DO A LOT OF VIOLENT
THINGS TO HIM TOO”

Even more ironic was the response of some viewers reacting to my
appearance on a Tyra Banks program (January 27, 2010) devoted entirely to
“transgender children” (referring to children who feel they are trapped in the
wrong-sex body). In the few, hotly contested minutes that I had on the air, I
emphasized that the most loving and compassionate thing we can do is try to
help these children be at home in their own bodies. In other words, let’s try to
help them from the inside out.

Within a day, the entire show was posted on YouTube, and the brief
segment in which I appeared generated a spirited discussion on the YouTube
link.?” (Opposite me in this segment were Kim Pearson, a transgender activist,
and Dr. Marci Bowers, a male-to-female surgeon who is called the “rock star
of sex change surgery.”)”® Some of those posting comments felt that I was
frequently and unfairly interrupted. One person even commented, “wow - I
never thought I'd find myself agreeing with a religious guy!!!”

But others were quite hostile, especially an atheistic, Australian,
transgender teen, identified as 1993 Vanessa2009. Apparently, I was not one
of her favorites! She wrote:

Dr. Brown is completely corrupt.

That man is a corrupt [expletive].

Well, that’s because Dr. Brown was talking nonsense,
and what he was saying was completely false and he knows
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it is false, he is simply destroying society, and what makes
me absolutely furious is people don't know about this major
corrupt behaviour.

Dr. Brown is an [expletive] who isn't worthy of the
title ‘doctor.

Don't listen to what Dr. Brown has to say--he is
corrupt (and religious (whats the difference?)).

‘That man is a corrupt [expletive], would you like me to

explain why? I'd be more than happy to.?

Well, I guess she thought I was corrupt! (Somehow, she never got around
to explaining why.) She wasn’t too impressed with my line of reasoning either:

Yes, he only got powerful points across to naive people,
who'll prefer to listen to a corrupt man than two highly
successful and intelligent women.

And moronic deceiving [expletives] are moronic
deceiving [expletives]. Fact.

Well that dude is a total [expletive], did you know
that? Want me to elaborate on why he is an [expletive]? lol,
Dr. Brown is an [expletive]. Want to know why?

I also refuse to acknowledge his Phd.*

But there’s more. She actually wished for violence against me, the
expression of her deep, unmasked hatred:

He deserve to be beaten, just like trans women get beaten
world wide, and murdered even. He is the reason why trans
women are prevantly murdered each year. He was lucky
I wasn't there, I would do a lot more than grap his arm
[referring to the fact that Dr. Bowers repeatedly grabbed
my arm as I spoke].

I would like to do a lot of violent things to him too.

I would horse kick him in the [expletives] while
wearing high heels. I hate that man.
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Such is the voice of enlightened tolerance — yet I and people like me are
the “haters”! In fact, in another comment in this YouTube discussion I was
branded as the “bigot” who “thinks that gays are freaks of nature and thinks
that God ordained the gender binary [meaning male-female distinctives] and
homophobia.” This is more twisted than ironic, and yet it’s all too typical
these days. In fact, “Vanessa” wasn't the only one wanting to inflict some pain.
Shadowcat8 added, “That guy is a moron. I wanna punch him in the face.”
And XCrystalXClearXLoveX exclaimed, “i really want to punch that man in
the face. you dumb [expletive].” To this, “Vanessa” added, “Yes, I feel for you.
I would like to do a lot of violent things to him too.”!

And who is this 1993Vanessa2009? On her YouTube site she writes, “I'm
a 16 year old girl, who is fairly intellectually mature; I'm probably the most
intellectually mature teenager in my school. I am open minded, and a loving
person.”*? Open minded and loving? Really?

To be sure, it appears that this young lady has been hurt by people around
her (she was eager to start her hormone therapy leading to sex-change surgery,
so she must have been through some internal and external conflicts already in
her young life) and obviously, she is deeply pained by the misunderstanding
and violence suffered by others who identify as transgender. But all this has
apparently blinded her to the fact that her “open minded” and “loving” self-
image is the picture of intolerance and hate.* And she is not alone in holding
to this self-justified double-standard towards those perceived as conservative,
religious bigots.

THE HATED DR. DOBSON

Consider one of the most admired men — and hated men — in America
today, psychologist, author, radio host, and influential evangelical leader Dr.
James Dobson. In his book Marriage Under Fire, he wrote:

At the risk of being misunderstood, let me acknowledge
that there is a great reservoir of hatred in the world, and
some of it unfortunately gets directed toward homosexuals.
It is wrong and hurtful, but it does happen. Every human
being is precious to God and is entitled to acceptance and
respect. Each of us has a right to be treated with the dignity
that comes from being created in the image of God.I have
no desire to add to the suffering that homosexuals are
already experiencing. In fact, it has been my intention to
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help relieve suffering by clarifying its causes and pointing
to a way out.**

How would you characterize those words? Compassionate? Concerned?
Caring? Without question, Dobson seems to go out of his way to express
his love for gay men and women. Yet he is consistently charged with being
hateful and homophobic. Why? Because he dares to suggest that homosexual
practice is wrong and that homosexuals can potentially change, and therefore
he is hateful. Are you surprised?

Here is another statement from Marriage Under Fire:

I am especially sympathetic to homosexual men who, as
effeminate boys, were routinely called “fag” and “queer”
and “homo” by their peers. The scars left by those incidents
can last a lifetime. In fact, 'm convinced that some of the
anger in the homosexual community can be traced to the
cruel treatment these boys were subjected to at the hands
of other children.

As Christians, we must never do anything to cause hurt
and rejection, especially to those with whom we disagree
emphatically. We certainly cannot introduce homosexuals
to Jesus Christ if we are calling them names and driving
them away. Believers are called to show compassion and love
to those who would be our enemies. These people, some of
whom seem hateful themselves, need to be welcomed into
the church and made to feel accepted and appreciated.®

Hate speech? Certainly not by any rational criteria. Yet as quickly as
Dobson’s name is mentioned in the context of homosexuality, the hate button
will be pushed.

Here are a couple of representative quotes from one online bulletin board:

Mr. Dobson is just like the rest of the religious fanatics out
there. He’s been raised and educated in an environment that
promotes ignorance and stupidity. An environment that
bases their faith upon a book that is up to 85% incomplete
and inaccurate (as do the large majority of Americans.)
'That Dobson is a manic homophobe is no surprise.*
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A student editor for a Decatur, Illinois college newspaper expressed
similar sentiments:

Hey conservative Christians! Why do so many of you hate
Anmericans and other people and the entire world? Why do
you pass judgment as though that’s what you were put on
earth to do? And why have you let Dr. James Dobson be
a “moral leader” for the last twenty-seven years when he is
clearly an irrational, insane homophobe on a quest from his
hateful god to divide and destroy instead of unite and love?
Come on, you can do better than that. You can have minds
of your own!*’

Now, stop for a moment and ask yourself a question: Who here is guilty
of hate speech, Dr. Dobson or his critics> Whose rhetoric more closely
resembles that of the aforementioned Fred Phelps? Who is guilty of name-
calling? Who is guilty of crass speech? Who is guilty of character defamation?
Surely it is Dobson’s critics.

In these few quotes alone, he was grouped with “religious fanatics,” said
to have “been raised and educated in an environment that promotes ignorance
and stupidity” — does that include his post-graduate studies at UCLA? —
called a “manic homophobe”and an “irrational, insane homophobe on a quest
from his hateful god.” (For far uglier quotes, see below, Chapter Twelve.) Yet
it is Dobson and his ideological colleagues who are labeled hate-filled. How
utterly incongruous — and yet how marvelously effective. Pushing the hate
button works wonders!

What was the cardinal sin committed by Dobson? Could it be that he
stated that, “These people, some of whom seem hateful themselves, need to
be welcomed into the church and made to feel accepted and appreciated.”
Honestly, it would be challenging for even the most ardent Dobson critic
to cite this as a prime example of hate speech. Rather, it is the very next
sentence, which I intentionally left out the first time I cited this paragraph,
which causes such outrage: “At the same time,” he writes, “we must oppose
their agenda, which is harmful to society, to families, and ultimately to
homosexuals themselves.”

That’s it! There it is! Hate speech, plain and simple. Dobson not only
dares to suggest that there is actually a homosexual agenda,* but he goes one
step further: He calls it harmful and encourages people to oppose it. Hatred!
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Homophobia! Bigotry! Intolerance! Shades of Nazi eugenics!
In the words of AIDS activist Larry Kramer, speaking to a gay audience
shortly after the 2004 elections,

They have not exactly been making a secret of their
hate. This last campaign has seen examples of daily hate
on TV and in the media that I do not believe the world
has witnessed since Nazi Germany. I have been reading
Ambassador Dodd’s Diary; he was Roosevelt’s ambassador
to Germany in the 30, and people are always popping in
and out of his office proclaiming the most awful things out
loud about Jews. It has been like that....¥

So, opposition to same-sex marriage (and related homosexual causes) is
similar to Nazism, just another form of pure and unadulterated hatred, and
today’s homosexuals are the moral equivalent of the Jews slaughtered in the
Holocaust. I wish I was only making this up.*

For Kramer, the emphasis on “moral values” in the 2004 elections was
merely a cover-up for hate:

“Moral values.” In case you need a translation that means
us. It is hard to stand up to so much hate. Which of course
is just the way they want it.

Please know that a huge portion of the population of
the United States hates us.

I don't mean dislike. I mean hate. You may not choose
to call it hate, but I do. Not only because they refuse us
certain marital rights but because they have also elected
a congress that is overflowing with men and women who
refuse us just about every other right to exist as well.
“Moral values” is really a misnomer; it means just the
reverse. It means they think we are immoral. And that
we're dangerous and contaminated. How do you like being
called immoral by some 60 million people? This is not just
anti-gay. This is what Doug Ireland calls “homo hate” on
the grandest scale.*!

There is no misunderstanding of Kramer’s position, which represents
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the perspective of many (or most?) gays and lesbians. If you do not agree
with same-sex marriages, you are hateful. If you say that gays can potentially
change, you are hateful. If you believe that homosexual behavior is wrong, you
are hateful. Yes, any form of disagreement, any form of disapproval, any form
of dissent is labeled “hate speech,” indeed, “homo hate’ on the grandest scale.”

And what of the flaming rhetoric directed by some gays against moral
conservatives? 7hat is a subject not to be touched. After all, how can the
victims of hatred, oppression, persecution, and unending scorn be criticized
for “hate” As gay activist Evan Hurst stated on a post on my website, “I just
explained to you why ‘tolerance’ doesn't include tolerance for bigotry. You
all are bigots. . . . The blood is on your hands.”*? Or, as articulated by lesbian
blogger Melanie Nathan, people like me are “sick and depraved bigot[s] who
clothe themselves in hate and greed.”® She even encouraged her readers to
“join the WAR and visit the criminal abuserers [sic] directly” by going to my
website.*

This is the lens through which everything is filtered, and the perception
in the LGBT community runs very deep that any restriction of their “rights”
can be motivated by nothing but hate. And God forbid you ever suggest that
homosexuality can be unhealthy, be it emotionally or physically. That is raw
hatred going off the charts!

AN ANGRY LITTLE BOOK?

Psychiatrist and professor Jeffrey Satinover penned a very compassionate
and yet forthright book called Homosexuality and the Politics of Truth.* In the
Introduction, he described in vivid detail how the subject of homosexuality
first became a major focus in his life back in 1981. It was when he
encountered his first AIDS victim (although the disease was not yet known
by that acronym), a young man named Paul. Satinonver spoke tenderly of him
and “of his all-too-brief life and painful, wasting death,” also stating that
“AIDS was certainly unexpected and more horrifying than anyone could have
imagined.” And while he clearly expressed his opposition to certain aspects
of gay activism, he also wrote, “How can our hearts not go out to the young,
prehomosexual boy or girl who is already shy, lonely, sensitive, and who surely
suffers taunting rejection and maybe even beatings by the very peers he or she
envies and most longs to be with?”*

Some reviewers on Amazon, however, were not impressed with
Satinover’s tone:
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An angry little book full of error and distortion, June 3,
2005

This book is quite ridiculous. My ex-boyfriend’s
mother gave it to him to read when he came out, thinking
it might set him on the path to a “cure.” Well, with the
inexorable march of time, it was she who was “cured” of her
misconceptions, prejudice etc. We can all look back and
laugh at it now. So if anyone out there is having difficulty
accepting the social fact of homosexuality, I would say to
you- there is a better way forward. In involves accepting
people’s basic humanity, and the diversity of human
experience. The alternative is the vile hatred espoused in a
book like this. I think the world has well and truly moved

on since it was published.

Why can’t we give 0 stars!!, July 20, 2003

... I would suggest reading this book if you are a strict
fundamentalist christian or have some particular hatred of
gay people. If that describes you this book will make you feel
more justified in your opinion and as long as you don't act
on that opinion it’s good to at least feel good about yourself,
just be sure not to read any modern scientific studies on the
subject because any study done in the last several decades
by any of the most respected names in mental health easily
crush this book’s weak evidence and show it to be nothing
more than an attempt to justify hatred.*

Angry little book? Vile hatred? Some particular hatred of gay people? An
attempt to justify hatred? One reviewer, whose language was fairly moderate
— aside from calling the book “horrifying” — wrote, “Although Satinover goes
out of his way to present himself as someone who genuinely cares about gay
people and wants to help them, he does not seem to acknowledge their role
in their own lives, preferring instead to see them as victims of their own
nature.”?

Is it possible that he does, in fact, genuinely care, and it is that care that
motivated him to write the book? Is it so hateful to believe that homosexual
practice is harmful and that change is possible? (If a doctor takes issue with
you or me being overweight, do we brand him or her an anti-fat, hate-filled
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bigot, or do we recognize that the doctor is expressing concern for our well-
being? Isn’t the doctor trying to be helpful rather than hateful?)

It is one thing to disagree with Satinover’s findings from a scientific
viewpoint or from personal experience to deny that change is possible. But
why must the hate button be pushed incessantly? Are the only two options
“embracing homosexuality” or “hatred”?

In 2008, McDonald’s found itself in the middle of controversy when it
joined the National Gay and Lesbian Chamber of Commerce, placing an
executive on the group’s board of directors and making a $20,000 donation
to the chamber. When McDonald’s initially declined the request of the
American Family Association (AFA) to resign from the chamber, the AFA
called for a boycott of McDonald’s. As explained by AFA president Tim
Wildmon, “We're saying that there are people who support AFA who don't
appreciate their dollars from the hamburgers they bought being put into an

organization that’s going to fight against the values they believe in.”!

In response, McDonald’s USA spokesman Bill Whitman said, “Hatred
has no place in our culture. That includes McDonald’s, and we stand by and
support our people to live and work in a society free of discrimination and
harassment.”?

Hatred? What hatred? The AFA was simply asking McDonald’s to
remain neutral in today’s culture wars. Why the perpetual “hatred” accusation?

On February 14*, 2008, I held a public dialogue with Mr. Harry Knox,
director of Religion and Faith for the Human Rights Campaign (HRC) and
now a member of President Obama’s Faith Advisory Council, part of a sequel
to my lecture series from 2007.% Our subject was, “A Christian Response
to Homosexuality,” and within the first minute of my opening comments, I
stated:

I'm not speaking from the vantage point of moral superiority
as a heterosexual to a homosexual but as someone fully
dependent on the mercy and grace of God, believing with
all my heart that Jesus shed His blood for heterosexual and
homosexual alike. I also believe that heterosexuals have
done more to destroy the family than have any gay activists,
and I'm ashamed of the rampant pornography, divorce,
and scandals that have plagued the heterosexual church
in recent years. So, there’s no self-righteousness here! Let
me also say that there will be no gay bashing on my lips
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because there is no homo-hatred in my heart. What you
see is what you get.

Then, several minutes later, I made a candid apology:

... I’'m sad to say that in many respects, the Church has
fallen very short here, treating gays and lesbians as the worst
of sinners, demonizing a whole group of people because
of the words and actions of a segment, not providing an
environment where they can work through their struggles,
proclaiming God’s judgment more loudly than his love. For
this, I offer my heartfelt apologies as a Christian leader and
follower of Jesus, and by His grace, I pledge to do better
and to help others to do better as well.**

And so, in a widely-publicized, well-attended forum, I explained that
“in some profound ways, we have sinned against you in the gay and lesbian
community,” before stating “I will not add to this the sin of being dishonest.
Truth is beautiful — especially when contrasted with lies and deception. Don't
we thank those who are truthful — like doctors and colleagues and friends —
since their words which, for the moment seem hurtful, can bring healing and
help in the end?”

So, in the most gracious, respectful terms— and spoken from the heart — I
laid out my honest differences with Harry Knox. How were these comments
viewed?

The HRC issued an official report the day after the dialogue, accusing me

of abusive behavior one year earlier. It began:

Last year, Dr. Michael Brown, director of the conservative
Charlotte-based Coalition of Conscience, picketed the
HRC Carolinas Gala dinner and insulted attendees arriving
at the Charlotte Convention Center with incendiary hate
speech. The bullying presence of Brown and a small group
of his supporters has been a disruptive and dispiriting
presence in Charlotte for a number of years. Last year,
Joe Solmonese decided enough was enough and that the
people of North Carolina deserved better. He made it
clear to Brown that his anti-GLBT hate rhetoric would
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not go unanswered. And he kept his word! **

For the record, the HRC report, written by Chris Johnson, only got a few
minor details wrong here in the opening paragraph (sarcasm intended), such
as 1) accusing me of picketing their 2007 gala dinner when, in reality, I was
nowhere near their event; 2) stating that I had “insulted attendees arriving
at the Charlotte Convention Center [in 2007] with incendiary hate speech,”
which is a real trick since I wasn’t at the Charlotte Convention Center; 3)
making reference to my “bullying presence,” although it’s quite difficult to
have a bullying presence when you're not even present; 4) making reference
to my “anti-GLBT hate rhetoric,” although the entire account was imaginary
and, having been nowhere near the Convention Center at that time, I could
not have uttered any words, let alone the kind of words alleged here. (In
addition, everyone had heard my words the previous night at the Harry Knox
dialogue, and those words were anything but “anti-GLBT hate rhetoric”).
Well, you can't expect a reporter to get everything right, can you?*®

But this much is sure: The moment I took issue with gay activism in any
shape, size, or form, regardless of the graciousness of my speech, I was deemed
guilty of “incendiary hate speech” and “anti-GLBT hate rhetoric.” What else
could we expect? And remember: This report was written immediately after
the dialogue from which I just quoted, above. You might want to read the
quotes again and then ask yourself where the incendiary, anti-GLBT hate
rhetoric is to be found.

But the lesson has been learned: If you define marriage as the union of a
man and woman, as every dictionary in our history has, you are full of hate;
if you say that you don’t think men were designed to have sex with men or
women were designed to have sex with women, you are full of hate; if you say
that you know people who were formerly homosexual, you are full of hate;
if you say, from a biblical point of view, that you believe that the Scriptures
speak against homosexual practice, you are full of hate — indeed, anti-gay hate
of the highest order.

“PROPOSITION HATE!”

The examples I have just cited, however, pale in comparison with the
gay reaction to the passage of Proposition 8 on November 4, 2008, thereby
amending the California constitution to limit marriage to the union of a man
and a woman, overturning the 4-3 ruling of the California Supreme Court
just six months earlier.’” The sound of “Prop 8 = Hate!” was heard across the
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land, with gay protests taking place on November 15, 2008, in as many as
300 American cities. In fact, a Google search on December 19, 2008, yielded
almost 1.5 million hits for the words, “Prop 8” and “hate” (1,490,000, to be
precise). The message certainly got out!

This sampling of headlines says it all:

e Keith Olbermann Eloquently Breaks Down Prop 8
Hate

e Prop 8 = Hate

e Californians Against Hate — Fighting for Marriage
Equality.

'The origins of the “Prop 8 = Hate”slogan are traced back to a gay blogger:

NBC Blogger: ‘Prop 8 = Hate. Repeat’

Comedian ANT, who blogs for NBC on an almost daily
basis, is entering the gay marriage debate. The actor and co-
median, whose material has included homophobia (“Ho-
mophobic means fear of gays. Uhhhh...what are they afraid
of? Afraid that were going to beat them up... and then
[expletive] ‘em?”) began a blog entry early this morning
with what will probably be No on Prop 8’s unofficial cam-
paign slogan: “Prop 8 equals hate.” Don't be surprised to
see more and more buttons and bumper stickers saying just
that this election season. T-shirts are already being sold.*®

And what about the “Proposition Hate” musical? Dennis Prager explains:

Marc Shaiman, the Tony Award-winning composer of the
film and stage musical “Hairspray,” has done the country
a major, if inadvertent, service. He has composed a brief
musical piece against California Proposition 8 that takes
only three minutes to reveal the ignorance and hate that
pervades so much anti-Proposition 8 activism.

This short musical, viewed more than 2 million times
on the Internet, features major Hollywood talents playing
(through song) two groups on a beach -- gay men and
women in beach clothes and a stuffy formally dressed
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church group composed of whites and blacks.

Its message begins with a religious man and woman
reacting to the cheerful gay group (celebrating the Barack
Obama victory) by singing these words:

“Look! Nobody’s watching
It’s time to spread some hate
And put it in the constitution
Now, how? Proposition Hate!
Great!”

Shaiman puts hateful words in the mouths of the
religious proponents of the man-woman definition of
marriage: “It’s time to spread some hate and put it in the
constitution.” But no one put hate in the constitution.
The only words Proposition 8 added to the California
Constitution were: “Only marriage between a man and

a woman is valid or recognized in California.” What is
hateful about that?*’

Proposition Hate? Spreading hate and putting it in the constitution?
Who can believe this kind of rhetoric?®

Of course, I understand the heartfelt belief of many in the GLBT
community (along with their straight sympathizers) that they are being
deprived of one of the most fundamental human rights, finding Prop
8 supporters to be bigots of the worst kind. And I'm sure there are many
devoted, same-sex couples among them who are absolutely heartbroken. But
is it impossible for them to see that people can differ with their quite novel
view that people of the same sex can marry — something utterly foreign to
virtually all world cultures for all time — without being filled with hate? Why
must the hate button always be pushed?

I once asked some gays and lesbians with whom I was in dialogue why a
blood brother and sister couldn’t marry, making reference to a famous case in
Germany.® In response to my question, I was told that there were potential
health issues with children born to siblings, among other issues.®

Of course, I agreed with their points, but my question back to my gay
and lesbian interlocutors was: Why isn’t your position hateful? Why aren't
you rightly called bigots? Why couldn’t this couple, deeply in love, look at you
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and say, “You are spewing hate towards us! And rather than telling us about
the potential health risks to our offspring, you should be advocating research
to help find cures for our children.”

Opponents of same-sex marriage, some of whom are liberal, non-
religious people, have put forth many sound reasons why male-female union
alone can be called “marriage,” just as opponents of incestuous marriage have
put forth many sound reasons for their position.®* To suggest that it is unwise
to tamper with the foundations of human society is hardly “hate,” but with
the “Prop 8 = Hate” mantra being so effective, it’s doubtful that any kind of
civil dialogue can take place.

And in another ironic twist — a repeat of “the victim can't be guilty”
syndrome (otherwise known as “the object of hate cannot be accused of
hate”) — some of the Prop 8 protestors spewed some venom of their own.
One of the uglier scenes took place in Sacramento, CA, where demonstrators

held signs reading:

e  Prop 8=American Taliban

¢ Ban Bigots

e Majority Vote Doesn’t Matter

e 52%=Nazi [this referred to the 52-48% vote in favor
of Prop 8]

e Don't Silence the Christians, Feed Them 2 the Lions

¢ Your Rights Are Next®

And all this was part of a protest against hate!®®

Predictably, all the standard rhetoric was there, including the all-too
common epithets of Taliban, bigots, and Nazi (of course!), but this time, a
few more threatening touches were added, such as the exhortation to feed
Christians to the lions and the (perhaps more realistic) threat, “Your Rights
Are Next.”

May I ask again, which side is guilty of hate, the side that says, “Marriage
is the union of a man and woman,” or the side that says, “Feed them to the
lions”? Does anyone else see the (very pink) elephant in the room?®

Maggie Gallagher is the president of the National Organization for
Marriage and is a persistent and clear opponent of same-sex marriage, often
appearing as a talking head on TV news. But is she a gay-bashing, hate-filled
woman? There is no lack of love, however, on the lips of her critics, some of

whom find joy in calling for her death. On Nov. 9, 2009, the Queerty.com
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website reported that, “Fresh off its victory in Maine, where it helped rape
away the marriage rights of gays and lesbians there, the National Organization
for Marriage confirms what we all expected: It’s taking its Church-backed
dollars to New Jersey.”*’

The report elicited some choice responses:

No. 1 - Mark

jersey queers
Gallagher = Hoffa
you know the routine

No. 2 - terrwill

MARK: Where do we send contribtions for to pay for that
“assginment”????

No. 3 - terrwill

What a vile, hateful, nasty, old sexually repressed [expletive]
Maggie Gallager is.......... Can someone please hire a
private investigator to dig up dirt on this vile witch?

What is so damm frustrating is that her traveling band
of hate is so gladly funded by the rightwing-nutbag
zealots. This [expletive] reportedly made something like
$250,000.00 the last few years.

When is karma gonna catch up with her fat, disgusting,
cottage cheesed filled celluite ridden [expletive]????

No. 4 - YellowRanger
She'd look lovely in a pair of solid cement loafers.

No. 5 - vernonvanderbilt

@YellowRanger
Shed still float. She’s extra-buoyant.

No. 6 - terrwill

Hmmm last time they were building a stadium in NJ, they
found “preferred seating” for Jimmmy Hoffa..............
Seems to be a new stadium being constructed now............
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just sayin......

So, some of those who are protesting against hate are (playfully or
otherwise) wishing that Maggie Gallagher would be killed just as Jimmy
Hoffa was years ago. How delightful!

But it is not just bloggers who are making their hostile feelings known.
Even major gay activist organizations, like the Gill Action Fund, the political
arm of multi-millionaire Tim Gill, sounding dire warnings to politicians who
dare to stand for male-female marriage. As deputy executive director Bill
Smith, stated in December, 2010:

This is the first time we’re going to name names and say,
“We’re coming to get you because you're against marriage
equality. The point is, when you vote against marriage

equality, there are consequences.”®®

Consequences indeed.

Even racial hatred can be spewed in the name of gay-rights, as Pastor
D. L. Foster, an African American former homosexual (now married with
children) learned a few years back. When Pastor Foster responded clearly to
a man who accused him of narcissism — he is not one to pull punches in his
posts — he received this response:

I hope someone kills you soon you piece of NIGGER
[expletive]. I certainly hope someday you [expletive]
oft the wrong person and you get killed as a result, you
ugly NIGGER, Thats Rlght Big fat ugly NIGGER
You were never gay to begin with you can never provide
incontrovertible proof that you ever were which means you
are a liar, a liar and a NIGGER.I hope that person kills you

in the most painful manner imaginable.®
'The irony of these interactions was not lost on Dr. Mike Adams, the UNC
Wilmington criminology professor and acerbic columnist, who described an

incident that took place at one of his speeches at UMASS-Ambherst.

When protestors showed up at my UMASS speech with a
giant “F*** Mike Adamz”sign I asked them two questions:
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1) “Did you know that you spelled Mike Adams wrong?”
and 2) “What group do you guys represent?”

When the protestors told me they represented the “UMASS
Coalition Against Hate” I laughed heartily. Should the
“Coalition against Hate” be holding a giant sign with the
F-word? Or should they instead be holding a giant sign
saying “F** Irony”?"

Need I say more?

At the end of a June 24, 2005 editorial in the Charlotte Observer, I wrote:
“If some still choose to push this emotionally charged button, others can
choose to make it ineffective by determining instead to seek out and hear
the truth, recognizing that whoever uses the rhetoric of ‘hate’ is most likely
deflecting discussion from the real issues at hand. And it is only through
bringing the real issues into the light that we can render the hate button
obsolete. Isn't it time?””!

I have made the personal determination never to push the hate button
but rather to hear out those who differ with me? Will you join me?
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1t is particularly important fo begin to make
three to frue-year-olds aware of the range of families that exist in the
UK today; families with one mum, one mum and dad, two mums,
two dads, grandparents, adoptive parents, guardians etc.

Recommendation from the UK’s National Union of Teachers (NUT),
July, 2006

Restroom Accessibility: Students shall have access to the restroom

that corresponds fo their gender identity exclusively and consistently at school.

Official Policy of the San Francisco Unified School District School Board
(SFUSD)

“Gender identity” refers to one’s understanding, interests,
outlook, and feelings about whether one is female or male, or both,

or neither, regardless of one’s biological sex.

From the Los Angeles Unified School District Reference Guide

Heterosexism: An overt or tacit bias against homosexuality
rooted in the belief that heterosexuality is superior or the norm.

Common Vocabulary Regarding Sexual Orientation/Gender Identity
(for the SFUSD)

Whoever captures the kids owns the future.
Patricia Nell Warren, “Future Shock,” 7he Adwvocate, Oct 3,1995.
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Boys Will Be Girls
Will Be Boys:
Undoing Gender and
Teaching “Gay is Good” in
Our Children’s Schools
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oms and dads, boys and girls, it’s time to read a special poem that
I wrote just for you. It’s called “Here at School the Slant Is Gay.”
Let’s read out loud together on the count of three!

HERE AT SCHOOL THE SLANT IS GAY

Little Johnny went to school
There to learn a brand new rule;

No longer could the boys be boys
Or have their special trucks and toys;

Only six, so young and tender
It’s time for him to unlearn gender

And break the binding two-sex mold
That hurtful thinking that’s so old.

Parents at home can have their say
But here at school, the slant is gay.

In other words, to make this clear
There’s nothing wrong with being queer.

Having two moms is mighty fine;
To disagree is out of line.

We'll deconstruct the family
And smash religious bigotry

And keep the church out of the state
By saying faith is really hate.

Free speech can only go one way,




BOYS WILL BE GIRLS WILL BE BOYS

Since here at school, the slant is gay.

So little ones, it’s time to learn
‘bout famous queers, each one in turn;

Lesbian greats long neglected
Well-known gays just now detected.

Some, perhaps, were man-boy lovers;
We'll keep that stuff under the covers.

GLSEN will fill in for Granny
And help kids find their inner-trannie.

Those born in a body that’'s wrong
Will hear of sex-change before long.

And through the years as Johnny grows
He will learn that anything goes.

With Bill, who's trans and Joe, who's bi-,
And Sue, who thinks that she’s a guy.

United in the Day of Silence,
Joining the Gay Straight Alliance -

A queer new system rules the day,
Since here at school, the slant is gay.

Does this poem seem farfetched or exaggerated? Or does it strike you as a
complete fabrication? If so, then you're in for a rude awakening. Welcome to
the contemporary American school system. This is the day of the “queering
of elementary education” — to quote the title of a highly-praised book — and
much of this is due to the influence of GLSEN, the Gay, Lesbian, and
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Straight Educational Network.

MOMS AND DADS, MEET GLSEN
Celebrating their tenth anniversary in 2005, Kevin Jennings, GLSEN’s
founder and, at that time, Executive Director, was effusive:

One Decade Ago...

The education community was in profound denial
about the very existence of LGBT students.

Fewer than a hundred gay-straight alliances existed.

Fewer than 2 million students attended schools where
harassment based on sexual orientation was prohibited.

In short, just about nobody cared. . . .

Today, ten years after we began our mission, more
than 12 million students are protected by state laws.
Nearly 3,000 schools have GSA’s [Gay Student Alliances]
or other student clubs that deal with LGBT issues. Over
fifty national education and social justice organizations,
including the National Education Association (NEA) have
joined GLSEN in its work to create safe schools for our

nation’s children through projects like “No Name-Calling
Week”.

Then, after pointing out how much more work needed to be done,
Jennings wrote:

GLSEN’s tenth anniversary is a cause for celebration. It
is a milestone for the organization, for the movement,
and most importantly, for America’s students. Let us
take this joyous occasion to rededicate ourselves to the
work of making our nation’s schools places where young
people learn to value and respect everyone, regardless of
sexual orientation or gender identity/expression. The next
generation deserves nothing less.!

To be sure, some of GLSEN’s goals are praiseworthy, and it’s important

for all families and educators to understand the struggles and, at times, severe
trauma that many children experience while growing up. I wholeheartedly
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agree with GLSEN that kids shouldn’t pick on other kids because they seem
to be different. I absolutely affirm that it’s very harmful and dead wrong for
children to call their classmates “faggots” or “sissies.”> And without a doubt,
kids struggling with Gender Identity Disorder (for more on this, see below)
deserve our compassion, not our criticism. But GLSEN’s agenda goes far
beyond this. GLSEN wants homosexuality and transgenderism completely
normalized — and even encouraged, celebrated, and nurtured — in the
educational system.

To put Jennings’ ten-year statement in context, consider that by 1995,
which was ground zero for GLSEN, dramatic changes had already taken
place in our schools. In his book School’s Ouz: The Impact of Gay and Lesbian
Issues on America’s Schools, Dan Woog expressed the seismic shift that had
taken place from 1985 to 1995. For the sake of emphasis, I have inserted my

comments in brackets:

A decade ago, who would have thought that an entire
book could be written on the subject of homosexuality
and education — written, in fact, using real names, real
schools, and real incidents, many of them not only positive
but spectacularly so? [Today, you could fill a small library
with books like this.] Who would have thought that
in so many buildings throughout the United States, in
large cities, medium-sized suburbs, and tiny towns, there
would be not only openly gay teachers, administrators,
coaches, and students, but also gay-straight alliances, gay-
themed curricula, and gay topics discussed honestly and
intelligently in workshops, classes, and the pages of school
newspapers? [And who would have thought that, from
1995 to 2010, these gay straight alliances would grow by
more than 3000%?] It would have seemed like a fairy tale.®

Today, in 2010, this hardly sounds like a fairy tale at all. In fact, it sounds
rather ho-hum and commonplace. Gay-inspired curricula and gay-affirming
educational programs are everywhere today, and according to GLSEN, from
1999-2007, Gay Straight Alliances in our schools have grown from 100 to
3,000.

What does seem like a fairy tale is that this scenario would have
been unimaginable back in 1985. Today, #hat seems unthinkable. For gay
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educational activists, however, this is just the beginning, as expressed so

clearly by Jennings.

THE GLSEN LUNCHBOX

What exactly, then, does this mean? And what precisely does GLSEN
want to teach our children? Let’s start with the GLSEN Lunchbox, an
attractively packaged training tool for teachers beginning at kindergarten

level, described as “A Comprehensive Training Program for Ending Anti-
LGBT Bias in Schools.” The GLSEN website states:

The GLSEN Lunchbox 2 is a comprehensive training
program aimed at providing educators and community
members with the background knowledge, skills, and
tools necessary to make schools safer and more affirming
places for lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender (LGBT)
students.*

Does this sound innocent? Let’s take a look inside.

'The Lunchbox (which literally is a blue lunchbox), contains, among other
items, a one hour video, a “How to Use the GLSEN Lunchbox” manual, and
a set of large cards outlining the format for each of the exercises, some of
which address educators only, and some of which are for students of different
ages. Outside of the lunchbox is a 141 page notebook binder, “The GLSEN
Lunchbox Trainer’s Manual.”

Some of the activities include “North American History Game Cards,”
listing twenty-eight North Americans, most of whom are fairly well known
and all of whom, according to GLSEN; are (or were) gay or transgender.
(Among the better known names are Sara Josephine Baker, James Baldwin,
Leonard Bernstein, George Washington Carver, Babe Didrickson, Allen
Ginsberg, Barbara Jordan, Margaret Mead, Harvey Milk, Bayard Rustin,
Renee Richards, Andy Warhol, Walt Whitman, and Tennessee Williams.)

A similar game card activity is provided for World History, listing
luminaries such as Alexander the Great, Hans Christian Anderson, Pope
John XTI, King Edward II, Noel Coward, Hadrian, Dag Hammserskjold,
Joan of Arc, Elton John, Juvenal, Leonardo da Vinci, Michelangelo, Rudolph
Nureyev, Pyotr Tchaikovsky, and Oscar Wilde. According to GLSEN, all of
them were gay (or bisexual?).

The object of these activities is to help children and teachers recognize
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that many outstanding personalities in world and national history, including
musicians, artists, statesmen, religious leaders, authors, and others, were gay.
‘Therefore, being gay is neither negative nor bad nor degrading nor harmful
nor dangerous.

Of course, a different set of conclusions could have been reached, namely,
that until recently, these alleged homosexuals (or bisexuals) were content to
function effectively and creatively in society without making a major issue
of their sexuality — indeed, in a number of cases, the sexual orientation of
these individuals is a matter of debate because they did not make an issue
of their sexuality — and they were able to make important contributions
to their generations and beyond without drawing attention to their sexual
orientation.’

There’s also a dirty little secret that GLSEN will never mention, namely,
that some of the men on this list were not just alleged homosexuals but alleged
pederasts. As noted by Jim Kepner, formerly curator of the International Gay
and Lesbian Archives in Los Angeles,

if we reject the boylovers in our midst today we'd better stop
waving the banner of the Ancient Greeks, of Michelangelo,
Leonardo da Vinci, Oscar Wilde, Walt Whitman, Horatio
Alger, and Shakespeare. We'd better stop claiming them as
part of our heritage unless we are broadening our concept
of what it means to be gay today.”

I guess as far as famous pedophiles are concerned, GLSEN has adopted
a “Don't ask, don’t tell” policy. As we said in the poem, “We’ll keep that stuff
under the covers.” Thus the NAMBLA website boasts in its article “History
of Man/Boy Love™:

From famous couples such as Oscar Wilde and Lord
Alfred Douglas, to cultural institutions such as that of
ancient Greek pederasty, to cultural concepts such as
China’s “passion of the cut sleeve”, to iconic figures such
as Francis Bacon or Walt Whitman. From the earliest
known homoerotic couple, Smenkhkare and Akhenaten,
to medieval Andelusian troubadors, to 20th century figures
such as Allen Ginsburg and Arthur C. Clark, man/boy

love spans every dimension of history, both Western and

91



A QUEER THING HAPPENED TO AMERICA

non-Western.?

So, some of these men cited in GLSEN’s Lunchbox as being gay are
cited by NAMBLA as being pedophiles. In fact, according to NAMBLA,
among the famous men listed in GLSEN’s North American and World
History Game Cards, Alexander the Great, Leonard Da Vinci, Michelangelo,
and Oscar Wilde, were all “man-boy lovers.” Thus, much of the alleged
evidence for their homosexuality points specifically to pederasty. So, if they
were practicing homosexuals, they were practicing pederasts. Should this be
celebrated?

But there’s more to the GLSEN lunchbox than queer history. It also
seeks to strike at the very root of male-female distinctives. Thus, the activity
called “Getting in Touch with Your Inner Trannie” (i.e., inner transgender
identity) has as its stated purpose, “To help participants better understand
and personally relate to the breadth of issues around gender identity and
expression,” asking the children questions such as: “Have you ever been told,
‘Act like a lady/woman/girl,’ or ‘Act like a man? What was the situation? How
did it make you feel and why?” And, “If you see someone on the street whose
gender is unclear to you, how do you react — both internally and externally?”*°

THE ANTITHESIS OF “DICK AND JANE”

While these questions might seem benign in another context, in the
world of GLSEN they are certainly not benign, since many gay educators
are eager to remove the assumption that there is such a thing as “masculinity”
and “femininity.” Rather, these should be viewed as antiquated constructs that
hold countless children in bondage to the false expectations of society. We
need a new set of more fluid, enlightened definitions.

Maybe the Girls Will Be Boys Will Be Girls coloring book will help.

The book’s write-up states,

The antithesis of the “Dick and Jane” coloring book, this is a

funny, playful and provocative deconstruction of traditional
gender roles. The activist authors use drawings as well as images
taken from old children’s books to show how completely silly and
unnecessary most common gender assumptions are. Covering
topics such as clothing, assumptions about bodies, toys, intimacy
and education, this entertaining book affirms our right to be
ourselves. Ages 12 and up. 1
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'The opening page lists these thought-provoking questions:

¢ Howdoyou define gender?

e How many genders are there?

e  What would the world look like without gender?

e In what ways do you feel confined or restricted by
your assigned gender?

e Was the gender assigned to you the one you feel
most comfortable with?

e  What privileges do you or don’t you have due to the
gender you have been labeled?

e Do you feel forced to act in certain ways because of
your assigned gender?

e  What happens when you don’t act these ways?

e Howdo you unlearn gender?

And I remind you: This book is for kids as young as twelve.

One of the illustrations features two kids of undetermined sex standing
in front of the school bathrooms, with one of them commenting, “I should
have worn a skirt. The pants bathroom is full.” Another picture shows three
kids, at least one of whom appears to be a cross-dresser, standing in front of
four “Gender Menus.” The caption reads, “I never knew we had so much to
choose from!” There’s even a page featuring four girls holding the GAGA
sign — standing for “Girls against Gender Assignment.” GAGA? Seriously?

And while the kids are coloring, maybe mom and dad (or, mom and
mom, or dad and dad) can read Judith Butler’s book, Undoing Gender. That
way the entire family can be deconstructed together.

For those who like posters they can hang on the wall, there is always
Mollie Biewald’s “How to Eradicate Gender or Multiply it Exponentially,”
available from the Syracuse Cultural Worker’s Catalog.? (Neither Butler’s
book nor this poster are part of the GLSEN Lunchbox.)

This poster, which is also available in postcard size, features novel
suggestions like:

e Spend a day in drag

e Write to organizations that call themselves “gay and
lesbian” and ask them to change it to “Queer.”

e ‘Think twice before you ask people if their child is a
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wonderful educational tools designed to recreate the family in a queer new
way.

Especially helpful are the “Terminology Game Cards,” which quiz
studentsand teachers on terms such as: Biological Sex, Gender Identity, Gender
Role, Transgender, Gender Expression, Sexual Orientation, Heterosexism,
Transphobia, Asexual, Bisexual, Lesbian, Gay, Transsexual, Intersexual,
Androgyny, Cross Dresser, Genderqueer, Gender Non-Conforming, Queer,
LGBTQ, Sexual Reassignment Surgery, D/L. (Down Low), MSM. The
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boy or a girl.

e Join the transsexual menace.

e Refer to everyone by the incorrect pronoun.

e Challenge the binary gender paradigm over
Thanksgiving dinner.

e Refuse to check off your sex when filling out forms.

e Hang out with children and teach them how to cross
dress Barbie and GI Joe.

e Experiment with new ways to accentuate your
queerness using language, dress, movement and, of
course, accessories.'

Not to be outdone, the GLSEN lunchbox has an activity called
“Deconstructing Definitions of Family.” Yes, the lunchbox is chock full of

matching answers to the game cards include these definitions:
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Biological Sex: Our “packaging” determined by our
chromosomes, hormones, and internal and external
genitalia.

Gender Identity: One’s innermost concept of self as
“male,” “female,” or “intersexual.”’®

Gender Role: The socially constructed and culturally
specific behavior and appearance expectations imposed on
females (“femininity”) and males (“masculinity”).
Transgender: A broad term for all gender-variant people,
including transsexuals, cross-dressers, and people who
choose to identify as neither of the two sexes as they are
currently defined.

Cross Dresser: People who regularly or occasionally wear
the clothing socially assigned to the other sex, but are
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usually comfortable with their birth-assigned sex and do
not wish to change it.

Genderqueer: People who do not identify, or who do not
express themselves as completely male or female; may or
may not identify as transgender.

Gender Non-Conforming: Perceived to have gender
characteristics and/or behaviors that do not conform to
traditional or societal expectations; may not identify as
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, or queer.

In short, say goodbye to male and female, to masculinity and femininity,
to “biological sex,” and say hello to genderqueer, gender non-conforming,
transgender, and transsexual.

We certainly have come a long way from Dick and Jane story books, and
if the categories of male and female are up for grabs in kindergarten, can you
imagine what’s coming next? And you thought my poem was exaggerated?

DISCOVERING YOUR INNER TRANNIE

Moms and dads, consider this scenario, which is anything but farfetched.
Your six year-old son Johnny comes home from the school, and when you
ask him what he learned today, he tells you that he played a fun game in
the morning called “discovering your inner trannie,” in which he tried to see
if he had a little girl hiding inside his body. Then, after lunch he learned
that sometimes it’s better to have two daddies than just one daddy and one
mommy (better known as “deconstructing definitions of family”), and then,
before going home, he learned some fun sounding terms like Genderqueer
and Crossdresser. And when you ask him if he’s been working on his ABC’s,
he might just tell you, “Yes, and my LGBTQ’s too!”

Of course, Johnny might also ask if he can invite his friend Sally over to
play, and when you tell him you don’t remember him having a friend named
Sally, he tells you, “Well, Sally used to be Billy, but now Billy wears a dress to
school and his new name is Sally!”

Outrageous, you say? Impossible? Then consider this Dec. 2, 2006, New
York Times report by Patricia Leigh Brown, entitled “Supporting Boys or
Girls When the Line Isn’t Clear.”

Until recently, many children who did not conform
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to gender norms in their clothing or behavior and
identified intensely with the opposite sex were steered to
psychoanalysis or behavior modification.

But as advocates gain ground for what they call
gender-identity rights . . . a major change is taking place
among schools and families. Children as young as 5 who
display predispositions to dress like the opposite sex are
being supported by a growing number of young parents,
educators and mental health professionals.'®

Of course, not everyone is ready for this new approach, and “Cassandra
Reese, a first-grade teacher outside Boston, recalled that fellow teachers were
unnerved when a young boy showed up in a skirt.””” More and more, however,
little kids are going to school dressed as the opposite sex, and often, the media
portrays them, along with their parents, as heroes (see below). Shocking
headlines like this are losing some of their shock value: “3rd-graders asked to
help classmate in gender change. Parents given 1-day notice of presentation
explaining boy would now wear girl clothes.”® Third-graders!

And what happens as these young children start to get older? The NY
Times reports, “As their children head into adolescence, some parents are
choosing to block puberty medically to buy time for them to figure out who
they are, raising a host of ethical questions.” Not surprisingly, “some schools
are engaged in a steep learning curve to dismantle gender stereotypes.”
What exactly does this mean?

At the Park Day School in Oakland, teachers are taught a
gender-neutral vocabulary and are urged to line up students
by sneaker color rather than by gender. “We are careful not
to create a situation where students are being boxed in,”
said Tom Little, the school’s director. “We allow them to
move back and forth until something feels right.”?

Yes, they don’t want their students, some of them as young as five, to feel
“boxed in” — meaning, “boxed in” to being a boy or a girl. Not surprisingly,
“The prospect of cross-dressing kindergartners has sparked a deep philosophical
divide among professionals over how best to counsel families.”! Yes, you read
that correctly: cross-dressing kindergartners.
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“WHAT’S WITH THE DRESS, JACK?”

The rest of us, of course, need to accept this development and become
sensitized to it, otherwise we're being hateful and bigoted and intolerant.
How our sense of right and wrong has shifted! Already in 2004, GLSEN
offered a lesson plan that included a section on “cross dressing and non-
gender conforming clothing,” with the cross dressing lesson entitled, “What’s
With the Dress, Jack?”?

Yet it gets worse. According to a March 30, 2008 article in the Boston
Globe by Pagan Kennedy, the renowned Boston Children’s Hospital has been
offering full transgender service for prepubescent children, beginning with
hormone-blocking treatments and then sex-change surgery.?® The article
points to the real pain experienced by kids who think they have been born in
the wrong body, and it is a pain we must take seriously:

CHILDREN HAVE CUT themselves. In some cases, 9-
or 10-year-old kids have staged suicide attempts. The little
boys sob unless they’re allowed to wear dresses. The girls
want to be called Luke, Ted, or James.

Their parents, desperate to know what is wrong, go

online and type “gender disorder.”

The medical alternatives, however, have been few and far between: “Until
recently, children with cross-gender feelings rarely received modern medical
care — and certainly not hormone shots. After all, who would allow a child to
redesign his or her body?”»

Recently, though, things have been changing:

...in the past few years, some doctors have come to believe
that kids should be allowed to have some control over
how they grow up. Dr. Norman Spack, 64, argues that
transgender kids tend to be much happier - and less likely
to harm themselves - when they’re able to live in their
preferred gender role.?

So, the medical profession — for ostensibly compassionate reasons —along
with the educational system — ostensibly for similar reasons — is helping to
reorder the lives of children who are not at home with the “gender they were
assigned at birth,” to use the popular-but-mind-boggling terminology of the
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day.”” And in just a few years, these kids can move from being cross-dressing
kindergarteners to body-mutilating young adults (pardon the bluntness).”
Or put another way, instead of cutting themselves —and I'm not for a moment
making light of the children’s emotional pain—they can have paid professionals
hack off their breasts or mutilate their penises, with the active support of the
school system until they are of age. (For more on the question of sex change
surgery, see below, Chapter Fifteen.)

To put this in the context of today’s popular media, when I was asked
to appear on the Tyra Banks show January 27%, 2010 to discuss the issue of
transgender children, I was the only voice in a sixty-minute program raising
any question about the rightness of sending seven-year-old boys to school
dressed as girls, or putting older kids on hormone blockers to delay the onset
of puberty, or advocating sex-change surgery as the best, long-term solution.
'The whole program, from beginning to end (aside from the five-minute
segment in which I appeared, opposite two transgender advocates, plus
Tyra), celebrated the boldness of these cross-dressing kids and their families,
bringing them onstage as very persuasive, emotionally compelling guests.?
Even to raise a question about this was considered fringe.

What makes this all the more striking is that, as of this writing, Gender
Identity Disorder (GID) is still recognized as a diagnosable mental illness
by psychologists and psychiatrists. In other words, the major mental health
organizations, which tend to be quite gay-affirming, still recognize GID as a
real mental disorder, as the name implies.*® Yet this aberrant behavior is now
being codified as fully acceptable in our schools, protected by the GLSEN-
inspired “anti-bullying” policies which seek to ensure all students are “valued
and respected regardless of sexual orientation or gender identity/expression”
(my emphasis).?! So seven year-old Mark, who in his genetics and body is a
boy, can decide that he is “Mary” and come to first grade wearing a dress, and
students will be taught and expected to “respect” his cross-dressing behavior
by requiring little girls to share their bathroom and locker room facilities with
him as well as requiring all students and teachers to refer to him as “her” -
despite the fact that none of this comports with objective reality.

Little Mark and his family certainly deserve care and compassion and
help. But he needs a counselor or a doctor (not Dr. Spack!) rather than a
dress, yet in today’s queer new world, we who see Mark as needing help are
told that we need to see a doctor. In fact, in Maryland, the Montgomery
County School District has written cross-dressing “Portia” into its elementary
school curriculum, despite strong protests from a number of family-based
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organizations.

As noted by John Garza in a dissenting editorial, “The curriculum
presents the story of ‘Portia’ the boy who becomes a girl. When Portia finally
becomes a girl, ‘she’ gets a key to the teachers’ unisex bathroom.” Garza is
therefore quite right to ask, “When our children follow the curriculum and
chop off body parts, take hormones and ‘reassign their gender,” won't they
expect the key to the bathroom like Portia?™? So there is even a reward for
being transgender.

At the risk of overkill, I repeat: This is not fantasy, this is reality — and it
could be coming to (or already in) a school near you. One pre-school teacher
in Charlotte, North Carolina reported to me that she was not allowed to
address the four year-old children as “boys and girls” — I kid you not — since
that would be making a gender distinction. Rather, she had to call them
“friends.”* And we wonder why so many more kids these days are confused
about their gender identity? Our schools are contributing to the problem, and
if GLSEN has its way, that contribution will be active, rather than passive, the
rule rather than the exception.*

STRAIGHT FROM THE PAGES OF GAY ACTIVIST
MANUALS

GLSEN’s “Safe Space Kit,”which includes a forty-two page manual, was
released in 2009, with the goal of being used in all of America’s more than
100,000 middle and high schools. The manual offers this advice for those
wanting to be “allies” of GLBT kids (and adults):

Make no assumptions. When engaging with students, or
even other staff and parents, do not assume you know their
sexual orientation or gender identity. Don't assume that
everyone is heterosexual or fits into your idea of gender
roles — be open to the variety of identities and expressions.
In our society, students constantly receive the message that
everyone is supposed to be straight. Show students that you
understand there is no one way a person “should” be.*

Did you catch that? Yes, we must “be open to the variety of identities and
expressions” since “there is no one way a person ‘should’be,” meaning that the
sky is really the limit, and however a kid wants to express his or her gender
identity or sexual orientation at school — regardless of age or maturity — we
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must accept that, embrace that, and nurture that. And anyone thinking that,
perhaps, a fifteen-year-old boy “shouldnt” come to school wearing a dress,
high-heels and make-up, or that, perhaps, an eleven-year-old girl “shouldn’t”
be coming out as a genderqueer dyke (without her parents knowledge, no
less) —well such a person needs to be reeducated and delivered from their bias.
And be sure not to assume that the boy you're talking to is actually a male or
that his mom is really a woman!

Who can tell me with a straight face that this will no# lead to greater
gender identity confusion (not to mention overall social confusion) and
greater blurring of distinctions between male and female, or that this will noz
lead to an assault on “heteronormativity?” But what else could we expect from
a manual that includes a terminology test with definitions like this: “Queer:
An umbrella term used to describe a sexual orientation, gender identity or
gender expression that does not conform to heteronormative society.” This
is what is included in the innocuous sounding “Safe School Kit.”

Practically speaking, GLBT allies in the school system are encouraged to
“Use inclusive language,” meaning:

Through casual conversation and during classroom time,
make sure the language you are using is inclusive of all
people. When referring to people in general, try using
words like “partner” instead of “boyfriend/girlfriend” or
“husband/wife,” and avoid gendered pronouns, using “they”
instead of “he/she.” Using inclusive language will help
LGBT students feel more comfortable being themselves
and coming to you for support.”

In other words, goodbye, “husbands and wives”; hello “partners” (and,
since “partner” becomes interchangeable with both “husband/wife” and
“boyfriend/girlfriend,” goodbye to marital distinctives too!). Goodbye “boys
and girls”; hello “friends.” Goodbye “he and she”; hello “they” (or who knows
what). Yes, this is what GLSEN is aggressively and actively advocating in
your children’s schools, with the warm support of Hollywood and beyond.*®
(Bear in mind that I haven’t even quoted from other GLSEN publications
like, Bending the Mold: An Action Kit for Transgender Youth; ox, Beyond the
Binary: A Tool Kit for Gender Identity Activism in Schools. The titles say it all.)*

And I remind you: This is not just theory. In many school districts, it is
already reality. To quote Patricia Leigh Brown again,
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The Los Angeles Unified School District, for instance,
requires that students be addressed with a name and
pronoun that corresponds to the gender identity. It also
asks schools to provide a locker room or changing area that
corresponds to a student’s chosen gender.*

So then, if “he” decides that he is now “she,” it is school policy in Los
Angeles to address him as her, and to allow this boy to change in the girls’
changing area. Yes, this is school policy! As stated in the San Francisco Unified
School Policy, “Transgender students shall not be forced to use the locker
room corresponding to their gender assigned at birth.”*" Not surprisingly, I
read a report about an eight year-old boy who came home from his California
school crying, traumatized after having to undress in his locker room in the
presence of a girl who considered herself to be a boy.* If this were fiction, it
would be very bad fiction; as reality, it is tragic.*

More shocking still is that, according to some school policies, parents
do not have to be informed about changes in their child’s gender self-
identification (if Ben identifies as Betty at school) or declaration of their
perceived sexual orientation (if Jane comes out as a lesbian), since they may
not “react well.”* The National Education Association even “issued standards
for multisexual issues several years ago, which instruct school employees to
‘respect confidentiality.”#

All that, however, was not enough. There must be changes in school
textbooks as well, and thus California bill SB 777, which was introduced
by openly lesbian Senator Sheila Kuehl and passed in 2007, bans the use of
textbooks or any classroom instruction that is considered to be discriminatory
against gays, lesbians, transgenders, bisexuals or those with perceived gender
issues. (As first crafted, the bill spoke of “any matter reflecting adversely
upon” such persons).* In other words, as explained by Meredith Turney, the
legislative liaison for Capitol Resource Institute, “The terms ‘mom and dad’
or ‘husband and wife’ could promote discrimination against homosexuals if a
same-sex couple is not also featured.”*’

Conservative columnist Peter LaBarbera explains further what this bill
involves:

SB 777 incorporates the strange Penal Code definition of

“gender” and places it into the Education Code, reading:
“Gender” means sex, and includes a person’s gender identity
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and gender related appearance and behavior whether or not
stereotypically associated with the person’s assigned sex at
birth.” This means boys becoming girls and girls becoming
boys would have to be positively portrayed in health
textbooks, sex education classes and school assemblies.*®

To repeat: This is now California law. But none of this should surprise
us. The handwriting has been on the wall for some time, not to mention that
the media has also been fully compliant (see below, Chapter Five, for more
on this).

GAY RULES THE DAY IN MASSACHUSETTS SCHOOLS

Consider these examples from Massachusetts schools compiled by John
Haskins in his 2001 article, “It’s 1984 in Massachusetts, and Big Brother
Is Gay.”

e In Brookline, a transsexual told first-graders how
his penis was cut off and he became a woman. With
no sense of irony, the [Boston] Globe called it “sex-
change counseling.” Parents, never notified, had to
comfort their terrified children.

e Newton North High School. Pupils learned in an
R-rated film how “Ludo enjoys being a girl. Borrowing
mommy’s red high heels, her lipstick, her earrings ...
yummy!” Trouble is, 7-year-old Ludo is a boy, even if
he is pretty in pink.

e Ashland children were instructed to play homosexuals
in a skit. As reported in the Middlesex News on April
1, 1994, one boy’s line was: “It’s natural to be attracted
to the same sex.” Girls were told to hold hands and
pretend they were lesbians.

e  Framingham pupils found themselves answering this
Orwellian questionnaire: “1. What do you think caused
your heterosexuality? 2. When did you first decide you
were heterosexual? 3. Is it possible heterosexuality is
a phase you will grow out of? 4. Is it possible you are
heterosexual because you fear the same sex? 5. If you
have never slept with anyone of the same sex, how do
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you know you wouldn't prefer it? Is it possible you
merely need a good gay experience? 6. To whom have
you disclosed your heterosexuality? How did they
react? 7. Why are heterosexuals so blatant, always
making a spectacle of their heterosexuality? Why can't
they just be who they are and not flaunt their sexuality
by kissing in public, wearing wedding rings, etc.?”¥

But the Haskins article was written back in 2001. Those were the good
old days! A lot has happened since then, beginning with a widely-reported
case involving David and Tonia Parker of Lexington, Massachusetts.

The Parkers were shocked when their son Jacob came home from
kindergarten with a bag of books promoting “diversity,” including Robert
Skutch’s book Who's In a Family?, “which depicts different kinds of families,
including same-sex couples raising children.”® David Parker complained to
his school district, insisting that the school notify him and his wife “about
classroom discussions about same-sex marriage and what they called other
adult themes. They also wanted the option to exclude their boy, now 6, from
those talks.”™!

When the Parkers’ request was declined by the school, leading to other
conflicts between the Parkers and the school system, they took their case
to court, ultimately making it to the US Court of Appeals. There, a deeply
disturbing ruling was rendered against the Parkers, with Judge Mark Wolf
writing the decision with a decided focus on “diversity,” that special code
word for homosexual causes.

Diwversity is a hallmark of our nation. It is increasingly
evident that our diversity includes differences in sexual
orientation. ...

As increasingly recognized, one dimension of our
nation’s diversity is differences in sexual orientation. In
Massachusetts, at least, those differences may result in
same-sex marriages.

In addition . . . Massachusetts law prohibits
discrimination based on sexual orientation . ... Consistent
with this, the Department of Education requires that all
public schools teach respect for all individuals regardless of,
among other things, sexual orientation.....It also encourages
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instruction concerning different types of families. . .. Some
families are headed by same-sex couples.*

So, the schools have a greater responsibility to teach “diversity” than
to honor the parents of the students. And because the state is committed
to teaching children “diversity,” and because same-sex marriage is legal in
Massachusetts, the school has no responsibility to notify parents when such
issues are being taught.

The court was almost saying, “We couldnt care less about traditional
family values and faith-based moral convictions. It’s more important to
teach kids about two-dad and two-mom families, about homosexuality
as a healthy alternative to heterosexuality, and about the ins and outs of
transgenderism. As for you parents, you have no right to be informed, let
alone to interfere. The courts and the school system, not you, know what’s
best for your kids.”

That, in effect, was the ruling of the US Court of Appeals, and the
decision was made right here in America, not some totalitarian, communist
regime. The state now knows best!*3

And this ruling is already having its effect. In March, 2008, Dr. Paul Ash,

the superintendent of this same Lexington School District announced that,

On March 18, we presented to the School Committee this
new, formalized diversity curriculum in preparation for
next year, when we plan to pilot four to five short units in
each elementary grade. Some units will focus on families,
including families with single parents, foster parents, and
gay and lesbian parents.

After all, with a federal court ruling in their favor, why not?

After hearing of the new curriculum, Shawn Landon, whose son attended
Estabrook Elementary School with Jacob Parker, sent this email to Martha
Batten, the school’s principal.

It seems awful soon to be discussing next year, but since you
guys started it.

I will absolutely require prior notification to any
discussion, education, training, reading or anything at all
related (even remotely) to homosexuality. It is quite clear
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by the email I just received that you have a very specific
agenda and my family will be exercising our rights to be
notified and not to participate. This goes against everything
we believe and practice. Thank you in advance for your
expected cooperation.

Shawn Landon

His email was then passed on to Superintendent Ash, who replied on
April 3,2008. (I encourage you to read this carefully, especially if you are a
parent of school-aged children.)

Dear Mr. Landon:

Ms. Batten has forwarded to me your recent email. Ms.
Batten told me that you are new to town and perhaps you
are not aware of the lawsuit decided by the United States
Court of Appeals (Parker vs. Hurley). This case established
Lexington’s right to teach diversity units, including stories
that show same gender parents. The court decided we are
not required to inform parents in advance of teaching units
that include same gender parents or required to release
students when such topics are discussed.

The Appeals Court dismissed the claim that parents
have a right to require the school provide advance notice or
the right to remove their children. In addition, the School
Committee has decided that teachers must be able to teach
topics they feel are appropriate without the requirement
parents be notified in advance.

Based on your email, I know you strongly disagree
with this policy. I can, however, offer you the opportunity to
examine the curriculum. I invite you to visit the Estabrook
School to look at the materials before they are piloted next
year. If your child happens to be placed in a class with a
teacher who will be teaching the four of five diversity units,
you will then know what will be taught and will be able to
talk to your son or daughter about the topics at home.

Our goal is to develop a curriculum that includes
the many faces and backgrounds of all students in our
community.
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Sincerely,

Dr. Ash**

This is an outrage, pure and simple. (Really, it’s hard to find a less extreme
word to describe it.) There used to be a time when the school system served
the families and was sensitive to the religious and moral views of the parents.
Not any more, at least not in Massachusetts. Now the schools are serving
the interests of a tiny but influential minority, at the complete expense of the
religious and moral views of countless thousands of families. Those views have
now been effectively trashed.

As cited in chapter one, according to the Gay and Lesbian Educators
[GALE] of British Columbia, “We must dishonour the prevailing belief that
heterosexuality is the only acceptable orientation even though that would
mean dishonouring the religious beliefs of Christians, Jews, Muslims, etc.”

“THIS IS THE GENERATION THAT GETS IT”

Is it any wonder that GLSEN’s Kevin Jennings, speaking of the wider
goals of gay activism, told Time Magazine,“We're gonna win because of what’s
happening in high schools right now ... this is the generation that gets it.”*
And GLSEN and its allies are quite committed to being sure that today’s
school kids “get it.” As expressed in “A Call to Action,” issued in conjunction
with the film, Ir’s Elementary: Talking about Gay Issues in School:

All teachers have the right, and the responsibility, to weave
respectful, age-appropriate messages about LGBT people
and issues into their lessons and classrooms. Educators
should not need to seek approval or have parental consent
to discuss LGBT people and issues in the classroom in
age-appropriate ways, unless the discussion involves actual
sexual practices.”’

In light of all this, it is not surprising that the average age of kids “coming
out”as homosexual has “dropped to 10 for gays and 12 for lesbians,” according
to the chair of Cornell University’s human-development program — as if
children of that age group have full clarity about their sexuality and the long-
term consequences of the decisions they are making in this regard.*® But they
are “coming out” earlier because: 1) clear gender definitions and distinctions
are being “undone” and “deconstructed”; 2) they are getting indoctrinated
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about homosexuality and transgenderism; 3) they are being encouraged
to “come out.” And I remind you: This is happening in our public schools,
supported by our tax dollars. How can this be?

Consider some of the teaching material that is now available.

In 2003, Haworth Press began publishing the Journal for Gay and Lesbian
Issues in Education. Articles in the first two year’s issues included:

o The Angel’s Playground: Same-Sex Desires of Physical
Education Teachers

e  Serving the Needs of Transgender College Students

*  Queering School Communities: Ethical Curiosity and
Gay-Straight Alliances

¢ A Queer Chaos of Meanings: Coming out of
Conundrums in Globalised Classrooms

¢ Outing the Teacher, Outing the Power: Principle and
Pedagogy

e Reconciling Christianity and  Positive ~ Non-
Heterosexual ~Identity in  Adolescence, with
Implications for Psychological Well-Being.

In 1999, the respected publishing house of Rowman & Littlefield released
the critically acclaimed volume Queering Elementary Education: Advancing
the Dialogue about Sexualities and Schooling, edited by William J. Letts IV
and James T. Sears.”” According to Prof. Debra Epstein of the Institute of
Education, University of London, “Together and individually, the chapters
of this book make a compelling case for queering elementary education, to
the benefit of all children in all their diversity.” Or, in the words of Prof.
Peter McLaren, University of California-Los Angeles, “This volume marks
the beginning of the queering of critical pedagogy and is long overdue.”®

So, the publication of this volume is a cause for celebration in the
academic world. The time has arrived for the gueering of elementary education.

Really now, who would have thought we would live to see the day when
the words “queering” and “elementary education” would be joined together?
And who would have thought that the joining of these words would produce
jubilation among educators?

Chapters in this volume include:

e Teaching Queerly: Some Elementary Propositions
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Among scores of other books that could be mentioned are Arthur Lipkin’s,
Understanding Homosexuality, Changing Schools: A Text for Teachers, Counselors,
and Administrators, which includes a chapter lauding “The Massachusetts
Model” of LGBT education,*® and Queer Theory in Education, edited by

William F. Pinar, with some of the most way-out and bizarre “educational”

Why Discuss Sexuality in Elementary School?
Pestalozzi, Perversity, and the Pedagogy of Love®!
Stonewall in the Housekeeping Area: Gay and Lesbian
Issues in the Early Childhood Classroom

Reading Queer Asian American Masculinities and
Sexualities in Elementary School

Using Music to Teach Against Homophobia

“It’s Okay to Be Gay”: Interrupting Straight Thinking
in the English Classroom

Children of the Future Age: Lesbian and Gay Parents
Talk about School

Lesbian Mother and Lesbian Educator: An Integrative
View of Affirming Sexual Diversity

When Queer and Teacher Meet

contributions imaginable.®

NOT YOUR GRANDPARENTS’ BEDTIME BOOKS

Dear parents, books like this are being used to train your children’s
educators, with many of these volumes serving as textbooks in colleges
and universities. And what shall we say about the books that are being
written for your children — or perhaps even being read #o your children as

early as pre-school? I'm talking about books like:
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One Dad, Two Dads, Brown Dad, Blue Dads, by
Johnny Valentine. There is a special dedication at
the beginning of the book, “To Jacob, who has only
one mom and one dad. But don't feel sorry for him.
They'’re both great parents.” So, two dads are not just
acceptable; two dads are now besfer than one dad and
one mom. Extraordinary!

Even more overt in its message is Oh the Things
Mommies Do! What Could Be Better Than Having Two?,
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written by Crystal Tomkins with illustrations by “her
wife” Lindsey Evans. The Boston Spirit magazine writes,
“Given the physical and mental capacity available to
one mom, it’s hard to imagine that of two. Imagine
even more phone calls ‘to say Hi,” and exponentially
more when you've got a cold or vocational hiccup.”®
'This is so much better than having one mom and one
dad. (Really, what kind of physical and mental capacity
does a dad have?)

Emma and Meesha My Boy: A Two Mom Story, by
Kaitlyn Considine, recommended for ages three-six.
Two Daddies and Me by Robbie Ann Packard, who,
“already a mother herself, had the amazing and joyous
opportunity to become a surrogate for a gay couple.”
The Sissy Duckling, by gay activist Harvey Fierstein,
and dedicated to “proud sissies everywhere.”

A Family Alphabet Book, by Bobbie Combs, depicting
a two-dad household on the cover, and with lines like,
“Cis for cookies. Both of my dads know how to make
great chocolate chip cookies.”

Mollys Family, by Nancy Garden, with the cover
depicting two sweet moms taking happy Molly for a
walk in the woods

Felicias Favorite Story, by Lesléa Newman, with
another two-mom cover and this description on the
back: “It’s bedtime, but before Felicia goes to sleep she
wants to hear her favorite story, the story of how she
was adopted by Mama Nessa and Mama Linda.”
Newman has also written Daddy, Papa, and Me and
Mommy, Mama, and Me.

And Tango Makes Three, by Justin Richardson and
Peter Parnell, based on the true story of the so-called
gay penguins in a New York City zoo and the baby
penguin they “adopted.” (In a fascinating sequel to the
book, but a sequel that has certainly 7nos been added
to this reader, one of the supposedly “gay” penguins
ended up leaving his partner and taking up with a hot
new female penguin — and fathering a chick.)®
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®  King and King, by Linda de Haan and Stern Nijland.
This tells the story of Prince Bertie, who, when
informed by his mother, the queen, that he must get
married, meets all the lovely princesses who “come
from far and wide hoping to catch his eye” but in the
end chooses to “simply follow his heart” — and marries
Prince Lee. (“Prince” is not a typo for Princess. The
prince marries another prince, and the last page shows
them kissing.) There are now widely-circulated reports
of outraged parents who reacted with shock when
their first-graders came home to talk with them after
reading this book in school.®

Following on the heels of King and King came King and King and Family,
celebrating the honeymoon of the two kings and the beginning of their new
“family.” The book is recommended for children aged four to eight.

Of course, there are the older “classics,” like Michael Willhoite’s Daddy’s
Roommate, first published in 1990, featuring the typical two-dad cover
picture and lines like, “My Mommy and Daddy got a divorce last year. Now
there’s somebody new at Daddy’s house. Daddy and his roommate Frank
live together, work together, eat together, sleep together, shave together, and
sometimes fight together, but they always make up.”®’

Perhaps the mother of them all (or should I say the “double mother” of
them all?) is Lesléa Newman's Heather Has Two Mommies, first published in
1989. Not that long ago, this book was hard to come by. Since 2000, however,
it has been available in a special Tenth Anniversary Edition and referred to
as a “classic.”®®

For the older readers, ages ten and up, there is Robie H. Harris’s Ir¥
Perfectly Normal: Changing Bodies, Growing Up, Sex and Sexual Health, replete
with cartoon-like, but fully-graphic, naked illustrations of adolescent boys
and girls. (We're talking about full frontal nudity of young teenagers on the
inside cover page and full frontal nudity of all ages groups on pages 20-21,
along with detailed illustrations of the private parts of young adolescent
girls and boys, to the point that the boys are pictured both circumcised and
uncircumcised). One of the booK’s chapters is entitled, “Perfectly Normal:
Masturbation,” and it not only supplies “how to” details but also notes, “After
having an orgasm, a person usually feels quite content and relaxed” (49).
(Remember: This book is recommended for kids aged fen and up, and it’s
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partly intended to answer the questions parents have a hard time answering.)
Of course, there is the requisite chapter on “Straight and Gay:

Heterosexuality and Homosexuality,” which notes that, “There have been gay

relationships all through history, even before ancient Greece,” explaining:

Some people disapprove of gay men and lesbian women.
Some even hate homosexuals only because they are
homosexual. People may feel this way toward homosexuals
because they think homosexuals are different from them
or that gay relationships are wrong. Usually these people
know little or nothing about homosexuals, and their views
are often based on fears and misinformation, not on facts.
People are often afraid of things they know little or nothing
about (17-18).

There you have it, and that should settle it. After all, the book says so!

If you disagree with homosexual practice, you are either ignorant, fearful,
misinformed, hateful, or all of the above. In any case, you have no right to differ
with It Perfectly Normal — you can’t differ with something that is “perfectly
normal” - since the glowing endorsements for this award-winning book take
up two full pages, including such prestigious honors as being named: an
American Library Association’s Notable Children’s Book; a Book/ist Editors’
Choice; a New York Public Library Best Children’s Book; a New York Times
Notable Book of the Year; a Parenting Reading Magic Award Winner; a
Publisher’s Weekly Best Book of the Year; and a School Library Journal Best
Book of the Year. In keeping with this, the Los Angeles Times Book Review
called the book “Utterly contemporary and comprehensive,” while US4 Today
stated that, “The book, for ages 10 and up, is sophisticated, comprehensive,
reassuring.”

May 1 ask you, current and prospective moms and dads, along with
grandmas and grandpas, do you find books like this “reassuring”? Does it give
you comfort to know that your kids might be reading through this book in
school without your knowledge?

Yet the disturbing news doesn't stop with books. When everyone is tired
of reading, there are always videos the children can watch, like O/iver Button
Is a Star, produced by Dan Hunt and featuring the Twin Cities Gay Men’s
Chorus. It is recommended for ages five to adult. As described in the Syracuse
Cultural Worker’s Catalog:

m



A QUEER THING HAPPENED TO AMERICA

Based on Tomie dePaola’s classic children’s book Oliver
Button is a Sissy, this video uses a variety of media to tell
the story of a boy who is ridiculed by his parents and peers
simply because he'd rather sing and dance than play sports
or engage in activities “normal” boys enjoy.*’

To repeat what I said at the beginning of this chapter, I stand with the gay
and lesbian community in opposing all bullying and harassment in schools,
and I believe fully in teaching kids to be kind and gracious to their classmates,
even if some classmates are “different.” But it is profoundly painful to me
to think of a five-year-old boy viewing a video (presumably in pre-school
or kindergarten) that suggests that he may be gay because he likes to sing
and dance rather than play sports — and I write this as a father, grandfather,
and educator. And notice that this video is designed to make Oliver Button’s
parents look bad too.

MAKING A LASTING IMPRESSION ON
IMPRESSIONABLE KIDS

Children, especially little children, are so impressionable, so easily
influenced, so readily molded. And while it is good that some of our schools
have become more sensitive to issues like name-calling and bullying and
harassing, it is absolutely unconscionable that our schools have also become
bastions of homosexual and transgender activism, places where captive
kindergarteners learn about transgender behavior and kids just removed from
their toddler years are taught about same-sex households.

According to a May 10, 2008 report:

A Pennsylvania elementary school has angered parents
by giving them one-day’s notice of planned counseling
sessions with 100 third-grade students to explain that one
of their male classmates would soon begin wearing girls’
clothing and taking a female name and to ask that they
accept him as a girl and not make unkind remarks.

The exercise in “social transition” was initiated by
the boy’s parents who approached the administration at
Chatham Park Elementary School in Haverford Township
asking that the school help in having their child’s female

identity find acceptance among his peers. After consulting
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experts on transgender children, the Haverford School
District sent letters to parents advising them the school
guidance counselor would meet with their children,
reported the Philadelphia Inquirer.

... In the letter to parents, Chatham Park principal
Daniel Marsella assured parents the counseling would use
“developmentally appropriate language” to explain “how
we need to help this student make a social transition in
school.”

“This is something that was going to come out,” said
Mary Beth Lauer, district director of community relations.
“Isn’t it better to be proactive, and let people know what is
happening and how we’re dealing with it?””

Yes, this happened in a third-grade class.

“But,”you might protest, “the fact is that there are hundreds of thousands
of same-sex households, and you just can't stick your head in the sand and
deny that they exist. Kids need to be taught about this when they're little so
they can be introduced to these new social realities.”

What about polyamorous households, then, where kids are being raised
by a mix of several different parents? (See, further, below, Chapter Nine,
where a Newsweek article is cited claiming that there are half-a-million such
households in America today.) Shouldn't children be introduced to these
realities too while still in elementary school?

Interestingly, when I asked this question to a local lesbian leader with
whom I was in friendly dialogue — a woman who in many ways held to high
moral standards — she was repulsed by the thought of teaching kids about
multi-parented homes. Might there be a double standard here?

The queering of elementary school education, however, is just the prequel
to the full-blown, unapologetic gay and transgender activism that is found
with increasing frequency in our middle schools and high schools. It is fueled
by special events like the “Queer Youth Advocacy Day,” which was described
in 2008 on its website as “a youth-led day of lobbying, advocacy training,
and educational workshops that took place at the [California] Capitol in
Sacramento on May 5,2008.”"

The event provided “a super opportunity for hundreds of CA youth
activists . . . to unite and educate lawmakers on the needs of LGBTQ_youth
and what is needed to end harassment and discrimination in school.””? Or,
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put more simply, this event stands for the complete legitimization in the
classroom of everything that can be called “queer.”’The very name “the Queer
Youth Advocacy Day” says it all.

Also helping to fuel the fires of school-based GLBT activism are special
GLSEN events like the conference held at English High School in Boston,
Mar. 29, 2008. (This was GLSEN’s eighteenth annual conference for their
Boston network.) The conference featured addresses by Boston Mayor
Thomas M. Menino and Gunner Scott, the female-looking but actually male
“queer/transgender social justice activist,”” along with entertainment by Kit

Yan, “who wants people to realize that being queer is more than okay.””*

Featured workshops in the conference were devoted to topics such as:

o  GSA’s [Gay Straight Alliances] in Middle Schools!?!?

e Supporting Gender Variant Youth and Their Families:
Consider Adding a “T” to Your GSA

e Beyond Binaries: Identity and the Sexuality Spectrum

¢ Queerspawn — Children of LGBT Parents in Schools

e Empowering Middle School LGBTQ_Students

e Exploring Gender Non-conformity, Identity and the
Power of Language”™

Another major thrust of the conference was the promotion of bisexuality,
including handouts like, Bisexuality 101, Bisexual Activism, Embracing
Your Bisexuality, and Bisexuality Is the Wild Card of Your Exotic Life.”
How wonderful! This is just what our schools need. (Dripping sarcasm fully
intended.)

To be perfectly candid, I'm no longer shocked when middle school and
high school teachers around the country come up to me after a lecture and
say, “You have no idea what’s happening in our schools.” (And remember:
They’re saying this to me immediately after hearing me lecture about some of
the topics found in this book.) “The latest thing,” they consistently tell me, “is
bisexuality among the girls. It’s everywhere! In fact, the majority of the girls
in our school are into it.” (According to some of the teachers, it’s the large
majority.”)

One pastor in rural North Carolina informed me in May, 2010 that a
young lady in his daughter’s high school had just quit playing on the girls’

softball team, despite her love of the game. Her reason for quitting? She was
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the only non-lesbian on the team.

A middle school teacher from Milton, Florida moved to Orlando,
Florida to take a job teaching seventh graders there but returned distraught
after just one year. Half of the girls in her class — meaning, girls between
twelve and thirteen years old — claimed to be lesbians.”® This was more than
she could handle.

And FoxNews.com reported on October 15, 2010, that many parents
of seventh-grade children in a Washington, DC school were upset when
they learned that their kids had been asked to fill out a sexual survey form
(without the parents’ prior consent or knowledge). “The students were asked
their genders -- whether male, female or transgender. And they were asked
to identify themselves as straight, bisexual, gay or lesbian or ‘not sure.” These
were questions for fwelve year-old children?

Other questions included: How sure are you that you know
the difference between oral, vaginal, and anal sex? Would
know where to get condoms if/when you or a friend needed
them? Can you correctly put a condom on yourself or your
partner?”

Open sexual discussion like this is often aided and abetted by the
aforementioned, GLSEN-sponsored, rapidly-growing, Gay Straight
Alliances (GSA’), which are more than just “safe places” for gay and lesbian
students to gather. They too advocate for the full acceptance of homosexuality,
bisexuality, and transgenderism in our schools, encouraging children as young
as eleven years old to declare themselves gay in the “safety” of the GSA (and
without parental knowledge, at that). As explained in the resource paper
“School Districts, Children and Gay Straight Alliances: Protecting Children
Empowering Parents,”

A Gay Straight Alliance (GSA) is not merely another club.
A newly established GSA often becomes a springboard
for pro-homosexual advocacy seeking to alter curriculum
and silence dissent through restrictive student speech and
conduct codes. An overview of the purpose of a GSA as
described by the Gay Straight Alliance Network describes
them as an activist club seeking to, “get Lesbian, Gay,

Bisexual, Transgender and Questioning (LGBTQ) issues
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in the curriculum, LGBTQ_related books in the library,
and progressive non-discrimination policies implemented
at a district level.” GSAs may “organize a Pride Week or
LGBTQ_ Awareness Event” or “participate in the Day
of Silence” remaining silent as a means of protesting
“homophobia.” According to the Gay Straight Alliance
Network, “GSAs organize a “Teach the Teachers’ staff
development day which focuses on teaching school staff
how to be better allies for LGBTQ _students.”

Through GSAs, students are encouraged to freely
access a multitude of resources online through websites
such as GLSEN.org which are designed to aid them in their
efforts to establish an on-campus organization and begin to

transform their school’s curriculum and environment. . . .8

And I remind you that GSA’s are now increasingly common in middle
schools, influencing kids as young as eleven.

Strikingly, when serious allegations of sexual abuse were lodged against
Bishop Eddie Long, a gay watchdog site was quick to point out that, if the
charges were true, they would “involve not just homosexual activity and
hypocrisy, but abuse of power and assault of vu/nerable adolescents.” Yet these
are the very adolescents — vulnerable indeed — that GLSEN is so eager to
influence (but not assault, of course), encouraging them in their same-sex
attractions rather than telling them that a large percentage of adolescents
who initially find themselves attracted to the same sex lose those attractions
as they get older.®?

But it is not just GLSEN that is promoting these causes in our children’s
schools. The National Education Association (NEA), is an active, open,
and proud co-conspirator. In 2009, the NEA released an official statement
supporting same-sex marriage®> (which begs the question of why the National
Education Association would be involved in this divisive political and moral
issue at all). And in 2010, the NEA recognized a new caucus: the NEA Drag
Queen Caucus.®

Pause for a moment and wrap your mind around #has: The National
Education Association, which is the largest professional organization and
labor union in the U.S,, has recognized a drag queen caucus — and this is in
addition to the already extant Gay & Lesbian, Bisexual and Transgender

Caucus.®
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According to the NEAExposed website,

So far, the purpose of the Drag Queen Caucus has been
limited to raising scholarship money for gay, lesbian,
bisexual, and transgender students. To that end, the
group’s founder, Peter J. Konrath, organizes drag shows
and karaoke sing-offs at some of Wisconsin’s finest gay
bars . ... Nevertheless, America’s drag queen public school
teachers now have a voice in the NEA’s big tent, which
increasingly resembles a traveling sideshow.®

In 2003, Bob Chase, former president of the NEA, gave a glowing
endorsement of GLSEN’s Its Elementary training material, stating:

Schools cannot be neutral when dealing with issues of
human dignity and human rights [meaning, in particular,
GLBT “dignity” and “rights”]. I'm not talking about
tolerance; I'm talking about acceptance.®’

But now “acceptance” is not enough. Homosexuality and other variant
sexual orientations must be celebrated, as demonstrated by the Riddle
Homophobia Scale, named after Dr. Dorothy Riddle and distributed and
promoted by GLSEN for use in our schools. The scale lists four “Homophobic
Levels of Attitude” and four “Positive Levels of Attitude.”

Listed under the Homophobic category are: 1) Repulsion; 2) Pity; 3)
Tolerance; and 4) Acceptance. That’s correct: “Tolerance” and “Acceptance”
are now considered homophobic! Listed under the Positive category are: 5)
Support; 6) Admiration; 7) Appreciation; and 8) Nurturance.®

Can you believe how much the tables have turned? For gay activists, it
is not enough for our kids to tolerate or accept homosexuality. They must
support and admire and appreciate and nurture it. (Shades of the children’s
books that presented same-sex households as superior to mom-and-dad
households.)

As observed by Robert Weissberg, emeritus professor of political science
at the University of Illinois-Urbana,

Make no mistake, this is not just telling youngsters to ignore
“odd” classmates, the traditional tolerance-based solution.
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.. . Rather, this is a drive to legitimize homosexuality,
swathed in the rhetoric of tolerance, by portraying this
sexual predilection as “normal” at a time when youngsters
barely grasp sexuality of any variety. This quarrel is hardly
an academic one: confrontations are real, and, ironically as
so often is the case, their tumultuousness undermines the
very social tranquility tolerance instruction is supposed to

bring.¥

GLSEN also introduced the annual Day of Silence in 1996. According
to the 2008 description, the Day of Silence “brings attention to anti-
LGBT name-calling, bullying and harassment in schools. . . . Hundreds of
thousands of students will come together on April 25 to encourage schools
and classmates to address the problem of anti-LGBT behavior.”® And these
students — often with the support of administration and faculty — will put tape
on their mouths or simply refuse to speak or participate in class the entire day,
in solidarity with the mistreatment of gays and lesbians worldwide.”

But not only do hundreds of thousands of students participate, many
thousands of others can testify to the fact that the Day of Silence (indeed, many
times the entire week) is devoted to the dissemination of LGBT propaganda
in the schools, with opposing views often strongly suppressed. It is frequently
those who differ with the Day of Silence who are being silenced.*

HAPPY MEALS = BAD;
GAY ACTIVIST SCHOOLTEACHERS = GOOD

Recently, McDonald’s was sued “by a group of consumers and nutrition
advocates who want to force the fast food chain to stop using toys to entice
children to buy meals they say are unhealthy.” A mother of two who brought
the suit said, “I object to the fact that McDonald’s is gezting into my kids’ heads
without my permission” while the attorney for the case, Steve Gardner, said:
“Every time McDonald’s markets a Happy Meal directly to a young child, it
exploits a child’s developmental vulnerability . .. ."%

Yet as patently absurd as this lawsuit is (after all, kids cannot magically
transport themselves to McDonald’s to buy Happy Meals without their
parents knowledge, and even when families are at McDonald’s, parents can
simply say, “No”), there is something far more absurd: Educators are getting
into our kids’ heads without our permission and they are exploiting our
children’s developmental vulnerability, yet hardly anyone raises an objection.
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In fact, on October 21, 2010, seven teachers at Concord-Carlisle High
School in Massachusetts participated in a school assembly sponsored by the
GSA (Gay Straight Alliance) and told students how they came out as gays
and lesbians, encouraging students to do the same, and all this took place
without parental notification or approval.* Talk about getting into our kids’
heads without our permission and exploiting our children’s developmental
vulnerability! And remember: These are the respected role models, the ones
whom the kids are encouraged to listen to, learn from, and emulate.

Several of the teachers described what they portrayed as
the irrational fear, “homophobia,” and general backwardness
of their parents, relatives, and others who first reacted
negatively to their coming out. But afterwards, they
assured the students, their relatives accepted them as gay,
so students shouldn’t be worried about that.”

How twisted that it is the parents who are considered backwards if they
are not encouraging their kids to discover their homosexuality, even though a
gay math teacher at the assembly “began his talk by saying that all his college
friends have died of AIDS.”® And to think: Parents are suing McDonald’s
over toys in a Happy Meal while at the same time, the courts are protecting
the “rights” of teachers to indoctrinate our kids with gay propaganda. What
kind of world are we living in?

Even this, however, is child’s play — literally — compared to what’s
happening on our college campuses, where the seeds of gay radicalism
planted in the elementary schools have fully blossomed.”” Are you ready to
hear more? Then, keep reading!

So ... Little Johnny went to school, there to learn that queer was cool.
Mom and Dad, what do you think of that?
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Yale, and most of American higher education,
has moved from recognizing the worth and value of each student to a
wholesale endorsement of anything gay. It is hard to imagine any school being
more generously supportive than Yale, with its Gay Alliance at Yale, its Gay
Student Center, its Gay and Lesbian Co-operative, a Gay Rights Week, an entire

Pride Month at Yale (BGLAD) each April, gay dances, a Lesbian and Gay
Studies Center, Transgender Awareness Week, and a new Office of LGBTQ
resources. No wonder Yale is the “Gay Ivy.” Surely, Yale wins the award for
devoting the most resources and expending the most energy to proclaim the

wonders of any and all sexual practices that 2% of the population prefer.
Anything and everything categorized as “homosexual” goes unquestioned.

Howewver, it clearly does not go unfunded or unstaffed.

Alan Ivy, Ph.D., “Yale’s Coveted Title: Gay Ivy,”
Townhall.com, July 20, 2009

Female, Male, Undisclosed (specify below)

Gender choices on Harvard University’s
Business School Profile online application

Yale is . .. really, really gay. Like, totally gay.
Sam Heller, writing in the Yale Daily News, October 27, 2006

“Why They Call Yale the ‘Gay Ivy,”
Cover story and focus of the Yale Alumni Magazine, July/ August 2009



4

Something Queer
on Our Campuses:
From Traditional
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ell, little Johnny (and his twin sister Jane) have made their

way through elementary school, middle school, and high

school, and theyre on their way to college now. What’s
awaiting them there?

They have already been liberated from the terribly confining, “binary
constriction” of the male-female paradigm. They've said goodbye to
“heteronormativity,” that outmoded, discriminatory view that heterosexuality
is the norm for society or, perish the thought, in any way superior to
homosexuality. They have been thoroughly disengaged from all homophobia,
having learned to celebrate “diversity” in all its varied, sexual forms. In fact,
thanks to his school’'s Gay Straight Alliance, Johnny now considers himself
“questioning.” At college, he might quickly move from questioning to queer!

Gay campus activist Shane Windmeyer provides some valuable insights
into the contemporary campus scene in his 389-page book, The Advocate
College Guide for LGBT Students,' which documents the most gay-friendly
campuses in America. Note carefully how these young people describe
themselves. Some of them are your classmates. Some of them are your sons
and daughters. Some of them are you!

Answers to the question: How do you feel about coming out on your
campus?

e Tvebeen out the entire time I've been at AU [ American
University], and I have had a considerable number of
other students come out to me because they see me as
a visible part of the campus LGBT community. It’s a
fantastic thought that my comfort with my identities
[my emphasis] can help others develop confidence
in their own. — 21-year-old genderqueer lesbian, senior
(p.23)?

e I was supported through the process of changing my
identity while I was here. Antioch [College] allows for
changes in identity. . . . I can attend the Tran Support
Group here on campus, which is student-run. There
is a doctor in town [who] can write prescriptions for
hormones and provides letters in support of having
surgery. — 22-year-old queer F-M dyke, senior (p. 26;
F-M stands for Female to Male)
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Answers to the question: How would you describe the social scene for
LGBT students?

e Oh my gosh ... queer prom! So fun. — 19-year-old
lesbian, sophomore (Bowling Green State University,
p- 30; there is also a blurb there from a self-described
21-year-old bisexual queer female, Junior)

e 'The social scene is best in downtown Center City
Philadelphia, where there are several “Gayborhood”
clubs dedicated to LGBT-themed events and interests
— 20-year-old bi-curious questioning female, senior
(Temple University, p. 189)

e Lots of drama, gay boys and some lezzies. Facebook is
huge! There are tons of hotties. — 19-year-old gay, male
freshman (Pennsylvania State University; p. 159)

Answers to the question: What annual social event should an LGBT
student not miss?

e 'The Drag Show in October. The DC Kings, some
queens, and Queers and Allies put together an
awesome show that fills the Tavern to capacity to raise
money for a different local DC charity event every year
that does work to improve the lives of LGBT people.
— 21-year-old genderqueer lesbian, senior (Speaking of
American University; p. 24)

e GenderF—k dance by far! — 2I-year-old bisexual
female, junior (Antioch College, p. 27)

e Drag ball, of course. — 22-year-old queer female, senior
(Bryn Mawr College, p. 33)

e 'This year the Pride Center hosted a drag show on
campus. This was a great event that brought together
both the LGBT community and allies on campus.— 20
year-old gay male, junior (California State Polytechnic
University, p. 36)

e ‘The Glam Jam, which was held during National
Coming Out Week. . . . 18-year-old transgender gay
male, freshman (Carleton College, p. 39; cf. also the
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blurb from a 19-year-old genderqueer dyke, sophomore)

e ‘The Drag Show! Performing Arts hires drag queens
from a local bar to perform at school. It gets bigger
every year. It is amazing! — 22-year-old gay male, senior
(Suffolk University, p. 183)

Annual LGBT Event Highlights include:

e Lavender Language and Linguistics Conference
(American University)

o Queer Take Over Week (Antioch College)

e Queer Film Festival. .. “It’s a three-day film fest full of
awesome queer movies . ..” (Sarah Lawrence College;

p-171)

And remember that these selections represent just a tiny, typical sampling
from a 389-page book.

Johnny and Jane, welcome to college in 21st century America! There
you'll meet (or, perhaps, soon identify as) a 21-year-old genderqueer lesbian
(with self-described multiple identities), a 22-year-old queer female to male
dyke, a 21-year-old bisexual queer female, a 21-year-old bisexual female, a
22-year-old queer female, an 18-year-old transgender gay male, a 19-year-
old genderqueer dyke, and many others in the ever-widening spectrum of the
LGBTQIPA rainbow (see Chapter Nine for more this).

Conservative columnist Matt Barber drew attention to the sad case of
a clearly-confused, 20-year-old, female college student, who identified as
a “transgender gay male. His designation means he has a female body, but
identifies as a male and is sexually attracted to men.” And she claimed that
she was the “victim of discrimination at a small Massachusetts community
college because be is biologically female” and she could not use the men’s locker room
to shower and undress.*

Perhaps this study by a sociology professor in Canada, entitled How
Many Sexes? How Many Genders? When Two Are Not Enough, would help?®
Or perhaps this book, penned by a number of respected American academics,
entitled, Gender Blending, would be more relevant?®

HARVARD UNIVERSITY THEN AND NOW

What makes this scenario all the more striking is that many of our
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nation’s finest colleges and universities were founded by Christian leaders and/
or denominations with the express purpose of training men for the ministry.
And the moral requirements for all students, including those who were not
training for the ministry, were incredibly high. Consider this sampling from
Harvard when it was founded in 1636:

No student of any class, shall visit any shop or tavern, to eat
and drink, unless invited by a parent, guardian, stepparent,
or some such relative;

No student shall buy, sell or exchange any thing
without the approval of his parents, guardians, or tutors;

No one must, under any pretext, be found in the
society of any depraved or dissolute person;

If any student shall, either through willfulness or
negligence, violate any law of God or of this college, after
being twice admonished, he shall suffer severe punishment,
at the discretion of the President or his tutor. But in high-
handed offences, no such modified forms of punishment
need be expected.”

You can be sure that if the students had Spring Break, they did not have
the 17th century equivalent of “Girls Gone Wild” (or, in those days of male-
only students, “Boys Gone Wild”). In fact, in order to graduate from Harvard
with the most basic degree in Arts (not Theology—that came later!), the
student had to be able “logically to explain the Holy Scriptures, both of the
Old and New Testaments...and...be blameless in life and character.”® How
many students today in our promiscuity-filled campuses, make it through one
week “blameless in life and character”?’

In their wildest dreams, Harvard students in the 17th, 18th, 19th, and
even most of the 20th century, could never have imagined a report from the
Harvard Crimson like this one, published April 6,2004:

About 30 students gathered in [Harvard University’s]
Boylston Hall last night to kick off “Gaypril,” a month set
to include gay pride celebrations, a day of silence to raise
awareness about the prevalance [sic] of homophobia, and a
panel of sadomasochism experts. . . .

In an event unique to this year’s Gaypril, BGLTSA
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will present a screening on April 26 of “Toilet Training,”
a documentary about discrimination linked to gender-
segregated bathrooms, accompanied by findings from a
study on bathroom access on and near campus.*

“A panel of sadomasochism experts” convening at Harvard University? Is
this some kind of sadistic joke? If only it were!

In 2005, the online application for the Harvard Business School (HBS)
Profile listed #Aree choices for gender, namely, Male, Female, and Transgender;
by 2010 (if not earlier), it had expanded to, “Female, Male, Undisclosed
(specify below),” since, it would appear, more categories than Female, Male,
and Transgender were necessary.

Under the heading “Your Interests,” the application asks, “Would you
be interested in learning more about the following HBS communities and
initiatives (check all that apply)?,” giving the following options: African-
American, International, Latino, Lesbian/Gay/Bisexual/Transgender
(LGBT), Women." So, there are special categories for race and ethnicity;
a special category for women, but not men; a special category for LGBT (as
if it belonged in the same class as either ethnicity or gender) and 7oz a single
religious category of any kind. What an extraordinary shift from the Harvard of
old (and even the Harvard of the not so distant past).

THE CHRISTIAN ORIGINS OF OUR AMERICAN UNIVERSITIES
To put this in context, consider the origins of several of our nation’s most
prestigious schools, beginning with Harvard.

¢ Harvard University was founded in 1636 as Harvard
College with the motto “Truth” (Veritas). Its purpose
was, “To train a literate clergy.” Among the “Rules
and Precepts” to be observed by the students were
these: “Let every Student be plainly instructed, and
earnestly pressed to consider well, the main end of
his life and studies is, to know God and Jesus Christ
which is eternal life”; and, “Every one shall so exercise
himself in reading the Scriptures twice a day, that he
shall be ready to give such an account of his proficiency
therein, both in Theoretical observations of Language
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and Logic, and in practical and spiritual truths . ...”"?

e Princeton University was founded in 1746 as the
College of New Jersey. The schools motto was
“Under God’s Power She Flourishes,”** and until
1902, every president of Princeton was a minister.
Although seminary training was the school’s first goal,
its founding purpose went beyond that: “Though our
great Intention was to erect a seminary for educating
Ministers of the Gospel, yet we hope it will be useful
in other learned professions -- Ornaments of the State
as Well as the Church.”*

¢  Columbia University, which was founded as King’s
College in 1754 by a royal charter of King George
I, had as its goals to “enlarge the Mind, improve the
Understanding, polish the whole Man, and qualify
them to support the brightest Characters in all the

elevated stations in life.”?

The college was distinctly
non-denominational and, “The first advertisement of
the college disclaims any intention of imposing ‘on the
scholars the peculiar Tenants of any particular Sect of
Christians; but to inculcate upon their tender minds,
the great Principles of Christianity and Morality,
in which true Christians of each Denomination are
generally agreed.”!®

e ‘The motto of Boston University, was “Learning,
Virtue, and Piety.” It was founded as a Methodist
seminary in Vermont in 1839 before its eventual
transfer to Boston in 1867. Until 1967 — meaning just
two years before Woodstock! — all of its presidents
were Methodist ministers. (The university’s first non-
Methodist minister president, Arland F. Christ-Janer,
was still a graduate of Yale Divinity School.)"”

e The motto of the University of Pennsylvania, founded
1740 but only opened in 1751, was: “Laws without
morals are useless” (Leges sine Moribus vanae).'® The
motto of Brown University, founded in 1764 as
Rhode Island College, was: “In God we hope” (In

Deo speramus).” Rutgers University, founded in
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1766 as Queen’s College, had as its motto: “Sun of
righteousness, shine upon the West also” (So/ iustitiae
et occidentem illustra).® Its founding purpose was: “For
the education of the youth of the said province and
the neighboring colonies in true religion and useful
learning and particularly for providing an able and
learned protestant ministry.”"

Needless to say, it was inevitable that these schools would quickly expand
their programs, given the broad-based needs of a rapidly growing country and
given the strong Christian emphasis on education. Still, it is striking to realize
that, “Explicitly Christian higher education was virtually the only form of
American collegiate instruction until the years following the Civil War,”?
while high morals were even more highly prized than academic excellence,
as reflected in some of the school mottos just cited, like Boston University’s
“Learning, Virtue, and Piety” and the University of Pennsylvania’s “Laws
without morals are useless.”

Contrast the scene at Oberlin College in April, 2004:

Carmen Vazquez, a self-avowed butch lesbian socialist,
gave a lecture in which she reproached the queer movement
for avoiding larger public policy issues. She enjoined queer
activists to battle neo-conservative American leaders in a
quest to prevent a new fascist American state. Then she
encouraged students to have sex.”

At this same college,

the school’s president, has vocally supported students’
efforts to officially charter a BDSM (Bondage, Discipline
and Sadomasochism) Club at the school, which would
qualify the group to receive school funds like other campus
clubs. [She] considered chartering the club to be a “free
speech” issue.?*

How our campuses have changed! From an emphasis on purity to an

atmosphere of partying, from biblical morality to sexual anarchy, some of
our nation’s finest schools have undergone a dramatic shift. And part of that
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shift includes becoming centers for gay activism and “queer studies” — with
much pride, at that. Both the rapidity and scope of some of the changes is
breathtaking.

YALE UNIVERSITY THEN AND NOW

To get some perspective on this, let’s focus on one of the oldest institutions
in our nation, Yale University, a school that for many years stood out as one
of the most deeply religious schools in the land. Today, Yale remains one of
the finest institutions of higher learning in the world, an elite school among
elite schools. Among its illustrious list of alumni are presidents of the United
States, Supreme Court Justices, and Nobel Prize Winners, to name just a few.
Yale’s prestigious accomplishments were showcased in the 2004 elections, in
which both presidential candidates (George W. Bush and John Kerry), along
with one of the two vice-presidential candidates (John Edwards), were Yale
graduates. How many other schools can boast of this?

Founded in 1701, Yale’s purpose was, “To plant and under ye Divine
blessing to propagate in this Wilderness, the blessed Reformed, Protestant
Religion, in ye purity of its Order and Worship.” In keeping with this, until
the turn of the 20th century, every president of Yale was also a Christian
minister, and during the tenures of several presidents in the 1700’s and 1800’s,
Yale experienced a series of spiritual revivals, bringing revitalization and
renewal to the student body. To this day, Timothy Dwight Chapel stands as
a memorial of Yale’s rich spiritual history. Inscribed in front of the chapel are
the words: “Christ is the only, the true, the living way of access to God. Give
up yourselves therefore to him, with a cordial confidence, and the great work

»25 (

of life is done.”” (Yes, this inscription is still at Yale!)

One of Yale’s precepts was,

All scholars [i.e., students] shall live religious, godly and
blameless lives according to the rules of God’s Word,
diligently reading the Holy Scriptures, the fountain of
light and truth; and constantly attend upon all the duties
of religion, both in public and secret. Seeing God is the
giver of all wisdom, every scholar, besides private or secret
prayer, where all we are bound to ask wisdom shall be
present morning and evening at public prayer in the hall at
the accustomed hour.?
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(Did you catch that? All students were required to attend public prayer
meetings every morning and every evening.) Compulsory chapel attendance at
Yale was not abolished until 1928.%

Yale, however, has undergone quite a radical transformation, and today,
not only has a new vision been birthed for part of the school, but a new
perspective has also been put on the school’s past. Three hundred years ago,
the primary goal of Yale’s founders was that, “Every student shall consider the
main end of his study to wit to know God in Jesus Christ and answerable to

lead a Godly, sober life.” In 2006, a Yale webpage proudly announced:

In the over three hundred years since its founding, Yale has
educated and been home to some of the most prominent
queer scholars, activists, and artists in the nation’s history.
In the past half-century, we have become a nationally
known center for LGBT [Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and
Transgender] activism and scholarship.?

The founding fathers, not to mention its presidents for more than two
centuries, would be mortified. Who could imagine that Yale 100 or 200 or
300 years ago would have knowingly educated and accommodated “some
of the most prominent queer scholars, activists, and artists in the nation’s
history”? How can such a revisionist statement be made, in the name of Yale,
no less? Who can even identify some of America’s “most prominent queer
scholars, activists, and artists”in the 1700’ or 1800’ or even the first two-
thirds of the 1900’s?* Such categories didn't even exist. (It appears that more
sober minds have since prevailed, and as of 2009, under the heading, “The
History of LGBTS at Yale,” a more modest boast is made: “Yale has played a
leading role in the development of LGBT and queer studies for almost thirty
years.”? That’s quite a change!)

Yes something very odd — “queer” in the words of its proponents —
has happened at Yale, and it has long since been out of the closet. In fact,
“LGBT” life at Yale is thriving, as outlined in “Queer Life at Yale: A Guide
for Students”:

On any given Thursday, Friday, or Saturday night at Yale,
you can see a play with queer characters, actors, directors
and stagehands, or all of the above. This same weekend,

there will be a party thrown by LGBT students: a Co-
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op dance attended by 700+ undergrads and adventurous
grads, followed by a smaller after-party; a house party
publicized on the Yal.esbians and PRISM lists; a cast
party for the show you just saw.*! This week, you may have
been to a meeting of one of Yale’s 10+ discussion/support/
action groups for queer students and their allies. You may
also have been to a meeting of a women’s center, sports,
a cappella, or ethnic student group whose membership is
predominantly queer. You will probably have seen a film
with queer characters and content, whether in a Co-op,
T-GAY, or Outlaws film festival; with friends; or in your
film, history, or queer studies course. You have also had
coffee or a meeting or dinner with a(nother) queer person:
your roommate, your professor, or your crush.*?

Contrast this with the atmosphere at Yale during one of its seasons of
spiritual awakening about 200 years ago as described by Benjamin Silliman,
an American chemist, science educator and editor, who served on the Yale
faculty during the presidency of President Timothy Dwight (1795-1817).
Silliman wrote, “Yale College is a little temple: prayer and praise seem to be
the delight of the greater part of the students.”

Can you picture it? Yale College a little temple? The campus so infused
with a heavenly atmosphere that most of the students spent much of their
time in prayer meetings and chapel services, walking around the campus
with praise to God on their lips? Remember: We're talking about Yale, not a
religious summer camp.

Only a few years prior to this season of revival, Yale had been in a state
of spiritual and moral decline, similar to many of the American colleges after
the Revolutionary War. In fact, when Lyman Beecher entered Yale in 1796,
he claimed to be the only professing Christian out of a student body of 200!
Revival historian James Edwin Orr describes the post-Revolutionary War
scene in America:

In 1790 America had won its independence, but it had
lost something as well. In the wake of the Revolutionary
War, French infidelity, deism, and the generally unsettled
condition of society had driven the moral and spiritual
climate of the colonies to an all-time low. Drunkenness
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was epidemic; profanity was of the most shocking kind;
bank robberies were a daily occurrence; and for the first
time in the history of the American settlement women
were afraid to go out at night for fear of being assaulted.

Conditions on campus were no better. A poll taken
at Harvard revealed not one believer in the whole student
body. At Princeton, where a similar survey showed there to
be only two Christians on campus, when the dean opened
the Chapel Bible to read, a pack of playing cards fell out,
someone having cut a rectangle from each page to fit the
deck. Conditions on campus had degenerated to the point
that all but five at Princeton were part of the “filthy speech”
movement of that day. While students there developed the
art of obscene conversation, at Williams College they held
a mock communion, and at Dartmouth students put on an
“anti-church” play. In New Jersey the radical leader of the
deist students led a mob to the Raritan Valley Presbyterian
Church where they burned the Bible in a public bonfire.
Christians were so few on the average campus and were so
intimidated by the non-Christians that they met in secret.
They even kept their minutes in code so no one could find
out about their clandestine fellowship.**

It was Timothy Dwight who helped bring Yale back to its earlier state
of faith and spirituality. Before his tenure, many of the faculty had become
skeptical and the student body completely lax in its morals. Along with
debating students about the inspiration and reliability of the Scriptures,
Dwight preached on this theme for six months in chapel, also firing all
professors who had embraced the deistic rationalism of the French Revolution.
(Whether you agree with this action or not, it does point to the radically
different climate that existed then at Yale, and let’s not forget that Dwight is
hailed as one of Yale’s greatest presidents.)

The most famous of his messages was the 1796 sermon, “The Nature and
Danger of Infidel Philosophy,” and it had an immediate effect. As one student
wrote, “From that moment infidelity was not only without a stronghold, but
without a lurking place. To espouse her cause was now as unpopular as it had
been before to profess a belief in Christianity.”* That same year, 26 students
“founded the Moral Society of Yale College. It discouraged profanity,

132



SOMETHING QUEER ON OUR CAMPUSES

immorality, and intemperance. By 1800, it included ‘between one-third and
one-half of all the students in its membership.”*

Yale students today, both heterosexual and homosexual, would be shocked
to encounter an atmosphere like #baf on their campus. (In reality, they would
probably be far less shocked than would the Yale students from the early
1800’s if zhey were suddenly transported to the campus today.) Without
question, things have changed greatly at Yale University, from a time in the
early 1800’s when one-third to one-half of the students pledged to refrain
from profanity, immorality, and drunkenness, to the open embrace of queer

activism in the late 1900%s. The transformation is absolutely stunning.
As Dr. Allen Hunt rightly noted,

One can only imagine what would happen if any passionate
Christians still remaining at Yale demanded a Christ
Month, with full staffing and funding from the university?
What would the campus look like with crucifixes, crosses,
and chalices hanging from trees like the pink and lavender
streamers that presently cover the campus each April
during the BGLAD Pride Month celebrations? Such an
image of Christian images and icons at an Ivy League
school founded 300 years ago by a Christian church is
unimaginable, isn't it? The answer to that question provides
a snapshot of the intellectual and moral deterioration of
Yale, in particular, and American higher education, in
general, where tolerance is one-way, and morality is in the

eyes of the beholder.*”

LARRY KRAMER INITIATIVE FOR LESBIAN AND
GAY STUDIES

In 2001, the Yale LGBT program received a shot in the arm when Arthur
Kramer, brother of gay leader and AIDS activist Larry Kramer, donated one
million dollars to Yale to fund The Larry Kramer Initiative for Lesbian and
Gay Studies at Yale (abbreviated as LKI), which lasted from 2001-2006,
greatly expanding LGBT studies at Yale.*®

Heading up the Larry Kramer Initiative was Professor Jonathan David
Katz. According to the Yale write up,
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Former chair of the Department of Lesbian and Gay
Studies at City College of San Francisco, Katz was the first
tenured faculty in gay and lesbian studies in the US. Katz
was an Associate Professor in the Art History Department
at the State University of New York at Stony Brook,
where he also taught queer studies. Founder of the Harvey
Milk Institute, the largest queer studies institute in the
world, and the Queer Caucus for Art of the College Art
Association, Katz is a committed community activist, who
also co-founded Queer Nation San Francisco, in addition
to other grass roots activist organizations.

Katz has made the scholarly and institutional
development of queer studies the focus of his professional
career, as the first artistic director of the National Queer
Art Festival in San Francisco and through a wide range of
publications in the US and Europe. .. .*

Other professors who served in the Larry Kramer Initiative were David
Agruss, who expressed his excitement about “being a part of such a vibrant
and daring community of scholars working in queer theory, feminism, and
gender and sexuality studies.” Alongside Prof. Agruss was Megan Sinnott
who noted that, “My main area of research is female transgenderism and
same-sex sexuality in Thailand.” Among her courses were, “Cross Cultural
Sex, Anthropology of Sexuality, Women’s Sexuality, and Theory and Method
in the Study of Sex” — all part of a major degree program at Yale.*’ (One can
only wonder into which program these courses would have fit just fifty years
ago at Yale, let alone 250 years ago.)

Faculty involved in the LGBT Studies department at Yale as of 2010
include Jafari Sinclaire Allen, who “teaches courses on Black feminist and
queer theory,” among other subjects; Ron Gregg, who organized a 2009
conference at Yale entitled “Postwar Queer Underground Cinema, 1950-
1968”; Siobhdn Garrigan, who is a “theologian, teacher, and artist” and the
author of a new article entitled “Queer Worship.” (She serves at Yale as
Associate Professor of Liturgical Studies and Associate Dean at the Institute
of Sacred Music. Although I am not an expert on the history of Church
liturgy, I am fairly confident that the category of “Queer Worship” is quite
new!)*

But to mention these things is to quibble. After all, what else could be
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expected as an outgrowth of initiative founded in the name of Larry Kramer?
(I do not say this as Larry Kramer’s personal judge and jury. I simply want to
underscore how dramatically — indeed, diametrically — things have changed
at Yale. And I do not question the scholarly credentials of the professors just
mentioned. It is the subject matter that is questionable.)

Larry Kramer became nationally known for his dark, controversial, 1978
novel about gay life in America, entitled, quite bluntly, Faggoss. Adding to his
stature was his groundbreaking and award-winning play on AIDS, Normal
Heart, which has been produced and performed hundreds of times around
the world. As someone who suffers from AIDS himself, he has given more
than twenty-five years of his life to raising consciousness about this terrible
sickness, fighting on behalf of greater government and medical intervention
to help cure and stop AIDS.

Kramer’s own connection with Yale dates back to 1953, when as a
freshman in October, 1953, he tried to kill himself, thinking he was the only
gay student there. In 1997, he offered Yale four million dollars with specific
guidelines for gay (male) studies or a gay student center, but Yale declined his
offer, leading to a public confrontation with Yale by Kramer. As reported by
the Yale Alumni Magazine,

The media dustup went on for weeks, and Kramer was
outspoken in his attacks on Yale, calling the University
homophobic, President [Richard C.] Levin “spineless,” and
[Provost Alison] Richard “that termagant woman.”
Kramer says that as a result of the media attention,
“I had letters from more than 100 institutions of higher
learning begging me to consider them,” he remembers.
“USC sent me a set of blueprints for the building they

would put up.”?

How remarkable would it be if, in fact, “more than 100 institutions of
higher learning [were] begging [Kramer] to consider them” for his multi-
million dollar donation for queer campus studies — but I have no reason to
believe he was lying.

Getting back to Larry Kramer himself, after the 2004 elections, he felt that
he needed to speak out, bringing a very pessimistic word to the homosexual
community in New York City. (According to reports, 900 attended, 400 were

turned away, and no one left during his 90 minute speech.)*
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His impassioned remarks, which were quite candid, not to mention
profanity laden, included these comments about his own sex life:

I have recently gone through my diaries of the worst of
the [AIDS] plague years. I saw day after day a notation of
another friend’s death. I listed all the ones I'd slept with.
‘There were a couple hundred. Was it my sperm that killed
them, that did the trick? It is no longer possible for me
to avoid this question of myself. Have you ever wondered
how many men you killed? I know I murdered some of
them. I just know. You know how you sometimes know
things? I know. Several hundred over a bunch of years, I
have to have murdered some of them, planting in him the
original seed. I have put this to several doctors. Mostly they
refuse to discuss it, even if they are gay. Most doctors do
not like to discuss sex or what we do or did. (I still have
not heard a consensus on the true dangers of oral sex, for
instance.) They play blind. God knows what they must be
thinking when they examine us. Particularly if they aren't
gay. One doctor answered me, it takes two to tango so you
cannot take the responsibility alone. But in some cases it
isn’t so easy to answer so flippantly. The sweet young boy
who didn’t know anything and was in awe of me. I was
the first man who f----d him. I think I murdered him. The
old boyfriend who did not want to go to bed with me and
I made him. The man I let f--- me because I was trying to
make my then boyfriend, now lover, jealous. I know, by the
way, that that other one is the one who infected me. You
know how you sometime know things? I know he infected
me. ] tried to murder myself on that one.

What a terribly tragic confession, and how casually he mentions the
“several hundred” men with whom he slept “over a bunch of years,” convinced
that by infecting them with the AIDS virus, he has “murdered some of them,”
including, “The sweet young boy who didn't know anything and was in awe of
me.” Kramer admits to being the first to have had anal intercourse with him.*
Yet it is in this man’s name that Yale launched a special program. What an
extraordinary turn of events from Yale’s first centuries!®
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From Timothy Dwight as president of Yale to an initiative in gay and
lesbian studies in the name of Larry Kramer. Who would have imagined this?
Dwight’s impact on Yale was so great that his name has been memorialized in
both the Yale Chapel as well as one of the men’s dorms. Now Kramer’s name
has been memorialized in a special gay studies initiative.

At a Sept. 30,2003 speech at Harvard’s Center for Public Leadership at
the Kennedy School of Government, Kramer said, “If T were to teach anything
here it would be how to confront the system, not work within it. Hit it over
the head with a bat and take no prisoners.” And to a student “who asked how
to address the overwhelming AIDS epidemic in her native Kenya,” Kramer
answered (after letting her know that she wouldn’t like his response): “There’s
remarkably little activism of a confrontational nature in these countries. Your
people have to be made to shove it in their faces. Tie up governments, tie up
industry, tie up traffic. Pour fake blood in department stores.”* Perhaps this
too will be taught one day at Yale.

Or maybe one day Yale will offer a course entitled, “New Perspectives
on Pederasty,” echoing Kramer’s comments, cited on the NAMBLA website,
that:

In those cases where children do have sex with their
homosexual elders... I submit that often, very often, the
child desires the activity, and perhaps even solicits it,
either because of a natural curiosity... or because he or she
is homosexual and innately knows it. ... And unlike girls
or women forced into rape or traumatized, most gay men
have warm memories of their earliest and early sexual
encounters; when we share these stories with each other,
they are invariably positive ones."

I imagine that this is news to thousands of men who were molested
as boys, for whom their first sexual encounter carries anything but “warm”
and “positive” memories. So much for the name behind the Larry Kramer
Initiative at Yale!

QUEER CAMPUS LIFE: COMING TO A SCHOOL
NEAR YOU
Unfortunately, the LGBQT emphasis at Yale is not unique these days.

In fact, scores of colleges in America now have gay, lesbian, or queer study
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programs® — or, at the least, LGBQT student centers — while it is increasingly
common for schools to have a Gay and Lesbian Bill of Rights or the like.
Many campuses even designate April as “Gaypril,” devoting the whole month
to highlighting gay issues and flying the gay flag all thirty days, and things
like this happen on large campuses and small campuses throughout America.

How many of you have heard of Gustavus Adolphus College, located in
St. Peter, Minnesota? Until October of 2010, I had never heard of this small,

Lutheran school, which, according to its website, is:

a church-related, residential liberal arts college firmly rooted
in its Swedish and Lutheran heritage. . .. It is a community
where a mature understanding of the Christian faith and
lives of service are nurtured and students are encouraged to
work toward a just and peaceful world.*

Despite this description, freshmen at the school’s orientation in 2010
watched vulgar, live skits, including one that jokingly described ways to have
sex in your dorm room without being disturbed (sound effects and all) and
included notable characters like “Bondage Bob” who says, “T'ie me down,
gets me up” and “Porno Paul’ who says, “Surfin’ the net, gets my undies wet.”
(What a delightful way for the upperclassmen to introduce the incoming
students to their campus!)

A second skit was devoted to explaining the meaning and importance of
“LGPBBTTQ&A.” It began with this little rhyme: “Follow along and listen
quite clear to learn of the wonderful world of the queer.” Yes, this presentation
was part of a freshman orientation at an allegedly Christian campus.

As noted by family activist Laurie Higgins, the mother of an alumnus of
the school:

[The skit] features ignorant, irresponsible upperclassmen,
this time defining the terms lesbian, gay, pansexual, bi-
curious, bisexual, transgender and transsexual for freshmen,
explaining, for example, that lesbian women “make love
quite beautifully,” and that the term “bi-curious” refers to
“testin’ the waters, seein’ what’s attractive.”. ..

Next a boy waxes romantic about his male lover and a
girl proclaims, “I happen to be a lesbian -- a big one. And
my, oh my, I love it. All the women, the flowy hair, the
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sweet perfume, mmm, mmm. I like sex. I love sex.”

According to Higgins’ daugther, Easten, who graduated from Gustavus
in 2004,

I suppose this should come as no surprise from a college
that invited a transgender speaker to give the daily chapel
message during National Coming Out Week over six years
ago and that celebrates and affirms such behavior without
even an acknowledgment that they are departing from a
biblical understanding of sexuality.!

Yes, even a small-town, “Christian” college in Minnesota is celebrating
“the wonderful world of the queer.”

And what kind of effect does this have on some of the young people
exposed to these kinds of ideas? A concerned mother sent this email to a
colleague of mine on March 8, 2010:

My daughter started UNC Chapel Hill this past fall. We
thought they were placing her in a learning community
for diversity-meaning different cultures. She is on a floor
that is made up of primarily gay and lesbian. They have a
diversity class which has, in my opinion, some assignments
and readings that border on pornography.

When I complained to the director last semester, she
said that she had noticed the grad students focusing on
the topic of gays and lesbians more than needed to be
and that she would make sure it changed this semester.
About 11 out of 15 readings have something to do with
sexuality in the areas. One reading talks about how one
culture encourages sexual acts at the age of 7 and it goes
into details. ... 'The diversity class has required students
to attend gay pride parades, drag contests, etc She went to
a counselor there without my consent who encouraged all
types of “lifestyles” as long as one is happy. . . .

You can be sure that this is hardly an isolated incident.
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OBERLIN COLLEGE THEN AND NOW

Let’s take a close up look at one more prominent college to flesh out
(double entendre intended) exactly what is happening in the name of gay
and lesbian studies and gender sensitivity. The school in question is Oberlin
College, founded in 1833 by two Presbyterian ministers and famous in the
19th century for the presence of Charles Grandison Finney, first as a faculty
member and then as president. Finney (1792-1875), known as America’s
greatest revivalist, was also an influential social reformer as well as the
namesake of the Finney Chapel at Oberlin.*?

Shortly after Finney joined the faculty as Professor of Theology in 1835,
Oberlin became one of the nation’s first colleges to admit women, and soon
after that, the campus joined in the fight against slavery, another one of
Finney’s major life emphases. In fact, Oberlin became part of an underground
escape route for slaves, all part of Finney’s program of moral reformation.

For Finney, however, the basis of moral reformation was spiritual
transformation, and it was this emphasis that lay at the foundation of his
work, even during his presidency at Oberlin. Speaking of his time there in the
1850’s and 1860’s, he wrote:

... I had come to Oberlin, and resided here, for the sake of
the students, to secure their conversion and sanctification
... Our fall term is properly our harvest here [meaning,
spiritual harvest]. It begins about the first of September,
when we have a large number of new students, and many of
these unconverted ones. I have always felt, as a good many
others have, and I believe the faculty generally, that during
that term was the time to secure the conversion of our new
students. . . . Our general population is a changing one,
and we very frequently need a sweeping revival through the
whole town, among the householders as well as the students,
to keep up a healthy tone of piety. A goodly number of our
students learn to work themselves in promoting revivals,
and are very eflicient in laboring for the conversion of their
fellow students. The young men’s prayer meetings have
been greatly blessed.”

Oberlin was a Christian school!
Finney’s chapel sermons can still be read today, stored in the Oberlin
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archives and available electronically as well.>* The standards he set for all
students during his tenure were extremely high, as seen, for example, by his
chapel sermon, “On Moral Depravity,” preached March 26, 1862, toward the
end of which he commented:

You can see from this subject why men need regeneration,
and also what regeneration is. It is the giving up of the
carnal mind, a ceasing to mind the flesh, and giving up
the whole mind to obey God. I# is a change from being
committed to self-gratification, fo the committal of the whole
soul to obedience to God.”

'This sermon, among many others by President Finney, was printed and
distributed in 7he Oberlin Evangelist, an official school publication.

Contrast that with a description of Oberlin’s commitment to self-
gratification today:

Some 800 to 1,000 students typically attended an annual
college-sponsored, administration-approved “Safer Sex
Night,” an orgy held on campus. The Oberlin Review, the
student newspaper, described the scene: “Educational,
sexually explicit videos played on TV screens, and students
sat in booths in g-strings and halter tops.” Other students,
the paper reported, simply go naked. Students can enter
something called the “Tent of Consent” to, shall we say,
interact sexually.*®

How would Finney feel about such a scene at his old school? Would he
be turning over in his grave? I don't think so! I think he would be tempted to
get out of his grave and make a personal visit to his old campus.

From an emphasis on “committal of the whole soul to obedience to
God” to an annual “Safer Sex Night,” Oberlin too has been transformed.
One century ago — or even fifty years ago — who could have predicted, even
in their wildest dreams, that there would be a student-run, Oberlin Sexual
Information Center offering the following services to the student body?

o  Free, confidential counseling and a space to talk about
any sexual issue.
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e Safer sex products at wholesale prices including
condoms (6-60 cents), lubricants, dental dams,
spermicides, gloves, and more.

e Other products including pregnancy tests (50 cents),
alternative menstrual products, specula, sex toys, and
much more.

e A lending library including books on sexual health,
contraception, pregnancy, HIV/AIDS, sexually
transmitted infections, queer issues, safer sex, BDSM,
erotica, and more.”’

When such “services”are offered on our campuses — sex toys for sale and a
lending library including books on Bondage, Discipline, and Sadomasochism
— things have certainly run amuck.

Of course, it would be terribly misleading to give the impression that
the only thing — or the primary thing — that Oberlin students do is party
and have sex. Obviously not! Oberlin offers a rich assortment of programs
and has a highly-qualified faculty.*® It is a serious school for serious students,
despite the loose morals — loose morals which, generally speaking, have been
the norm on our college campuses for the last few decades.

Wohat has remained constant at Oberlin is its activist mentality, from the
days of Finney until now, only today’s activism has taken on a very different
tone.”” Words like “transgender” and “multicultural” are now front and center,
as illustrated by this sampling of some of the sights, sounds, activities, and
emphases at the school:

e Every spring, Oberlin sponsors a “Iransgender
Awareness Week,” an event created to “celebrate
Oberlin College’s queer community,” culminating
with the annual Drag Ball. This is the conclusion of
a week of “talks and film screenings to celebrate the
experiences of transgender, transsexual, intersex and
other gender-variant people. . . . As Drag Ball nears,
students prepare costumes, planning to attend as
dominatrixes, thugs and celebrities. Others will attend
simply baring their Birthday Suit.”®® Cross-dressing,
of course, is normal attire for the Drag Ball.

e Lynn Hickman, a coordinator for Transgender
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Awareness Week in 2001, said, “The basic assumption
of transgenderism is the transgressing of gender norms.
Whether that means completely passing from one end
to the other, or finding a space that combines or defies
the binary [meaning, the categories of male-female]
in our society, it comes down to exploring outside of
the norm you were assigned because of the discomfort
that you feel in it. . . . Standing in between genders, or
completely rejecting the notion of a fixed gender really
asks people to question what is considered status quo
from day one. You are completely removing yourself
from the gender binary, and that’s a radical act in and
of itself.”®! This, of course, is said with the utmost
seriousness.

e As a result of Transgender Awareness Week in 2002,
the College and the Oberlin Student Cooperative
Association (OSCA) decided to improve their
campus housing. A report stated that, “Last month
the housing and dining committee approved two
policy changes. First, all residence halls with three or
more bathrooms would have bathrooms designated
specifically for male, female, and non-gender specific. .
.. OSCA has voted this week to give singles [meaning
single rooms] priority to transgender students who
feel uncomfortable living with a roommate. Also,
all housing and dining co-ops with bathrooms must
maintain at least one gender neutral bathroom at all
times.*? (Before you write this off as completely fringe,
you might want to read the forzy-eighty page resource
published in 2005 by the Transgender Law Center
and entitled, “Peeing in Peace: A Resource Guide for
Transgender Activists and Allies.”)®

e OSCA will also be abandoning all references to
biological sex and instead will use self-identified
categories of gender in all internal and external
paperwork.”* (You might want to rub your eyes and
read that last sentence again. “Male” and “female”
are no longer acceptable categories; instead, “self-
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identified” sexual categories — of which, presumably,
there is no limit — will now be the norm.)

Oberlin’s “Multicultural Resource Center” exists “to
serve people who have historically faced oppression on
college campuses--low-income and first-generation
students, people of color, and people who identify as
lesbian, gay, bisexual, or transgender (LGBT),” says
the center’s director, Rachel Beverly.®® (And note
carefully the diverse groups just lumped together.)
Already in 1997, the Oberlin Review reported that,
“The Multicultural Resource Center’s (IMRC) new
Queer Peer program has more than a catchy name:
it also has a mission to mentor students in need of
support and education about sexual orientation. . . .
MRC intern Cara Wick, the community coordinator
for Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender (LGBT)
students, heads the new program. It currently has 47
members and is, according to its mission statement, ‘A
gay and lesbian education program to high schools in
Lorain County.” (In other words, the Queer Peers
reach out to gay and lesbian high school students near
Oberlin, helping them deal with “homophobia.”)

In April of 2002, 1973 Oberlin grad David Halperin,
“a noted gay activist and scholar, presented a free,
public talk titled, Mommie Queerest: Joan Crawford
and Gay Male Subjectivity,”*” while an exhibit entitled
“Queering the Museum”was held in the spring of 2004.
Another lecture of note took place on October 4, 2000,
when Kevin Jennings “one of the country’s leading
activists working in the fight for equality for gay and
lesbian youth” came to the campus to discuss “The
American Dream” in a free, public talk. The Oberlin
website notes that, ‘Jennings’ talk is part of Oberlin’s
‘Common Ground: Education for Democracy’
initiative funded by a grant from the William and Flora
Hewlett Foundation to enhance campus community
dialogue about pluralism and multicultural issues.”®®
There’s that word “multicultural” once again!
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And what does a weekend day look like for an Oberlin student?
Consider this partial list of activities for Sunday, April 25, 2004 (this
overlapped with Oberlin’s “Queer Faith Week”), including location and

time:

March: Pro-choice march. Washington, D.C. 8 a.m.
Workshop: “Looking Beyond the Single-Issue Lens:
Understanding  the Intersection of Oppressions,”
Multicultural Resource Center. Open to all. Advance
registration required. King TBA, 9 a.m.

Conference: Beltane workshops on paganism and magic.
Wilder TBA, 11 a.m.

Discussion: Queer Faith Week ECO Dinner. “How
does your faith tradition address GLBTQ_issues?” Lewis
House (Center for Service and Learning), 5:30 p.m.
Testing: Peer HIV testing. Wilder 314, 5-11 p.m.
Lecture: “Ritual, Magic and How Pagans Will Save the
World,” Sam Webster. Science Center: West Lecture Hall,
7:30 p.m.%

Of course, these are just some of the weekly, annual, or periodic events
taking place at Oberlin. As stunning as some of them are — I remind you
once more that this is a major institution of higher learning — some of
the courses taught are equally stunning, primarily in the department of
Comparative American Studies. (This department is not to be confused
with the department of Gender and Women’s Studies. Courses in that
department include Feminist Political Theory; Global Feminisms; Black
Feminist Thought: Historical Perspective.)

Consider this sampling of courses and professors in Oberlin’s
Comparative American Studies department, offered already in 2005.
Jane Cooper, then the department director, listed her first research
and teaching interest as, “Queer Studies (especially film and television
studies).” Another professor, Daphne John, listed as one of her primary
interests, “Gender Stratification,” while professor Meredith Raimondo
taught courses such as “Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Queer
Identities,” and “Transnational Sexualities.” (Somehow I don't recall any
of those courses being offered back when I was in college — but that was
in the pristine 1970’s, after all.)
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What kind of textbooks are required for a course focusing on “Queer
Identities”? This was Prof. Raimondo’s list:

®  Queer Families, Queer Politics: Challenging Culture and
the State

o Selling Out: The Gay and Lesbian Movement Goes fo the
Market

e Ewxile and Pride: Disability, Queerness, and Liberation

o In a Queer Time and Place: Transgender Bodies,
Subcultural Lives

e Disidentifications: Queers of Color and the Performance
of Politics

The textbooks for the “Iransnational Sexualities” course were no less
interesting, including books like Global! Divas: Filipino Gay Men in the
Diaspora and The Night is Young: Sexuality in Mexico in the Time of AIDS.”

Prof. Raimondo has also offered a seminar called ‘Queer
Geographies,” with an equally fascinating assortment of required texts
such as: Bisexual Spaces: A Geography of Sexuality and Gender, Mapping Gay
L.A.: The Intersection of Place and Politics; and Men Like That: A Southern
Queer History.™

In 2005, visiting professor Jordana Rosenberg offered the course,“Reading
Queer Futures.” What exactly does this mean? The course description states,
in part,

What kind of a future is queer? This course asks us
to imagine questions of sexuality as, also, questions of
temporality. Queerness, after all, is a way for subjects to
imagine themselves by terms other than the ones that
they have been given, and so queerness engages futures
that exceed familiar progress narratives. But identifying as
‘queer’ also might be a way of claiming an identity that is
as-yet unknown to the subject who claims it. Is queerness,
then, a way of casting into a future or a way of suspending
presumptions about what that future might consist? Does
queerness consolidate new futures or put the category of
‘the future’ itself under critical scrutiny? In this course,
we will read queer fiction and theories that push us to
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reconceive the relation between sexuality and time.””

Yes, these are all serious academic classes taught by serious academicians
at a serious academic institution, all part of the queering of our campuses.”

William Norris, a sociology professor at Oberlin, has taught a course on
“Sexualities and Society,” with required and/or recommended books for the
class including Queer Theory: An Introduction; Gay Macho: The Life and Death
of a Homosexual Clone; Sex and Sensibility: Stories of a Lesbian Generation; and
Can Homophobia Be Cured? One of the videos shown in the class was entitled
Lesbian Avengers™ -- and I repeat, these are college classes, not courses taught
at the local LGBT community center. Yes, “queer studies” have found a home
in many of our college and university campuses.

QUEER STUDIES MEANS QUEER ACTIVISM

The all-female Smith College, perhaps America’s most lesbian-friendly
campus, offers a Queer Studies emphasis within its Study of Women and
Gender program. According to the official website:

Queer Studies is an emerging interdisciplinary field
whose goal is to analyze antinormative sexual identities,
performances, discourses and representations in order
ultimately to destabilize the notion of normative sexuality
and gender. Queer studies comes out of a critique of identity
politics. It rejects essentialized conceptualization[s] of
sexuality, gender, and sexual identity as innate or fixed.
It represents a deconstruction of hegemonic conceptions
of sexual and gender categories within straight, gay and
lesbian communities.”

Clearly, then, this department is not just devoted to education and
information. It is devoted to activism — queer activism.

The same can be said of the Williams Institute of the UCLA School of
Law, devoted to “advancing critical thought in the field of sexual orientation
and public policy,””® and underwritten, to date, by more than $12 million
from Charles R. Williams. The website states:

The Williams Institute advances sexual orientation law
and public policy through rigorous, independent research
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and scholarship, and disseminates it to judges, legislators,
policymakers, media and the public. A national think
tank at UCLA Law, the Williams Institute produces high
quality research with real-world relevance.

Experts at the Williams Institute have authored
dozens of public policy studies and law review articles, filed
amicus briefs in key court cases, provided expert testimony
at legislative hearings, been widely cited in the national
media, and trained thousands of lawyers, judges and
members of the public. By providing new ideas and reliable
information, the Williams Institute makes a difference.”

Back in the Ivy League, a June 3, 2009 article in the New York Times

announced:

Harvard University will endow a visiting professorship in
lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender studies, a position
that, it believes, will be the first endowed, named chair in
the subject at an American college.

'The visiting professorship was made possible by a gift
of $1.5 million from the Harvard Gay and Lesbian Caucus,
which will formally announce it at a dinner on Thursday,
after Harvard’s commencement exercises.”®

But even this does not tell the story adequately. The fact that some very
unique speakers are in special demand on the campuses helps fill the picture
out. One example will suffice.

THE “TRANSGENDER WARRIOR”

According to her website (actually “hir” is the preferred spelling, as
will be explained shortly), this passionate individual has spoken at scores
of colleges, including schools like Harvard, Yale, and Johns Hopkins.” This
impressive résumé belongs to none other than Leslie Feinberg (born 1949),
the “transgender warrior” who dresses and looks like a man and prefers to be

called “ze.”®°

According to an online GLBTQ _encyclopedia entry,
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Political organizer, grassroots historian, and writer Leslie
Feinberg is a pioneer of transgender activism and culture.
Long a part of the struggle for queer liberation, Feinberg
openly identifies as transgendered and has been outspoken
about “hir” experiences living outside of the gender binary.
(“Ze”has expressed the need for our language to incorporate
alternate pronouns such as “hir” rather than “her” or “his,”
and “ze” or “sie” as opposed to “he” or “she.”)

Feinberg is perhaps best known as the author of the
widely acclaimed novel Stone Butch Blues (Firebrand Books,
1993). ... Feinberg and hir wife, poet Minnie Bruce Pratt,
live outside of New York City.*!

Now, it would appear that Feinberg is a woman of courage and conviction,
but “ze” and “hir”? Really, now! Are we supposed to change the most basic
elements of the English language to accommodate someone’s personal, sexual
confusion? Yet Feinberg is a highly-sought after campus speaker. It would
appear that “ze” is making quite an impact!

Holly Boswell, a 1972 Oberlin grad and leading transgender activist, had
this to say at the April 2001, Transgender Awareness Week, expanding on
this new vocabulary. As reported by the Oberlin Review:

“There is no natural sex. Who owns the meanings of the
category?” Boswell ... has actively worked in the transgender
movement since the ’80s. Hir, which is the preferred
pronoun for transgender persons that identify with neither
sex, talk was entitled “The Spirit of Transgender.” Ze
(again: preferred pronoun) said ze began to understand the
spirit of hir sexuality through a circle of theater friends in
hir 30s. “Community means strength, to meet our strength,
to do the [activist] work that needs to be done,” ze said.®

Yes, this is meant as serious reporting of a serious speech, featuring mind-
numbing lines like, “There is no natural sex. Who owns the meanings of the
category?” Yet, as bizarre as this sounds, there’s no doubt that many college
students are taking it to heart. In fact, in 2004, Wesleyan College “eliminated
the word women’s from the female rugby team. Why? Because several of the
girls have chosen to be identified as males. One of the girls said, ‘We don't
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want people yelling, “Go girls.””®3

It would not be an exaggeration, then, to say that our campuses have
come full circle, from God to gay and from theological acumen to transgender
awareness. Put another way, they have now run the gamut from A to “Ze.” |
can hardly imagine — nor do I care to imagine — where they are going next.
And while no one is suggesting for a moment that our universities should be
turned back into seminaries, how about a return to sanity? Is this too much to
ask? Stranger things have happened, have they not?
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A Martian gathering evidence about American society, simply by monitoring our
television, would certainly assume that there were more gay people in America
than there are evangelical Christians.

Film critic Michael Medved

Hollywood always rewards young actors for taking risks
in the service of homosexual values.

Yale Kramer, writing in the American Spectator

If it weren't for gays, honey, there wouldn’t be a Hollywood.
Elizabeth Taylor

The debate of 14 years ago about gays in the military seems almost quaint.
Kids grow up today with gay friends, gay parents, gay parents of friends and gay
[friends of parents. . . . Kids are also exposed constantly to an entertainment culture
in which gays are not merely accepted but in some ways dominant. You rarely see a
reality show without a gay cast member, while Rosie O’Donnell is a coveted
free agent and Ellen DeGeneres is America’s sweetheart.

Michael Kinsley, “The Quiet Gay Revolution”
Time Magazine, June 14,2007

For a while now, kissing has been a popular pastime,
but over the last few years a particular sub-genre has emerged as perhaps

the hottest gimmick in Hollywood: girl on girl.

Scott Harris, “Amanda Seyfried, Julianne Moore Share Steamy Lesbian Scene
in ‘Chloe’,” InsideMovies.Moviefone.Com, January 12,2010

1t’s not enough to be “Will and Grace” any more. The benchmark is higher.

Jarrett Barrios, president of GLAAD, January 19, 2010
(quoted on CNN.com)
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Brokeback Mountain,
the Fab Five and Hollywood’s
Celebration of Queer
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he year was 1976, and some significant changes had already taken

place in T'V’s depiction of gay men. The Washington Post was quick to

take notice, pointing out that homosexuals were now presented “as
squeaky clean and wholesome as was the image of blacks during the sensitive
years of the civil rights struggle.” The article continued:

In those days stereotypes were avoided so scrupulously
that from TV you got the impression blacks were just like
whites, except they didn’t have any flaws. From TV today
[meaning, 1976], the impression given of homosexuals
is that they’re just like heterosexuals except they have no
hang-ups.!

Not that long before, in the 1950’ and 1960’, “the stereotypical media
images of homosexuals as effeminate fops and insane deviants were so
pervasive that few successful gays and lesbians openly associated themselves
with homosexuality or gay rights.”? By the mid-1970’s, things had changed
dramatically.

What caused such a media transformation in the course of just two
decades? According to gay historian Prof. David Eisenbach, there were two
primary factors. The first was simply cultural change, specifically “a greater
acceptance of homosexuality among a younger generation of media executives
and screenwriters who matured in a more tolerant, sexually relaxed society.”
The second was gay activism. Yes, according to Eisenbach,

the more positive presentations of homosexuals were
also the achievements of organizations like the Gay
Activists Alliance and the National Gay Task Force,
which monitored portrayals of homosexuals in the media.
TV executives discovered they could avoid zaps and bad
publicity by having gay activists review scripts that dealt
with homosexuality before they were aired.> [“Zaps” were
the strategically-timed, carefully-staged, gay hit-and-run
protests widely used in the 1970’s.]

Indeed,

One of the great achievements of the gay liberation
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movement was the display of the nonstereotypical, well-
adjusted homosexual on the televisions in millions of
American living rooms. More than any other medium, TV
had the power to shape and manipulate the conscious and
subconscious prejudices of the American public. . ..

Gay activists in the 1960s and 1970s understood
that only after the public saw that homosexuals were not
threats to society could gay rights make any political and
legal progress. By manipulating the media and forcing
more sympathetic characterizations of homosexuals on
television shows, the gay rights movement offered powerful
challenges to common stereotypes.*

This gay manipulation of the media, coupled with ongoing cultural
changes, has produced absolutely startling results in much the same way that
well-executed gay activism in the schools has produced such dramatic results
(see above, Chapter Three). In fact, back in 1976, it would have been hard to
imagine how far things would have come in little more than thirty years.

THE MAINSTREAMING OF QUEER MEDIA

Who would have predicted popular TV shows with names like Queer
Eye for the Straight Guy? And who would have imagined that the stars of
this show, affectionately known as the “Fab Five” — as if their influence could
be compared to that of the Fab Four, the Beatles — would actually throw
out a baseball at a Boston Red Sox game? Really now, five gay guys, famous
for their queerly-named TV show, throwing the ceremonial opening pitch in
front of 30,000 hardcore, sports fans? This could never happen in America —

but it did!

On a Sunday afternoon in June 2005, fans in Boston’s
Fenway Park witnessed a scene that was unimaginable just
a few years earlier. With the Green Monster looming in the
background [speaking of the large, green wall in left field
in Fenway], the cast of television’s Queer Eye for the Straight
Guy threw out the first pitch before a World Champion
Red Sox game. In honor of Gay Pride Week, the Queer Eye
cast had been invited to Fenway to promote their show’s
season premier, which featured the Fab Five giving style
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make-overs to a few Boston Red Sox stars.’

And the cast received a very warm reception from the crowd.
According to the Boston Globe,

The arrival of the “Queer Eye” crew, down one because of
a scheduling conflict, was a milestone of sorts for Fenway,
where one season ticket holder remarked that 15 years ago
it would have been unthinkable for a gay man to run out to
the mound in a pink shirt to throw out the opening pitch.

And while the appearance of the “Fab Five” had
sparked criticism from some commentators and fans, for
many yesterday the occasion was just another example of
a changing culture, in which Ellen DeGeneres and the
characters from “Will & Grace” are household names, gay
people can marry in Massachusetts, and “Take Me Out,”a
play about a homosexual baseball player, is a Tony winner.

“The Red Sox embraced it,” said Kevin Herschen, 26,
who came to the game from Rhode Island with his father,
Paul. “I don’t mind.”®

Just six months later, “Americans flocked to movie theaters throughout
the United States to see Brokeback Mountain, a major motion picture about a
love affair between two ranch hands in Wyoming,” — and a motion picture
with explicit, homosexual love scenes at that (resulting in the desensitizing of
countless thousands of viewers). Three years later, gay-themed movies hardly
raise an eyebrow.

Who, after all, protested the release of Breakfast with Scof? This was a
2008 comedy which told the story of two gay men, Eric and Sam, who had
been in a committed relationship for four years when they have to take in
an eleven-year-old boy, who turns out to be more openly gay than they are.?
And how many concerned conservatives even took notice of the July, 2010
release of The Kids Are Alright, which tells the story of two lesbian women
who are “comfortably raising their two teenage children” when these children
decide to “track down the anonymous sperm donor partly responsible for
their existence.” (For the scathing, anti-conservative, comments of actor
Mark Ruffalo, the “donor dad”in the story, see below.)

'The review in USA Today didn’t mention that the subject matter was
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controversial in the least, giving it three-and-a-half stars out of four, saying
that the movie “approaches perfection,” and calling it “probing, poignant and,
above all, highly entertaining.”’® And certainly, there was not a hint in the
review of the trauma that many kids go through because they do not know
who their (donor) father is.™* In this climate, it is no surprise that in July,
2010, it was announced that, “After a meeting with gay and lesbian activists
... NBC’s “Today’ show said it is changing the rules for its annual wedding
contest to allow same-sex couples to apply for a ceremony conducted on
morning TV.”1?

Yes, things have changed dramatically in the media’s presentation of
queer, to the point that a PR firm for a gay activist organization could hardly
have scripted things any better.”® In fact, such organizations are hardly needed
to manipulate the media anymore, since Hollywood today is not just gay
friendly but downright gay activist.

GAY ACTIVISM AND HOLLYWOOD:
LIKE A HAND IN A GLOVE

Is bisexuality the desired emphasis of the hour? No problem! Motion
pictures and T'V have had that covered for some time now. Yes, bisexuality is
cool, giving you the best of both worlds.

Is it time to bash the claim that homosexuals can change? Consider it
done! Plenty of shows have trashed “ex-gays,” and in the most stereotyped,
exaggerated terms possible.

Is the latest fad transgender (“the T word”)? No problem there either!
Both the movies and TV shows are hitting that from every angle, to the
point that the media is now normalizing conditions that even the pro-gay
psychiatric industry has yet to accept.

Is there a need for gay-slanted talk shows and news programs? Already
taken care of! From out and proud lesbians like Ellen and Rosie and Suze
Orman and Rachel Maddox to men like Anderson Cooper (who, if not gay,
is totally gay-slanted in his perspectives),™* there seems to be no shortage of
popular gay and lesbian hosts to set the tone for deciding what topics are
newsworthy and then covering them from a decidedly one-sided, gay activist
perspective.

But this is just the tip of the iceberg. How about the shows celebrating
the supposedly risk-free wonders of sex change surgery, or the programs
presenting the poignant, tear-jerking stories of gay adoption, or the series
glorifying the sensual seductions of lesbian love?®® TV is feasting on this,
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promoting it all with vigor and passion — and for the most part, in the most
biased, one-sided ways imaginable.

To repeat Prof. Eisenbach’s observation, “More than any other medium,
TV [has] the power to shape and manipulate the conscious and subconscious
prejudices of the American public,” and those conscious and subconscious
prejudices have certainly been altered. It’s an open secret!

This was expressed clearly on a December 16, 2007 episode of Sixzy
Minutes dealing with the military’s “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell” policy regarding
homosexuals. According to Army Sgt. Darren Manzella, he “disclosed
his sexuality to his superiors, even offering graphic proof, and was neither
discharged nor reprimanded,”® despite the military’s long-standing policy
prohibiting open homosexuality and despite the fact that he showed his
superiors videos of him making out with his male lover. He was simply told
he was not gay and sent back to work as a medic.

In the Sixty Minutes report, interviewer Lesley Stahl “spoke with several
gay former military members who say they were also out openly in their units,
known to be gay by as many as a hundred other service members,” none of
whom were put off by their homosexuality.”” Why this enlightened attitude
towards gays in the military? Former Marine Corps avionics technician
Brian Fricke explained: “They don't care ... .these are our peers ... the “‘Will
and Grace’ generation. They grew up with it in the media ... .They see gay
people as people ... Americans. They don't see gay people as people with a
disability. .. .”®

Yes, this is “the Will and Grace generation” who “grew up with it in the
media,” the generation of Queer Eye for the Straight Guy, the generation
of shamelessly sexual shows like Queer as Folk and The L[esbian] Word, the
generation of A4 Shot at Love with [Bisexual] Tila Tequila, the generation of
Gay, Straight, or Taken — and so much more. The generation in which, it seems
that every season of American Idol, Saturday Night Live, Survivor, Amazing
Race, or Dancing With the Stars features openly gay participants.

Listen to Leslie Jordan, the openly gay actor who starred on Wi/l and
Grace, speaking at the Carolina’s Banquet of the Human Rights Campaign
in Charlotte on February 24, 2006. He stated his belief that there were “two
ways that combat homophobia. One is through humor ... and the other is to
put a face on it. And I think that America welcomed the characters from Wi/l
and Grace . . . into their homes. We laughed, we loved, progress was made.”
And so, our opinions were shaped and our sensitivities dulled without us even
realizing.
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To be sure, some positive progress has been made through the media’s
portrayal of gays and lesbians. It is good that gays are no longer caricatured
as “effeminate fops and insane deviants.” Instead, they are primarily viewed
simply as fellow-Americans and fellow-human beings. But it is not good that
homosexual behavior is presented as just another alternative to heterosexual
behavior, that bisexuality is celebrated, that transgenderism is normalized,
that sex-change surgery is presented as the thing to do, that ex-gays are
ridiculed and their very existence denied.

IS YOUR TV SCREEN TURNING PINK?

And let’s not underestimate how pervasive the gay influence is on
TV, from gay themes to gay characters — especially when you consider that
roughly 3% of the population claims to be gay or lesbian' in contrast with
more than 35% of the population that claims to be evangelical Christian,*
to give just one example. As Robert Knight observed on October 8, 2008, “If
you’re noticing your TV screen turning pink, it’s not just your imagination.”

Just how pink has TV become?

The new broadcast TV season includes 22 series featuring
a total of 35 openly gay characters, according to the Gay
and Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation (GLAAD).
GLAAD, which rides herd over all Hollywood scripts
dealing with homosexuality, says the number of series
with homosexual characters is a record. These series are on
ABC, NBC, CBS, Fox and the CW networks. The total
figure does not include shows on cable, like 7he L Word on
Showtime, or MTV’s all-gay LOGO network.?!

A very limited sampling of prominent shows on the different networks
regularly featuring overtly gay characters and/or themes includes:

o ABC: Greys Anatomy; Desperate Housewives; Ugly
Betty, Brothers and Sisters

e NBC: Law & Order: SVU; ER; The Office

o CBS: Survivor China; Two and a Half Men

o Fox: House; American Dad, The Simpsons, Bones

o FX: Nip/Tuck; The Shield, Rescue Me

o 'The CW: Girifriends

159



A QUEER THING HAPPENED TO AMERICA

o TBS: Friends; Sex and the City

o  MTV: The Real World, Road Rules; Next

o Bravo: Workout; Project Runway; Queer Eye for the
Straight Guy

e Lifetime (Television for Women): Gay, Straight, or
Token

o HBO: Oz; The Wire; Six Feet Under

e Showtime: Queer as Folk; The L Word.

(Note that I have notlisted soap operas here or mentioned any of the shows
that air on gay channels, like MTV’s Logo Network, nor have I mentioned
gay-themed movies, for which see below.) 2 And, with approximately 3% of
America’s population identifying as gay or lesbian,® what should we make of

the fact that, according to a July 25, 2009 story,

In its third annual Network Responsibility Index, the
Gay & Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation found that
of HBO’s 14 original prime-time series, 10 included
content reflecting the lives of homosexual, bisexual,
and transgender people. That totaled 42 percent of the
network’s programming hours, in series such as True Blood,
Entourage and The No. 1 Ladies’ Detective Agency. By
contrast, on NBC and CBS only 8 percent and 5 percent,

respectively, of prime-time hours included them, the report
said.**

How enlightening! HBO’s gay-themed, original programming
represented “42 percent of the network’s programming hours” — more than
ten times the amount of gays and lesbians in America. And no program,
it seems, is off limits: In October, 2010, GLAAD called on the children’s
puppet show, Sesame Street, to begin to depict families headed up by same-sex
couples.”

GLAAD also has a special web feature called TV GAYED. GLAAD’s
Weekly Guide to What’s LGBT on TV.? Here are some of the listings for
the first week of January, 2009:
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Thursday, January 1

> 8:00 PM World Magic Awards, MyNetwork TV (2 hrs)
NEW

Believe it or not, Neil Patrick Harris [an openly gay actor]
is a huge fan of magic, so it’s only fitting he’s hosting this
annual awards show, honoring the best illusionists working

today.

> 9:00 PM Grey’s Anatomy, ABC (1 hr) REPEAT
“You are glasses.” Relive the magic of Erica coming out in
this very special episode.

> 10:00 PM The Office, NBC (1 hr) REPEAT
Coming out scenes not your bag? How about the traumatic
Season Four finale, in which Toby quits his job at Dunder

MifHlin, leaving the rest of the employees to haze the new
HR rep, Holly.

Sunday, January 4

> 8:00 PM Extreme Makeover: Home Edition, ABC
(1 hr) NEW

Gay designer Eduardo Xol helps the crew make a family’s

dreams come true.

> 9:00 PM Desperate Housewives, ABC (1 hr, 1 min)
NEW

Andrew [a gay character on the show] introduces his mom
to his future mother-in-law. Something tells me this ain't
gonna be pretty.

> 10:01 PM Brothers & Sisters, ABC (59 min) NEW
Love is in the air! Saul finally introduces his secret
boyfriend to the family. Turns out Roger Grant (guest star
Nigel Havers) was actually Saul’s high school crush!

Monday, January 5
> 8:00 PM Geossip Girl, The CW (1 hr) NEW

Jenny returns to school, but immediately does her best to
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usurp Blair’s place as Queen Bee by adopting a bevy of
mean girls. Nice try, Little J, but we know B. will never let
that happen.

Tuesday, January 6
> 8:00 PM House, Fox (1 hr) REPEAT
Bisexual doctor Thirteen regularly endures the wrath of

House.

> 9:00 PM Food Detectives, Food Network (30 min) NEW
Queer Eye’s Ted Allen hosts a series looking at common
food myths.

> 9:00 PM Privileged, The CW (1 hr) REPEAT
A live-in tutor deals with two spoiled twin sisters in Palm

Beach. Their personal chef, Marco, is gay.

> 10:00 PM A Double Shot at Love, MTV (1 hr) NEW
Bisexual identical twins Rikki and Vikki continue to test
the endurance of a group of straight guys and lesbian girls
participating in ridiculous challenges to win their hearts.
Seriously, people, this show is golden.

Wednesday, January 7
> 8:00 PM Bones, Fox (1 hr) REPEAT

Angela is a bisexual lab worker in this forensics drama.

>10:00 PM The Real World: Brooklyn, MTV (1 hr)
SEASON PREMIERE

The 21st season (!) brings a record three LGBT housemates!
JD is gay, Sarah is bi and Katelynn is Zbe Real World's first

transgender cast member. Tune in to watch history unfold!

History is indeed unfolding before our eyes.

Of course, all this makes for a greatly exaggerated picture, very different
from the social realities experienced by most Americans. But whoever said
that TV was trying to be balanced?? As gay writer David Ehrenstein boasted
in the Los Angeles Magazine back in 1996, “There are openly gay writers on
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almost every major prime-time situation comedy you can think of ... In short,

when it comes to sitcoms, gays rule.”?

TV: BRINGING GAY ACTIVISM INTO EVERY HOME

So it’s not just the gay presence on TV, it’s the gay message that’s getting
out on the airways loud and clear. Consider these prominent examples,
beginning with some favorite, long-playing shows.

'The “Bad Blood” episode of Law & Order SVU followed the standard

gay lines to a tee:

o It is stated as a known fact that, “One in ten men is
gay”

e Itis stated as a known fact that homosexuals are wired
that way

e Homosexuality is referred to as a “natural sexual
orientation,” and certainly not something that anyone
would willfully choose, given the abuse attached to
being gay

e 'The idea that homosexuality can be cured or changed
is ridiculed

e 'The prominent moral leader who preaches against
homosexuality is labeled a “conservative bigot” and is
portrayed as a hypocrite

e His “camp” for reparative therapy is derogatorily
referred to as “Camp Wild Bunch”

o We are told that reparative therapy features practices
such as electro-shock therapy to the groin

o Itisalleged that the right hand man of the conservative
leader is gay himself, but he denies it, of course

e In the end, we learn that the leader’s son, whose
murder was being investigated, was gay.’

Yes, a PR firm for a gay activist organization could not have scripted
it any better. But this was hardly an isolated incident. Consider the Law &
Order SVU episode called “Abomination.” According to the official website

description:

Don’t Ask Don't Tell ... Ever...
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When the homosexual poster-boy for a sexual re-
education group is found murdered in his bed, Detectives
Benson and Stabler suspect an outspoken Midwestern
Reverend who was in the process of flooding the victim
with hate mail and death threats, to be their killer. However,
when the activist’s alibi checks out, the detectives turn their
investigation towards a paper the victim was working on
regarding the failure of sexual re-education groups and a
professor who personally objects to the thesis, making him
a prime suspect for the murder.*

This is classic!

e 'The murder victim, a former homosexual was, in reality,
not a former homosexual, since no one can change
their sexual orientation

e His return to homosexuality, after being hailed as
the poster boy for sexual change, is an indictment of
all sexual reorientation groups and ministries (not to
mention an indictment of all poster boys for these
groups and ministries)

o 'The Christian leader who opposes homosexuality is a
hate-filled religious bigot

e A professor who endorses reparative therapy becomes
the prime murder suspect.

Talk about a stereotyped story! To say it once more: A PR firm for a
gay activist organization could not have scripted it any better. In fact, the
“Abomination” episode was so extreme that it drew a response from Exodus
International, the world’s largest network of Christian ministries helping
those with unwanted same-sex attractions:

Law & Order SVU did a disservice to those of us seeking
freedom from a life defined by homosexuality; those
pursuing sexual reorientation. We are not simpleton
homophobes who can only marry other “ex-gay or ex-
lesbian” people. This show also did harm to well respected,
educated reparative therapists by portraying them as
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bigoted, murderous and void of any conclusive research data
and results. There are tens of thousands of well adjusted
former homosexuals and thousands of credible reparative
therapists.™

Not according to TV and Hollywood!

'The popular series Boston Legal also ridiculed the notion that change is
possible, but in the “Selling Sickness” episode, the ante is upped, since it is
attorney Alan Shore (played by James Spader) who claims in an impassioned
closing statement that gays can’t change, that it is only religious, hypocritical,
money-hungry bigots who perpetuate the “ex-gay” lie, and that all gays are
simply born that way. Shades of Law & Order! Shades of the GLBT lobby!
Shades of virtually every anti-ex-gay organization and website!

Here is a transcript of some of the closing moments of the show, as Judge

Judy Weldon asks Alan Shore what he is doing:

Alan Shore: Climbing on my soapbox, Judge. I do it once
a week.

Judge Gloria Weldon: Get off that thing now, Mr. Shore!
Alan Shore: You sure? This is vintage soapbox stuff. You've
got God, money [steps off soapbox], politics, homosexuality.

Shore then proceeds to describe a number of different illnesses that have
recently been diagnosed, including restless leg syndrome, attention deficit
disorder, social anxiety disorder, and irritable bowel syndrome, noting that,
“You people have all kinds of ailments you don’t know about. Luckily, we've
got drugs for every one of them.”When Judge Weldon asks what he is talking
about, he gets to his point:

Alan Shore: Same-sex Attraction Disorder. And what
troubles me is why the folks in Big Pharmaceutical haven't
invented a pill for this disease. Clearly, they’re in the
business of selling sickness. If there was a profit to be made,
they would make it. And with an estimated gay population
of over 10 million in the U.S. alone, there’s certainly a big
enough market. Could it be that they can’t cure it?

Well, not to worry. If Big Pharmaceutical can’t do it,
maybe Big Religion can. And they are. They’re the ones
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who coined the term, “Same-Sex Attraction Disorder.”
It’s a very good name. Very important, a good name. It’s a
crucial first step in disqualifying homosexuals as a segment
of the population and categorizing them as a disease.
Makes homosexuals seem less like people and more like
the flu. And with terrible, awful symptoms [makes a face]
but curable, and therefore less concerning when it comes to
things like an individual’s rights: freedom, privacy, marriage.

Big Religion is very concerned with marriage. Big Religion
is the one filling the pockets of Congress. It actually got
them to propose a Constitutional ban on gay marriage.
Think about that. A governmentally imposed, systematic
prejudice against a class based on their sexual orientation.

Never mind that one of the most trusted evangelical
advisors to the President was himself having a homosexual
affair on the side [Ted Haggard!]. Never mind that one
of our Congressmen was writing naughty e-mails to his
teenage male pages [Mark Foley!]. Isn't it just a disease?
And I thought it was curable. That’s what they told me
down at the church.

At this point Shore skeptically casts doubt and begins to

sympathy:
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Well, you can legislate against it. You can give it a clever
name and treat people for it. You can shut your eyes, have
sex with your wife, and pretend it all feels right. You can
join the church and swear to be celibate. You can drive
around on a Saturday night with a baseball bat and try to
beat it out of some poor soul you happen to meet. You can
even come to this courtroom and testify as to your new leaf
and how well it’s all working. What a miracle! My only
response is: Give it time. We'll see.

Meanwhile, this company took $40,000 from my

client, promising to cure him of his gayness. Only in

But Shore is just getting started. Now he focuses in on his target:

call for



HOLLYWOOD'S CELEBRATION OF QUEER

America! Only in a country that overtly and notoriously
celebrates its prejudice against a class of people by proposing
Constitutional amendments. God bless us all! Home of the
brave! Shame on you. Couldn’t you have at least offered a
money-back guarantee, and thrown in a blender?*

Talk about getting the message out!

I said earlier that a gay activist PR firm couldnt have scripted things
any better, but that statement appears almost redundant at this point. Who
needs a PR firm when you not only have openly gay, gay activist, and or pro-
gay writers, but you have scripts being reviewed by a gay anti-defamation
organization? As Robert Knight pointed out,

the Gay and Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation now
routinely vets all TV scripts dealing with homosexuality to
make sure that the public sees only what the activists want.
That means, among other things, no programs showing ‘ex-
gays, people who have overcome homosexual temptations,

unless it is to mock them.”*

Do you need any further proof?

NO MISTAKING THIS MESSAGE

This one speech on Boston Legal contains: 1) the systematic mockery
of religious faith (“Big Religion” categorizes gays “as a disease,” making
“homosexuals seem less like people and more like the flu”; it fills the pockets
of Congress, trying to influence legislators to pass a Constitutional ban on
gay marriage, which is defined as, “A governmentally imposed, systematic
prejudice against a class based on their sexual orientation”; and Big Religion
is hopelessly hypocritical, as demonstrated by the failures of Ted Haggard,
who is all but mentioned by name); and 2) the vilification of organizations
that help people deal with unwanted same-sex attractions (they are greedy —
to the tune of charging Shore’s client $40,000 — and they do not work). What
more can be said than, “Shame on you”?

Actually, Boston Legal did have more to say, and the last episode of the
five-year series (aired December 8,2008) had a surprise ending that featured
— are you ready? — the same-sex “marriage” of William Shatner (who played
attorney Denny Crane) and James Spader (Alan Shore). That’s right, the
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“marriage” of two men who weren't even portrayed as gay.

To be sure, major network T'V has had its share of same-sex “marriages.”
According to an MSN.com report which claimed that 2008 was “The
Gayest Year Ever” in pop culture,* “GLAAD has compiled a list of same-
sex marriages on broadcast television, including ‘Roc’ (1991), ‘Northern
Exposure’ (1994), ‘Roseanne’ (1995), ‘Friends’ (1996), ‘Felicity’ (2000), ‘Will
& Grace’ (2001), “Whoopi’ (2004) and “The Simpsons’ (2005).”% Yes, two
same-sex cartoon characters even got “married” on TV.%

In 2008, the show Brothers & Sisters featured the “marriage” of two men,
the significance of which was not missed by MSN.com:

The May 11 wedding of characters Kevin Walker (Matthew
Rhys) and Scotty Wandell (Luke Macfarlane) was a first --
two series regulars on prime-time, broadcast TV, getting
married, without one of them secretly a woman, or a man
pretending to be a woman, or maybe falling oft a cliff
during the vows.%

MSN.com also reported that in 2008, Wanda Sykes got “Same-Sex
Married on “The New Adventures of Old Christine,’and in Real Life,” noting
that, “The first high-profile black American woman to announce her gayness
made worldwide headlines.”® The Boston Legal episode, however, added
one more element to the mix, since it portrayed the same-sex “marriage” of
opposite-sex-attracted men!

According to Mandi Bierly, writing on EW.com,

Five years from now, when you're asked the trivia question,
“What was the final line spoken on Boston Legal?,” smile
when you answer that it was Denny Crane (William
Shatner) saying “It’s our wedding night” to Alan Shore
(James Spader) as they slowdanced on the balcony of the
Chinese-acquired Chang Poole & Schmidt. I know I will.

‘That was the most satisfying series finale I've seen in years.®

Perhaps a more apt description than “satisfying” would be “bizarro,”
to quote gay reporter Greg Hernandez?* Or perhaps “beyond queer”? Or
maybe just “beyond belief”?

Are you already feeling a little disoriented as you begin to recognize how
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quickly, dramatically, and comprehensively things have changed in American
media and television? Well brace yourself: The worst is still to come. And
before we leave Boston Legal, allow me to mention the episode that attacked
“Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell” in the military? As advertised on a legal site for gay
servicemen, “Emmy-Winning Series Boston Legal Tackles “Don’t Ask,
Don’t Tell” Tonight on ABC.”*! Quite fittingly, the episode was entitled “Do
Tell.” Boston Legal was certainly not hiding its agenda.

In keeping with this is the consistent, unrelenting assault by the media
on “ex-gay” ministries and organizations. As summarized in the article, “The
Ignored and Discounted”

... when former homosexuals are depicted on the networks,
they are typically unhappy or anxious to return to their
former lives. On NBC’s “Law and Order: SVU,” an ex-gay
man returns to his former lifestyles but murders another
gay man to hide his backslide. On NBC’s “Will & Grace,”a
meeting of former homosexuals ends with everyone present
running off with a same-sex member of the group.*

'This is hardly coincidental.*®

PROMOTING GAY ACTIVISM MAKES GLAAD GLAD

There is something to the fact that scripts are vetted by The Gay &
Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation (GLAAD), given their website
statement that GLAAD “is dedicated to promoting and ensuring fair,
accurate and inclusive representation of people and events in the media as
a means of eliminating homophobia and discrimination based on gender
identity and sexual orientation.”** It appears that what is “fair” and “accurate”
is actually in the eyes of the beholder, while “inclusive,” in keeping with its
new meaning, actively exc/udes all ideology and viewpoints that differ with gay
activist goals. (See above, Chapter One, and below, Chapter Nine.) The same
pro-gay, anti-ex-gay bias pervades the talk shows too, from Montel Williams
to ABC’s 20/20 to Good Morning America and beyond.*

Think back to Michael Medved’s words cited at the beginning of this
chapter: “A Martian gathering evidence about American society, simply by
monitoring our television, would certainly assume that there were more gay
people in America than there are evangelical Christians.” We could easily
take this one step further. The Martian would also conclude that gay people
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were, with rare or no exception, incredibly nice, family-oriented, creative, and
considerate, while evangelical Christians were all mean-spirited, judgmental,
dull, greedy, and hypocritical. How interesting! (Do you remember the gay
activist strategy, cited in Chapter One, to “1. Talk about gays and gayness
as loudly and often as possible. 2. Portray gays as victims, not aggressive
challengers. . . . 4. Make gays look good. 5. Make the victimizers look bad.”
Well, there you have it!)*

Writing for the Culture and Media Institute on April 25,2007, Colleen
Raezler focused on Good Morning America’s biased reporting in her article,
“ABC Attacks Reparative Therapy for Homosexuals: Diane Sawyer delivers
hit piece based on the story of one disappointed lesbian.” She noted:

Diane Sawyer spent nearly seven minutes of Good Morning
America’s April 23 broadcast attacking religious-based
reparative therapy for people struggling with homosexual
desires.

Sawyer devoted most of the segment to an interview
with Christine Bakke, a 35-year-old lesbian who tried
reparative therapy and now claims it doesnt work.
According to Sawyer, “Growing up, Christine Bakke
struggled to make sense of what she says were homosexual
impulses confused by a sheltered Christian perspective.”

Sawyer lobbed slanted softballs to Bakke, such as,
“What would you say to that girl now, about the whole
notion, curing, this is in quotes, curing homosexuality, what
would you say to her?” Later in the interview she repeated
her verbal scare quotes, saying “the so-called, this is quotes
again, ‘cures.”

Sawyer employed a mocking tone, attempting to paint
reparative therapy as ridiculous, when she asked Bakke
whether “somebody gathered around you and they prayed

that youd be a girl, youd like accessories.”

How about the other side of the story? Was Good Morning America
eager to hear from those who say they 4id change? Was there an attempt by
Diane Sawyer to be balanced in her reporting? Are you kidding me? Raezler

continued:

170



HOLLYWOOD'S CELEBRATION OF QUEER

In contrast, Sawyer permitted Alan Chambers, president
of Exodus International, an umbrella group for more than
85 ex-gay ministries in the United States and 125 globally,
to appear for a total of 4 seconds, saying, “It’s not an easy
process, but people can choose not to be a homosexual.”
Sawyer never asked Chambers, an ex-gay who is now
married with children, to explain what is involved in
reparative therapy or to relate any of the many accounts of
people who have overcome homosexual temptation.
Sawyer provided no statistics about the success and
failure rates of ex-gay ministries. Instead, she relied on
what she called “informal, unscientific research” performed
by Bakke as evidence of the programs’ ineffectiveness.
Ironically, given the lack of factual evidence presented,
Sawyer ended the segment by saying, “even as the programs
are increasing, a reality check from a woman who came

forward.”®

'Thank you, Good Morning America, for this “reality check”— but certainly
not in the sense intended by Sawyer. Yet what else can you say when a show
devotes roughly 420 seconds (seven minutes) to one side of a story and only
four seconds to the other side? The bias is literally stacked 100 to one — and
most viewers probably didn't even recognize it.

Even this, however, is not enough for GLAAD. As a New Year’s
Resolution for 2011, GLAAD called on its supporters to mount a petition
drive against CNN (which is already unashamedly gay-slanted in its
reporting), urging CNN no longer to allow any counterpoint discussion from
“the anti-gay industry.” In short, “There is only one side to these issues: Our
side! All opposing views must be censored.”

According to the petition

... the media needs to do a little housecleaning. Namely,
it’s time for outlets to finally drop several hundred pounds
of unhealthy weight, which they’ve been carrying around for
years, in the form of anti-gay activists.

... 'The media is elevating their hurtful messages and
attitudes [meaning, the messages and attitudes of those
who do not embrace gay activism] to the level of rational
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discourse. . . .

CNN and the rest of the media are doing nothing but
exposing their viewers to dangerous anti-gay rhetoric when
they invite members of these anti-gay groups onto their
programming. Starting in 2011, this needs to stop.*’

In truth, it appears that GLAAD doesn't stand for the Gay and Lesbian
Alliance Against Defamation. It stands for the Gay and Lesbian Alliance
Against Disagreement. Networks, beware! The gay censor is near.

THE METEORIC SUCCESS OF THE GAY
PROPAGANDA CAMPAIGN

It was barely twenty years ago that gay strategists Kirk and Madsen
called for the “conversion of the average American’s emotions, mind, and will,
through a planned psychological attack, in the form of propaganda fed to the
nation via the media” (see above, Chapter Two). The propaganda campaign
has succeeded with flying colors. A reality check is just what we need.

In December, 2003, Bill Bennett wrote:

If the “coming out” of Ellen [DeGeneres] was a first for
prime-time television [April, 1997], things have since
moved very fast. A scant three and a half years later, in
December 2000, the cable network Showtime began airing
a new drama series, Queer as Folk,based on a popular British
miniseries and featuring the lives of five young homosexual
men and a lesbian couple. Described as an “edgy” and
“groundbreaking” new program, Queer as Folk lived up to
its advance billing. Here is a scene from its opening episode
as described by Barbara Phillips in the Wail Street Journal:

They all know that Brian is a heartbreaker, and
when a sexually inexperienced, blond, and handsome
seventeen-year-old, Justin, turns up in the opening
minutes of the series, it is Brian who takes the fresh-
faced preppie home to his brick-and-steel loft and
introduces him to anal and oral sex. (He attempts
to introduce him to drugs, too, but is rebuffed.)
After their encounter, Justin thinks he’s in love. But
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Brian has trouble even remembering the boy’s name.
Heck, Brian is so wasted on illicit substances he can’t
remember that he just became a father [via a lesbian
who had been inseminated with his sperm.]
According to Caryn James of The New York Times,
the purpose of Queer as Folk was to “reverse society’s
heterosexual assumptions.” And in that respect, testified
Tom Shales, The Washington Pos's media critic, it got off to

a “triumphantly provocative start.”

And so the message on TV goes beyond bashing the notion that
homosexuals can change (or, at least, choose to steward their sexuality in a
manner that comports with their ethical and moral convictions). It sends
out a positive message as well, accurately described as the “conversion of the
average American’s emotions, mind, and will . .. through the media,” thereby
reversing “society’s heterosexual assumptions.” Thus:

o  Queer Eye for the Straight Guy tells us that queer is
no longer strange, weird, or undesirable; queer is now
hipster (see Chapter Nine, below, and remember, we’re
talking about the transforming of the word gueer)

o Queer as Folk and The “L” Word tells us that gays and
lesbians are virtually everywhere, almost a hidden
majority

*  Guy, Straight, or Tuken conveys the notion to a woman
that there is an equal chance that the dream guy she’s
about to meet is either gay, straight, or already taken

o  MTV’s Next tells young people that all varieties of
dating are perfectly fine, be they straight, bisexual,
or gay, completely normalizing homosexuality in the
process

o MTV’s 4 Double Shot of Love, which tells the story of
bisexual, bachelorette twins, lets young people know
that every kind of sexual mix is not just acceptable, it’s
desirable and it’s hot

o Will and Grace puts a normal, likable face on the gay
and lesbian who lives next door

e Shows like VH1’s Women Seeking Women: A Bicurious
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Journey, encourage married women to experiment
with sex with other women — with their husbands’
encouragement and consent

e No sooner does “transgender” become a major focus
of gay activism than the networks begin broadcasting
emotionally touching stories about transgender
children and teens, people who have been, quite
tragically, “born in the wrong body”

e Documentaries on Discovery Health tell us that
mutilating sex-change surgery is the blissful path to
personal liberation and happiness

e Another documentary celebrates the joy of a cute gay
couple who find a surrogate lesbian woman willing to

help them “create” a baby

And make no mistake about it. These shows are having an impact on
their viewers.”! As explained by gay writer John Cloud in his cover-story
article on gay teens for Time Magazine, “Because he routinely sees young gays
on MTV or even at school, a 14-year-old may now feel comfortable telling
friends that he likes other boys, but that doesn’t mean he is ready to enfold
himself in a gay identity.”?

So, MTV is helping “out” kids in school, despite the fact that they are
not necessarily ready for all that “coming out” entails.>® (Let’s not forget that
MTV’s viewing audience is primarily 12 to 34-years-old, with roughly 40%
being under 18. According to a very sobering 2001 report, “MTV is watched
by 73% of boys and 78% of girls in the 12 to 19 years of age group. Boys
watch for an average of 6.6 hours per week and girls watch for an average of
6.2 hours per week.”)**
Cloud continues:

Gay kids can now watch fictional and real teens who are
out on shows like Desperate Housewives, the dating show
Next on MTV and Degrassi (a high school drama on the
N network whose wild popularity among adolescents is
assured by the fact that few adults watch). Publishers like
Arthur A. Levine Books (of Harry Potter fame) and the
children’s division of Simon & Schuster have released
something like a dozen novels about gay adolescents in
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the past two years....Gay kids can now subscribe to the
10-month-old glossy YGA Magazine (YGA stands for
‘young, gay America’) and meet thousands of other little
gays via young gay america. com (sic) or outproud.org.®

Is this news to you? Had you heard of the N network
before? Were you aware of the gay adolescent-themed
books put out by major publishers? Did you know about
the YGA Magazine or the gay youth websites?>® Maybe this
is new information to you, but it may not be so new to your

kids. And how far do some of these TV shows go?

The VH1 website offers this provocative description of Women Seeking
Women: A Bicurious Journey:

From the Madonna / Britney kiss to same-sex sizzle on
the OC [referring to the 2003-2007 TV series 7h¢ O.C.],*"
there’s no denying that women exploring bi-sexuality has
become a pop culture phenomenon. But what’s surprising
is that the trend is also playing out on main street USA.

In a 2005 government survey of American sexual
practices, 14 percent of the women surveyed aged 18 to 29
reported at least one homosexual experience -- more than
twice the proportion for young men. It reflected a marked
increase in female “bi-curiosity” compared to a similar
survey conducted in the early 90s.

In spring, 2006, VH1 News accompanied four women
(along with their husbands) to the Hedonism resort in
Jamaica. While there, they made a bold step in transforming
their bi-curious fantasies into bi-sexual reality.

The one-hour cinema vérité-style documentary follows
the story of Tammy, a 37-year-old dedicated wife and mom
from rural Necedah, Wisconsin -- population 888. Tammy
has always fantasized about women, but she never acted
on her urge. Now she and husband Mike are traveling
to Hedonism, where she plans to have her first same-sex
encounter with another vacationer in the group. Will it
spice up her 15-year marriage, or lead to its downfall?

Women Seeking Women: A Bi-Curious Journey
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explores a sexual trend that’s captivated, not only saucy
celebs, but soccer moms as well.>®

Is it just me, or is there something devastatingly incongruous about
putting the words “dedicated wife and mom” in the same sentence that says
she will “now act on her urge to have sex with another woman”?

Yes, this was all captured on a reality TV show, but what else should we
expect, since this trend has now “captivated, not only saucy celebs, but soccer
moms as well.”

I wonder how Tammy’s kids enjoyed watching their mom have a
sexual encounter with another woman (a stranger at that), with their dad’s
explicit encouragement. Come to think of it, I wonder how they felt about
(potentially) millions of people watching it?

There was a day not too long ago when someone stating that perversity
like this would have been aired on a major, cable TV network would have
been deemed out of his or her mind. Today, we're told it’s just another slice of
“mainstream USA.”

BACK IN THE DAY: WHEN HOLLYWOOD HAD A
STRONG MORAL CODE

There was a day when Hollywood operated under a strict code of ethics,
called the Production Code (or, Hays Code), summarized in three major
principles:

1. No picture shall be produced that will lower the moral
standards of those who see it. Hence the sympathy of
the audience should never be thrown to the side of
crime, wrongdoing, evil or sin.

2. Correct standards of life, subject only to the
requirements of drama and entertainment, shall be
presented.

3. Law, natural or human, shall not be ridiculed, nor shall
sympathy be created for its violation.

This code was pretty much in force from the mid-1930’s until the late

1960’s. 'm not making this up. As noted by Yale history professor George
Chauncey (writing in 2004),
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Fifty years ago, there was no Wi/l & Grace or Ellen,no Queer
Eye for the Straight Guy, no Philadelphia or The Hours, no
annual Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender (LGBT)
film festival. In fact, Hollywood films were prohibited from
including lesbian or gay characters, discussing gay themes,
or even inferring the existence of homosexuality.”

Now, look again at the first principle of the Hays Code (read it out loud
for good measure) and ask yourself if most movies today (really, for several
decades now) don't have the exact opposite effect and/or goals. (Maybe youd
like to read it once more so it can sink in? I was so stunned the first time I saw
that I had to re-read it a few times to take in what I was reading.)

'Then look at the “Particular Applications” of the three guiding principles:

e [N]akedness and suggestive dances were prohibited.

o 'The ridicule of religion was forbidden, and ministers of
religion were not to be represented as comic characters
or villains.

o ‘The depiction of illegal drug use was forbidden, as well
as the use of liquor, “when not required by the plot or
for proper characterization.”

o Methods of crime (e.g. safe-cracking, arson, smuggling)
were not to be explicitly presented.

e References to alleged sex perversion (such as
homosexuality) and venereal disease were forbidden, as
were depictions of childbirth.

e Thelanguage section banned various words and phrases
that were considered to be offensive.

e Murder scenes had to be filmed in a way that would
discourage imitations in real life, and brutal killings
could not be shown in detail. “Revenge in modern
times” was not to be justified.

e ‘The sanctity of marriage and the home had to be
upheld. “Pictures shall not imply that low forms of
sex relationship are the accepted or common thing.”
Adultery and illicit sex, although recognized as
sometimes necessary to the plot, could not be explicit
or justified and were not supposed to be presented as
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an attractive option.

e Portrayals of miscegenation [black-white romantic/
sexual relationships] were forbidden.

e “Scenes of Passion” were not to be introduced when
not essential to the plot. “Excessive and lustful kissing”
was to be avoided, along with any other treatment that
might “stimulate the lower and baser element.”

e ‘The flag of the United States was to be treated
respectfully, and the people and history of other nations
were to be presented “fairly.”

o The treatment of “Vulgarity,” defined as “low,
disgusting, unpleasant, though not necessarily evil,
subjects” must be “subject to the dictates of good taste.”
Capital punishment, “third-degree methods,” cruelty
to children and animals, prostitution and surgical
operations were to be handled with similar sensitivity.*

Aside from the prohibition against the “portrayals of miscegenation,”
these principles are morally commendable — contrast them with the
descriptions of the “Bicurious Women” documentary, or the “A Shot at Love”
show, above — but things have changed so dramatically that these principles
seem to come from some mythical world that never really existed — yet exist
it did. How on earth did we get from there to here? If these principles were
followed today, not one in 100 movies would see the light of day in their
current form.

To be sure, Hollywood’s glorifying of sex and violence and drugs and
crime is hardly limited to gay-themed movies and TV, and not everything
that comes out of Hollywood is morally corrupt. But in terms of conveying a
specific, socially-impacting message, queer Hollywood has excelled.

STOP DR. LAURA!

A few years ago, an anonymous author (later identified as J. Kent
Ashcraft)® penned a very clever letter to Dr. Laura, asking for her help in
sorting out some issues of biblical interpretation:

Dear Dr. Laura,
Thank you for doing so much to educate people
regarding God’s law. I have learned a great deal from you,
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and I try to share that knowledge with as many people as

I can. When someone tries to defend homosexuality, for

example, I will simply remind him or her that Leviticus

18:22 clearly states it to be an abomination. End of debate.

I do need some advice from you, however, regarding

some of the other laws in Leviticus and Exodus and how
to best follow them.

1.

When I burn a bull on the altar as a sacrifice, 1
know it creates a pleasing odor for the Lord
(Leviticus 1:9). The problem is my neighbors.
They claim the odor is not pleasing to them. How
should I deal with this?

I would like to sell my daughter into slavery, as
stated in Exodus 21:7. In this day and age, what
do you think would be a fair price for her?

I know that I am allowed no contact with a
woman while she is in her period of menstrual
uncleanliness (Leviticus 15:19-24). The problem
is, how can I tell? I have tried asking, but most
women take offense.

Leviticus 25:44 states that I may buy slaves from
the nations that are around us. A friend of mine
claims that this applies to Mexicans, but not
Canadians. Can you clarify?

I have a neighbor who insists on working on the
Sabbath. Exodus 35:2 clearly states he should be
put to death. Am I morally obligated to kill him
myself?

A friend of mine says that even though eating
shellfish is an abomination (Leviticus 10:10), it is
a lesser abomination than homosexuality. I don't
agree. Can you settle this?

Leviticus 20:20 states that I may not approach the
altar of God if I have a defect in my sight. I have
to admit that I wear reading glasses. Does my
vision have to be 20/20, or is there some wiggle
room here?

I know you have studied these things extensively, so I
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be sure, any serious student of the Scriptures could easily refute the facile,
misleading comparisons).** But however widely it was circulated, it achieved
much more fame when some of its content was repeated on TV’s award-
winning West Wing, with a “Dr. Laura” figure (named Dr. Jenna Jacobs)

A QUEER THING HAPPENED TO AMERICA

am confident you can help. Thank you again for reminding
us that God’s Word is eternal and unchanging.®

The letter was certainly well-conceived and humorous, and for those

appearing as well.®®

Here is a transcript from the show which aired October 18, 2000. The
dialogue began after Dr. Jacobs refused to stand when President Josiah Bartlet

(played by Martin Sheen) stood:
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President Bartlet: Forgive me Dr. Jacobs, are you an M.D.?

Jacobs: A Ph.D.

Bartlet: A Ph.D.?

Jacobs: Yes, sir.

Bartlet: Psychology?

Jacobs: No sir.

Bartlet: Theology?

Jacobs: No.

Bartlet: Social work?

Jacobs: No. I have a Ph.D. in English literature.

Bartlet: I'm asking ‘cause on your show, people call
in for advice, and you go by the name of “Dr.” Jacobs on
your show, and I didn’t know if maybe your listeners were
confused by that and assumed you had advanced training in
psychology, theology or health care.

Jacobs: I don't believe they are confused, no, sir.

Bartlet: Good. I like your show. I like how you call
homosexuality an abomination.

Jacobs: I don't say homosexuality is an abomination,
M. President, the Bible does.

Bartlet: Yes, it does, Leviticus.

Jacobs: 18.22

Bartlet: Chapter and verse.I wanted to ask you a couple
of questions while I had you here. I'm interested in selling
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my youngest daughter into slavery as sanctioned in Exodus
21:7. She’s a Georgetown sophomore, speaks fluent Italian,
always cleared the table when it was her turn. What would
a good price for her be?

While thinking about that, can I ask another? My chief
of staff, Leo McGarry, insists on working on the sabbath.
Exodus 35:2 clearly says he should be put to death. Am I
morally obligated to kill him myself, or is it OK to call the
police?

Here’s one that’s really important ‘cause we’ve got a lot
of sports fans in this town. Touching the skin of a dead pig
makes one unclean. Leviticus 11:7. If they promise to wear
gloves, can the Washington Redskins still play football?
Can Notre Dame? Can West Point?

Does the whole town have to be together to stone my
brother John for planting different crops side-by-side? Can
I burn my mother in a small family gathering for wearing
garments made from two different threads? Think about
those questions, would you?*®

What makes this mockery of a script all the more disturbing is that, at
the very same time this episode aired, gay activists were in the midst of a
full-scale attack intended to stop the new Dr. Laura TV show from airing,
an attack that began in March 2000 and reached its successful conclusion in
March 2001. As the StopDrLaura.com website boasted:

'The year-long campaign against Dr. Laura — coordinated
via this Web site and all done on an $18,000 budget, most
of it raised from the online sale of t-shirts — so exposed
Dr. Laura’s anti-gay rhetoric to the world, that she could
not even sneeze without the major national media, and
thousands of individual activists like yourselves, watching,
recording her every word, and pouncing when action was
needed. As a result of the 50+ million hits this pro bono
site received in just 10 months, and the 300,000 visitors per
month that we continued to get throughout the campaign,
protests were organized in 34 cities across the country

and Canada, over 170 advertisers dropped Dr. Lauras TV
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show (including some 70 or so advertisers that Canadian
activists got to drop her in that country alone!), and over 30
advertisers dropped her radio show, reportedly costing her
over $30 million in advertising.*’

So, a dialogue for West Wing is virtually lifted from a letter written by
a Dr. Laura-mocking, gay author, and then the episode airs during the very
season that Dr. Laura is under unrelenting, media-related harassment from
gay activists. If you want to call this coincidental, I've got a bridge for you to
buy in Brooklyn.®®

With amazing consistency (not to mention with much creativity and
passion), Hollywood normalizes and even glorifies homosexuality, bisexuality,
and transexuality; it mocks the idea that gays can change; it ridicules “Big
Religion” as hypocritical and greedy; it puts forth a tainted (or, should I say,
“tinted,” as in “pink”? ) reading of the Bible; it vilifies those who feel there
is a better way than homosexuality; and it uncritically regurgitates the latest
findings of gay-biased, pseudo-science.

It’s really quite simple: Just look at the latest goals of gay activism, then
sit back and turn on the TV or visit your local movie theater, and there you
have it. Hollywood and homosexual activism fit together like a hand in a
glove. As noted by professor Matthew Franck, director of the William E. and
Carol G. Simon Center on Religion and the Constitution of the Witherspoon
Institute in Princeton, N.J.

...on “$#"! My Dad Says,”a CBS sitcom watched by more
than 10 million weekly viewers, an entire half-hour episode
is devoted to a depiction of the disapproval of homosexuality
as bigotry, a form of unreasoning intolerance that clings to
the past with a coarse and mean-spirited judgmentalism.
And this on a show whose title character is famously
irascible and politically incorrect, but who in this instance
turns out to be fashionably cuddly and up-to-date.

What’s going on here? Clearly a determined effort
is afoot, in cultural bastions controlled by the left,
to anathematize traditional views of sexual morality,
particularly opposition to same-sex marriage, as the
expression of “hate” that cannot be tolerated in a decent
civil society.*’
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TIME FOR THE “T” WORD

Consider one of the major themes of gay activists today, namely,acceptance
of the “I” word, transgender, or, in some aspects of transgenderism, the idea
that some people are born in the wrong body. How has this been portrayed
by the media? Do you care to take an educated guess?

There was the episode on ER, called “Next of Kin,” where a man and his
twelve-year-old daughter Morgan are rushed to the emergency room after a
car accident. When Morgan is asked about her favorite color — for the cast
on her ankle — she says, “I like pink,” and throughout the dialogue, Morgan
is consistently represented as a “she.” It is only when one of the doctors is
checking on Morgan while “she” tries to use a bed pan that the shocked

1770

doctor exclaims, “My God! You're a boy!
'This leads to an exchange between two of the doctors:

Pratt: A twelve year-old crossdresser?

Harkins: All I know is that anatomically she’s a he.

Pratt: And you're sure about that?

Harkins: I've seen my fair share of penises. Anyway, she’s,
he’s pretty upset and I think you should speak with him.

Dr. Pratt then sits down to talk with Morgan:

Pratt: So what’s the deal? Why are you going around
dressed like a girl?

Morgan: Because I am one! I have the wrong body.

Pratt: You're a bit young to be thinking that way, aren’t
you?

Morgan: No, I always have.

Pratt: Is your dad in on this too?

Morgan: He moved us so that I can start over at a new
school. Nobody knows.

Pratt: Well, they’re going to find out eventually, don't you
think?

Morgan: Not if we keep moving. And when I'm old
enough I'll get the operation.

Pratt: What’s your Mom have to say about that?

Morgan: She has a different family now.
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Pratt: Look... erm... Your Dad’s going to be a while, and we
need someone to come and

get you.

Morgan: My Dad’s friend lives near us.

Pratt: No, I think your Mom would be more appropriate.
Morgan: She thinks I'm a freak! Just like you do! Please!

When Morgan’s father dies in surgery, the operating surgeon
gets the news about her/him:

Corday: Well the girl’s father just died.

Harkins: Boy.

Carter: What?

Harkins: Boy. Morgan’s a boy. I guess the proper term is
transsexual.

Corday: Wait, I'm sorry? His daughter is actually his son?

Morgan’s estranged mother is then called to the hospital (by error, it
turns out, since one of the doctors wanted to wait before calling her, since
the mother and her new husband were not happy with Morgan dressing like
a girl). And true to form, there is a clear hint that the mother is a strong
Christian. (She exclaims “Thank you Jesus” when informed that Morgan’s
injury was mild, before she learned of her ex-husband’s death).

Now, at this point, Morgan has been referred to as “he” once the doctors
learned his real gender, so it would seem that the episode has been impartial.
But we haven't reached the climax of the story — really, the point of the story
— and when Morgan is placed in his mom’s care, after comforting her son,
whom she hasn't seen in three years, the first thing she does is take out scissors
and cut Morgan’s hair as Morgan sits and cries. What an uncaring monster
she is!

Dr. Pratt tries to stop her, but the mother is firm: “It’s my right. He’s my
little boy. 'm doing this for him. It’s the best thing.”

Two of the doctors then get into a serious discussion about what
happened, one arguing that social services should have been called, rather
than the mother:

Carter: To do what, remove him from the home? Hey, I
teel bad about what happened too. Like it or not, she’s his
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only family.
Pratt: Define family.

So, anyone who would not let their twelve-year-old boy dress like a girl
and be moved from school to school to protect his/her true identity is not
worthy of being called family.

'The ending is absolutely classic:

Pratt emerges into corridor to see Morgan being pushed in
wheelchair by mother, with step—father and step-brother dourly
at her side, leaving, with cropped hair, dressed in boys’ clothes.
A blue flannel shirt and dark blue bodywarmer so different to
the cerise and flowered jacket, and lavender tops in which she
arrived only hours before.

The reception staff watch, clearly aware of everything that
bas happened.

Pratt stands, hands in pockets, deeply contemplative.

Morgan’s eyes follow Pratt as they pass. The look is of

infinite sadness, emptiness, hopelessness.

ER certainly hit a home run with this show. To quote Prof. Eisenbach
yet again, “More than any other medium, TV [has] the power to shape and
manipulate the conscious and subconscious prejudices of the American
public.”

Where would your prejudices be after watching this episode? With
broken-hearted, sweet little Morgan, who has lost his/her father and his/her
true identity in a matter of minutes — not only trapped in the wrong body but
about to be trapped in the wrong home? Or would you would side with the
“dour” and apparently stiffly-religious mother and family? And, as a caring
person, who would you immediately identify with, Dr. Pratt, or Morgan’s
mother?

I'm sure that painful situations like this (involving gender identity
confusion) play out in America all the time — not necessarily in such dramatic
fashion, but certainly, in terms of the pain of the child and the differences
between the parents —and it’s good for us to be aware of this. But if ER wanted
to be helpful, it could have drawn attention to the problem of Gender Identity
Disorder, portraying both parents as caring (that means the Christian parent
too!). It could have emphasized the internal confusion reflected in this boy’s
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choice to cross-dress, not to mention the biological disconnect, discouraging
him from even thinking about sex-change surgery, and telling him that there
are people that understand his situation and could truly help him

But really now, what I am thinking? This is Hollywood! This is TV! I
started dreaming there for a moment and lost touch with “reality” — that is,
the pink-colored reality of prime time television.

“BORN IN THE WRONG BODY”

Not unexpectedly, Oprah Winfrey has also focused on the “born in the
wrong body” syndrome — with much sympathy and pathos™ — as has Sixzy
Minutes,”* while Barbara Walters did an up close and personal story for 20-
20, interviewing Riley Grant, referred to as “she” throughout, despite the fact
that “Riley” (born Richard) is a boy.”

'This is how the show begins (with my emphasis in bold):

This past Christmas, Riley Grant received a present that
can be described as bittersweet -- a video game that allowed
her to morph a digital body into anything she wanted.
Almost immediately, Riley, a 10-year-old transgender girl
who is biologically aboy, adopted a virtual female persona.
If only life were so easy, that she could punch a button and
turn into a girl.

“She has a birth defect, and we call it that. I can’t think
of a worse birth defect, as a woman to have, than to have
a penis,” Riley’s mother, Stephanie, told Barbara Walters.
“She talks about the day she’ll have a baby. That’s not in her

future. But she sees herself as growing up to be a woman.”

A birth defect of the worst kind? A girl being born with a male organ?

In no way do I want to minimize the psychological trauma that Richard/
Riley has experienced or the challenges that his parents have faced, but to refer
to his being male as a birth defect (when, apparently, there is no congenital
intersex condition present) is outrageous. The effect, however, of this mother’s
comments is quite clear: The viewer is drawn into deep sympathy with poor
“Riley” and his caring mom.

It turns out that Richard/Riley has a twin sister Allie, but Richard/Riley
is sure that he is a girl too. Truly, the story is painful:
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Richard refused to swim topless, always wearing a shirt
in the pool. By age two, he became clearly jealous of his
sister’s “girl” things -- her toys, her pink drinking cups, and
especially her clothing.

“We were getting dressed, and he wanted to wear a
dress. He wanted to be pretty like his sister,” said Stephanie
[his mom]. “He was saying, I want a dress. I'm a girl,
Mommy, I'm a girl.” And Id say, ‘No, honey, you're a boy.
You have a penis, you're a boy. Allie’s a girl.”

Then, when the twins were only two and a half, an
incident after a bath convinced the Grants just how
seriously confused their son was about his gender identity.
Stephanie found Richard holding a nail clipper against his
penis, saying that “it doesn’t go there.”

'The counsel of their pediatrician, namely to get Richard interested in boy
things, failed miserably, and so,

Finally, when Richard was just three years old, Stephanie
made the drastic decision to let her son start dressing as
a girl. They called it “girl time.” Richard could dress up in
his sister’s clothes but only when his father Neil was out
of sight. The secret between mother and son went on for
months.

“I took him shopping by himself and we bought his
own skirt and his own little tank top because...that little
girl trapped inside was so happy when this would happen.
But we knew we had to hide it, and we hid them in the
back of the closet,” she said.

When Neil finally found out that his wife was allowing
their son to dress as a girl, he became upset. “I said, ‘I didn't
believe in it, and I didn’t know where this was going to
lead to.”

Richard’s double life put a strain on the Grant’s
marriage, and they almost separated. Richard, now four,
was going to school as a boy but wanted to be a girl full
time. Stephanie knew about Richard’s heart-wrenching

prayers in the middle of the night.
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“He said, Mom, I'm so mad at God, because God
made a mistake. He made me a boy, and I'm not a boy,
I'm a girl, Mom. Every night I pray that God gives me a
girl body but when I wake up I'm still a boy. God won't
take back his mistake, he won't make it right,”
recalled.

Stephanie

When Richard’s parents feared that he would try to harm himself, and
when he had an especially severe panic attack, the parents finally shared
everything with the school principal, who, to their surprise, suggested that
Richard (who by then was going by the name Reggie before changing his
name legally to Riley) start to wear a dress to school — at the age of seven!
(This, of course, created an environment where Richard/Reggie/Riley was
mocked and teased by the other children.) And when a gender specialist
diagnosed him with Gender Identity Disorder, the parents were relieved.
They were not making this whole thing up.

The problems, however, continue: “Riley” is terribly jealous of his sister
and has to hate her to survive; and with the onset of puberty, specialists are
divided over what treatment is best: Let it take its natural course or delay it.
The Grants were leaning to expensive hormonal treatments (so that Riley
would develop breasts and a feminine figure), despite potential health risks
(such as breast cancer), with sex-change surgery to follow as soon as possible.

What is so striking in all this — and, once again, in no way do I want
to minimize the traumatic situation this family has lived through — is that
this child was diagnosed as having a disorder, yet rather than looking for
comprehensive ways to treat the disorder, they were encouraged to indulge
it. Why not interview other parents whose children actually outgrew
Gender Identity Disorder?” Why not talk with people who suffered from
this condition — whether the cause of it is mental, emotional, spiritual, or
other — and who no longer do? (Yes, they do exist!)”” Why only present the
problem, with deep and understandable sympathy for “Riley,” rather than
probe solutions to the problem?

It is unthinkable that the best course of action was for “Riley” to become
a cross-dressing seven-year-old boy, then to interfere with his body’s natural
development through hormonal intervention, then to look forward to sex-
change surgery at the earliest possible age (and remember that this surgery
entails the mutilation of perfectly healthy, functioning body parts), an age in
which we make almost no other major, life decisions. (Picture deciding who
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you will marry at the age of fourteen or fifteen — with no way to reverse your
decision ever — or getting locked into a career for life at that tender, formative
age. Yet kids are being allowed to make a more dramatic decision with their
bodies — for the rest of their lives! — as young teenagers.)”

Of course, TV has much more to say about different aspects of the

transgender experience,including shows like “Cruel and Unusual: Transgender
Women in Prison,” which aired on WE TV in 2006.7

Making its major festival premier at South by Southwest,
Cruel and Unusual (2006, 66 minutes) is an unflinching
documentary on the lives of transgender women in
men’s prisons. Shot over three years, this high-definition
documentary film challenges the viewers basic ideas about
gender and justice through braids of poignantly graphic
stories, vibrant landscape portraits and stark prison footage.

Prisons decide where to place inmates based on their
genitalia, not their gender identity. Ophelia, who has lived in
the prison of a man’s body for all of her 46 years, now resides
in a correctional facility in Virginia, having been sentenced
to 67 years for bank robbery with an unloaded gun. Denied
female hormone treatment, Ophelia felt she had no choice
but to mutilate her genitals to force the system “to finish
what she started.””®

So, to recap, “Riley” is suffering from the terrible “birth defect” of being
born with male genitalia, while Ophelia “has lived in the prison of a man’s
body for all of her 46 years.”I think we’re getting the point — and it is coming
across with consistency and clarity. Should we be surprised?

ONE SIDE OF THE STORY IS ENOUGH

And how did CNN report on the story of an eight-year-old boy who was
returning to his school as a girl?”” CNN brought on a woman who knew the
family, Kim Pearson, the mother of a cross-dressing daughter who believes
that children as young as five are “realizing their true gender identity.”®
During the interview, Pearson referred to her daughter as “he” and explained
how good things have been since “he” told her that “he”wanted to live as a boy.
(This happened when the daughter was fourteen.) And Pearson commends
the school for doing “a fabulous job,” since they have decided to call the boy
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by his new female name, along with provide two unisex bathrooms for him/
her to use.

True to form, the segment runs close to five-and-a-half minutes, with no
one else called on to comment aside from Pearson. And the only information
posted for those wanting help is the website of TransYouth Family Allies
(www.imatyfa.org).®! Yet this is supposed to be a news story, not a gay activist
propaganda piece — although the line between the two gets quite blurry at
times.?

Let’s remember that we’re talking about a cross-dressing eight-year-old,
and yet CNN didn't find it important enough to bring on an expert who
would point out the potential dangers of this boy’s choice, not to mention the
effect it would have on other children in the school.

Yet there is something that is fascinating to observe. We have been
told how “silly and unnecessary most common gender assumptions are” (see
above, Chapter Three), and so, the idea that boys like sports and girls like
dolls is viewed as stereotypical nonsense. We have also been informed that
gender cannot be defined by anatomy. But now we are informed that “he” is
really a girl in a boy’s body, since “he” like dolls and girlie things. So, gender
distinctions do matter, but only when separated from anatomy and only when
in harmony with gay ideology. How then do we define male and female, or
masculinity and femininity? And what exactly is gender?

We'll come back to this subject later in the book (the whole thing actually
gets much more convoluted), but suffice it to say for now that both TV and
the movies have joined together in a masterful way to shape and change (and
twist!) public perceptions, with notable Hollywood flicks including Brokeback
Mountain, the first major picture featuring sex-scenes with two men; Capote,
the story of one of America’s most famous gays, and Transamerica, a movie
about a woman undergoing a sex-change, all of which enjoyed their night of
fame in the Oscar spotlights in 2006.

GAY TRIUMPHALISM RAISES ITS VOICE AT THE OSCARS

As noted by Alonso Duralde in his “Gay guide to the Oscars: Brokeback
Mountain. Capote. Transamerica,” “No matter who wins—sorry, no matter
who the Oscar goes to—this year’s Academy Awards promises to be the
gayest in its 78-year history.”® Why such attention on these three movies?
Did it all come down to good film making? Was there no pro-gay Hollywood

bias involved — or is off limits even to ask this question?

According to a GLAAD news release,
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“Brokeback Mountain, Capote and Transamerica are films
that, in many ways, capture an important moment in history
and the questions we face today,” said GLAAD President
Neil G. Giuliano, who celebrated the occasion at an official
Oscar Night® America party benefitting the Miami
Beach Cinematheque. “Will we fight for a world where all
people are able to live and love honestly? Or will we allow
hatred and bigotry to force us to hide in the closet, deny
our love and deny who we are? Tonight’s ceremony was
an important tribute to films that have invited audiences
to open their hearts to our love and our relationships like

never before.”®*

Hollywood was making a statement!
As explained by gay author David Moore,

If cultural change can't be achieved through political means
— it’s time to do it by sending a message to the country’s
heart. What better way to do it than by creating thought
provoking and emotionally evocative art? “Brokeback
Mountain” winner of the best adapted screenplay, best
motion picture soundtrack and best director, and “Capote,”
which captured the award for best actor, are films that have

changed [our] worldview. Thanks for getting in touch,
Hollywood.®

Yes, these are “films that have changed [our] worldview” for sure.

I understand, of course, the positive light in which these movies are seen
by many in the gay and lesbian community, but that doesn’t change the point
I'm making here: Hollywood is sending a message.®

As articulated by Brokeback Mountain director Ang Lee in his Oscar

acceptance SpCCChZ

First of all, I want to thank two people who don't even exist
- or I should say they do exist because of the imagination
of Annie Proulx and the artistry of Larry McMurtry and
Diana Ossana. Their names are Ennis and Jack [the two
stars of the movie]. And they taught all of us who made
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whose love is denied by society” — presumably because society as a whole
believes that marriage is only for a man and a woman. We’re hearing you loud
and clear, Ang Lee! And should we be surprised that the number one item
on MSN.comss article on 2008 being the “gayest year ever in pop culture” was
the amount of money donated to fight against Proposition 8 in California by
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Brokeback Mountain so much about not just all the gay
men and women whose love is denied by society, but just as
important, the greatness of love itself.

Yes, these gay lovers “taught all of us” about “all the gay men and women

major celebrities?

their creative gifts and influence on behalf of gay activist issues? Absolutely.
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Same-Sex Marriage Support With Star Power:
Proposition 8 in California was a ballot amendment this
November calling a halt to same-sex marriage, and it was
a call to action for some big Hollywood names. Brad Pitt
publicly donated $100,000 to fight the California ballot
initiative, and other well-known contributors included
Mary McCormack, Ellen DeGeneres, Bridget Fonda, Gus
Van Sant, “The Real World” co-producer Jonathan Murray
and George Takei. A pre-election, Beverly Hills fundraiser
to defeat 8 that included performances by Mary ]. Blige
and Melissa Etheridge quickly sold out, and was attended
by Barbra Streisand, Rob Reiner and others. And when
they weren't donating their time or their performances,
celebrities were talking to the media.. ..

And on December 3, a three-minute video, “Prop
8: The Musical,” was posted on FunnyOrDie.com. The
mock community-theater production included singing
and dancing by Neil Patrick Harris, John C. Reilly, Maya
Rudolph, Margaret Cho, Rashida Jones and Andy Richter,
with Jack Black as Jesus, espousing the concept of gay
marriage as the cure for the US’s economic woes. Within
24-hours, the clip hit bona fide viral status, with more than
1.1 million views on FunnyOrDie.com.®

Do these celebrities have every right to donate and speak out and use
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And we have every right to point out the obvious: Hollywood is, by and large,
in bed with homosexual activism, and quite comfortably, at that.

'The final exclamation point came at the Academy Awards on February
22,2009, when Sean Penn received the Oscar for Best Actor in his portrayal
of the murdered gay activist Harvey Milk and Dustin Lance Black (of the
same movie, Mi/k) won the Oscar for best screenwriter, both using their
acceptance speeches to bash those of opposing views — especially those who
supported Proposition 8. And not to miss the moment, host Hugh Jackman
described the message of Mi/k as, “It’s okay to be gay.”

We're hearing you, Hollywood, loud and clear!

According to Black,

If Harvey had not been taken from us 30 years ago, I think
he would want me to say to all the gay and lesbian kids
out there tonight who have been told they are less than
by the churches, by the government, by their families, that
you are beautiful, wonderful creatures of value, and that
no matter what anyone tells you, God does love you and
that very soon, I promise you, you will have equal rights,
federally, across this great nation of ours. Thank you, God,
tor Harvey Milk!®8

Penn was more confrontational. After his opening comments, “You
Commie, homo-loving sons of guns!,” Penn let it fly: “I think it’s a good time
for those who voted for the ban against gay marriage to sit and reflect on their
great shame, and their shame in their grandchildren’s eyes if they continue
that support. We've got to have equal rights for everyone.” Yes, shame on
you voters for saying that marriage should be the union of a man and woman.
What a bigoted, ugly position!

Actor Mark Ruffalo, who plays the sperm donor for a lesbian couple in
the 2010 movie The Kids Are Alright (discussed above) was even more blunt,

having this to say about those who opposed same-sex marriage:

It’s the last dying, kicking, screaming, caged animal
response to a world that is changing, a world that’s leaving
a lot of those old, bigoted, un-accepting views behind. It’s
over. Those against it are very tricky and they’re using really
dark ways to promote their ideas.”
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How ironic that Hollywood claims the moral higher ground, especially
when Kate Winslet received the 2009 Oscar for Best Actress for her role in
The Reader, where she played a former Auschwitz guard (now thirty-six) who
seduces a fifteen-year-old boy — with gratuitous sex and nudity scenes. In the
words of a New York Post reviewer — and a self-described fan of Winslet — in
the movie she is a “pedophile Nazi hottie.””!

To be sure, none of this should surprise us by now, and to go on any further
would be redundant, so we’ll have to pass by the many movies containing gay
characters or themes.” But as we step back and look and gain perspective,
there’s something very sad about all this as well. Ang Lee claimed that the
two gay lovers in Brokeback Mountain taught us about “the greatness of love
itself.” Film critic and radio talk-show host Michael Medved had a different
take. On December 20, 2005, he wrote:

The front runner in this year’s Oscar race is “Brokeback
Mountain,” about two Wyoming cowboys conducting a
homosexual affair in the ‘60’s and 70’s.

Gay activists embrace the movie, hailing it as a
“timeless love story” showing the joys of male-on-male
passion, but they ignore one key factor in the plot: both
men are married, with children, and their long-standing
relationship ultimately destroys both marriages.

Would commentators similarly applaud a story of
cheating, if the adultery involved a married man and a
married woman?

Political correctness justifies a gay affair for allowing
the participant to express his “true self,” but a husband
involved with a much younger woman could similarly
claim that only with his fresh, new love could his real
nature come out.

The main problem with “Brokeback Mountain” isn’t
that it’s pro-gay; it’s that the emphasis on following your
urges rather than honoring your responsibilities is, at its
heart, anti-marriage.”

And that is truly a shame.

Hollywood and the TV industry really are sending out a powerful

message. It is the message that a five-year-old is ready to make a massively

194



HOLLYWOOD'S CELEBRATION OF QUEER

complex life decision and begin to cross-dress; the message that you can have
sex with the person or persons of your choosing, regardless of your marital
status and regardless of the gender of the other person; the message that sex-
change surgery is the blissful path to inner peace; the message that anyone
who comes out of the closet deserves our sympathy and support while anyone
claiming to come of out of homosexuality deserves only mockery and scorn;
the message that virtually all queers are cool and open-minded and altruistic
while virtually all religious people are greedy, small-minded, hypocritical
bigots.™

It is a message, as Medved explains, that repeatedly encourages us to
follow our urges rather than honor our responsibilities, and the end results
are tragic, just like the ending of Brokeback Mountain: two broken men, two
broken families, many broken lives. . . . Thanks for nothing, Hollywood.

195



The evidence for the biological basis for homosexuality is very, very strong.
1ts coming from a lot of different areas. The religious right has been very, very
successful at creating controversy where there is none. Ihe scientists who study in
this area, it’s not a question that there’s a biological component, it just how
that biological component is working.

Prof. R. Elizabeth Cornwall, University of Colorado, Colorado Springs,
cited in The (Colorado Springs) Gazette, July 26,2007

The scientific argument for a biological basis for sexual orientation remains
weak. The political argument that it will bolster gay pride or prevent homophobic
bigotry runs counter to experience. The lesbian, gay, and bisexual community does
not need to have its “deviance” tolerated because its members were born “that way”
and ‘cannot help it.” Rather, society must recognize the validity of lesbian and gay

lifestyles. We need an end to discrimination, an acceptance of all human beings,
and a celebration of diversity, whatever its origins.

Council for Genetic Research

The current consensus in the scientific community is that there is

absolutely no proof that people are born gay. . . . Contrary to what many
Americans believe, there are no replicated scientific studies demonstrating

that homosexuality is determined by biological or genetic factors.
Glenn T. Stanton and Dr. Bill Maier, Marriage on Trial

No one is born gay. The idea is ridiculous.

Lesbian author Camille Paglia, Vamps and Tramps

...show me your proof that people aren’t born gay.
(And don’t give me that unscientific c-——— about how no ‘gay gene” has been
Jfound yet. A first year student of genetics, even from a Christian school,
could explain how stupid that argument is.)

Gay activist Evan Hurst, on TruthWinsOut.org
(quoted on CNN.com)
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6

s Gay the New Black?
Analyzing the Argument That
“I Was Born That Way”
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he gay (and also white) author of the December 16, 2008, cover

story of the Advocate (entitled “Gay Is the New Black”), Michael

Joseph Campbell, noted that in the aftermath of the 2008
presidential elections, there was euphoria in the LGBT community because of
the election of pro-gay candidate Barack Obama. But there was also stinging
pain because same-sex marriage and/or gay adoption was voted down in
California, Florida, Arizona, and Arkansas. The passage of Proposition 8 in
California was particularly galling to GLBT activists and their allies.

Campbell wrote that gays and lesbians gave into a “post-election
temptation,” explaining that, “Many drew a simple parallel between our
struggle and the black civil rights movement. Signs at protests said, ‘I have a
dream too,” ‘Welcome to Selma,” and ‘Gay is the new black.”® But according
to Campbell, the idea that gay is the new black is true “in only one meaningful
way. At present we are the most socially acceptable targets for the kind of
casual hatred that American society once approved for habitual use against
black people. Gay is the dark pit where our society lets people throw their
fears about what’s wrong with the world.”

So then, “gay is the new black” in the sense that gays and lesbians are the
objects of people’s irrational hatred and fear, subject to all kinds of verbal and
emotional and even physical abuse (although Campbell is careful to point out
that black suffering has been far more severe in America than the suffering
of gays).

For many others, however, the equation goes much deeper: Gay is also the
new black in that both skin color and homosexuality are said to be genetically
determined and therefore immutable. And, just as no one chooses whether
they are born black or white or yellow, so also no one chooses to be born gay
or straight or transgender. This is simply the card that some people have been
dealt — whether we are tall or short or left-handed or right-handed or dark
skinned or light skinned or male or female or heterosexual or homosexual
is not up to us — and it is unconscionable to think that anyone would be
discriminated against because of their genetics.

Really now, haven’t we come out of the (all too recent) stone age of slavery
and segregation? Haven't we moved beyond the days of treating blacks or
women or certain ethnic groups as if they were less than fully human? Don't
we all agree today that it is cruel to torment and ridicule someone for the way
they were born? And so, the argument goes, just as it was (and is) immoral
to stigmatize and demean people for their skin color or gender or physical
appearance or ethnicity, so also it is immoral to stigmatize and demean people
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because of their sexual orientation.

Yet with the LGBT community, the perceived injustice goes even deeper,
since they are told that they are sinfu/ for being who they were designed to
be, that they must repress their God-given desires in order to be accepted,
that the only way they can enjoy “the benefits of lifelong marital commitment
— and experience a fundamental human right, the right to love” — is if they
masquerade as heterosexuals (and deny their true, same-sex love). How
utterly cruel! And then, to add agonizing insult to devastating injury, they
are subjected to all kinds of “treatments” to cure them of their biological
constitution and then told that there’s something wrong with them if they
fail to change.

Against this backdrop, a gay person could say to a straight person, “I
didn’t choose to be homosexual anymore than you chose to be heterosexual.
My behavior is not ‘unnatural,’ and being homosexual is neither a sin nor a
sickness. In fact, it’s as natural for me to be homosexual as it is for a black man
to be black or a white woman to be white. It’s who I am, and there’s nothing
I can do to change that. Isn’t it about time that people like me received fair
and equal treatment under the law? Isnt it time for the public to abandon the
horrific prejudices and cruel practices that have tormented so many gay men
and women for so many years?”

Put another way, “Since science has demonstrated that homosexuality is
genetic and we are hardwired to be gay, we now understand that homosexuality
is an inborn trait just as having blue eyes is an inborn trait. And so, no moral
distinction can be made between being homosexual and being heterosexual
anymore than a moral distinction can be made between having brown eyes or
blue eyes or between being black or white.”

According to Prof. Timothy F. Murphy, writing for the Council for
Responsible Genetics,

some gay men and lesbians welcome [biogenetic]
explanations precisely because they shore up their identities.
Homosexuality thatis hard-wired - thatis a genetic effect,for
example - is homosexuality that doesn’t lend itself to labels
of psychological maladaptation or moral lapse. Genetic
and other biological theories seem to read homosexuality
into nature alongside heterosexuality, and some gay men
and lesbians embrace those biogenetic accounts for that
protective effect. They understand biological explanations
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as sympathetic to their own ‘creation narratives’ of who
they are and how they come to be.?

As summed up by a reviewer of the book Gay Spirituality on Amazon.
com:

On a daily basis, gay people are inundated with negative
messages in every realm: social, political, cultural,
and religious-especially religious. Many, if not most,
mainstream churches have deliberate proscriptions against
homosexuality, and with all that we've seen lately in the
news, there seems to be no end in sight to the strife. Despite
the fact that each year scientists offer more proof that
sexual orientation is genetic (i.e. that’s the way God made
us), many churchgoers and clergy discriminate against gay

people.”™

These arguments certainly carry emotional weight, and if youre a
thoughtful person, they force you to ask some questions. Do I want to be a
source of affirmation and support to these fellow-human beings, people who
are also created in the image of God, or do I want to add to their pain? Do I
want to stand for justice for those who are oppressed, or do I want to be an
oppressor? To be sure, I want to be a source of healing and a voice for justice,
and to the extent that I can stand with those who are insulted and ridiculed
and cast out, I am committed to do so.

SO THEN, IS GAY REALLY THE NEW BLACK?

At the same time, I cannot buy into this line of argument for at least
four reasons. First, as Campbell correctly points out in his article, here in the
United States, the discriminatory treatment of gays and lesbians cannot fairly
be compared with the monstrous suffering endured by the African American
community.’ Today, we have openly gay members of Congress (like Barney
Frank), openly gay celebrities (like Ellen Degeneres), openly gay CEO’s (like
the multimillionaire Tim Gill), openly gay financial gurus (like Suze Orman),
openly gay sports stars (like Martina Navratilova), openly gay Hollywood
moguls (like David Geffen), and openly gay college professors and bestselling
authors and scientists — just to name a few. In the days of segregation in
America, there were few, if any, black equivalents to any of these, not to
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mention the fact that in many cities in America, even the lynching and
beating of blacks was accepted. Where in America is such treatment of
gays and lesbians accepted today? And what is the LGBT equivalent to the
American slave trade?

As noted by conservative gay journalist Charles Winecoff,

Newsflash: blacks in America didn't start out as hip-hop
fashion designers; they were slaves. There’s a big difference
between being able to enjoy a civil union with the same sex
partner of your choice - and not being able to drink out of
a water fountain, eat at a lunch counter, or use a rest room
because you don't have the right skin color.®

Second, there is, to date, no solid evidence that supports the concept
that people are born gay or lesbian. Even the unabashedly pro-gay American
Psychological Association, the largest association of psychologists worldwide,
stated in 2009:

There are numerous theories about the origins of a person’s
sexual orientation; most scientists today agree that sexual
orientation is most likely the result of a complex interaction
of environmental, cognitive and biological factors. In
most people, sexual orientation is shaped at an early age.
There is also considerable recent evidence to suggest that
biology, including genetic or inborn hormonal factors,
play a significant role in a person’s sexuality. In summary,
it is important to recognize that there are probably many
reasons for a person’s sexual orientation and the reasons
may be different for different people.”

Yes, “sexual orientation is most likely the result of a complex interaction
of environmental, cognitive and biological factors.” This echoes the position
statement of the (also strongly pro-gay) American Psychiatric Association
that, “... to date there are no replicated scientific studies supporting any
specific biological etiology for homosexuality.”

This means that, despite the many reports of the discovery of a gay
gene (or whatever the latest “discovery” may be),” people are simply not
born homosexual. (We will discuss the difference between a possible genetic
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contribution to homosexuality and a genetic causation for homosexuality,
below.)

As noted by research scientist Neil Whitehead (Ph.D., Biochemistry)
after examining more than 10,000 scholarly papers and publications on the
subject,

Geneticists, anthropologists, sociologists, endocrinologists,
neuroanatomists, medical researchers into gender, and twin
study researchers are in broad agreement about the role
of genetics in homosexuality. Genes don’t make you do it.
There is no genetic determinism, and genetic influence at
most is minor.?°

'This conclusion was echoed by Prof. Douglas Abbot, who wrote,

I believe that the genetic evidence for homosexuality is
just not there. It’s the values and politics of homosexuals
and their supporters that is driving the gay gene agenda,
not good science.

As expressed by John D’Emilio, a well-known gay activist and a professor
of history and of gender and women’s studies at the University of Illinois,

“Born gay” is an idea with a large constituency, LGBT and
otherwise. It’s an idea designed to allay the ingrained fears
of a homophobic society and the internalized fears of gays,
lesbians, and bisexuals. What’s most amazing to me about
the “born gay” phenomenon is that the scientific evidence
for it is thin as a reed, yet it doesn’t matter. It’s an idea with
such social utility that one doesn’t need much evidence in
order to make it attractive and credible.?

'Third, it is inaccurate to compare skin color to sexual orientation, since
skin color cannot be hidden, whereas a person’s sexual orientation is, generally
speaking, not outwardly recognizable (and thus not immediately subject to
potential harassment or discrimination). In other words, it’s one thing for
a restaurant to say, “We refuse to serve blacks” (a sad reality in our not too
distant past); it’s another thing for a restaurant to say “We refuse to serve gays
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and lesbians” (this, of course, would also be illegal and ugly). Both scenarios
reflect bigotry and bias, but my point here is simply that gay cannot truly be
called “the new black,” since it’s one thing for the restaurant to refuse to serve
blacks, but how would the restaurant know that a person was gay? Based on
what outward (or, even clearly defined, legal) criteria?

Fourth, it is wrong to argue that just because someone may be born
with certain desires (or, with a natural propensity to behave a certain way)
those desires or behaviors are therefore justifiable and morally acceptable,
let alone deserving protection as a “right.” The truth be told, there are many
behaviors and tendencies that are genetically influenced, yet we have laws
against some of those behaviors and we make moral judgments about some
of those tendencies. Since when has the claim that “I was born this way” held
up in a court of law? Try telling the judge, “But your honor, I couldn’t help
myself. This is who I am!™?

'This fourth point is the one we'll focus on for the rest of the chapter,
but first, let’s briefly review the question of gays being “born that way” before
discussing, “Even if you are born that way, what does that prove?”

ARE PEOPLE REALLY BORN GAY?
MOST SAY THE ANSWER IS “NO”

Now, what is immediately apparent is that the general public increasingly
believes that sexual orientation is, in fact, inborn. As noted in a June, 2007
article in the LA Times,“. . . a Gallup Poll last month [May, 2007] found that
42% of adults believe sexual orientation is present at birth. (Three decades
ago, when Gallup first asked the question, just 13% held that view.)”** What
is that figure today?

Hollywood and the media have certainly done a good job of propagating
this notion (see above, Chapter Five), and large segments of the population
seem to be buying into it hook, line and sinker. Reinforcing the “born that
way” idea is the fact that many more people today have openly gay family
members and friends and co-workers, most of whom feel as if they have
always been homosexual (or transgender, as the case may be). We are also
hearing more and more about people “being born in the wrong body,” and
in the case of little children going through this terrible trauma (which is also
traumatizing to the parents), the emotional appeal is very strong. Despite this
anecdotal evidence, however, the scientific data to support the “born that way”
theory is sadly lacking.'®

But scientific accuracy is not always important. Good strategy is often
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what carries the day. As Marshall Kirk and Hunter Madsen wrote in 1989:

We argue that, for all practical purposes, gays should be
considered to have been dorn gay — even though sexual
orientation, for most humans, seems to be the product
of a complex interaction between innate predispositions
and environmental factors during childhood and early
adolescence. And since no choice is involved, gayness can be no

more blameworthy than straightness.'®

Who cares about facts when you've got a good angle! And so, gay is the
new black — especially among influential liberals.

In April, 2009, I wrote an article entitled, “Gays Out, Conservatives
In — the Closet,” which contained the following line: “Simply stated,
if homosexuality is legitimate in every respect, then any opposition to
homosexuality is illegitimate.” That article was then posted on the ultra-liberal
Daily Kos website, and a blogger called PerfectStormer replied, “Let’s make
a substitution, shall we?” My sentence was then changed to read, “Simply
stated, if marriage between black and whites is legitimate in every respect,
then any opposition to marriage between black and whites is illegitimate.”"’
There you have it! Gay is the new black.

Of course, there are some obvious problems with this “gay is the new
black” analogy, in particular, as it applies to attempts to redefine marriage. To
begin with, the marriage between a black person and a white person always
included the two essential elements of marriage — namely a man and a woman
(as opposed to just two people) — and, by design, the marriage could normally
produce children and then provide those children with a mother and father.
Moreover, laws against interracial marriage were clearly based on bigotry
rather than family structure and questions of procreations, as evidenced
by their inconsistency (e.g., a white man could not marry a black woman,
but, for the most part, he could marry a Native American). But the bigger
problem with the analogy is that skin color is 100% genetically predetermined
and completely unchangeable (attempts by the late Michael Jackson
notwithstanding) while homosexuality is neither totally predetermined nor
completely unchangeable. (For more on the question of the possibility of
change, see below, Chapters Twelve and Thirteen.)

According to psychiatrist Nathaniel S. Lehrman, former chairperson of
the Task Force on Religion and Mental Health (writing in 2005),
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It was pointed out 11 years ago how time and again
“scientists have claimed that particular genes or
chromosomal regions are associated with behavioral
traits, only to withdraw their findings when they were
not replicated. Findings linking specific genes to complex
human behaviors all were announced with great fanfare; all
were greeted without skepticism in the popular press; all
are now in disrepute.”® Nevertheless, considerable grant
money has been available in this country for research seeking
to show a genetic basis for homosexuality. Researchers now
openly admit that after searching for more than 20 years,
19

they are still unable to find the “gay gene.”

Christl Ruth Vonholdt, a pediatrician and the Director of the German
Institute for Youth and Society, summed up the evidence as follows:?

There is only one point on which today’s scientists agree:
homosexuality is not simply innate. It is true that scientists
who are close to the homosexual movement have been
trying hard to identify a special gene, specific brain
structures® and a modified hormone balance® as possible
causes of homosexuality, but none of these attempts have
so far been successful.?* The claim that homosexuality is
innate is scientifically not tenable.?®

Psychologist Louis A. Berman wrote,

Inborn, irreversible, natural; like left-handedness.
Predictable in its onset and chronic in its duration, like
male pattern baldness or adult diabetes. Surprisingly, this
“conventional wisdom” survives despite the abundance of
evidence that in fact homosexual behavior comes and goes
in the widest variety of ways. It may emerge at 14, or not
until well into middle age, or may exist side-by-side an
appetite for heterosexual gratification.?

And an April 8,2008 statement by the American College of Pediatricians
stated bluntly,
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During the last 40 years the majority of SSA [same-sex
attraction] studies have been conducted, reviewed and/or
published by homosexuality affirming researchers, many
of whom are also openly homosexual. Virtually all of the
studies were touted by the media as proving that SSA is
inborn. In reality, however, every one of them, from gene
analysis, to brain structure, fingerprint styles, handedness,
finger lengths, eye blinking, ear characteristics, verbal skills
and prenatal hormones, have failed to be replicated, were
criticized for research limitations, and/or were outright

debunked.?”

With regard to lesbianism in particular, Prof. Robert Alan Brookey,
himself a strong proponent of gay rights, noted that “[Gay scientist Dean]
Hamer has gone on record as saying that lesbianism is not genetic but socially
and culturally produced.”

Professor of psychology Mark Yarhouse, after a careful and non-polemical
review of many recent studies, opined: “The statement, ‘We don’t know what

causes homosexuality,” sounds like a reasonable conclusion.”

ARE PEOPLE REALLY BORN GAY?
SOME SAY THE ANSWER IS “YES”

“But,” you reply, “aren’t there are other researchers who claim that the
evidence for a primary biological or genetic cause for homosexuality is
undeniable?”

To be sure, many researchers — especially gay researchers — would agree
with you. This is the conclusion of professors Qazi Rahman and Glenn
Wilson in their book Born Gay: The Psychology of Sexual Orientation, in which
they argue that, “Sexual orientation is something we are born with and not
‘acquired’ from our social environment.” This is also the basic conclusion
of journalist Chandler Burr in his 1996 book A Separate Creation. Popular
articles reflect this position as well, such as Neil Swidey’s, “What Makes
People Gay?” published in the Boston Globe, August 14,2005.%

There Swidey wrote:

In recent years, researchers who suspect that homosexuality

is inborn - whether because of genetics or events happening
in the womb - have looked everywhere for clues: Prenatal
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hormones. Birth order. Finger length. Fingerprints. Stress.
Sweat. Eye blinks. Spatial relations. Hearing. Handedness.
Even “gay” sheep. . ..

'This accumulating biological evidence, combined with
the prospect of more on the horizon, is having an effect. Last
month, the Rev. Rob Schenck, a prominent Washington,
D.C., evangelical leader, told a large gathering of young
evangelicals that he believes homosexuality is not a choice
but rather a predisposition, something “deeply rooted” in
people. Schenck told me that his conversion came about
after he'd spoken extensively with genetic researchers and
psychologists. He argues that evangelicals should continue
to oppose homosexual behavior, but that “many evangelicals
are living in a sort of state of denial about the advance of
this conversation.” His message: “If it’s inevitable that this
scientific evidence is coming, we have to be prepared with
a loving response. If we don’t have one, we won't have any

credibility.”

After noting how scattered and underfunded these studies have been to
date, Swidey opines, “Still, no matter how imperfect these studies are, when
you put them all together and examine them closely, the message is clear:
While post-birth development may well play a supporting role, the roots of
homosexuality, at least in men, appear to be in place by the time a child is
born.”

To date, my own research does not confirm this conclusion, and colleagues
who have spent years examining the evidence are not convinced either. In
fact, the wide variety of alleged genetic or biological causes for homosexuality
actually argues against a genetic or biological cause — unless we argue that
homosexuality is caused by numerous different factors in numerous different
individuals. In that case, it is quite mistaken to treat homosexuality in a
monolithic way, as if all forms and manifestations of homosexuality were cut
out of the same cloth. (Swidey himself experienced considerable “whiplash”in
researching his article, as each new theory moved in a radically new direction,
with contrary arguments arising for each one.)

As for Swidey’s claim that, “By now, there is substantial evidence showing
correlation - though not causation - between sexual orientation and traits
that are set when a baby is in the womb,” similar sentiments have been echoed
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by many researchers for years. They have emphasized that correlation is not
causation, that predisposition is not predetermination, and that influence is
not destiny. Having certain tendencies is not the same as having no choice,
and having leanings towards certain behaviors does not mean that one is
locked into acting out those behaviors.™

And this is where I think we need to step back and look at the larger
question of being “born that way” — whether “that way” means gay or straight,
passive or violent, athletic or contemplative, obese or thin. What is the genetic
contribution to our personalities and traits and tendencies and temptations?
To what extent are we hardwired and to what extent are we free moral beings?

HUMAN BEHAVIOR, BIOLOGY, AND GENETICS

For argument’s sake, let’s say that there is a strong biological or genetic
component to homosexual desires and attractions. What then does this prove?
Does it prove that homosexual practice is therefore morally acceptable? Does
it prove that a homosexual (or, bisexual or transgender) orientation should
be embraced and that all those with same-sex attractions should celebrate
those attractions and build a life identity based upon them? Does it really
say anything as to how society should view same-sex marriage or give any
guidance as to what should be taught in our schools regarding homosexuality?

Actually, it does not, since virtually all behaviors or orientations or
tendencies have at least some biological or genetic component (or, aspect of
hereditability), and yet this does not justify or normalize these behaviors or
orientations or tendencies, nor does it mean that people with these behaviors
or orientations or tendencies or temptations should not try to change. As
noted by openly gay (and/or gay-affirming) psychologists J. Michael Bailey of
Northwestern University and Brian Mustanski of Indiana University:

Despite common assertions to the contrary, evidence for
biological causation does not have clear moral,legal, or policy
consequences. To assume that it does logically requires the
belief that some behaviour is non-biologically caused. We
believe that this assumption is irrational because the most
proximal cause of behaviour is neurophysiological, and thus
all behavioural differences will on some level be attributable
to differences in brain structure or process. Thus, no clear
conclusions about the morality of a behaviour can be made
from the mere fact of biological causation, because all
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behaviour is biologically caused.®

On April 4, 2008, there was a striking headline on Nature.com
announcing, “Ruthlessness gene’ discovered. Dictatorial behaviour may be
partly genetic, study suggests.”* For emphasis, the article featured pictures
of truly ruthless dictators like Stalin, Hitler and Saddam Hussein. In the
article, Michael Hopkins asked: “Could a gene be partly responsible for the
behaviour of some of the world’s most infamous dictators?” Absolutely!

Yes,

Selfish dictators may owe their behaviour partly to their
genes, according to a study that claims to have found
a genetic link to ruthlessness. The study might help to
explain the money-grabbing tendencies of those with a
Machiavellian streak — from national dictators down to
‘little Hitlers’ found in workplaces the world over.

Researchers at the Hebrew University in Jerusalem
found a link between a gene called AVPR1a and ruthless
behaviour in an economic exercise called the ‘Dictator
Game’. The exercise allows players to behave selflessly,
or like money-grabbing dictators such as former Zaire
President Mobutu, who plundered the mineral wealth of
his country to become one of the world’s richest men while
its citizens suffered in poverty.

'The researchers don’t know the mechanism by which
the gene influences behaviour. It may mean that for some,
the old adage that “it is better to give than to receive”
simply isn't true, says team leader Richard Ebstein. The
reward centres in those brains may derive less pleasure
from altruistic acts, he suggests, perhaps causing them to
behave more selfishly.®

To this you might respond, “Very interesting, but who cares? Regardless
of the alleged genetic component to their behavior, what these dictators did
was criminal and immoral and unjustifiable.”
Agreed! And, on another level, no parent would let their kid off the hook

because he or she allegedly had a “ruthless gene,” as if this genetic component
would justify their selfishness or dictatorial behavior.
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How about a violent, delinquent gene? As reported by Reuters on July
14, 2008, “Study finds genetic link to violence, delinquency.” According to
Health and Science editor Maggie Fox:

Three genes may play a strong role in determining why
some young men raised in rough neighborhoods or
deprived families become violent criminals, while others
do not, U.S. researchers reported on Monday. . ..

People with a particular variation of the MAOA gene
called 2R were very prone to criminal and delinquent
behavior, said sociology professor Guang Guo, who led the
study.

“I don’t want to say it is a crime gene, but 1 percent
of people have it and scored very high in violence and

delinquency,” Guo said in a telephone interview. . ..’

A “crime gene,” leading to violence and delinquency? It is certainly
possible that such a gene exists, but again, what does that prove? Do we
excuse violent behavior if we find that the violent person has this alleged
gene? Does the judge dismiss the charges against a criminal if he has this
supposed genetic component? Don't we rather work harder with such an
individual to help him change his destructive behavior?

Remarkably, Prof. Guo noted that:

...a certain mutation in [the gene called] DRD2 seemed
to set off a young man if he did not have regular meals with
his family.

“But if people with the same gene have a parent who
has regular meals with them, then the risk is gone,” Guo
said.

“Having a family meal is probably a proxy for parental
involvement,” he added. “It suggests that parenting is very
important.” . ..

How remarkable! Even though there is a genetic predisposition to
violent and delinquent behavior, eating together as a family removed the risk
entirely. Incredible! Environmental factors certainly do play a major role in
determining the decisions we make and the desires we experience, regardless
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of our genetic or biological predisposition — the very argument constantly
raised by those who advocate that homosexuality can be changed.

But even without Prof. Guo’s observation about social factors, let’s think
some more about the weakness of the argument that, “I couldn’t help myself,”
or, “This is the way I was born,” or, “My genes made me do it.”

Please allow me to wax sarcastic for a moment. Perhaps a violent man
who beats up a gay man is only being himself. Perhaps he is only doing what
he is genetically predisposed to do. (What folly!) Perhaps he should no more
be faulted for his behavior than a gay person should be faulted for engaging
in same-sex relationships. After all, if homosexual activity is a matter of sexual
orientation rather than sexual preference, perhaps violent behavior is a matter
of aggressive, angry orientation rather than aggressive, angry preference.

There is, to date, more evidence for a genetic predisposition to violence
than there is for a genetic predisposition to homosexuality,®® yet we
criminalize violent behavior and incarcerate violent criminals rather than
celebrating their own particular type of “diversity.” Perhaps defense lawyers
could learn something from gay activists and plead, “Not guilty by means of
violent orientation!”, or, “Not guilty by genetic predisposition!” And perhaps,
rather than incarcerating the violent man for his criminal acts, we should be
congratulating him for being himself! (Again, I am being completely sarcastic
here, but I trust you get the point.)

To be sure, I do not mean to minimize the conflicts and heartache
endured by those in the GLBT community who have desired to become
heterosexual for religious or moral or social reasons and have failed in their
attempts to change. In no way do I want to be cavalier about this whole
subject of being “born that way.” I simply want to point out that people are
really barking up the wrong tree with this argument and that, quite simply,
we cannot determine the morality or acceptability of a habit or orientation or
behavior or tendency based on how someone may or may not be born. Rather,
the habit or orientation or behavior or tendency must be evaluated on other
grounds.

MY GENES MADE ME DO IT?

Let’s consider a few more examples. On September 2,2008, a provocative
headline flashed across the internet, proclaiming, “Scientists identify
‘unfaithful’ gene in men.”” There you have it! “Honey, it’s not my fault I
committed adultery. It’s not my fault that I broke our marriage vows. I have

an unfaithful gene. That explains it all.” Right!
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Robert Walz, reporting from Stockholm, Sweden, wrote:

Men who cheat on their wives might be able to blame it
on their DNA, according to a study released on Tuesday
that indicated that men with a high amount of a gene that
influences brain activity are twice as likely to experience
marital dysfunction.*

(I think I hear the lyrics for a hot new song entitled, “Blame It on My
DNA™)
The article explains that:

... genetic research at the Karolinska institute in Stockholm
shows a direct link between a man’s genes and his aptitude
for monogamy. Behavioral geneticist Hasse Walum and
a team of scientists studied the brains of one-thousand
heterosexual couples. 40 percent of men have one or two
copies of the allele. “Men with two copies of the allele had
twice the risk of experiencing marital dysfunction, with
a threat of divorce during the last year, compared to man
carrying one or no copies,” said Walum in a news release
issued on Tuesday.*

And what did the ladies think about this new revelation that men with a
certain genetic makeup “have a difficult time committing to and maintaining
a monogamous relationship”?#

“I think that is a lame excuse for being unfaithful,” said
Megan Warner as she walked with her son at Salt Lake’s
Gateway shopping center. “We make choices every day
for good and bad and I think it is a matter of choice. “So
you won't give men a break on this?” “No way, not at my
house!™

(I assume that all you ladies reading this book would also say “Not at my
house!”)

In a December 12, 2004 column in the Sunday Mirror, a situation was
presented to the “Sex Doctor,” Dr. Catherine Hood:
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I AM having an affair with one of my husband’s friends -
and I don't feel guilty. Since I had children my life has been
one big chore, cleaning up for them and cooking for my
husband. It has been wonderful for a man to notice me for
the woman I am - my husband never does. I'm told being
unfaithful is to do with the genes.*

Dr. Hood responded, “It’s been suggested that 22% of women are
genetically programmed to be unfaithful. You may have the unfaithful gene
but you can choose not to act on it!”™* Well said! Yes, whatever gene you or
I may have, we can choose not to act on it. As noted by Tara Parker-Pope in
a New York Times article on “The Science of a Happy Marriage,” a growing
body of research indicates that, “while some people may be naturally more
resistant to temptation, men and women can also train themselves to protect
their relationships and raise their feelings of commitment.”* Perhaps people
can even resist the power of the “rape gene”? I would hope so! (See Nicholas
D. Kristof’s June 11, 2009 article in the New York Times, “Do We Have a
Rape Gene?™)

How about the “liberal gene?” I kid you not. On October 27, 2010, news
services were abuzz with the headline that, “Scientists Find ‘Liberal Gene’.”
One story reported that:

Researchers have determined that genetics could matter
when it comes to some adults’ political leanings.

According to scientists at UC San Diego and Harvard
University, “ideology is affected not just by social factors,
but also by a dopamine receptor gene called DRD4.” That
and how many friends you had during high school. ...

“It is the crucial interaction of two factors — the genetic
predisposition and the environmental condition of having
many friends in adolescence — that is associated with being
more liberal,” according to the study.*®

Perhaps you disagree with some of the contents of this book because you
have a liberal gene and were socially active as an adolescent? (OK. Smile. I
was just kidding.)

What about something more serious, like the alleged obesity gene?
An April 13, 2006 article reported, “Common genetic change linked to
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obesity.”* Roxanne Khamsi noted that “The first common genetic variant
that substantially increases a persons risk of obesity has been identified,
researchers claim. They hope that their discovery will open doors to new
treatments for the condition.” Did you catch that? This discovery “will open
doors to new treatments for the condition” — not justification for obesity, but
rather insights that will help combat obesity, since obesity is harmful to our
health.

Based on gay activist logic, however, this discovery should lead to the
embracing of obesity and even the public celebration of obesity. Perhaps we
should now hold Fat Pride events in our cities? After all, most name-calling
in our schools has to do with appearance,* and so kids who are overweight
are subject to all kinds of cruel taunts from their classmates, not to mention
their inability to compete well in sports, leading to further ostracization.

'This, of course, underscores why all name-calling and bullying is wrong,
while the discovery of this “obesity gene” should produce greater sympathy
for those who struggle with their weight. But does this cause us to embrace
and celebrate obesity or to downplay its harmful effects? Absolutely not! Why
should it? Obesity remains a dangerous condition.*

Interestingly, the article also stressed the importance of “environmental
factors,” noting that, “More than one-third of people in the US are obese
and other countries’ populations are increasingly facing similar weight issues.
Scientists predict that genes may contribute anywhere from 30% to 70% of
the risk of obesity, but they stress that environmental factors, like diet, play a
crucial role.”? So, even when there is a strong genetic component, personal
choices “play a crucial role.”

And let’s not miss a repeated phrase in the article, namely, “the risk of
obesity.” A similar phrase could be used for same-sex attractions — but not
without howls of angry protests, since gay is OK but obesity is not.

In reality, however, we could say today that, “Children with thus and
such biological or genetic factors at work in their lives have a higher 7is% for
homosexuality, yet thus and such environmental factors may militate against
it.”*3 I can feel the heat already. Just writing these words would spark a furious
reaction. In fact, I can hear that “Hitler” charge being raised again! (See above,

Chapter Two.)

THE TRUTH ABOUT GENETIC INFLUENCES

On the home page of openly gay scientist Dean Hamer it is noted that,
“Many aspects of human personality and behavior are genetically influenced.
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. . . Behavioral genetic studies have shown that cigarette smoking is 53%
heritable and that there are different genes for starting and continuing to
smoke.”* The same can be said for alcoholism and other harmful traits
and habits, all of which brings us back to the question, “What does this
prove?” Does it prove that cigarette smoking or alcoholism or violence or
unfaithfulness or obesity are therefore acceptable or commendable or helpful
because they have an alleged genetic component?

Neil Swidey noted that “[gay scientist Simon LeVay] says the hunt for
a biological basis for homosexuality, which involves many researchers who
are themselves gay or lesbian, ‘has contributed to the status of gay people in
society.*® But why should this be? Is it now an a priori assumption that any
behavior or desire or tendency that has a biological base is therefore morally
acceptable? Certainly not.

Let’s look at this from yet another angle. Dr. Neil Whitehead estimates
the genetic contribution to homosexuality to be roughly 10%; on the other
side of the spectrum, some have put the figure as high as 50-60%.%” But what
exactly does that mean? As explained by Prof. Warren Throckmorton,

Putting the questionable figure in perspective lets [sic]
look at other traits and the estimated percent of difference
attributable to genetic factors according to existing research
found on the American Psychological Association web site.

* Attitudes toward reading books - 55%

* Feelings about abortion on demand - 54%

* Feelings about roller coaster rides - 50%

* Attitudes towards the death penalty for murder - 50%
* Humility - 58%

* Likelihood to engage in casual sex - 49%

* Attitudes toward equality - 55%°®

So, even if the genetic contribution to homosexuality was 50% -- which
is an extremely high estimate — that would no more prove that homosexuality
was inborn and unchangeable than it would prove that any of these other
behaviors and attitudes were inborn and unchangeable. Otherwise, to be
consistent, you would have to argue that some people are born to be proud
and therefore should not try to cultivate humility, or that other people are
bound to engage in casual sex and therefore should not learn to curb their
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sexual appetites. Is that where you (referring in particular to gay activists and
their allies) want to go?

To explain this further, Dr. A. Dean Byrd, professor at the University of
Utah School of Medicine, notes that:

Dr. Francis S. Collins, one of the world’s leading scientists
who works at the cutting edge of DNA, concluded that
“there is an inescapable component of heritability to many
human behavioral traits. For virtually none of them is
heredity ever close to predictive.”

In reviewing the heritability (influence of genetic
factors) of personality traits, Dr. Collins referenced the
estimates of the percentage of various human personality
traits that can be ascribed to heredity from the Bochard
and McGue research.

The heritability estimates for personality traits were
varied: General Cognitive Ability (50%), Extroversion
(54%), Agreeableness (42%), Conscientiousness (49%),
Neuroticism (48%), Openness (57%), Aggression (38%)
and Traditionalism (54%).”

To be sure, there are some neurologists and ethicists and scientists who
believe that 4/ human behavior is hardwired — in other words, “My brain
made me do it!”** — but that being the case, homosexuality is just one of many
hardwired behaviors, making all moral judgments virtually meaningless.
After all, “I” am not responsible, my brain is. (‘This also begs the question as
to who “I” am, but that is a subject for another book, one that neither I nor
my brain plan to write.) In fact, a recent study posted on the 365Gay.com
website argued that homophobia was hardwired into the brain!® Does this,
then, excuse or justify irrational prejudice against gays?

According to Steven Neuberg, professor of social psychology at Arizona
State University and one of the authors of the study,

People sometimes assume that because we say prejudice has
evolved roots we are saying that specific prejudices can’t be
changed. That’s simply not the case. What we think and
feel and how we behave is typically the result of complex
interactions between biological tendencies and learning
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experiences. Evolution may have prepared our minds to
be prejudiced, but our environment influences the specific
targets of those prejudices and how we act on them.®

Suffice it to say that most of us recognize that we are ultimately
responsible for the choices we make, even if we were predisposed to a certain
kind of negative behavior either because of biological tendencies, learning
experiences, or both.

Think for a moment about the children of alcoholic parents. According
to the National Association of Children of Alcoholics,

e  Children of addicted parents are the highest risk group
of children to become alcohol and drug abusers due to
both genetic and family environment factors.

e Biological children of alcohol dependent parents who
have been adopted continue to have an increased risk
(2-9 fold) of developing alcoholism.

e Recent studies suggest a strong genetic component,
particularly for early onset of alcoholism in males.
Sons of alcoholic fathers are at fourfold risk compared
with the male offspring of non-alcoholic fathers.®

So, both genetic and environmental factors are stacked against these
children, making it very likely that they too will become alcoholics — yet it
is not a given that they will and they o have the power to choose a different
lifestyle, which is why so many of them do.*

As for the children of alcoholics who follow in their parents footsteps,
as much as we show them compassion and understanding, we still do not
condone their drinking, we still recognize the harmful effects of alcohol
addiction, we don't excuse them if they kill someone in a drunk driving
accident, and without a doubt, we don’t hold Alcoholic Pride events in their
honor.

Ifyou say to me, “How dare you compare alcoholism with homosexuality!”,
I say in reply, 'm making the argument that being genetically or biologically
predisposed to do something does not make it right.* And, to go one step
further, being genetically predisposed to do something that is hardly ideal,
to put it mildly, is certainly not something to celebrate (or legislate into

protected class status). After all, think of all the challenges that GLBT folks
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face in this world, and think of their inability to reproduce children of their
own, and think of the health risks which they face (especially males; see
below, Chapters Eleven and Thirteen for more on this).® To be “born that
way,” or, more realistically, born with a predisposition to go in that direction,
should produce pity and heartfelt concern rather than adulation. And in no
way should it affect our moral evaluation of that behavior.

And what about the influence of environmental factors — meaning,
upbringing, social experiences, or early sexual abuse — on the development
of homosexuality? I know it’s taboo to talk about this these days (what isn’#
taboo to talk about with regard to the causes of homosexuality, except that
it is innate and immutable?), but if environmental factors play a role in the
development of alcoholics, and if the failure to eat family meals together
can trigger someone’s predisposition to violence (see above), then why can't
environmental factors play a role in the development of homosexuality? Why
should the stories of countless thousands of gays and lesbians be disregarded
(including many former gays and lesbians)? Why should we disregard the
disproportionately high number of lesbian women who earlier in life suffered
sexual abuse at the hands of a man?®”” Why should this be factored out? And
why should we ignore the stories of early same-sex encounters in the lives of
many gay men? Just because this was not the experience of some gays and
lesbians does not mean that we should discount the stories of others. To do
so would be intolerant and bigoted. (My apologies for this momentary lapse;
I forgot that only my opinions are intolerant and bigoted.)

BORN GAY? REALLY?

Of course, the whole idea that people are “born gay” is absurd, just as it
is absurd to think that someone predisposed to obesity is born obese (how
many twenty-pound newborns have you heard of?) or someone predisposed
to violence is born violent (how many infants have attacked the midwife or
doctor who assisted in their births?). In fact, being “gay” implies much more
than having homosexual desires. Indeed, gay psychologist Richard Isay wrote
a book entitled Becoming Gay, in which he purports to help homosexual men
embrace their “gay” identity — which could be part of the reason that Camille
Paglia exclaimed that, “No one is ‘born gay.” The idea is ridiculous.”*

Consider the following statements from both gay and straight authors,
all of which question the simple “born gay” equation:

e  Gay professor David Greenberg: “For every lesbian
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separatist arguing that lesbianism is a political choice
that carries feminism to its logical conclusion, there
is someone else saying, ‘I was born that way.” Short
of definitive evidence, which no theory has thus far
received, the disagreement is likely to continue.*’

e  Straight psychiatrist and physicist Jeffrey Satinover:
“Because all human behavior is related in some way
to genes, we can nonetheless guess that one day
higher quality of research will find genetic factors that
correlate to homosexuality. But remember, one of the
fundamental principles of research is that correlation
does not necessarily imply causation.””

e Gay researcher, John DeCecco, editor of the Journal of
Homosexuality: “. . . the sexual act shapes erotic desire
as much as desire precedes it.””!

e Straight researchers Martin Rovers and Ray A. Seutter:
“More and more, however, it seems that theorists and
critics on both sides of the debate are leaning towards
some middle ground, talking about complexity (Byne
& Parsons, 1993), multiple pathways (Byne, 1997),
multiple factors (LeVay, 1996), and “a mixture of
both genes and environment” (Hamer & Copeland,
1994). Sexual orientation seems to be shaped through
complex interactions of biological, psychological, and

social factors.””?

According to one prominent theory, a person with a genetic or biological
predisposition to homosexuality would be born with certain tendencies that
would not be typical for their sex (such as a boy with extreme sensitivities
and artistic flair), which could easily lead to a lack of bonding with his
father (especially if the dad is a “macho” type), rejection by other boys, a
self-identification with girls, and then an attraction to the opposite of that
identification, meaning an attraction to boys, who are now the perceived as
the opposite sex.” This describes the situation of many gay men today — is
it any surprise that homosexual men are so creatively gifted? — although it
is hardly true for all of them. Again, however, this hardly proves the “born
gay” theory; to the contrary, it underscores the fact that predisposition is not
predestination.
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And what if the genetic or biological component to homosexuality is
deeper than this? One prominent pro-homosexual scholar minces no words
in sharing his opinion about the search for a “gay gene.” I'm referring to none
other than the Harvard population geneticist Dr. Richard Lewontin. He
wonders aloud: “What happens when we find a difference on a chromosome
whose variation between individuals has some effect on a behavioral — or
for that matter any — trait> What do I do with information?””* This was a
question he put to his colleague Dr. Dean Hamer:

Now, Dean gave a partial answer to that. Politics. “What do
I do about it,” is always political. People think that if they
find the gene for a trait, it’ll affect people’s lives. And he
gave an example, he said here’s this guy, this right-wing nut
[referring to a columnist with the Washington Times] who
is antigay, and the moment this guy hears homosexuality is
biological he stops being antigay. Now that is the political
point of view Dr. Hamer has, but I disagree. I'd ask why
is knowing how sexual orientation is created biologically a
good thing to know?”

And what does Lewontin think of this? Get ready for a blunt answer!

(According to author Chandler Burr, who interviewed Lewontin, “He scowls”
here.)

It’s irrelevant! I don’t care! What difference does it make to
me which genes affect sexual orientation? None whatsoever.
That’s what I say to my gay friends, that’s what they say to
me. You get this right-wing guy who thinks a particular
sexual orientation is bad, but now that he knows it’s genetic,
he thinks it’s okay. So he’s reached the right conclusion.
Good for him. But it’s stupid! He must be one of the very
tew people in the world who’s become convinced that
something is not a defect for the reason that it’s biological.
The response to that is so simple it’s mind-boggling: cancer
is biological. Does that make cancer good? There are a
million biological defects. It’s not even logical.””®

For Lewontin, looking for a “gay gene” plays into the idea that
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homosexuality is wrong:

In that case, [Hamer’s] only reinforcing that view that being
gay is bad, he’s saying okay, I'll show you it’s biological so
you can’t blame me, whereas the right answer is that the
issue of blame is not there in the first place. Youre going
along with the game, “Yeah, I'm bad, but I can’t help
myself.” The proper struggle for gay people is to say, “Why
the hell are you blaming me?” Don’t blame me at all. Why
do you care about the gene? I mean, if God appeared to me
in a dream and told me which genes they were, what would
I do with it?”’

And this leads to Lewontin’s other issue with research into the possible
genetic origins of homosexuality:

But the second thing that’s implied is that just because
you have the gene, you can’t change the trait. Excuse me,
everyone’s looking for the genes for diabetes. Are they
doing this for fun? The equation of genetic is unchangeable
is absolute garbage! You find a gene that makes some
difference in your physiology, but nobody ever said you
couldn’t change people’s physiology, they've been doing
it with diabetes for seventy years now by giving people
insulin. Is this not obvious? . . . So people think that if they
find the gene everyone will accept that they can’t change
it — that’s bull----! My genes gave me nose shape but I can
get an operation any day of the week.”®

So, even if it a genetic component to homosexuality cou/d be identified
with certainty, that would 7oz mean that homosexuality could not be altered.
After all, other genetically-based “defects” can now be surgically or medically
corrected. In fact, the chapter in Burr’s Separate Creation from which I'm now
quoting is entitled, “How Genetic Surgery Can Change Homosexuality to
Heterosexuality.” Here Burr details the work of molecular biologist Charles J.
(Chuck) Link, Jr., and his Human Gene Therapy Research Institute which has
“treated” people for homosexuality using their own DNA.” Hey, if there’s a
genetic cause for homosexuality, then there could be a genetic cure for it, right?

221



A QUEER THING HAPPENED TO AMERICA

A GENETIC CAUSE AND A GENETIC CURE?

There is, of course, the concern that the discovery of biological or genetic
causes for homosexuality might lead to some kind of witch hunt to try to
identify those traits in babies in the womb, giving parents the choice to abort
a child potentially predisposed to homosexuality, much like older women who
are pregnant are offered an amniocentesis in order to determine if the fetus
has any genetic abnormalities.** How would gay activists welcome #4is? Talk
about eugenics with a cruel twist!

And so, in many ways, the “born that way” argument is a (potentially
dangerous) dead end since: 1) Genetic predisposition (or even causation)
does not determine the morality or desirability of a trait; 2) finding a genetic
component for homosexuality doesn’t mean there isn't a genetic cure for
homosexuality; 3) finding a genetic component for homosexuality doesnt
mean that environmental or cognitive factors have no role; 4) finding a genetic
component to homosexuality could lead to the abortion of many homosexual
fetuses. (Note that this last phrase should underscore the absurdity of being
“born gay,” since homosexual babies would presuppose homosexual fetuses.)®!

In 2008, Southern Baptist leader Al Mohler created a firestorm of
controversy when he suggested that if it was determined that people were
born homosexual, then perhaps a treatment for homosexuality could be
found.® Gay activists were outraged by his comments (is anyone surprised?),
and he even came under attack from conservatives who felt he had capitulated
to the “born that way” theory.

But let’s think about this for a moment: If it is OK to put a girl with
gender identity disorder on medication to delay the onset of puberty, then,
as a teenager, to offer her sex-change surgery, then to put her on hormonal
medication the rest of her life, why would it be wrong to look for a medical
“treatment” for homosexuality? And why would it be wrong to begin such
treatment in the womb?

Why is one treatment — a far more radical one! — fully acceptable while
another one — far less radical and invasive — unacceptable? Why is one,
which involves genital mutilation of perfectly healthy organs and tissues,
applauded as progressive while the other, which does not affect the physical
body at all, considered regressive? We deplore the nations that still practice
female circumcision, yet we applaud those doctors who perform sex-change
operations.

If a gay person could be saved the stigma of rejection in a heterosexual
world and could have new desires that would allow him or her to have love,
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partner, and have offspring with a person of the opposite sex simply by
getting a series of injections, wouldn't it be worth it? Or if a child (or adult)
tormented by GID could now be at home in his or her body by some simple
medical treatment, rather than undergoing sex-change surgery and hormonal
therapy, not to mention suffering the trauma of telling all their friends and
families that they had now become the opposite sex, wouldn't they do it in
a heartbeat?® (This would be akin to asking a severely overweight person if
their appetite could be massively reduced by taking a pill rather than having
dangerous gastric bypass surgery, which would they choose?)

According to an August 7, 2009, Reuters story from London,
“Psychopaths who kill and rape have faulty connections between the part
of the brain dealing with emotions and that which handles impulses and

784 (I am not equating homosexuals

decision-making, scientists have found.
with murderers or rapists, nor am I calling them psychopaths, so stay with me
for a moment, OK?)

The report by Kate Kelland continued:

In a study of psychopaths who had committed murder,
manslaughter, multiple rape, strangulation and false
imprisonment, the British scientists found that roads
linking the two crucial brain areas had “potholes,” while
those of non-psychopaths were in good shape.

The study opens up the possibility of developing
treatments for dangerous psychopaths in the future,
said Dr Michael Craig of the Institute of Psychiatry at
London’s King’s College Hospital, and may have profound
implications for doctors, researchers and the criminal
justice system.®

What’s the point in citing this story, since I'm no# equating homosexuality
with murder and rape? Certainly, all of us agree that murder and rape are
heinous and unjustifiable acts, yet that doesn’t stop scientists from asking
if there is a genetic or biological or developmental contribution to these
criminal behaviors. Why, the scientists ask, do these people do what they do?
Is there something different in their brains that contributes to their deplorable
actions? Those are important questions, but if there is something different in
their brains, does that make their actions any less criminal? Certainly not!

So then, the morality (or, immorality) of the act stands apart from the
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question, “Was I born with a predisposition to a certain behavior? Or did the
circuitry in my brain make it easier for me to act a certain way?” The same can
be said for homosexual practice: Its rightness or wrongness must be judged
in and of itself. The argument that “I was born that way” is irrelevant, not
to mention false. As noted by Dean Hamer and Peter Copeland, “In short,
biology is amoral; it offers no help distinguishing between right and wrong.
Only people, guided by their values and beliefs, can decide what is moral and
what is not.”8¢

Interestingly, the study about the “faulty connections” in the brains of

certain psychopaths also stated this:

The scientists cautioned against suggestions the study
could lead to screening of potential psychopathic criminals
before they are able to commit crimes, saying their findings
had not established how, when or why the brain links were
damaged.

“The most exciting question now...is when do the
potholes come -- are people born with them, do they
develop early in life, or are they a consequence of something

else?”®’

In other words, our brains develop extensively over the course of our
lifetimes, and so, even if it could be demonstrated that there were some
differences in the brains of gay and straight men (or women) — and this has
notbeen demonstrated to date — those differences could have been the resu/t of
homosexual practice rather than a contributing factor to homosexual practice.
Conversely, those differences could have been due to early life development
rather than to biology.® In either case, were back to where we started: The
sexual act and the sexual orientation must be evaluated independent of any
alleged cause. And, therefore, the salient question remains, “Is homosexual
practice right or wrong, good or bad?”, rather than, “Are people born gay?”

I know that some of you are absolutely furious with me for this discussion,
perhaps saying out loud as you read, “But homosexuality is not wrong!” or,
“How dare you call homosexuality a defect!”

But your response begs the question, since I can say to you, “Look, men
and women complement each other emotionally and are biologically made
for each other, whereas homosexuals are not. And all good research to date
indicates that kids do best when raised by their mom and dad as opposed to
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being raised by a single parent or by two moms or two dads,” and there are
considerably fewer health risks for heterosexuals than for homosexuals,” so
heterosexuality is clearly preferable to homosexuality. And being at home in
your own body is clearly preferable to being tormented by your own body, so
being heterosexual is clearly preferable to transgender.”

Will you dare say in response, “But I was born this way?” I think not.
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Richard Green was very actively involved thirty years ago
in the removal of homosexuality from the DSM [Diagnostic and Statistical
Manual] list of mental disorders. As is known, homosexuality was successfully
removed in the early seventies. Now he argues for the removal

of pedophilia from the same list.

Abstract of article by Dr. Richard Green in Archives of Sexual Behavior 31 (2002)
(the special issue devoted to pedophilia)

Freedom is indivisible.
The liberation of children, women, boy-lovers, and homosexuals in general,

can occur only as complementary facets of the same dream.
'y Y

David Thorstad, “Pederasty and Homosexuality,”
Speech given at the Semana Cultural Lesbica-Gay,
Mexico City, June 26,1998

If paedophiles are no longer forced to live underground and to be
secretive about their relationships, but instead their desires are recognized
as legitimate, and they are guided towards a responsible expression of their desires,
we might prevent some cases of genuine sexual abuse.
Dr. Theo Sandfort, “Constructive Questions Regarding Paedophilia”
(Sandfort was a member of the Gay and Lesbian Studies Department,

State University of Utrecht, the Netherlands;
he is now a professor at Columbia University)

[ ]f the parents and friends of gays are truly friends of gays,
they would know from their gay kids that the relationship with an older man is
precisely what thirteen-, fourteen-, and fifteen-year-old kids
need more than anything else in the world.

Harry Hay (American gay rights movement founder), cited in Jeffrey Lloyd,
“When Nancy Met Harry,” The American Spectator, October 5, 2006
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Speaking of the Unspeakable:
Some Disturbing Parallels to
Pro-Gay Arguments
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f there is one thing that galls gay men, it is mentioning homosexuality

in the same breath with pedophilia, as if all (or most, or even a sizable

minority of) gay men are attracted to boys. I can understand how galling
this must be. First, gays would point out that there are both heterosexual and
homosexual pedophiles, so pedophilia is hardly a same-sex issue. Second,
they would stress that same-sex relationships between consenting adults
cannot possibly be compared to exploitative relationships between an adult
and a child. Third, the great majority of gay men find the thought of “man-
boy” love repulsive.

So, tobe perfectly clear, and so asnot to elicita typical (and understandable)
knee-jerk response of, “How dare you compare homosexuality to pedophilia!
You're the one who’s perverted!”, I kindly request that you say the following
sentences slowly and out loud. (You might want to repeat these lines every
few paragraphs, just in case you find yourself getting upset.)

e MICHAEL BROWN IS NOT EQUATING
HOMOSEXUAL PRACTICE WITH
PEDOPHILIA.

e MICHAEL BROWN IS NOT CALLING
ALL HOMOSEXUALS PEDOPHILES."

Then why bring up the subject at all? It is for three principle reasons: 1)
Many of the same arguments that are raised in favor of homosexuality are
also raised in favor of pedophilia (it’s genetic; it’s not a choice; it has a rich
history; it has social precedents,; it’s about love and liberation, etc.); 2) Many
of the same arguments that were raised to remove homosexuality from the
APA’s Diagnostic and Statistical Manual (DSM) in 1973 are being raised
today in an attempt to remove pedophilia from the latest edition of the DSM
3) Homosexual practice in history (in particular, male homosexuality) was
often intertwined with pedophilia, and many of the pioneer gay activists were
proponents of “man-boy love.”

'The offshoot of all this is simple: Before you condone homosexuality and
condemn pedophilia, you might want to think again. Perhaps neither should
be condoned? (Please note: Throughout this chapter, the terms pedophilia
and pederasty will be used in their broad, non-technical sense, referring to
“man-boy love” in general. Technically, however, the terms are distinct, with
pedophilia referring to attraction to pre-pubescent children and pederasty
referring to post-pubescent children. For ephebophilia, referring to attraction
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to pubescent children, see below.)
Let’s try a little exercise. Read this statement and see if you concur:

Homosexuality is no more a matter of voluntary choice than
are left-handedness or color blindness. There is no known
method of treatment by which it may be effectively and
permanently altered, suppressed, or replaced. Punishment
is useless. There is no satisfactory hypothesis, evolutionary
or otherwise, as to why this exists in nature’s overall scheme
of things. One must simply accept the fact that this does
exist, and then, with optimum enlightenment, formulate a
policy of what to do about it.

Those were the words of the famous John Hopkins University professor
John Dollar, and they reflect the sentiments of many open-minded people
today: Homosexuality is not a matter of voluntary choice any more than being
left-handed is a matter of voluntary choice; there is no known treatment that
can “cure” it or reverse it; we don’t know exactly why the phenomenon exists,
but since it does exist, let’s make the best of it!

Does that sound reasonable? Well, I have an admission to make. Professor
John Dollar does not exist. The words I quoted came from the (truly) famous
(o1, to many, infamous) Professor John Money of Johns Hopkins, and what he
actually wrote was this (my emphasis):

Pedophilia and ephebophilia [referring to sexual attraction
felt by an adult toward an adolescent] are no more a
matter of voluntary choice than are left-handedness or
color blindness. There is no known method of treatment
by which they may be effectively and permanently altered,
suppressed, or replaced. Punishment is useless. There is no
satisfactory hypothesis, evolutionary or otherwise, as to
why they exist in nature’s overall scheme of things. One
must simply accept the fact that they do exist, and then,
with optimum enlightenment, formulate a policy of what
to do about it.?

Yes, Dr. Money was speaking about pedophilia and ephebophilia, not

homosexuality. And these words were taken from his Introduction to Theo
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Sandfort’s pro-pedophilia book, Boys on Their Contacts with Men: A Study of
Sexually Expressed Friendships.® (As repulsive as this title is to the vast majority
of readers, it’s important to understand that these pederasts and pederasty
advocates make a distinction between consensual sexual relationships and
what they would consider coercive or abusive ones — like the kidnapping and
rape of a child. So, in their eyes, there is quite a difference between the two,
and they believe that an adolescent boy can intelligently consent to have sex

with a man.)

COMPARING THE ARGUMENTS NOT THE ACTS

Now, before you throw the book down and accuse me again of comparing
homosexuality to pedophilia, may I request that you simply re-read John
Money’s quote? What I was comparing was the arguments that are used to
support both sexual orientations, and the parallels between the arguments are
striking indeed. Thus, Dr. Peter J. Fagan (and others), writing in the Journal of
the American Medical Association in 2002, stated that,

During psychosexual development, no one decides whether
to be attracted to women, men, girls, or boys. Rather,
individuals discover the types of persons they are sexually
attracted to, i.e., their sexual orientation.*

Prof. Fred Berlin, founder of the Johns Hopkins Sexual Disorders Clinic,

was even more explicit:

It is likely that no one would choose voluntarily to
develop a pedophilic sexual orientation. Those with such
an orientation have no more decided to have it than have
any of us decided as children to be either heterosexual
or homosexual. Men with pedophilia get erections when
fantasizing about children. Heterosexual men get erections
when fantasizing about women. In neither case is that so
because the individual in question has somehow decided
ahead of time to program his mind to work in such a
fashion. Persons with pedophilia have simply not chosen to
experience an alternative state of mind.’

You might say, “I don't care how ‘natural’it is for someone to get aroused
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when fantasizing about children. That’s just wrong! And I don't care if they
were born like that. It is just plain perverted.”

‘Then, why, pray tell, is it wrong to use that same line of argument against
homosexual practice — the very argument we are told we cannor use since gays
find same-sex attraction to be “natural” and since they believe they were born
that way. (For an analysis of the “born that way” argument, see above, Chapter
Six.) There are many heterosexuals who find same-sex attraction to be dead
wrong and even perverted, yet they are told that there’s something wrong
with them for feeling that way, since homosexuality is natural and inborn. Do
you see the double standard here?

Someone might say to me, “For a guy with a Ph.D., you’re obviously not
that bright. (Really, you’re pretty dense, not to mention quite homophobic.)
'The difference between adult homosexuality and pedophilia is the difference
between night and day. One is consensual and non-abusive, the other is not;
one is a relationship between equals; the other is not.”

To tell you the truth, I was fully aware of those differences. But that
was not the point I was making. Rather, the point was this: If homosexuality
should be accepted because it claims to be “natural” and “inborn,” then why
shouldn’t pedophilia be accepted, since it also claims to be “natural” and
“inborn” The question here is not whether the sexual acts (or attractions) are
consensual but whether they are “natural” and “inborn.” Why, then, should
homosexuality be accepted for these very reasons when these same reasons are
not sufficient to argue for the acceptance of pedophilia? (Please note that in
the discussion that follows, when I speak of pedophilia or pederasty, I'll be
referring to allegedly “consensual” relationships between adults and children
ranging from, say, twelve to sixteen years old.)

Consider these typical arguments raised by a gay person when speaking
to a straight person who has a problem with homosexual practice:

1) My homosexuality is not a sexual preference but a sexual
orientation, just as much as your heterosexuality is not a
sexual preference but a sexual orientation.

2) My homosexuality is just as normal as your heterosexuality.

3) Since my behavior is genetically determined and is not
a choice, it is intolerant and hateful to suggest that it is
wrong. And to call my sexual behavior illegal or immoral,
or to refuse to legitimize same-sex relationships, is to be a
moral bigot of the highest order.
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4) T deeply resent your attempts to identify areas of my
upbringing and environment as alleged causes for my
homosexuality.

5) 1 categorically reject the myth that someone can change
his or her sexual orientation. Rather, such statements only
add to the anguish and suffering of gays and lesbians,
and attempts to change us often lead to catastrophic
consequences, including depression and suicide.

Now, let’s make a slight adjustment in this polemic and put it on the lips
of a pederast speaking to a homosexual:

1) My pederasty is not a sexual preference but a sexual
orientation, just as much as your homosexuality is not a
sexual preference but a sexual orientation.

2) My pederasty is just as normal as your homosexuality.

3) Since my behavior is genetically determined and is not
a choice, it is intolerant and hateful to suggest that it is
wrong. And to call my sexual behavior illegal or immoral,
or to refuse to legitimize adult-child relationships, is to be
a moral bigot of the highest order.

4) T deeply resent your attempts to identify areas of my
upbringing and environment as alleged causes for my
pederasty.

5) 1 categorically reject the myth that someone can change
his or her sexual orientation. Rather, such statements only
add to the anguish and suffering of pederasts, and attempts
to change us often lead to catastrophic consequences,
including depression and suicide.

It will not work for a homosexual to respond with, “Yes, pederasty is also
genetic, but it’s wrong, and those people will just have to control themselves,”
since that is the very position so vehemently rejected by gays and lesbians
when applied to them. Nor will it work to simply say, “But you’re comparing
apples with oranges, since the issue is not the legitimacy of adult-child sex
but of adult-adult sex,” since gays and lesbians know only too well that
heterosexuals would say the very same thing to them. (In other words, using
marriage as an example, gays would say, “Were not advocating incest or
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polygamy or the like. Were advocating the covenantal bond between two,
non-related adults,” while heterosexuals would immediately reply, “But the
very definition of marriage is for a man and woman to be joined together, not
two people of the same sex to be joined together. And men are biologically
designed to have sex with women, not with men.”)

The fact is, there was a time when the vast majority of Americans, along
with the mental health profession, thought that homosexuality was a mental
disorder and/or sexual perversion, something that was utterly shameful,
something to be kept in the closet. Did that mean that the majority view
was right? Conversely, does the fact that many Americans today, especially in
the younger generation, believe that homosexuality is normal and acceptable
mean that it is, in fact, normal and acceptable? In the same way, does society’s
condemnation of pedophilia mean that it should be condemned? What if
people’s views changed on this too? Would that make pedophilia acceptable?

“But,” you say, “what about the fact that all pedophilic relationships are
abusive and coercive and destructive?”

Well, that’s not what pedophiles — and some non-pedophile researchers —
have to say,and so,as unpleasant as it is to reproduce stuff like this, it’s important
that we hear the arguments for pedophilia (or — gag! — “intergenerational
intimacy,” as some call it). In our day, few have been as eloquent in support of
“man-boy” love as David Thorstad.

A PEDERAST ARGUES HIS CASE

Here are some excerpts from Thorstad’s speech on “Pederasty and
Homosexuality,” delivered at the Semana Cultural Lesbica-Gay, Mexico City,
June 26, 1998. (According to the report, “More than 600 people showed up
for the talk: standing room only, and many had to be turned away.”'This is an
English translation of the speech, which was given in Spanish.)®

First, he argues that pederasty, which he defines as “love between a man
and a youth of 12 to 18 years of age,” is liberating and empowering:

Our movement today stresses the liberation and
empowerment of young people. Instead of pedagogy,
democracy. Rather than a Greek love mentor-relationship,
the companionship of independent and autonomous
individuals. In place of male supremacy, a vision of
sexual, economic, and political liberation for all. Freedom
is indivisible. The liberation of children, women, boy-
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lovers, and homosexuals in general, can occur only as
complementary facets of the same dream.’

Second, he argues that it is impossible to separate the quest for gay rights
from the quest for pederastic rights. In fact, he claims that pederasty and
homosexuality have always been inseparable:

The issue of love between men and boys has intersected
the gay movement since the late nineteenth century, with
the rise of the first gay rights movement in Germany. In
the United States, as the gay movement has retreated from
its vision of sexual liberation, in favor of integration and
assimilation into existing social and political structures,
it has increasingly sought to marginalize even demonize
cross-generational love. Pederasty - that is, love between
a man and a youth of 12 to 18 years of age - say middle-
class homosexuals, lesbians, and feminists, has nothing to
do with gay liberation. Some go so far as to claim, absurdly,
that it is a heterosexual phenomenon, or even “sexual
abuse.” What a travesty!®

Isn’t it ironic that, just as gay activists accuse the non-affirming society
of seeking to marginalize or demonize “same-sex love,” so Thorstad accuses
today’s gay activists of seeking to marginalize or demonize “cross-generational
love.”

He continues:

Pederasty is the main form that male homosexuality has
acquired throughout Western civilization - and not only in the
West! Pederasty is inseparable from the high points of Western
culture - ancient Greece and the Renaissance (my emphasis).
In Germany, in the late nineteenth century, pederasty
was an integral part of the new gay movement. The first gay
journal in the world - Der Eigene, published beginning in
1896 (one year before the formation of the first homosexual
rights group, the Scientific Humanitarian Committee of
Magnus Hirschfeld) - was a pederast and anarchist journal

“for male culture”. ...}
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Third, he argues that it is somewhat hypocritical to claim that
homosexuality is inborn (or, at the least, formed in a child before the age
of six) while at the same time restricting that child’s sexual freedom and
expression:

One obvious contradiction in [this] position is that if
homosexual identity is inborn, as they say, then why do
they oppose freedom of sexual expression for minors?
[They] argue that sexual identity is fixed by age six, but
they deny young people the right to enjoy sexual pleasure
with the person of their own choice. For them, “protection”
is the key word, not “liberation”; they call on the state to
“protect” young people from expressing and exploring their
own sexual behavior. They want to “protect” young people
from “dirty old men” (I, incidentally, am speaking as a “dirty
[gay] old man” - something I take as a positive goal), but in
reality are protecting them from themselves. They support
criminalization of young people’s sexuality, especially if it
involves sex with an adult man. They condemn any adult
who helps a young person to explore his or her sexuality.
They are like parents - only worse, because they pretend to
offer a guide to the gay future.?

Fourth, Thorstad claims that today’s gay activism has severed its pederastic
heritage for the sake of social acceptance:

As middle-class gays become increasingly part of the
mainstream, and turn their backs on the ideas that gave rise
to and inspired their movement - and even on comrades
who fought the heterosexual dictatorship before they
themselves had come out - and as the ruling class steps
up its efforts to control, police, and instill fear in the
population, and as it passes laws criminalizing more and
more things, and builds prisons at a breakneck pace to hold
the millions it has criminalized (huge numbers of whom
are imprisoned for consensual and harmless activity, such as
possession of marijuana), life and survival for men and boys
who love each other is becoming extremely dangerous. To
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be an active pederast in the United States today is like being
a Jew in Nazi Germany. The United States is becoming -
perhaps already has become - a police state. The backlash
against the increased visibility of homosexuality since the
Stonewall Riots in 1969 is striking pederasts most severely.
Thousands are currently in jail in the United States for
purely consensual relationships, and the gay movement will

not lift a finger or a voice in protest. . . .

Did you catch that? “To be an active pederast in the United States today
is like being a Jew in Nazi Germany.” Really? I thought being an active
homosexual in the United States today was like being a Jew in Nazi Germany?
(For the record, both statements are immoral exaggerations, but once again,
the irony of Thorstad’s critique of today’s politically correct gay activism can’t
be missed — or easily dismissed.)

'Thus Thorstad says:

It is difficult to identify with a movement whose primary
goalsare towinofficialapproval for gay marriage,gayfamilies,
and acceptance in the imperialist military. Homosexuals in
the United States seem intent on demonstrating that they
can be as conventional as heterosexuals. These days, I have
to struggle with myself not to be antigay. . ..

In Minnesota, a highly respected and prominent
gay man who has worked with youth for years in state-
funded agencies was recently forced to leave his position
when parents discovered that he had an 18-year-old
boyfriend (hence, not even a minor). The gay movement
has maintained a deafening silence about this.

... Ten or twenty years ago, the gay movement would
have been a source of support for such relationships. Today,
it is virtually indistinguishable from the heterosexist
dictatorship itself.??

Finally, he argues that “Pederasty, like homosexuality, has existed, and

exists, in all societies that have ever been studied.” It cannot be stamped out,
he claims, because it is based on irrepressible love:
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Homoeroticism is a ubiquitous feature of human experience,
as even efforts to repress it confirm. Men and youths have
always been attracted to each other, and, like homosexuality
in general, their love is irrepressible. Even if it is far from
triumphing, or flowering with the freedom it merits and
has enjoyed in some other cultures (for example, Siwa oasis
in Egypt), still, it can never be repressed. It will continue to
find its way to expression despite all the efforts to suppress
and demonize it. As John Henry Mackay wrote in 1924 in
The Books of the Nameless Love:

They murder our love and yet it lives.
They throttle our cry and it echoes back from the future.”

As repulsive as this stuff is, we have all heard similar arguments for
homosexuality, including the calls for equality and justice, along with the
mantra, “I have the right to marry the one I love!” In fact, the phrase “the
love that dare not speak its name,” which is commonly taken to refer to
homosexuality, may have originally referred to pederasty (see below). And
isn't it revealing that virtually all of the examples generally cited to support
the existence of same-sex marriage in past and present cultures are actually
examples of man-boy “marriages”?'

EIGHT PRIMARY ARGUMENTS FOR PEDERASTY
(AND PEDOPHILIA)

Let’s look at eight primary arguments for pederasty (and/or pedophilia),

all from the pens or lips of trained academics:

1) Pedophilia is innate and immutable.

2) Pederasty is richly attested in many different cultures
throughout history.

3) ‘The claim that adult-child sexual relationships cause harm
is greatly overstated and often completely inaccurate.

4) Consensual adult-child sex can actually be beneficial to the
child.

5) Pederasty should not be classified as a mental disorder,
since it does not cause distress to the pederast to have these
desires and since the pederast can function as a normal,
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contributing member of society.

6) Many of the illustrious homosexuals of the past were
actually pedophiles.

7) People are against intergenerational intimacy because of
antiquated social standards and puritanical sexual phobias.

8) 'This is all about love and equality and liberation.

1. Pedophilia is innate and immutable.
According to Prof. Gunter Schmidt in his article “The Dilemma of the
Male Pedophile,” published in Archives of Sexual Behavior 31 (2002),

The [pedophile’s] dilemma is tragic because the pedophile’s
sexual orientation is deeply rooted in the basic structure
of his identity. Pedophilia is as much a part of him as
is love for the same or opposite sex for the homosexual
or heterosexual man or woman, the difference being
that the one is accepted, while the other is categorically
forbidden and virtually impossible to realize. In view of the
pedophile’s burden, the necessity of denying himself the
experience of love and sexuality, he deserves respect, rather
than contempt.”

Note carefully Prof. Schmidt’s statement: “Pedophilia is as much a
part of him as is love for the same or opposite sex for the homosexual or
heterosexual man or woman.” Now, let’s substitute the word homosexuality for
the word pedophilia and adjust this statement accordingly: “Homosexuality
is as much a part of him as is love for the opposite sex for the heterosexual
man or woman.” Once again we must ask, What does this argument prove?
The fact that Schmidt can argue that pedophilia is as ingrained and natural as
heterosexuality or homosexuality underscores how weak the “born that way”
argument is in terms of making a moral assessment of a sexual orientation or
behavior. (See above, Chapter Six.)

As for the possibility of “curing” pedophilia, psychiatrist Fred Berlin
explained:

At one time, the majority of people you would ask would

have felt it might be possible to cure pedophilia. Now, we
look at it more the way we learned to look at alcoholism. We
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can teach them ways not to succumb to these temptations.
It’s a very different view than a cure. This is an enduring
vulnerability.'®

Berlin also wrote that, “It may be no easier for a person with pedophilia to
change his or her sexual orientation than it is for a homosexual or heterosexual
individual to do s0.”"” Similarly, Dr. Michael Seto opined that,

There is no evidence to suggest that pedophilia can be
changed. Instead, interventions are designed to increase
voluntary control over sexual arousal, reduce sex drive,
or teach self-management skills to individuals who are
motivated to avoid acting upon their sexual interests.'®

Writing in the Boston Globe on the difficulty of finding a cure for
pedophilia, Ellen Barry noted that

. the American Psychiatric Association warns that
“unlike the successful treatment outcomes for other mental
illnesses, the outlook for successful treatment of individuals
with pedophilia is guarded.” And when the clinical
psychologist Maurice Yafte sat down in 1981 to write about
his experience treating pedophiles, he listed the cutting-
edge approaches he and his colleagues were using, and then
he added, with apparent despair, one “last consideration.”

He said doctors could “recommend those whose
motivation for change is minimal to move to an
environment, e.g. parts of Morocco or Turkey, where legal
and social constraints against non-coercive pedophiliac

practices are less extreme than in our own society.”"

How pathetic: The best advice that Dr. Yaffe could offer was to go to a
country where pedophilia is accepted!

If you have read much literature on the alleged biological basis for
homosexuality, then you have probably heard it mentioned that there is a
clear connection between left-handedness and male homosexuality (in other
words, there is a higher percentage of left-handed homosexuals than right-
handed homosexuals).?’ A similar correlation has been found between left-
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handedness and pedophilia:
Reporting on a 2005 study published in Archives of Sexual Behavior, Tom
Blackwell explained:

A new Canadian study that found pedophiles have a strong
tendency to be left-handed could help change decades of
thinking about such sexual deviants -- and lead to new
ways of combating the problem, says one of the researchers
behind it.

Most experts have theorized that pedophiles are
motivated by psycho-social factors such as their early
upbringing or sexual history, and treatment has responded
accordingly.

But the study published this month in Archives of
Sexual Behaviour indicates there is a strong neurological
factor, perhaps triggered by birth defects, that one day
might be prevented.?!

What is the offshoot of this discovery?

The researchers at Toronto’s Centre for Addiction and
Mental Health now plan to peruse MRI images of
pedophiles for signs of brain abnormalities.

“For more than a century, we've been putting a great
deal of energy and effort into one class of theories about
pedophilia and essentially ignoring biological components,”
said Dr. James Cantor, the study’s lead author. “This is the
first evidence that those theories can’t be the whole story.”

Pedophiles present a formidable challenge to
therapists, scientists and correctional authorities, with no
evidence to date that their penchant for sex with children
can ever be cured.??

Now, however, researchers are hopeful there could be some kind of cure —
but it would be medical, seeking to correct abnormalities in the brain:

'The latest findings suggest there is a neurological component
in pedophiles that may interact with psycho-social factors
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to distort their sexual behaviour, the study says.

The brain problem may have occurred while their
mothers were pregnant, Dr. Cantor said.

“This is going to give us a clue as to what, in utero,
went wrong. And this might be very helpful in preventing
it in the first place,” he said.”®

What is remarkable is that when similar research on the possible
biological causes of homosexuality has indicated that there could be in utero
developments that contributed to one’s homosexual orientation,? this is no#
viewed as a potential solution to a problem, since homosexuality is something
to be celebrated and nurtured, not pitied or rejected. As for speaking of a “cure”
for homosexuality, that is absolutely forbidden, even if it could be traced back
to developmental abnormalities in the womb. After all, since homosexuality
is deemed to be positive, nothing “in utero, went wrong.”

Many other studies pointing to the alleged biological or genetic
explanation for pedophilia could be cited,? but enough has been said to convey
the point, and the double standard is stunning. As the line of reasoning goes:

e  Homosexuality is right decause it is innate; pedophilia
is wrong even if it is innate.

e Homosexuality is right because it is immutable;
pedophilia is wrong even ifit is immutable.

o Ifwould be immoraltolook for a cure for homosexuality
should a genetic or biological cause be found; it would
be moral to look for a cure for pedophilia should a
genetic or biological cause be found.

o It is wrong for society to judge homosexuals for
following their natural, loving desires; it is righ for
society to judge pedophiles for following their natural,
loving desires.

Ironically, when French Prime Minister Nicolas Sarkozy suggested that
pedophilia might be genetic (while he was a candidate, in April 2007), there

was an outcry:

Sarkozy made his comments in an issue of Philosophic
magazine, where he said he was inclined to “think that
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people are born pedophiles, and that it is also a problem
that we do not know how to manage.”. ..

Bernard Golse, a child psychiatrist at Paris’ Neckar
hospital, said his comments reflected “a very linear,
productive and falsely predictable way of using genetics”
and it would be “scientifically baseless to launch a crusade
based on the genetic aspects of pedophilia.”

Archbishop of Paris, Andre Vingt-Trois said that his
remarks were “purely ideological nonsense and completely
out of touch with current scientific and genetic knowledge.”

Gerard Schmidt, of the French College of Child
psychiatry, warned against making predictions based
upon an individual is genetic makeup same human brain
continues to mature through to adolescence.?

So, in some circles, suggesting that pedophilia might be genetic is
taboo (since, theoretically, it would remove moral responsibility?), while, on
the other hand, when it comes to homosexuality, seeking to prove that it is
genetic has been trendy for decades now. Fascinating!

2. Pederasty is richly attested in many different cultures
throughout history
As summarized by psychiatrist Dr. Richard Green in his much-discussed
article in Archives of Sexual Behavior,

Intimacy between generations is spread worldwide among
so many cultures and in so many eras, that one cannot
reasonably argue that all those people have a mental
disorder. They may have different cultural customs and
opinions. Additionally many primates have these kinds of
customs.?’

(Before getting into this point further, note that this was one of Green’s
arguments as to why pedophilia should not be classified as a mental disorder;
see below, for more on this. Note also Green’s statement that “many primates
have these kinds of customs,” once more providing a parallel for the gay
argument that homosexuality is “natural” since it is common in the animal

world.?® So is pedophilia, says Dr. Green!)
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Let’s consider some additional quotes on the widespread, cross-cultural
existence of pedophilia:

The diversity of sexual behavior in a cross-cultural
perspective is amazing to those who assume that their own
society’s moral standards are somehow laws of nature. Yet it
is a fact that almost every sort of sexual activity ... has been
considered normal and acceptable in some society at some
time.... Man-boy relationships are no exception to this rule
of diversity.... Although they are roundly condemned by
many segments of Western society as inherently abusive
and exploitive, there have been (and still are) many societies
that do not share this viewpoint. (Bauserman, 1997, p.
120)%

Would you like to hear more? Then consider this:

Ford and Beach (1951) described cross-cultural examples of
child-adult sex from the Human Relation Area files at Yale
University. Among the Siwans (Siwa Valley, North Africa),
“All men and boys engage in anal intercourse. Males are
singled out as peculiar if they did not do so. Prominent
Siwan men lend their sons to each other for this purpose”
(pp- 131-132). Among the Aranda aborigines (Central
Australia), “Pederasty is a recognized custom.... Commonly
a man, who is fully initiated but not yet married, takes a boy
ten or twelve years old, who lives with him as his wife for
several years, until the older man marries” (p. 132).%

Still not convinced? Well there’s plenty more:

Suggs (1966) studying Marquesan society, reported
considerable childhood sexual behavior with adults
(cited in Diamond, 1990). He reported many examples
of heterosexual intercourse in public between adults and
prepubertal children in Polynesia. The crews of visiting
ships were typically involved and assisted by adult natives.
Occasions were recorded of elders assisting youngsters in
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having sex with other elders. In many cultures of Oceania,
prepubertal females were publicly sexually active with
adults (Oliver, 1974). In Tahiti, in 1832, the missionary
Orsmond observed that “in all Tahitians as well as officers
who come in ships there is a cry for little girls” (Oliver,
1974, pp. 458-459, cited in Diamond, 1990).3!

And still more (all this is only a tiny sampling):

Among the Etoro of New Guinea, from about age 10
years, boys would have regular oral sex with older men,
swallowing their semen to facilitate growth (Bauserman,
1997). Among the neighboring Kaluli, when a boy reached
age 10 or 11, his father would select a man to inseminate
him for a period of months to years. In addition, ceremonial
hunting lodges would be organized where boys could
voluntarily form relationships with men who would have
sexual relations with them (Bauserman, 1997).3

Are you willing to accept pederasty because it is found in many cultures
around the world? I don't think so! Then why should you accept homosexual

practice because it is found in many cultures around the world?

3. The claim that adult-child sexual relationships

cause harm is greatly overstated and often completely

inaccurate.

'This was the conclusion of a meta-analytical study of the APA in 1998,
a study that was deemed to be so off-base that it drew a sharp rebuke from
Congtess (to the astonishment of many APA leaders, showing just how out

of touch they were with societal mores).
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Matthew Cullinan Hoffman tells the story:

In 1998, the APA released a study by three psychological
researchers from Temple University, the University of
Pennsylvania, and the University of Michigan, claiming
that the “negative potential” of adult sex with children
was “overstated” and that “the vast majority of both men
and women reported no negative sexual effects from their
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child sexual abuse experiences.” It even claimed that large
numbers of the victims reported that their experiences were
“positive,” and suggested that the phrase “child sex abuse”
be replaced with “adult-child sex.”

So, university-based psychological researchers concluded that adult-child
sex was often positive for the children involved. What did their peers in the
APA think of the results of their research? They approved it and defended it!

The APA not only passed the paper through its peer review
process where it was approved by multiple psychologists
associated with the organization, but actually published it
in one of its journals, Psychological Bulletin. Moreover,
when objections were raised by radio talk show host Dr.
Laura Schlessinger and various pro-family groups, the
organization defended the article for an entire year. It
was also defended by the American Association for the
Advancement of Science, which chillingly stated that it “saw
no clear evidence of improper application of methodology
or other questionable practices on the part of the article’s

authors.”3*

Psychologists defending pedophilia? Absolutely. Hoffman continues:

Although the sheer insanity and destructiveness of the
content should have prevented the APA from publishing
the article in the first place, the sexual libertines in charge
of the organization only issued a muted retraction after the
U.S. Congress joined the fray, passing an unprecedented
resolution condemning the study.®

But there’s more:

'The publication of the paper was only one example of such
lunacy by mental health professionals in peer-reviewed
journals. One of the three authors of the study, Robert
Bauserman, has a history of publishing pedophilia-

advocacy “studies,” including one for the now-defunct

245



A QUEER THING HAPPENED TO AMERICA

journal Paidika, The Journal of Paedophilia, whose editors
admitted to being pedophiles.

Since the 1998 article, Bauserman and fellow author
Bruce Rind have gone on to write more articles defending
child sex abuse, which have appeared in such mainstream
journals as the Archives of Sexual Behavior (2001) and
Clinical Psychology (2003). Apparently, the psychology
profession is comfortable with Bauserman and Rind’s
work, and intends to continue publishing it.*

Is it so far-fetched to imagine that one day, just as homosexuality is
becoming increasingly accepted in America, the same could happen with
pedophilia?> Why not? After all, it was accepted in ancient cultures like
Greece, and it is accepted in some cultures today (see above, #2). And, just as
psychologists and psychiatrists argued for the normalization of homosexuality
more than thirty-five years ago, some are arguing for the normalization of
pedophilia today. Stranger — or should I say queerer? — things have happened,
have they not?

Some researchers even argue that consensual pedophilia is not only no#
harmful, it is actually highly deneficial to the child or adolescent involved,
which leads us to the next point.

4. Consensual adult-child sex can actually be beneficial
to the child.
Louis Berman, Emeritus Professor of Psychology at the University of
Illinois at Chicago, writes:

It is not unusual for a pedophile to claim that his boy has
benefited from their relationship. . . . When man-boy love
advocates claim that their boy lovers enjoy a net benefit
from their relationship, in some cases they are probably
correct.

Homosexual pedophiles probably depend significantly
on neglected boys, delinquents and runaways. The Dutch
lawyer Edward Brongersma wrote an article sympathetic
to man-boy love. He cites (page 160) a report (Rossman,
1976) that “gives several examples of social workers
achieving miracles with apparently incorrigible young
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delinquents — not by preaching to them, but by sleeping
with them. Affection demonstrated by sexual arousal upon
contact with the boy’s body, by obvious pleasure taken in
giving pleasure to the boy, did far more good than years
in reformatories.” Brongersma (page 160) tells of an
Amsterdam juvenile judge who in a public speech “openly
advocated this form of social therapy.” This is a sample of
the persuasive case that man-boy lovers make to support
their position.””

The claim has even been made that, “Only he who is a good pederast can
»38

be a perfect pedagogue.
Richard Green also noted that:

Diamond (1990) reviewed child-adult sex in Hawaiian
history and Polynesia. In the eighteenth century, Cook
(1773) reported copulation in public in Hawaii between an
adult male and a female estimated to be 11 or 12 “without
the least sense of it being indecent or improper” (cited in
Diamond, 1990). Sexual interactions between adult and child
were seen as benefitting the child, rather than as gratifying
the adult [my emphasis]. The sexual desire by an adult
for a nonadult, heterosexual or homosexual, was accepted
(Pukui, Haertig, & Lee, 1972, cited in Diamond, 1990).%

Psychology professor Bruce Rind (Temple University) provided five case
studies that, he asserted, supported this claim (I'll cite just two here, as terribly
distasteful as this is):

Case 2. James, a 23-year-old Canadian, first felt sexually
aroused by other males at age 6 and had his first sex at 8
with a peer. At 11, he befriended a neighbor man, to whom
he gave many signals, hoping for sex to occur. Eventually,
it did, which made him feel proud and closer to the man.
Over the next 3 years, he visited the man regularly, often
secretly to avoid the possibility of his parents ending the
relationship. He saw the relationship as very positive and
said it built his personality (e.g., greater self-confidence)
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and influenced many of his tastes (e.g., an appreciation for
literature).

Case 3. Daniel, a 33-year-old Frenchman, was
physically affectionate with his father starting at age 6. By
8, he became sexually attracted to him. At 10, he initiated
sexual fondling with him, which the father accepted. In
the sexual relationship, which lasted 4 years, Daniel always
initiated the sex. In retrospect, he cherished the intimacy
and described the relationship as “beautiful, pure, security,
confidence, and love.” He said it built his sexual self-
confidence.®

So, the advocate of pederasty turns to the advocate of homosexuality and
says, “Not only are both sexual practices innate and immutable, but in the
right setting (including an incestual setting!), both are beautiful, beneficial,
and non-abusive.” (The pederast would also be quick to point out that there
are plenty of abusive homosexual relationships, just as there are plenty of
abusive pederastic relationships.) Enough said. It’s painful enough just to
read this, let alone to realize that some people actually believe this, and, worse
still, practice it.

5. Pederasty should not be classified as a mental
disorder, since it does not cause distress to the
pederast to have these desires and since the pederast
can function as a normal, contributing member of
society.

Three of the main reasons that the APA declassified homosexuality as

a mental disorder in 1973 were: 1) Homosexuals were, in other respects,

mentally normal; 2) they were able to function normally in society; and 3)

they were not internally troubled by their same-sex attraction. Since that

time, some of the same psychiatric leaders who raised these arguments in
favor of normalizing homosexuality have raised them in favor of normalizing
pederasty. The same logic holds true in both cases, not to mention the
argument that the pervasive, cross-cultural existence of pedophilia is also
raised frequently as a proof against pederasty being considered a mental
disorder. (Remember: The issue here is 7o whether man-boy “love” should
be accepted by society; the issue is whether it is right to classify pedophilia as
a mental illness.)
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After citing a number of examples of pedophile practice in other cultures,

Richard Green stated:

These cross-cultural examples are not cited to argue for
similar practices in Los Angeles or London. But are we
to conclude that all the adults engaged in these practices
were mentally ill? If arguably they were not pedophiles, but
tollowing cultural or religious tradition, why is frequent sex
with a child not a mental illness under those circumstances?

For skeptics of the relevance of these cited exotic
examples, for three centuries the age of sexual consent in
England was 10. This was not in some loin cloth clad tribe
living on the side of a volcano, but the nation that for six
centuries was already graduating students from Oxford and
Cambridge. Further, the time when age of consent was 10
was not in a period contemporaneous with Cromagnon
Man, but continued to within 38 years of World War 1.
The impetus to raise the age of sexual consent in England
from 10 years was fueled not by an outrage over pedophilia
per se but concerns over child prostitution. Changes in
employment law during the nineteenth century were
protecting children from long hours of factory labor, leaving
them more accessible for sexual service as the only means
of support. Child prostitution was rampant (Bullough,
1990).Were all customers pedophiles? Were they all mentally
il .. .2

Speaking of the treatment of pedophilia in the APA’s DSM (Diagnostic
and Statistical Manual, the “Bible” of psychiatry; see below, Chapter Thirteen),
Green claimed that:

The evolution of pedophilia in the different editions of
DSM is a trip through Alice’s Wonderland. . ..

The APA position with its DSM catalogue is logically
incoherent. Confronted with the paradox that in contrast
to other conditions designated a mental disorder, such
as with persons who hand wash to the point of bleeding
and can't touch a door knob, or who are harassed by voices
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threatening their personal destruction, many pedophiles
are not distressed by their erotic interest, aside from the
fear of incarceration. Some celebrate their interests,
organize politically, and publish magazines or books. So to
deal with this paradox, DSM dug itself deep into a logical
ditch. If a person’s erotic fantasies are primarily of children
and masturbatory imagined partners are children, that
person does not have a mental illness, without more. Never
mind these mental processes, those readers of DSM who
are psychiatrists and treaters of the disordered mind. These
people with these fantasies do not have a mental disease
unless that person translates thought into action. This turns
psychiatry on its head. Certainly a society can set rules on
sexual conduct and proscribe child-adult sex and invoke
sanctions for transgressors. But that is the province of the
law and the penal system. The DSM should not provide
psychiatry with jurisdiction over an act any more than it
should provide the law with jurisdiction over a thought.*

Writing in 1983, G. D. Wilson and D. N. Cox concluded that:

... the most striking thing about these results is how normal
the paedophiles appear to be according to their scores on
these major personality dimensions - particularly the two
that are clinically relevant [neuroticism and psychoticism].

. introversion ... in itself is not usually thought of as

pathological.*

Writing in 1998, D. Howitt, reached a similar conclusion:

'The possibility of finding a simple personality profile that
differentiates pedophiles from other men has appeared
increasingly unrealistic as the research and clinical base
has widened. Simplistic notions such as social inadequacy
driving men to sex with children become unviable as highly
socially skilled pedophiles are found.®

Or, put another way:
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Another argument for the normality of pedophilic feelings
are the percentages of ‘normal people’ who are said to feel
attracted to children (about 20 to 25%), and who react with
penile erection to ‘pedophilic’ stimuli: more then [sic] 25%.
One cannot reasonably argue that about one quarter of the

population is mentally ill.*

As summed up by Green:

Sexual arousal patterns to children are subjectively reported
and physiologically demonstrable in a substantial minority
of “normal” people. Historically, they have been common
and accepted in varying cultures at varying times.

This does not mean that they must be accepted
culturally and legally today. The question is: Do they
constitute a mental illness? Not unless we declare a lot
of people in many cultures and in much of the past to be
mentally ill. And certainly not by the criteria of DSM.¥

There you have it. Pedophilia should no more be classified as a mental
illness than should homosexuality — and this, according to some of the same
people who advocated for the removal of homosexuality as a mental illness
almost forty years ago. As Green noted (in 2002):

Nearly 30 years ago, I was embroiled in the historic battle
within the American Psychiatric Association (APA) over
whether homosexuality per se was rightfully deemed a
mental illness, as included in the second edition of the
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders
(DSM-II; American Psychiatric Association, 1968). During
the controversy, several topics were examined: historical
and cross-cultural groundings in homosexual expression,
associated psychiatric features accompanying a homosexual
orientation, the emotional consequences to the homosexual
of societal condemnation, and behaviors of other species.
I argued vigorously for removal of homosexuality from
the DSM (Green, 1972; see also Stoller, 1973). The Task

Force on Nomenclature and Statistics voted to delete
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homosexuality. . .

For years now, Green and others have been arguing vigorously for the
removal of pedophilia (and other “paraphilias”) from the DSM. (Paraphilias
refer to “referring to “complex psychiatric disorders that are manifested as
deviant sexual behavior.”)* And what happens if they succeed? One of the
biggest arguments used by gay activists since 1973, namely, that the APA
(and others following in their footsteps) declassified homosexuality as a
mental illness, thereby legitimizing homosexual practice, will become virtually
meaningless. Perhaps it could even open the door to groups like pederasts
claiming legal status as a protected class.*’

How revealing it is that Dr. Robert Spitzer, famed as one of the key men
involved in the removal of homosexuality from the DSM in 1973, observed
that a major reason that these paraphilias are not removed from the DSM
is because “it would be a public relations disaster for psychiatry.”® Perhaps
it would simply underscore how little stock should be put into the APA’s
removal of homosexuality from the DSM in 1973.

Gay psychiatrist and activist Dr. Jack Drescher related that:

Following the 1973 decision, cultural attitudes about
homosexuality shifted slowly in the US and elsewhere.
A new perspective emerged in western societies: (1) if
homosexuality is not an illness, and (2) if one does not
literally accept biblical prohibitions against homosexuality,
and (3) if gay people are able and prepared to function
as productive citizens, what is wrong with being
gay? Gradually, what had once been a secular view of
homosexuality as pathological was replaced by the belief
that it was a normal variant of sexual expression.”!

Defenders of pedophilia are hoping that the same societal shifts and the
same “scientific” arguments will hold sway for them too. (Why not repeat the
same exercise we tried earlier in the chapter and substitute “pedophilia” for
“homosexuality” and “pedophiles” for “gay people” in Drescher’s comments?
To restate Drescher’s rhetorical question, “What is wrong with being a
pedophile?” Isn't it just a “normal variant of sexual expression”?)*?

Writing in support of Richard Green’s arguments, cited above, Charles
Moser (Ph.D., M.D.) of the Institute for Advanced Study of Human
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Sexuality stated:

The assumption that certain strong, sexual interests are
mental disorders has pervaded the DSM since its inception
and has been promulgated from edition to edition without
serious review. I ask the obvious questions: Are any of the
paraphilias mental disorders? Do the paraphilias meet the
DSM definition of a mental disorder? Are there data to
support the inclusion of any paraphilia diagnosis in the
DSM? Do we need to argue separately about the removal
of each paraphilia from the DSM? I believe the answers to

all these questions is “No!”*

Although many more similar statements could be cited,* enough has
been said to make the point, namely, that “The situation of the paraphilias
at present” — meaning, the attempt to remove all paraphilias from the DSM

as mental disorders — “parallels that of homosexuality in the early 1970%.”%

6. Many of the illustrious homosexuals of the past were
actually pedophiles.

We saw in Chapter Three, above, that one of the educational strategies
of GLSEN (the Gay, Lesbian, and Straight Educational Network) was to
have children learn that many famous people from the past were actually
gay or lesbian. This would further remove the stigma of being gay. After
all, if powerful leaders like Alexander the Great or influential artists like
Michelangelo were gay, then obviously there’s nothing wrong with being gay.
In fact, being gay may be part of someone’s greatness!

As advocated in 1987 by Marshall Kirk and Erastes Pill (the pseudonym
for Hunter Madsen), in their oft-quoted article “The Overhauling of Straight
America,”

In order to make a Gay Victim sympathetic to straights you
have to portray him as Everyman. But an additional theme
of the campaign should be more aggressive and upbeat:
to offset the increasingly bad press that these times have
brought to homosexual men and women, the campaign
should paint gays as superior pillars of society. Yes, yes, we
know--this trick is so old it creaks. Other minorities use it
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all the time in ads that announce proudly, “Did you know
that this Great Man (or Woman) was ?” But
the message is vital for all those straights who still picture
gays as “queer” people-- shadowy, lonesome, fail, drunken,
suicidal, child- snatching misfits.

The honor roll of prominent gay or bisexual men and
women is truly eyepopping. From Socrates to Shakespeare,
from Alexander the Great to Alexander Hamilton,
from Michelangelo to Walt Whitman, from Sappho to
Gertrude Stein, the list is old hat to us but shocking news
to heterosexual America. In no time, a skillful and clever
media campaign could have the gay community looking
like the veritable fairy godmother to Western Civilization.

Aside from the fact that it is highly dubious to make the claim that, e.g.,
Abraham Lincoln was gay, as GLSEN and other gay activists do,”’ there is
actually evidence that some of these famous people who were gay were also
(or, primarily) pederasts. That is something you will no# learn at school (at
least, not yet).

In ChapterThree, I cited Jim Kepner, formerly curator of the International
Gay and Lesbian Archives in Los Angeles, who wrote:

if we reject the boylovers in our midst today we'd better stop
waving the banner of the Ancient Greeks, of Michelangelo,
Leonardo da Vinci, Oscar Wilde, Walt Whitman, Horatio
Alger, and Shakespeare. We'd better stop claiming them as
part of our heritage unless we are broadening our concept
of what it means to be gay today.*®

Although it’s convenient to sweep these words under the rug, they won't
go away that easily, since some the stories are quite well known.

The case of Oscar Wilde is especially relevant, since it was he who
explained that “the love that dare not speak its name” was not specifically
homosexuality — although that is what the phrase is normally taken to mean
— but rather pederasty:

In April 1895 Wilde was brought to court charged with
indecency and sodomy. Charles Gill, a schoolmate of
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Wilde’s and the prosecutor in the case, asked him “What is
the love that dare not speak its name?” Wilde’s impromptu
response was:

“The Love that dare not speak its name”in this century
is such a great affection of an elder for a younger man as
there was between David and Jonathan, such as Plato
made the very basis of his philosophy, and such as you
find in the sonnets of Michelangelo and Shakespeare.
It is that deep, spiritual affection that is as pure as
it is perfect. It dictates and pervades great works of
art like those of Shakespeare and Michelangelo, and
those two letters of mine, such as they are. It is in this
century misunderstood, so much misunderstood that
it may be described as the “Love that dare not speak
its name,” and on account of it I am placed where I
am now. It is beautiful, it is fine, it is the noblest form
of affection. There is nothing unnatural about it. It is
intellectual, and it repeatedly exists between an elder
and a younger man, when the elder man has intellect,
and the younger man has all the joy, hope and glamour
of life before him. That it should be so, the world does
not understand. The world mocks at it and sometimes

puts one in the pillory for it.”*

Accounts of Wilde’s sexual preferences and promiscuity are quite
disturbing (including his claim that he had sex with five different boys in one
night),® yet he and other “man-boy lovers” are hailed by gay activists who
point to them as stellar examples of famous gays.®! This exposes yet again the
hypocrisy and double standard of gay activism which distances itself from
its often-pederastic past while at the same time claiming these pederastic
practitioners to buttress their cause.

The notorious NAMBLA’s of this world (NAMBLA stands for the
North American Man Boy Love Association) have a stronger claim to some
of these past pederastic luminaries than do the “mainstream” gay activist
organizations.”” And this reveals another, sad reality: In both the distant
and recent past, homosexual practice often included (or even prominently
featured) “man-boy love.” And while the vast majority of homosexuals would
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renounce pedophilia today, finding the practice just as repulsive and abusive
as the vast majority of heterosexuals do, in some gay circles, it remains as
prominent as ever.

In any case, I don't see gay activists lining up to disassociate themselves
from some of their favorite gays of the past, despite their troublesome
orientation. Why not?> And why is an open pedophile like Allen Ginsberg —
a member and defender of NAMBLA - hailed as an icon in GLBT circles
to this day?®® And why did gay activists lobby successfully for an annual
Harvey Milk Day to be instituted in California schools, in memory of the
now almost-sainted, murdered gay political pioneer, despite the fact that his
well-documented homosexual encounters with older men began when he was
just eleven years-old?

As noted by gay author Randy Shilts, at age eleven, Milk began attending
performances of the New York Metropolitan Opera where he met with
“wandering hands,” and soon was engaged in “brief trysts [with grown men]
after the performances.” While still in junior high, he “dove headfirst into the
newly discovered subculture,” and by the age of fourteen, Milk was “leading
an active homosexual life.” And as he grew older, the pattern reversed itself
to the point that, at age thirty-three, Milk hooked up with a sixteen-year-old
named Jack McKinley, one of a number of younger men with whom he was
intimate.** Why then is there only gay praise for Harvey Milk? Where is the
denunciation of his pederasty?

And where is the gay denunciation of Harry Hay, widely considered to
be the founder of America’s gay liberation movement, when Hay’s defense of
NAMBLA is well known? Most famously, when a gay pride parade in Los
Angeles banned NAMBLA from participating (one major reason being that
it was politically incorrect to associate with them), Hay decided to march in
the parade carrying a sign that said, “NAMBLA walks with me.”® Do I need
to connect all the dots?

The bottom line is this: If we agree that the pederasty of men like Oscar
Wilde or Walt Whitman in no way validates or legitimizes pederasty then we
should recognize that the homosexuality of other past luminaries in no way
validates or legitimizes homosexuality. Gay activists can’t have it both ways.

7. People are against intergenerational intimacy
because of antiquated social standards and puritanical
sexual phobias.
'The late Vern L. Bullough was the SUNY Distinguished Professor and
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Dean of Natural and Social Sciences at SUNY College at Buffalo and the
recipient of many academic awards. A married heterosexual with children,
he fought for civil and sexual liberties, including consensual pedophilia.
Not surprisingly, he commended Paidikia: The Journal of Paedophilia when it
came out in 1987, stating that “underlying the editorial policy of the Journal
is an emphasis on the helpful rather than the harmful aspects of what the
editors define as consensual intergenerational sexual relationships.” When
reviewing Paidikia, he made special mention of an article entitled, “The
Hysteria over Child Pornography and Paedophilia,” written by Lawrence A.
Stanley, a New York attorney. Bullough claimed that the article served as “an
effective antidote to much of the hysteria about child pornography that still
prevails in the United States.”’

Put another way, we Americans would not be so “hysterical” over child
pornography and pedophilia if we werent so embarrassingly puritanical.
If only we could outgrow our outdated moral strictures and our primitive
prudishness! How desperately we need to be enlightened. (I remind you that
I'm simply echoing the sentiments of a distinguished university professor
who was upset over American attitudes.)

Bullough also wrote an introduction to Loving Boys: A Multidisciplinary
Study of Sexual Relations Between Adult and Minor Males, by Dr. Edward
Brongersma, who died in 1998. Remarkably, Brongersma was both a Dutch
parliamentarian and a pedophile — by which I mean he was an gpen pedophile.
For sexual libertarians, this was a tribute to the enlightened condition of the
Netherlands. Where else could a known pedophile be knighted? (Brongersma
was knighted into the Order of the Dutch Lion in 1975.)%

Professor Ken Plummer (University of Essex, England) wrote a positive
review of Loving Boys, calling it an “extremely valuable source book.” He
relates:

I first became aware of [Brongersma] when the (now
defunct) English paedophile group Paedophile Information
Exchange tried to arrange a meeting at which this senior
Dutch parliamentarian . . . was to speak. The meeting
was boycotted by the media, and ultimately cancelled.
Brongersma could not speak and was shocked by the
puritanical moralism of the British.

Those dastardly Brits! What were they thinking? Plummer, himself a
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British professor, continues:

In Holland the climate seems much freer — free enough for
a senior and respected figure to be an ‘out’ paedophile. With
his extensive knowledge, he makes an ideal advocate.*’

So that is what we need: a “freer” climate that would enable a man to
be both a highly esteemed public figure and an out-of-the-closet pedophile.

And let there be no doubt about some of the contents of Loving Boys.
According to Brongersma:

... a boy is mature for lust, for hedonistic sex, from his
birth on; sex as an expression of love becomes a possibility
from about five years of age; puberty is the best time for
« . » . . . .
oceanic,” the mystic experience and for using sex to unite
one with nature. Procreation should be the privilege of the
adult man.”

If reading this trash makes you want to vomit, it’s obvious that you too are
a puritanical prune, a sexually-repressed, morally-backward, unenlightened
troll, unable to move beyond the limitations of your fundamentalist culture.
At least that’s what the Edward Brongersmas of this world would say.

But this kind of moral indignation — 4y pedophiles and their defenders,
not against them —is quite common. In his introduction to Dr. Theo Sandfort’s

book, Boys on Their Contacts with Men, Prof. John Money wrote:

For those born and educated after the year 2000, we will
be their history, and they will be mystified by our self-
imposed, moralistic ignorance of the principles of sexual
and erotic development in childhood. We who are today
presiding over the demise of the twentieth century are
defiantly proud of our ability to deny that sexual health
has a developmental history that, like every other aspect
of healthy functioning in adolescence and maturity, begins
in childhood. We safeguard ourselves against evidence to
the contrary by failing to fund basic pediatric sexological
research, and by repudiating the findings of those who fund

themselves.”
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So, we who reject “man-boy love” are simply safeguarding ourselves
against the evidence that challenges our worldviews. Why else would sensible
people object to “sexually expressed friendships” between boys and men?
Surely we could learn a lesson from the Netherlands here, since it was the
Dutch government that largely funded the study of Dr. Sandfort. (He was at
that time a professor at the University of Utrecht.)

'The bottom line is that, according to Drs. Bullough and Brongersma and
Money and Sandfort, it is our puritanical biases that are stopping us from
appreciating and embracing consensual “intergenerational intimacy.” We have
been blinded by our bigotry! (Does this sound familiar?)

Sandfort wrote approvingly of the attitudes toward pedophilia in Holland
in the late 1970’s (before the country took a step back in the 1980’s):

Toward the end of the 1970s many Dutch newspapers,
news and family magazines carried relatively positive
articles about “pedophilia”--positive in the sense that an
attempt was made in them to understand how both partners
involved in pedophile relationships felt. At the same time,
however, they invariably stressed the adverse judgement of
society at large. During those years even incest received
attention which was not altogether critical: in 1969 the
magazine of the national homophile organization COC1
carried an article entitled Why not go to bed with your son?
(Andriesse 1969).7

He adds:

The so-called sexual revolution was a phenomenon of the
late 1960s. Influenced by the democratization process,
a great deal of stress was then placed upon human self-
fulfillment, and the positive view of pedophilia at the end
of the 1970s can be seen as a by-product. Why, it was then
asked, should pedophiles, just as other humans with deviant
sexual preferences, not have the right to express their sexual
desires? The real culprit was the social system which stood
in the way of sexual fulfillment. Children, too, had to suffer
under social repression. Marcuse the philosopher was an
important source of such ideas.”
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Sandfort, who is now a professor at New York’s Columbia University,
has made himself absolutely clear. On the heels of the sexual revolution of
the late 19607, this question was quite logical: “Why . . . should pedophiles,
just as other humans with deviant sexual preferences, not have the right to
express their sexual desires?” There was only one thing that prevented the full
expression of this liberated sexuality. “The real culprit was the social system
which stood in the way of sexual fulfillment.”

And nowhere was this antiquated social system more prevalent than in the
United States. To Sandfort’s dismay, this moralistic American mindset made
its way to the Netherlands in 1985. It was at that time that the accusation
was made by the American government that most child pornography was
exported from the Netherlands and Denmark. According to Sandfort, this
accusation was

born out of a religious/ethical revival movement in North
America which has attracted a great deal of attention. It
holds that the traditional family must be restored to its
dominating position of honor and young people should
be protected through censorship of books and pictures
from everything that might corrupt them. Abortion is
unacceptable and homosexuality can only be viewed as a
sickness which is not without many social dangers. The
actual “victims” of child pornography, then, were not the
only concerns of United States religious fundamentalists
and social workers.”

There you have it. American opposition to abortion, homosexuality, and
child pornography is based on a terribly archaic notion that “the traditional
family must be restored to its dominating position of honor.” In reality, the
only thing that makes pedophilia repulsive is our American puritanical hang-
ups.

But haven’t we been told the exact same thing when it comes to our
attitude towards homosexual practice? If we find ourselves repulsed by the
idea of a man having sex with another man we are scolded for being backwards
and unenlightened and told that we really don’t understand. After all, it’s all
about love, and it’s all quite “natural” too. (To repeat the common mantras
yet again: I was born this way; I can't change my orientation; homosexuality
is found in the animal kingdom too; homosexuality is found across cultures;
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many great figures of the past and present have been gay; homosexual love
is beautiful — in other words, the exact same arguments used by pedophiles!)

And those of us who, for many strong and logically rational reasons,
affirm that marriage is the union of a man and a woman have been likened by
gay activists to Adolph Hitler, labeled Nazis, Jihadists, Taliban, homophobic
hate mongers, and the worst kind of bigots, with some gay extremists even
calling for our deaths.”

Just a few years ago, the idea of same-sex “marriage” was as farfetched
(even among most gays) as the idea of human-alien marriage, and the fact
that marriage referred to the union of a man and a woman was taken for
granted as much as the fact that babies were not delivered on doorsteps by
storks. Today, however, you will become the target of all kinds of harassment
just for affirming natural (meaning, male-female) marriage.

'The parallels here are quite disturbing, and it is not a big stretch at all
to say that a society that could celebrate homosexuality after centuries of
rejecting it could one day embrace consensual pedophilia as well. After all,
it’s just a matter of enlightenment and social progress, right> We must move
beyond our hopeless provincialism and embrace true sexual liberation in all
its many and diverse forms. Isn't that the case? According to Dr. Richard
Gardner, who served as the Clinical Professor of Psychiatry at Columbia
University for forty years (1963-2003), the answer is emphatically yes, even
offering this counsel:

Older children may be helped to appreciate that sexual
encounters between an adult and a child are not universally
considered to be reprehensible acts. The child might be
told about other societies in which such behavior was and
is considered normal. In such discussions the child has
to be helped to appreciate that we have in our society an
exaggeratedly punitive and moralistic attitude about adult-
child sexual encounters.”®

In other words, “Hey kids, don't feel bad about that sexual encounter
with an adult. Not everyone is as hung up as these old-fashioned Americans,
and in lots of other cultures, man-boy love is perfectly acceptable.” In point of
fact, “Gardner blamed the oppressive morality of the Bible for the American
77

view of pedophilia,”” even claiming that, “It is of interest that of all the

ancient peoples it may very well be that the Jews were the only ones who were
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punitive toward pedophiles.”” It’s those Jews again!

At this point, let me offer a word of free (and unsolicited) advice: The
next time you feel societal pressure to compromise your moral convictions and
embrace homosexual practice lest you be branded a bigot and a homophobe,
remember the enlightened Netherlands, the country that knighted and
elected to parliament an openly practicing pedophile.”

8. This is all about love and equality and liberation.

OnFebruary29th,2008,Dave Rattigan posted an article on ExGayWatch.
com entitled, “On Pedophilia, Hedonism & Impending Confusion: Revisiting
the Anti-Gay Rhetoric of Michael Brown.” According to Rattigan:

Pentecostal leader Michael Brown continues to throw
homosexuality into the mix with an array of exotic sexual
fetishes, including pedophilia, zoophilia and coprophilia,
sexual arousal from human feces. . ..

His contention amounts to the claim that nothing
distinguishes homosexuality morally from any other sexual
practice, no matter how bizarre or offensive.®!

Rattigan was referring to comments I had made in a radio interview
with Concerned Women for America, namely, that just because someone has
a certain sexual orientation, it does not therefore follow that the particular
orientation is right or wholesome or morally acceptable. (I have made this
argument elsewhere in this book, especially Chapter Six, above, as well as in
this chapter.) Thus, in Rattigan’s mind, I am saying that there is “No moral
line between homosexuality and pedophilia.”

Broadening the definition of “orientation” as widely as
possible, Brown asks:

Are all sexual orientations gifts from God? Zoophilia,
or coprophilia, the sexual stimulation by faeces, or bestiality,
I mean things that everyone would be repulsed by, or
paedophilia. Are those gifts from God? ... How do you
distinguish which sexual orientation is a gift from God and
which is not?%?

To be sure, I was not attempting to broaden “the definition of ‘orientation’
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to quibble. Rattigan’s issue with my position was much deeper.
He quoted another excerpt from the interview in which I said:

Really, there’s no line between saying this is a gift from
God and saying pedophilia’s a gift from God. Not to put
the two in the same class, but to say, how do you reject
anything morally any more? If I like it, if I feel good about
it, it’s all about me.

In response, Rattigan wrote:

Love? Respect? Fulfilment? Capacity to help and not
harm? Abuse? Consent or lack of it? Ultimately, however,
maybe these things are side issues to those whose morality
is tied only to the authority of a single interpretation of a
single holy book.

My position was then encapsulated in this quote under the
« . 3 . »
Misrepresenting gay morality.

If T like it, if T feel good about it, it’s all about me. ... [It’s
the] Will and Grace culture and the culture of If-I-feel-
good-about-it-then-it’s-good.

To this Rattigan opined:

And there you have Brown’s slanderous assessment of the
morality of gays and lesbians: If it feels good, do it. In other
words, gays are hedonists: they have no moral compass
other than their own sense of pleasure. This is an outrageous
accusation, but unfortunately a ubiquitous one.

as widely as possible.” I was simply pointing out that “sexual orientation” can
refer to more than heterosexuality, homosexuality, or bisexuality.® But that is

heading

Of course, the attitude of “If-I-feel-good-about-it-then-it’s-good” is
pervasive in our culture among straights and gays alike, a subject I have often
addressed in heterosexual circles.* Hedonism is alive and well in America
today! For Rattigan, however, my claim that homosexuality says, “If 1 feel
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good, I'll do it” was “an outrageous accusation.”

Tobe sure,Iunderstand thatissueslike “love”and “respect”and “fulfillment”
are relevant in many gay relationships just as they are in many straight
relationships, but the reason that a homosexual person is nof heterosexual
is because to the core of that person’s being, he or she feels homosexual. “I
have these feelings. I find fulfillment in this relationship. I cannot be true to
myself in a heterosexual relationship.” And that was my whole point: It’s all
about me — my feelings; my desires; my orientation — to the point that when
someone brings a moral or social objection to homosexuality, the response is:
“But what about mzy feelings? What about 7y right to be with the one I'love?”

Rattigan writes:

In the discussions here and elsewhere, Brown continually
argued that we as gays had no moral basis for distinguishing
between homosexuality and other (supposedly) non-
traditional sexual practices. On the contrary, how about the
following as a list of questions I, as a gay person with a
moral compass, might ask about my own sexual behaviour:

o Isitloving?

e Isit consensual?

o Isit respectful?

o Isit giving or selfish?

e Is it mutually beneficial and fulfilling or abusive
and unequal?

e Does it dignify or degrade me and others as
human beings?

e Does it help or hinder me in becoming a better
person?

Is there something immoral in that preliminary list
of criteria? Is there something lacking (other than that it
might not match up to a particular religious viewpoint)?
Is it any more or less moral than any other set of criteria?
Does it have anyzhing to do with Brown’s woeful caricature
of gay morality as “if it feels good do it”? (If that were really
the basis of my morality, at this moment I'd be out doing a
hundred more exciting things than sitting here writing this
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article, believe me!)®

To be candid, I'm not convinced that a lot of gay male activity fulfills this
criteria (think of anonymous sexual encounters in bathhouses as one glaring
example, a phenomenon virtually unknown in the heterosexual world).¥
But let’s just say that the bulk of gay sexuality does fulfill this list. That only
illustrates the point I am making: The pedophile involved in consensual
relationships with a young person affirms this exact same list. Not only so,
but pedophiles will approvingly cite many testimonies from their consensual
child/adolescent partners, with the young people affirming this same list too,
not only as children, but later, looking back, as adults.

I cited some examples of positive adult reflections on previous
childhood sexual experiences above. These adults recall their childhood
relationships with older men as liberating and beneficial. Pedophile literature
also cites the testimonies of children — while still children — who share these
same perspectives.

NAMBLA published a book entitled Boys Speak Out on Man/Boy
Love.®® A sampling of the Table of Contents says it all:

Love & Loyalty

The Best Thing That Ever Happened to Me Greg, age 16
| Love Him, and | Know That He Loves Me Darrel, age 16
It Shouldn’t Be a Crime to Make Love Bryan, age 12 1/2
Boys Help Men, Too “College Boy”, age 19
I'm Not Going To Be Kept Away from Him Thijs, age 1

Friendship & Fun

He Listens to Me, Unlike Most People Robert, age 16
Sex Is Really Beautiful with My Friend Dennis, age 13
The Beach Luis Miguelito, age 13
Such a Relationship Is Very Beneficial Dan, age 19
Man, What a Feeling! Eric, age 14
Because | Enjoy It (An Interview) Theo, age 13
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Respect & Support
If It Wasn't for Mark I'd

Probably

Be Dead Today Carl, age 14
Loneliness Mark, age 13
He Makes Me Glad I'm Gay Ed, age 14

I've Learned So Much from Barend

(An Interview)

Consent

Gerrit, age 16

Thank God for Boy-Lovers Victor, age 14

For The First Time in M

Gay Consciousness
| Need My Lovers

y Life | Felt Wanted Gabriel, age 16

Tyrone, age 16

He Was Very Special and Kind Barry, age 17

Column No. 8

“The Unicorn”, age 12

Body Politics

We Should Be Able to Have the

Relationships We Want George, age 17
It Was Me Who Started It Frank, age 15

Column No. 1

Four Resolutions

It's Adults Who Are
Screwed Up about Sex

“The Unicorn”, age 11
Second International Gay Youth Congress

(from Lesbian Gay Youth Magazine)
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o Isit respectful?

?

o Isit giving or selfish?
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In Boys Speak Out on Man/Boy Love we have claims of:

e Love

e Loyalty

e  Friendship
e Fun

e  Respect

e  Support

e Consent

Doesn’t that meet the criteria?
Rattigan asked:

e Does it dignify or degrade me and others as human
beings?
e Doesithelp or hinder me in becoming a better person?

Some of these young people — as young as eleven — explained that their
relationships with older men were: “The Best Thing That Ever Happened to
Me” or “Really Beautiful” or “The First Time in My Life I Felt Wanted” or
“Very Beneficial,” with some describing the relationships as the antidote to
loneliness or death. What would Rattigan say to this?

As to the matter of the “rights” of these young people, Bryan, aged
twelve-and-a-half, summed it up by stating: “It Shouldn’t Be a Crime to
Make Love.” Where, pray tell, have we heard this before?

In retrospect, once you buy into the prevalent gay argument that this
is all about “the right to be with/marry the one I love,” David Thorstad’s
comment is not that farfetched: “Freedom is indivisible. The liberation of
children, women, boy-lovers, and homosexuals in general, can occur only as
complementary facets of the same dream.”

In keeping with this mindset, from July 7-12, 1985, about “50 young
gay men and lesbians participated in the Second International Gay Youth
Congress in Dublin,” with ten nations represented among the delegates.
These were two of the thirteen resolutions they adopted:

e As young people, we must be free to choose our own

identities and lifestyles. We oppose ages of consent
and all laws which restrict consensual sexual activity
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because, as young people, they limit our sexual
freedom and deny us the right to choose who we relate
to sexually.

e We call for the abolition of all ages of consent and
demand that young people’s and women’s complaints
of sexual assault be taken seriously and that positive
discrimination be applied to counter existing power
imbalances. Youth must be made less dependent on
older people, materially and emotionally.”

So, according to these young people, this is all a matter of liberation and
equality. It is a matter of the right to self-determination. It is a matter of
casting off the oppressive shackles of a backwards society.

And this leads to some straightforward questions that must be posed
to my GLBT readers and their allies: What moral objection can you raise
against the cries of an oppressed and misunderstood people group — young
people! —who are simply asking for the right to love and be loved? And how
do you respond to a twelve-year old who says, “Who are you to impose your
morality on me? Who are you to tell me what’s best for me?”

Will you simply tell these people that traditional morality is best? If so,
then why are you so upset with me for saying the same thing to you? Or will
you say to them, “You're absolutely right. We’ve been using a double standard.
If we want our freedom, you should have yours too.”If that is your answer, you
have just proved that the “slippery slope” argument is true.”

Of course, a pederast reading this chapter would say, “Wonderful!
You've just made the case for pederasty.” God forbid. To the contrary, what
I demonstrated was that none of these arguments can be used to advocate
for homosexuality (or pederasty), since none of these arguments prove that
homosexuality (or pederasty) are good, positive, beneficial, or even neutral.

Thankfully, on a societal level, and despite the hopes of members of
NAMBLA,” the vast majority of us have an extreme revulsion towards
pederasty and pedophilia, as evidenced by the outrage of Amazon customers
when they learned that the giant online company was selling Philip R. Greavy
Il’s e-book entitled The Pedophiles Guide to Love and Pleasure. In a matter of
days, and aided by websites like FoxNews.com and CNN.com,” more than
1,500 one-star reviews of the book had appeared (surely an unprecedented
phenomenon), with many customers calling for a boycott of Amazon.”
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WHERE ARE THE PRO-GAY ARGUMENTS WITH
SUBSTANCE?

'The real offshoot of this chapter, then, is not that it provides a justification
for pederasty (obviously!) but that, to the contrary, it challenges the gay and
lesbian community to provide real arguments, arguments of substance, to
support their contentions. After all, it is because of our traditional moral
values that we have this extreme revulsion towards pederasty and pedophilia —
that undeniable “ick factor” that we feel — yet it is those very same traditional
moral values that gay activists want us to abandon when it comes to our
attitudes towards homosexual practice.

In other words, gay leaders want us to emébrace our traditional moral
values when it comes to our attitude towards pederasty -- we shou/d have that
“ick” feeling — but they want us to rejecs those values when it comes to our
attitude towards homosexuality — we should 7o have that “ick” feeling. Yet,
as has been carefully documented in this chapter, gay activists use the exact
same arguments as do advocates of pederasty. They cannot have it both ways.

The fact s, just one generation ago, a strong revulsion towards homosexual
practice was felt throughout our society, based on our traditional moral values,
values which gays and lesbians now tell us are bigoted and backwards. Thus, in
June, 2010, when political leader Mike Huckabee made reference to the “ick
factor” in terms of same-sex relationships, he was blasted by Fred Sainz, Vice
President of the Human Rights Campaign, as being “consistently wrong and
uninformed.” Sainz even claimed that “ick is certainly an appropriate way to
describe Mr. Huckabee’s mind going to sex when all that we are asking for is
our equality. Ick, indeed.”

So, gay leaders, calling for equality and speaking in the name of love —
shades of the advocates of “man-boy love”! — want us to abandon the “ick
factor” when it comes to our feelings towards homosexuality (because our
sexual values are allegedly antiquated and backwards), yet, when it comes
to our feelings towards pederasty, these leaders want us to hold on to the
“ick factor,” based on the same values that it wants us to reject when it comes to
homosexual practice. What this means is that the same arguments a gay leader
would raise against pederasty today are the ones made fifty years ago against
homosexuality by those holding to the traditional sexual morals that the gay
community so utterly rejects. How enlightening!

And so I challenge my GLBT friends: Give me good reasons to consider
the redefinition of marriage, the most foundational and ancient institution in
the human race. And while you're at it, please tell me why marriage must be
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limited to just two people, since you advocate for the removal of the male-
female marital foundation.

Why not follow the logic of a recent children’s reader which exclaims, O
the Things Mommies Do! What Could Be Better Than Having Two?® and why
not go one, very natural step further: My Mommies Bring Me So Much Glee!
What Could Be Better Than Having Three? After all, what’s so sacred about the
number two, if marriage is not defined as the union of a man and a woman?
And if everyone should have the “right” to marry the one they love, shouldn’t
they be able to marry more than one person if they love more than one?

Show me why it’s in the best interest of a child to deprive that child of
either a mother or a father for life. (That really is something to think about.)
Show me why it is best for that child to be raised in an environment in which
they will never see the proper adult interaction between sexes, never see how
a husband should treat his wife (or vice versa), never learn the distinctive
role of a mom and a dad.”” (As stated in Chapter Six, above, this cannot
be compared to a single-parent household, since the possibility exists that
another parent could be added to the equation, whereas that possibility
does not exist in the case of a same-sex household. Also, by definition, in a
single-parent household, there is a recognition that someone or something is
missing, whereas a same-sex household claims to be just as good — in every
way — as a male-female household.)

Tell me why gender distinctions are bad while blurring of gender is good,
and why it’s best to traumatize (or, reeducate) little children in elementary
school because of one child’s gender confusion (because of which he or she
is allowed to “change” gender identity and use bathrooms or locker rooms
that do not correspond to his or her biological sex). And tell me why sexual
and romantic attraction should be put in the same category as skin color or
ethnicity without using the same, tired arguments that are so easily refuted.

Show me why homosexuality should be celebrated proudly, with little or
no room for criticism, when there are so many serious health risks associated
with homosexual acts (particularly among gay men). On September 27,2010,
the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention reported that nearly 1 out
of 5 MSM [men who have sex with men] studied was infected with HIV,”%
prompting one of my colleagues to exclaim, “Can you imagine what the
reaction would be to any other transmittable, infectious disease in which 20%
of a given population suffered from it?! The media and governmental medical
authorities would launch into full bore quarantine mode and do everything
possible to eliminate further spread of the pathogen.” Not so when it comes
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to homosexual acts. Why?

The US Food and Drug Administration reported that “Men who have
had sex with men since 1977 have an HIV prevalence . . . 60 times higher
than the general population, 800 times higher than first time blood donors
and 8000 times higher than repeat blood donors (American Red Cross).”®
Please show me why pointing this out is an act of hatred rather than love and
please demonstrate logically and rationally why homosexual acts can only be
considered immoral or harmful or unacceptable because of religious bigotry
and intolerance.

Whatever you do, just dont use the same shelf-worn, ineffective
arguments anymore, since they just as easily make the case for pederasty
(how dreadful), and, in reality, they do not prove the morality or rightness of
homosexual practice, nor do they give us a single good reason to queer our
educational system, redefine marriage, create special categories of protected
peoples, or undermine gender.

SUMMING IT UP

The conclusion is unavoidable: Even if people claim that they have been
born a certain way and cannot change; even if their sexual orientation is
seen across cultures, both past and present; even if similar sexual activity is
present in the animal kingdom; even if many psychologists do not consider
their orientation to be pathological; even if they can point to the beneficial,
consensual, and loving nature of their relationships; and even if they cry out for
liberation and equality, there can still be strong moral and societal objections
to their behavior. That goes for homosexuality just as much as pederasty.
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Starbucks is deeply committed to our Mission Statement
and Guiding Principles. One of our six principles is ‘embracing diversity as
an essential component to the way we do business.” Ihis includes the gay and
lesbian community. Supporting local events like the Gay Pride Festival in
Charlotte, NG, gives us the opportunity to live by
the values we hawe set.
Letter to the author from Kevin Carothers, Public Affairs, Starbucks,
April 11,2005, after concerns were raised to Starbucks, a past sponsor

of Charlotte Pride, about lewd public displays at the event in the presence
of toddlers and little children

As we discussed, Starbucks is a company committed
to its guiding principles, which includes embracing diversity. It is an essential
component of the way we do business and is important to our many partners
(employees) and customers in the 36 countries we serve. While we welcome
differing points of view and respect your opinion, we remain committed
to supporting events that promote diversity and inclusion,
such as the Gay Pride Parade.

Letter to the author from Kevin Carothers, September 2, 2005,
after he received a packet containing sexually explicit photos from material
fully accessible to children at previous Charlotte Pride events
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Diversity or Perversity?
Corporate America’s Embrace
of Gay Pride at its Worst
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or some years now, “diversity” has been a buzzword in corporate

American culture, to the point that “embracing diversity” is high

on the list of many a company’s business priorities. Accordingly,
the second of six guiding principles for Starbucks is: “Embrace diversity as
an essential component in the way we do business.” What exactly does this
mean?

On the one hand, Starbucks states that, “By actively seeking out women-
and minority-owned businesses to purchase from, we help build prosperity
and community in diverse neighborhoods.” That is certainly commendable,
and Starbucks has sought to model this internationally. But “embracing
diversity” means more than this in corporate America today. Specifically, it
includes embracing homosexuality, bisexuality, and transgenderism, while
also showing solidarity with gay and transgender activism. This helps explain
why Starbucks, along with many other major companies, is an active and
enthusiastic supporter of gay pride events across the nation.® Diversity, in this
sense, serves as a useful, non-offensive term that, quite frequently, stands as
a codeword for “embracing the goals and values of the gay agenda.” And in
the world of doublespeak, in which language is “deliberately constructed to
disguise or distort its actual meaning,” the word “diversity” works quite well.*

What kind of person would not embrace “diversity”? Only someone
who was bigoted, small-minded, and hateful, since all people of good will
“embrace diversity,” correct? As noted by George Orwell in his prescient
volume 7984, “Newspeak” — a specifically Orwellian term which is quite
similar to “Doublespeak” — is “deliberately constructed for political purposes:
words, that is to say, which not only had in every case a political implication,
but were intended to impose a desirable mental attitude upon the person
using them.” Such is the case with “diversity.” What kind of person would
oppose it? Human civility requires that we embrace it.

If phrased differently, however, the question could yield a very different
response. What kind of person would not embrace homosexual practice or
agree with gay activism? Potentially, a loving, broad-minded, kind-hearted
individual who simply believed that homosexuality was either unhealthy or
immoral or unnatural or religiously unacceptable, while at the same time
believing that gay men and women were entitled to equal protection under
the law.® In contrast, using the terminology of “embracing diversity,” anyone
who opposed it could not possibly be loving, broad-minded, or kind-hearted.
Hardly!
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DIVERSITY AS A CODEWORD FOR GAY AND
TRANSGENDER ACTIVISM

Diversity is the codeword for gay and transgender activism, while
“embracing diversity” is another way of saying “endorsing homosexuality and
supporting the goals of the gay and transgender agenda.” To give just a few
representative examples out of an almost endless number of possible citations
from the worlds of education, business, and beyond:

e A gay and lesbian high-school student group bears the acronym
PR.I.D.E, standing for Peers Rising in Diverse Education,” while
it is now common for schools to sponsor a gay-focused Diversity
Week.? Similarly, the University of Denver’s “Pride Portal” features
this announcement: “The University of Denver welcomes and
encourages applications from LGBTIQ identified students, faculty,
and staff. We believe that one mark of a leading university is its

commitment to diversity ....”

o The official bio of Mary Ann Horton, Ph.D., a founding member
of the gay activist group “It’s Time America,” reads: “Champion
for diversity in the workplace, leading gay, lesbian, bisexual
and transgender rights groups and pioneering equal rights for
transgendered workers.”" Diversity is the word!*!

e  When British soldiers marched in a gay pride parade for the first
time (on August 27, 2005, in Manchester), it demonstrated “that
the Army accepts change and is very progressive, open-minded,
embracing diversity, showing a higher degree of tolerance.”*?

o A gay-affirming church in Toledo, Ohio states that it is “An inclusive
and diverse church that welcomes and accepts everyone, regardless of
race, color, sex, age, national origin, sexual orientation, or disability.”*?

e A September 12, 2010, report from England noted that, “Council
bosses are being asked to imagine they are English economic
migrants in the fictitious region of Sindia, or go on an ‘adventure in
Lesbian-andgayland’ as part of publicly-funded training sessions on
equality and diversity. More than 30 managers from Brighton and
Hove City Council have been on the two-day ‘Leading on Diversity
course in the past year — at a cost of several thousand pounds.”*

e 'The large law firm of Hutton & Williams speaks proudly of “A
Commitment toDiversity: Supporting Our Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual

and Transgender Lawyers.” Timothy Toohey, Partner, Los Angeles
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Office, and Chair of the LGBT Initiatives Task Force, writes, “I am
proud of the firm’s continuing commitment to recruiting, retaining
and promoting gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender lawyers as part
of the firm’s diversity initiative.” (Note that on this single web
page, the words “diversity” or “diverse” occur seventeen times.) In
corporate America today, this is something to boast about.

In the words of IBM’s Chairman and CEO, Sam Palmisano:

Diversity policies lie as close to IBM’s core as they have
throughout our heritage. Today, we're building a workforce
in keeping with the global, diverse marketplace, to better
serve our customers and capture a greater share of the on
demand opportunity.

The lesson to draw from 50 years of leadership in
diversity issues: we must stay true to our shared values. The
marketplace demands it, and it’s what we believe -- and
have always believed -- is the right thing to do.'

What exactly does this mean? According to J. T. (Ted) Childs, Jr.,
IBM'’s Vice President of Global Workforce Diversity:

Our long-standing commitment to workforce diversity —
equal opportunity, affirmative action, cultural awareness
and work/life balance — has evolved into a legacy of
leading social change and setting trends before they
became fashionable, politically correct or, more importantly,
mandated by law. . ..

Today, the Corporations definition of diversity
includes global cultures. For example, in EMEA [Europe,
Middle East, and Africa], IBM is mindful of gender,
people with disabilities and the growing number of ethnic
minorities. In AP, we need to focus on gender, disability and
respecting and valuing the differences between countries
and regions. When it comes to business, the once formal
global boundaries of the marketplace are evaporating.'’

This certainly sounds commendable — in fact, it is commendable — and
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IBM should be mindful of “gender, people with disabilities and the growing
number of ethnic minorities.” By all means! But it doesn't stop there. An IBM
diversity website proclaims,

IBM’s leadership underscores its commitment to an
inclusive work environment where people’s ideas and
contributions are welcome through eight Executive Task
Forces - Asian, Black, Gay/Lesbian/Bisexual/Transgender,
Hispanic, Men, Native American, People with Disabilities,
and Women - established in 1995.18

Did you catch that? There are executive task forces for ethnic minorities
— Asian, Black, Hispanic, and Native American — for Men and Women as
distinct categories, for People with Disabilities, and for Gay/Lesbian/Bisexual/
Transgender. How in the world did sexual orientation and one’s personal
preference for gender expression get included here? IBM would be proud to
say, “. .. it’s what we believe -- and have always believed -- is the right thing
to do.”

It is now being touted as good business too. In a 2002 article entitled,
“Big Blue Wants You: IBM looks to make an eightfold boost in the number
of gay businesses it buys supplies from,” The Advocate reported that,

A longtime leader when it comes to diversity, IBM is now
making another bold move. The Armonk, N.Y.-based
computer giant has announced that it is actively seeking
gay-, lesbian-, bisexual-, and transgender-owned businesses as
part of its effort to diversify the companies it purchases from.
It currently uses 30 GLBT-owned businesses as vendors and
says it hopes to increase that number to 250 by the end of
the year."

Yes, it’s all about “diversity” and “diversifying.”

ENCOURAGING AND ENFORCING “DIVERSITY”
IN THE WORKPLACE

Under the heading of “Supplier Diversity and Inclusion,” mortgage giant
Fannie Mae states that its company is
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dedicated to promoting and increasing procurement
opportunities for Minorities and Women, Minority-
Owned and Women-Owned Businesses, Small Businesses,
Disabled Business Enterprises, Veteran-Owned Businesses,
HUBZone (Historically Underutilized Business Zone)
Businesses, 8(a) Businesses, and Gay, Lesbian, Bi-Sexual and
Transgender-Owned Businesses in its procurement process.
We take diversity into account as we make decisions in our
evaluation process.?

So, GLBT companies are not just accepted in the name of diversity; they
are now specially favored, and just as in the school system (see above, Chapter
'Three), this kind of “diversity” must now be celebrated, not merely tolerated.
As expressed by Cynthia Neff, Director of Global Human Resources Public
Policy for IBM:

I would say that there’s been an evolution on this whole
subject of transgender people, and gender rights is
something that we've made an effort over the past several
years to really understand more about. We really have
migrated ... to including transgender as part of the core
work that we do ....We value these kinds of differences, not
Just tolerate them.?!

According to Debra Capolarello, senior vice president and chief talent
officer of Met Life, with explicit reference to gay and lesbian issues, “Our
corporate vision to build financial freedom for everyone is all-inclusive for a
reason. We recognize that our employees have diverse strengths, our customers
have diverse financial needs, and we are committed to ensuring that respect
for diversity remains ingrained in our culture.”?

Reflecting this same attitude, Arthur Ryan, the CEO of Prudential
Financial commented, “Diversity continues to be key to the ongoing success
of our company, and we remain committed to ensuring an inclusive and
supportive work environment for all people.” Similarly, Kodaks Essie
Calhoun, Chief Diversity Officer & Director, Community Affairsv and Vice
President, stated, “In the long run, diversity and inclusion are about getting the
best ideas from our employees, and empowering them as leaders.”* Clearly,
“diversity” and “inclusion” have become part of the stock vocabulary of gay-
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friendly political correctness.

Is it any wonder that these four companies — IBM, Met Life, Prudential
Financial, and Eastman Kodak — have received perfect scores on the Human
Rights Campaign’s Corporate Equality Index for most of the last decade, an
index measuring corporate policies beneficial to gays, lesbians, bisexuals, and
transgenders? (For more on the Corporate Equality Index, see below.) Based
on the HRC criteria, MBNA received a rating in 2005 of only 43% since it
“has given money to anti-gay organizations.”” How interesting! It appears
that talk about “diversity” and “inclusion” only goes so far — in reality, in one
direction only.

THE PERILS OF FAILING TO SUPPORT “DIVERSITY”

In fact, in 2010, the historically gay-friendly Target Corp. found itself
targeted for a boycott by gay activists who were upset with a political
contribution made by the company to MN Forward, the ad group for
Minnesota gubernatorial candidate Tom Emmer. The HRC took out a full
page ad in the Star Tribune, calling on Target (and Best Buy, which also
contributed to MN Forward) to “make it right” for “supporting an extremist,”
stating plainly that, “Nobody associated with a group that calls for death and
violence toward any group of people belongs in a governor’s mansion, and yet
that’s exactly what Tom Emmer is.”* An extremist? Associating with a group
calling for death and violence? Really?

The results of this bad press (and boycott) were dramatic:

Target [found] itself in political hot water in early August
when it was revealed that it donated $150,000 to MN
Forward, a group that supports [Minnesota] gubernatorial
candidate Tom Emmer, who has aligned himself with
radical anti-gay groups. Despite CEO Gregg Steinhafel’s
Aug. 5 apology on the company’s site, Target lost one-third
of its buzz score in the course of 10 days.

Although Target’s score recovered modestly from Aug.
12 through Aug. 24, it sunk again due to a rash of major
newspaper op-eds, blog posts and publicity surrounding
televised boycott ads from MoveOn PAC.7

And what, exactly, was the “radical anti-gay” stand that “extremist” Tom
Emmer had taken? “I believe marriage is the union between one man and
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one woman,” he stated on his website. “As a legislator, I have consistently
supported the constitutional marriage amendment that protects traditional
marriage.””® So, simply supporting marriage as it has always been defined -- —
and is presently defined in the Minnesota constitution — now makes one a
radical anti-gay extremist, and contributing to the campaign of someone who
says that marriage is the union of a man and a woman is cause for a boycott.
(What truly 45 “radical” is redefining marriage as the union of two people, as
opposed to supporting normal, biologically-based, male-female marriage. As
for Emmer’s alleged connection to a group calling for death and violence to
gays and lesbians, see the article cited in n. 36, here.)?

“Target’s support of the GLBT community is unwavering, and
inclusiveness remains a core value of our company,” Chief Executive
Officer Gregg Steinhafel said, in response to the boycott — unless, of course,
“inclusiveness” means supporting anyone who differs with gay activism.*
According to Monica Meyer, interim head of the gay rights group OutFront
Minnesota, “A lot of people feel betrayed by this place where everybody
goes to shop and you get to see them at Pride and you feel good that
youre supporting a corporation that’s giving back to the community.”™ So,
“diversity” and “inclusion” mean that Target should support local, gay pride
events and get behind GLBT causes while at the same time refusing to stand
with a candidate who seeks to uphold male-female marriage (even though
Target claimed it was backing Emmer for his non-social stands). All clear!

In a telling remark, Emmer commented, “The sad part to me is, I
thought we were supposed to be able to exercise our rights of free speech.
We’re supposed to celebrate the fact that we have different perspectives.”?
Not quite! Such perspectives are excluded by corporate America’s current
definitions of diversity and inclusion (not to mention tolerance), as Joe
Solmonese, president of the HRC, made perfectly clear in response to the
apology of Target’s CEO:

The fact that their political contribution was used to advance an anti-
equality candidate was extremely hurtful to all fair-minded Americans.
Target’s apology is welcomed but without tangible action behind it, the
LGBT community and our allies will continue to question the company’s
commitment to equality. . . . . Target can still make it right by making
equivalent contributions to equality-minded organizations and by making
clear the procedure by which they will evaluate potential contributions in the
future to include issues of LGBT-equality.*®

We can safely assume that Solmonese doesn't recognize either the
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irony, hyperbole, or even hypocrisy of his statement, despite the overloaded
rthetoric (“anti-equality candidate,” “extremely hurtful to all fair-minded
Americans,” questioning Target’s “commitment to equality,” and calling for
pro-gay contributions to “equality-minded organizations” supporting “issues
of LGBT-equality.”)

As far back as 2002, Verizon Communications distributed a handout
entitled “101 Ways to Make Your Workplace More Inclusive” at the Gender
Public Advocacy Coalition (GenderPAC) annual conference. Among the

suggestions ‘WEre:

e Link being inclusive to being productive;

e Use examples of same-sex couples in business exercises
and training role-plays;

e Make gay and lesbian employees visible in your
organization’s newsletter and other communications;

e Order and display gay publications, like 70 Percent, The
Adwocate, OQut, or Victory where other magazines are
displayed;

e Bring gay, lesbian and bisexual speakers into the
workplace;

e Seek out opportunities to learn from transgender
people;

¢ On Gay Pride Day and National Coming Out Day, fly
the rainbow flag at work locations;

e Sponsor a booth at gay pride events;

¢ Give your gay employees time off to attend funerals of
close friends;

e When putting together information packets for out-
of-town guests, include information on gay, lesbian or
bisexual places of interest. Include a copy of your local
gay paper;

e Encourage your gay, lesbian or bisexual employees to
recommend other sexual minorities for jobs within the
organization;

e Include openly lesbian, gay and bisexual individuals on
company boards and task forces.**

Yet in 2010, Verizon scored only a 70 on HRC’s Corporate Equality
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Index.”® How the bar has been raised!

THE HRC’S CORPORATE EQUALITY INDEX

It appears that one of Verizon’s biggest transgressions fell under
the category of “Prohibits Discrimination Based on Gender Identity or
Expression” (again meaning transgenderism, transsexuality, cross-dressing,
and the like). The company is obviously out of step with corporate America,
since, the HRC boasts, “In 2002, the year it was first published, the CEI
[Corporate Equality Index] noted just 5 percent of businesses banned
discrimination based on gender identity or expression. The 2010 report shows
that figure has increased exponentially, now standing at 72 percent.”

Yes, corporate America’s embrace of the goals of gay activism truly has
been exponential. Thus, while “Just 13 businesses received perfect ratings in
that first year [2002] . . . by 2005, more than 100 businesses had achieved
perfect ratings,”” and by 2010, the number had reached 305 — despite the
fact that every year, the HRC seems to raise the bar of criteria required for
a perfect score. Yet the higher the bar is raised, the higher these companies
jump (and the more their numbers multiply). And every year, the release of
the HRC’s annual report is greeted with great media fanfare.

A review of some of the questions asked as far back as 2005 on the HRC’s
Corporate Equality Index Survey is enlightening.®® This is how companies
are being evaluated:

Does your company bar employment discrimination based
on gender identity or gender expression by including the
words “gender identity” or “gender identity or expression”
in its primary non-discrimination or EEO policy?

Does your company offer health insurance coverage to
your employees’ same-sex partners?

What other benefits do you offer, company-wide, to
opposite-sex spouses of U.S. employees? Are those benefits
also offered, company-wide, to same-sex partners of U.S.
employees?

Does your company recognize legal marriages for
same-sex couples when deciding eligibility for health
insurance coverage of your U.S. employees partners? [Bear
in mind that in 2005, same-sex “marriage” was legally
recognized in the United States only in Massachusetts.]
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Does your company have written Gender Transition
[meaning sex-change surgery!] guidelines documenting
supportive company policy on issues pertinent to a
workplace gender transition such as name change policy,
bathroom accommodations, dress codes and harassment?

Some employee health insurance policies exclude
coverage for commonplace treatments and procedures
for transgender employees, through what is commonly
referred to as a “transgender exclusion” clause. Many of
these procedures/treatments are available and covered for
nontransgender diagnoses. For health care benefits available
to your general work force, is there at least one company-
sponsored plan where these benefits are also available to
transgender employees as part of their medically supervised
treatment?

So, in order for an American company to qualify as “working for equality”
the company cannot “discriminate” against a man who chooses to wear a dress
to work (that’s part of what is meant by “gender expression”); it must offer
comprehensive insurance benefits to same-sex partners; it must recognize the
legality of same-sex marriages performed in America and abroad; it must have
a policy for employees who choose to have a sex-change operation (“Gender
Transition™), including special bathroom accommodations; and it must not
exclude insurance coverage “for commonplace treatments and procedures
for transgender employees” (meaning treatments pertaining to sex-change
surgery and lifelong maintenance of one’s new gender). This is remarkable.

And let’s remember that these guidelines are produced by an organization
that calls itself the “Human Rights Campaign,” not the “Homosexual Rights
Campaign,” as if their efforts were also aimed at helping impoverished day
laborers, or starving children, or women sold into sex-trafficking, or any
other number of needy people groups. No, their focus — which is perfectly
understandable and quite legal — is on one segment of the population only,
yet they are misleadingly called the Human Rights Campaign, as if anyone
who differed with them was fighting against universal human rights. Yet they
claim to “Focus on Diversity,” stating, “In a world defined by difference, our
strength depends on our common humanity.”

Getting back to the Corporate Equality Index, there must be “Diversity
Management and Training,” clarified by questions such as:
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How many reporting levels are there between your
company’s CEO and the individual whose primary job
function is work force diversity that includes lesbian, gay,
bisexual or transgender diversity?

Does your company have an officially recognized
LGBT employee affinity group?

Does your company have a company-wide diversity
council or working group with a mission that specifically
includes LGBT diversity?

If your company provides diversity awareness or
employee training, what topics are covered and who is
required to attend?

Yes, mandatory training in “diversity awareness” must be part of the
package, with required employee attendance the expected norm. Companies
are also expected to engage in direct marketing to the LGBT community,
to sponsor “a LGBT health, educational, political or community event”
and to fund “LGBT health, educational, political or community-related
organizations.”® Without question, gay activists insist that corporate
America must wholeheartedly embrace the gay agenda, with all its political
and cultural implications, and employees that don’t toe the line could risk
termination,*! while offices that don't satisfy the “diversity” quota could lose
business.*

And the pro-gay-activist momentum is growing at an exponential pace.
To repeat: In 2002, the first year that the HRC issued its Corporate Equality
Index, only thirteen major companies scored a perfect 100 (and remember
that the HRC’s guidelines were not as stringent back in 2002). By 2010, the
number had risen to 305 — an increase of better than 2300% in just eight
years.

Just let your eyes scan this list of some of the best-known companies
that scored 100% in 2010: 3M Co. * Abercrombie & Fitch * Aetna * Alaska
Airlines * Alcoa * Allstate Corp. * American Express * American Airlines *
Anheuser-Busch Companies * Apple * AT&T * Bank of America * Barnes
& Noble * Bausch & Lomb * Best Buy * Boeing * Borders * Bristol-Myers
Squibb Co.* Campbell Soup Co. * Capital One * Charles Schwab * Chevron
* Chrysler * Cisco Systems * Citigroup * Clear Channel Communications
* Clorox * Coca-Cola * Continental Airlines * Corning * Costco * Cox

Enterprises * Dell * Deloitte & Touche * Delta Air Lines * Deutsche Bank
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* Dow Chemical * DuPont * Eastman Kodak * eBay Inc. * Ernst & Young *
Estee Lauder * Esurance * Freddie Mac * Fannie Mae * Food Lion * Ford *
Gap * General Mills * General Motors * Goldman Sachs * Google * Hallmark
Cards * Harrah’s * Hartford Financial Services * Health Care Service Corp.
* Hewlett-Packard * Honeywell International * HSBC USA * Hyatt * ING
North America Insurance * Intel * IBM * Intuit * J.P. Morgan Chase & Co.
* JetBlue Airways * Johnson & Johnson * Kaiser Permanente * KeyCorp *
Levi Strauss * LexisNexis * Liz Claiborne * Lockheed Martin Corp. * Macy
* Marriott International * MasterCard * MetLife * Microsoft * MillerCoors *
Monsanto * Morgan Stanley * Motorola * Nationwide * NCR * New York Life
Insurance Co.* New York Times Co. * Newell Rubbermaid * Nielsen Co. *
Nike * Nordstrom * Oracle * Orbitz * Owens Corning * Pacific Life Insurance
* PepsiCo * Pfizer * PG&E * Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman * Procter &
Gamble * Progressive Corp. * Prudential Financial * Raytheon * Sears * Shell
Oil * Sprint Nextel * Starbucks * Starwood Hotels & Resorts Worldwide *
Subaru of America * Sun Life Financial Inc. * Sun Microsystems * SunTrust
Banks * Symantec Corp. * Target * Texas Instruments * Time Warner * Toyota
Motor Sales USA * Travelport * United Parcel Service * US Airways Group
* Viacom * Visa * Volkswagen of America * Walgreen * Walt Disney * Wells
Fargo & Co. * Whirlpool * Wynn Resorts * Xerox * Yahoo!* (Good luck
trying to boycott all these companies!)*

CORPORATE AMERICA’S OVERT SUPPORT OF GLBT
ACTIVISM

Many of these companies also sponsor the HRC with significant
financial gifts (as in multiplied hundreds of thousands of dollars), and many
are quite “out and proud” about it. For example, in 2006, the HRC’s Carolina’s
fundraising dinner held in Charlotte was sponsored by the city’s twin
monetary titans, Bank of America and Wachovia (the latter also featuring a
video on how to “come out”at work so as to put your company under pressure);
Duke Energy (the local power company); and the insurance giant Blue
Cross and Blue Shield. Advertisers for the 2006 dinner (which was held
in Charlotte from 2005-2009) included the Charlotte Observer, noting
that it featured 187 articles on LGBT issues the previous year, and
Hotels.com, which boasted
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THOUSANDS OF GAY-FRIENDLY HOTEL
ROOMS AND NOT A CLOSET TO BE FOUND
AMONG THEM.

hotels.com is the ultimate source for gay~friendly hotels and is
once again a proud sponsor of HRC.*®

And what does corporate sponsorship of the HRC actually mean? It
means that many of the biggest, brightest, and most influential companies
in America are underwriting: GLBT community activism, GLBT-affirming
(and conservative-bashing) educational and media “outreach,” the electing
of aggressively pro-GLBT candidates (and the opposing of candidates
with traditional values), the publishing of GLBT activist literature, and the
developing “gay Christian” theology. (Just read the “What We Do” page on
the HRC’s website, and then dig in and explore.)*

But it’s not only the HRC that receives boatloads of money from
corporate America. Other major gay activist organizations receive similar
funding. Thus, to give just two out of many potential examples, the NGLTF
(National Gay and Lesbian Task Force) lists American Airlines, Chili’s,
Showtime, and Wells Fargo among their National Corporate Partners* (to
grasp just what this means, see the details of the NGLTF 2009 Creating
Change Conference, described in Chapter Eleven, below), while Lamda
Legal, working tirelessly in the courts and the educational system for activist
gay and transgender goals, can boast of sponsors and partners including

Microsoft, Levi Strauss, Pillsbury, and Merrill Lynch.*

FROM DIVERSITY TO PERVERSITY

It’s also important to understand that the contemporary concept of
“embracing diversity” has opened up a Pandora’s box of sexual perversity, to
the point that even the most offensive public displays are included under
the heading of “diversity.” This too is sponsored by corporate America.
(Please note that throughout this chapter, I am using the word “perversity”
to describe the more extreme sexual practices of the LGBT community, with
the assumption that many gays and lesbians will also judge these practices to
be perverse.)
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To offer a case in point, on April 6th, 2005, I had the pleasure of
speaking at length with Mr. Kevin Carothers of the Public Affairs division
of Starbucks, sharing my concerns about his company’s sponsorship of the
annual Charlotte Pride event, an event that at that time was marked by open,
vulgar, and even pornographic sexual displays in a public park, in full view
of little children.* I explained to him that the mayor had publicly voiced
his disapproval of this kind of behavior, refusing to write a welcome letter
for the event. And I explained to him that this was a highly divisive issue in
our city, offending tens of thousands of concerned citizens — again, the issue
was Starbucks sponsorship of a well-promoted, sexually explicit event taking
place in a public park — and that it would be best for Starbucks to withdraw
its frontline, highly-visible support from the event.

In response to our conversation, which was cordial and mutually
respectful, he wrote me a gracious letter dated April 11*, 2005, explaining
that,

Starbucks is deeply committed to our Mission Statement
and Guiding Principles. One of our six principles is
“embracing diversity as an essential component to the
way we do business.” This includes the gay and lesbian
community. Supporting local events like the Gay Pride
Festival in Charlotte, NC, gives us the opportunity to live
by the values we have set.

So, embracing diversity includes embracing perversity — really, how
else could you describe a drag queen, wearing a tutu, gyrating his pelvis
in the presence of little kids who were putting money in his panties, or
having a Hot Nudist Camp booth with open pornography in full view of
young children? Sadly, this sort of perversity — and worse — has often been
front and center in gay pride events worldwide, especially at the larger
events.

Consider, as just one example among many, Wells Fargo Bank’s
repeated direct support — actually hosting — of the “Leather Alley” section
of San Francisco’s Gay Pride festivity in zhe company’s own parking lot. As
reported on June 22, 2005, by Joe Garafoli,

'This Sunday in a Wells Fargo bank parking lot near San
Francisco’s City Hall, August Knight will demonstrate for
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any adult who cares to stop by what it’s like to be flogged
-- and enjoy it.

An Oakland hairstylist by day and co-owner of a
South of Market dungeon popular with the whip-cracking
crowd by night, Knight, 46, is an ambassador of kink. She
and about 70 other volunteers will staff Leather Alley, one
of the fastest-growing niches at the annual San Francisco
Gay, Lesbian, Bisexual, Transgender Pride Parade and

Celebration.>®

And what happens to those who openly speak about what happens
at these events? Just ask conservative Canadian politician Doug Elniski.
After accepting an invitation to march in a gay pride parade in Edmonton
in June 2009, he came under heavy criticism for sending out lighthearted
messages from his Twitter account, like these: “I am surrounded by
bumping and grinding lesbians waiit [sic] 20 then send help” and “that
guy has size 14 stilettos.”! He was immediately called to task by the local
GLBT community, who branded him “insensitive, ignorant and homo/
transphobic.”* Not surprisingly, he was quick to offer a full apology to
the offended community, calling his text-messages “inappropriate.”
Perhaps, instead, it was the behavior of some of those in the parade that

was inappropriate?

PERVERSITY AND “GAY PRIDE”

But being “surrounded by bumping and grinding lesbians”is nothing.
Consider this representative sampling from some major gay pride events
held in the last decade. (In recent years, many of the smaller gay pride
events have become more tame, but the biggest events — like those in San
Francisco and Atlanta — are still marked by this kind public vulgarity.)

e June 29, 2003, the 33rd annual Gay Pride parade
in San Francisco. “A float from the anti-Catholic
group Sisters of Perpetual Indulgence took political
crassness to a new level. The ‘Sisters— men in drag
who dress like nuns, with some sporting perverted
names — paraded with their float titled “Weapons
of A-- Destruction [mocking “Mass Destruction”].’
It contained a rocket with a phallic tip and the name
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‘Cheney’ painted on the side, pointing at the bulging
rear end of a bent-over figure. A man sat astride the
rocket simulating sex acts. .. . At [one] booth featuring
‘leather’ (S&M) implements, a woman wacked a series
of other women on the behind with a paddle, after first
putting a dog leash on each of the ‘wackees.”*
At this same event, “Hundreds of ‘Dykes on Bikes’
led off the parade, which consisted of more than
180 contingents and lasted nearly four hours (there
was a delay due to a fire incident in a building along
the parade route). Some of the women celebrated
‘nipple freedom’ by riding completely topless. Other
marchers included men wearing nothing but shoes.
. .7 'The police, of course, did nothing to interfere
with this celebration, which drew between 150,000
and 750,000 participants, according to unofhicial and
official estimates. Corporate America did not seem put
off by these displays either: “Principal sponsors were
Anheuser Busch’s ‘Bud Light’ beer, whose trademark
red, white and blue logo was changed to rainbow hues
for the occasion, and The San Francisco Chronicle, which
had this parade slogan: ‘We come out every day.” Other
sponsors and advertisers included MasterCard, Wells
Fargo Bank, Bank of America, Earthlink, Verizon,
IBM, United Airlines, Enterprise Rent-a-Car, AAA
Travel, Travelocity, and several liquor brands and HIV/
AIDS drug manufacturers.”
Videographer Eric Holmberg, an eyewitness to the
2010 San Francisco Gay Pride parade (marking its 40*
anniversary), reported that with the mainstreaming
of the gay rights movement in America and with
politicians like Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi
addressing the crowds by Jumbo-tron, the parade itself
had become much more docile, although hardly chaste.
What followed the parade, noted Holmberg, “was the
big party ... that sprawled over I don't know how many
city blocks -- including the area surrounding and
including the city offices for the government of the
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city (comparable to the capitol building for a medium-
sized state). There had to be a couple (or more) hundred
thousand people milling about drinking, eating, and
partying. I saw dozens of people completely nude -- all
men -- though quite a few women with breast nudity.
The stench of sin and degradation -- complete moral
anarchy -- was overwhelming.”

As a case in point, Holmberg describes “a performance
by an openly gay two-women rap/R&B group called
God-dess and She. Keep in mind that the concert
stage was framed by two very large Jumbo-tron TV
screens on both sides -- and all this was right off the
south wall of the statehouse building with the capitol-
dome-like edifice spiraling over the stage. In other
words, this was very much a state-sanctioned and
sponsored event. . . . So picture this large, impressive
government edifice and an openly girl group standing
in its afternoon shadows, flanked by huge TV, singing
(forgive me) ‘Lick it’ while multiple thousands of
people jump, gyrate, fist-pump, shout and sing along
to” lyrics about female, oral sex that are unprintable.
Sponsors of the event included Bank of America,
Home Depot, Kaiser Permanente, and many others.”
In a blatant example of corporate obtuseness,
McDonald’s, the pioneer of kiddy-based, fast-food
restaurants, released a San Francisco TV ad in 2008,
proudly proclaiming, “Since 1970, San Francisco has
celebrated gay pride, and its annual parade is one of
the best-known pride events anywhere in the world.”
Yes, it is one of the best known gay pride events and
one of the most perversity riddled gay pride events,
yet McDonald’s, the iiber-family food chain, somehow
found it worthy of celebration. This, of course, was all
part of diversity, as the ad continued with, “McDonald’s
is proud of our commitment to a diverse workforce . .
..”® Equal employment for all is one thing; corporate
celebration of perversity is another — at least, it used
to be.



DIVERSITY OR PERVERSITY?

The annual (and appropriately named) Southern
Decadence event draws as many as 125,000 GLBT
participants to New Orleans and culminates with a
massive drag queen parade. The 2004 event was led by
grand marshal drag queen Donnie “Jager” Jay James
with the theme “DAYDREAMS AND FANTASIES:
Welcome to My Harem.” Previous themes included:
“Carnaval Decadence” (2003); “Menage a trios”
(2001); “Taboo X 2: The Forbidden Pleasures
Tour” (2000); and “Dark Lady Tour: Dissidents of
Decadence” (2000). As is common with major gay
events (especially because of their economic impact),
the mayor of New Orleans writes a warm letter of
welcome to the participants each year. Prominent
links featured on SouthernDecadence.com include:
BadPuppy.com, boasting more than one million sexual
images, and ManHunt.net, featuring sensual ads and
images for men looking for men, while special events
for the 2010 event included a Big D—k contest and a
Hot-ss night.

The event’s official website (SouthernDecadence.com)
has reminded those attending that, although they will
certainly get an eyeful while there, city laws prohibit
not only public urinating but also public sex. (How
many events need to remind those attending that
public sex is against the law?) The men are encouraged
to keep the sex inside and to keep it safe — something
that countless eyewitnesses and lots of video-taped
tootage will testify is frequently nor done, as all kinds
of perverse sexual acts are flaunted in very public
view. In fact, according to the “Southern Decadence
2005: How to Guide,” posted on FrenchQuarter.
com, “Parades and non-stop parties aside, Southern
Decadence may be most famous (or infamous) for the
displays of naked flesh which characterize the event
— which is only fitting, since New Orleans in early
September is generally the closest thing you'll ever
experience to walking around in a steambath outside of
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a health spa. While police have started to crack down
on public lewdness and pressure from a local crackpot
conservative religious organization has caused the five-
day festival to become a little more sedate than it was in
years past, the atmosphere of Southern Decadence has
stayed true to its name and public displays of sexuality
are pretty much everywhere you look.” Corporate
sponsors of recent Southern Decadence events have
included Sir Speedy Press, Bud Light, and Harrah’s
New Orleans, the event’s official casino.

The 2007, San Diego Gay Pride Parade and Festival
drew national attention when four San Diego firemen
filed a lawsuit against the city after being ordered by
their superiors to participate in the event against their
will, being required to ride on the fire department’s
float. According to the complaint, which was settled
in their favor, at this event some of the spectators
“wear sexually suggestive clothing, expose themselves,
engage in lewd displays of sexualized conduct and
simulated sex acts, use profanity, and yell vulgar and
obscene catcalls. In this way, the Gay Pride Parade
is unlike any other parade sanctioned by the City or
in which City officials and employees participate.”
During the parade, the men were “subjected to crude
and obscene comments by Parade spectators, such as
... ‘Show me your fire hose! T can't breathe, give me
mouth to mouth! ‘Pull out your hose!’. . . In addition
to the sexual taunts and catcalls, Parade spectators
directed lewd and lascivious gestures at plaintiffs,”
including exposing their genitalia and making overt
sexual contact with each other.®* Corporate sponsors of
recent San Diego Pride events have included Hewlett
Packard, Aetna, Orbitz, Wells Fargo, and Cox.
According to a conservative watchdog report, at the
2010 Boston Pride event, “There were more BDSM
(bondage, discipline, sado-masochism) activists
officially participating than ever before, and more open
behavior. The literature they were handing out was
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explicit and, frankly, pretty sick. . . . Transgenderism
was a major theme of this year’s ‘Pride’. Three of the
five ‘grand marshals’ were men dressed as women
(including ‘Grace’ Sterling Stowell, who works with
public schoolchildren with state funding). ... Some of
the signs that were carried in parades were so vulgar
that we're reluctant to include them in our reports . ...
And the level of weirdness and general dysfunction was
beyond past years. The term ‘freak show’ came to mind
alot. ... There were far more kids -- from elementary
school through high school -- included in events than
in past years. In the Pride Parade in particular there
were waves of schoolchildren marching, obviously well
organized, holding banners from their various schools. .
.. Google, Microsoft, Bank of America, Massachusetts
General Hospital, Children’s Hospital, Beth Israel
Hospital, and many, many more marched in the parade,
supported it financially, and otherwise participated. . ..
Despite all of this, there was a complete news blackout
regarding anything unflattering about Gay Pride
Week. Only positive, celebratory things were reported
throughout the Boston media.”

All these events pail, however, in comparison to the annual Folsom Street
Fair in San Francisco, the classic example of perversity on display — and in
the name of diversity at that. According to a conservative Christian report of

the 2007 event,

The Fair is an annual street party for BDSM enthusiasts
(meaning bondage, discipline, sadism, masochism — or
domination/submission) held on several blocked-off city
streets . . . that reportedly draws hundreds of thousands
of ‘leather’ practitioners and curious spectators every year.
... In addition to the nudity and public sex acts, there
were public whippings and spankings. Some were held at
booths: the AIDS Emergency Fund was hawking charity
spankings for $5 each — and others apparently occurring
spontaneously, if you can say that about an act of consensual,
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‘erotic’ violence. We witnessed one man whipping his
‘partner’ on a sidewalk, the ‘whippee’s’ back becoming a
brighter red with each round of punishment — done out
of love, we are told by the sadists. . . . And we witnessed
many ‘master-slave’ ‘couples,’ one leading the other around
with a dog collar, of both the homosexual and heterosexual
variety. The Folsom Street Fair began as an event mainly
for homosexual sadomasochists, but it now attracts many
straights, as evidenced by the thousands of women visible
at this year’s event. ... So pervasive was the public (mostly
male) nudity that it seemed the more ‘modest” homosexuals
were the ones wearing only underwear or leather chaps
exposing their behind.®?

WELCOMING PERVERSITY IN THE NAME OF DIVERSITY

What does this have to do with “diversity”? We'll let San Francisco
mayor Gavin Newsom answer that question. He welcomed the Folsom Street
Fair to his city with open arms, and he did it in the name of “diversity.”

I am proud to be Mayor of a city that has a long-standing
history of being on the forefront of extending civil rights
for all citizens. San Francisco is a city that takes pride in its
diverse communities and neighborhoods. The commitment
to inclusion and ensuring diversity makes this a thriving city
and a popular destination for many visitors from around
the world. My office is committed to supporting and
recognizing the exceptional contributions of all our diverse
communities. . . .

To all organizers and attendees of the Folsom Street
Fair, their families, friends, colleagues, and visitors from
home and around the world, have a great day and enjoy

the event.”®

Diversity is the operative word in the mayor’s endorsement for something
that can only be called perversity. And Miller Beer was a proud sponsor of
that 2007 event, running a full page ad in the Folsom Street Fair program.®*

Of course, plenty of gay men and women disapprove strongly of such
behavior — especially in public — and, quite obviously, plenty of them are not
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involved in these kinds of activities.®® But the question that must be asked
is this: Why have gay pride events been famous for such displays? And why,
through the years, has little or no action been taken against these displays by
the gay community itself? Why is it that, until recently, these events were
toned down when pressure was applied from ousside the gay community? Why
is such perversity paraded and flaunted and championed and celebrated? And
why has corporate America been so eager to sponsor these events?

Gay activists are so careful to utilize carefully crafted language to
communicate their points, using “gay” rather than “homosexual,” speaking
of “gay and lesbian civil rights” rather than a “gay agenda,” and referring
to “sexual orientation” rather than “sexual preference,” just to name a few.*
This makes it all the more ironic that such public, self-exposing, and self-
denigrating displays have been standard fare in major gay pride events.*’

As noted by lesbian, feminist activist, Tammy Bruce:

. if there is suddenly such a concern within the gay
community about appearing “normal,” perhaps men in suits
should replace men in G-strings at gay-pride parades.

I was at an organizing meeting for a gay-pride group
that shall remain nameless. One of the bigger arguments at
the meeting involved whether or not to have a giant penis
on a float, 4 Ia the Rose Parade. After a contentious debate,
the Giant Penis Float lost out, but just barely. The women
in the room were not amused, and a discussion ensued
about how negatively the gay community appears to the
rest of the country when our ambassadors are men dressed

as female high school cheerleaders.*

Just think for a moment about how extreme this really is. If traditional
couples came together for a “Celebration of Marriage” day in a public
park, little children from the community would feel welcome, and people
would not have to close their eyes and cover their ears to avoid contact with
vulgar and obscene images, gestures, and words.*’ Yet large gay celebrations
worldwide are commonly marked by nude or semi-nude parades, simulated
sex acts, and floats with massive, protruding phalluses. Isn't this perversity
rather than diversity? Shouldn't this be a source of shame rather than “pride”?
And shouldn’t corporate America distance itself from such displays?

What would have happened to the civil rights movement if Black Pride
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rallies in the 1960’s were marked by lewd public displays and a fixation on
male genitalia? Wouldn't this have discredited the whole movement, not to
mention the people themselves, in a moment? And what if the immigration
rallies of 2006 and 2010 were marked by nudity and gyrating drag queens?
Wouldn't this have severely damaged the cause of illegal immigrants?

Could anyone imagine lewd public acts being associated with “Asian
Pride” or “White Pride” or “Jewish Pride” or “Muslim Pride” Yet gay
pride events — especially the larger ones — are commonly marked by public
lewdness, forming an integral part of gay pride, all part of “coming out”
and being unashamed. And all this, of course, is to be celebrated under the
heading of “diversity” — and eagerly embraced by corporate America. (In a
related context, Michael Medved noted, “The raging controversy over an
exhibition of ‘gay art’ at the taxpayer-funded National Portrait Gallery raises
an uncomfortable but unavoidable question: must all celebrations of homosexual
history and identity feature disturbing and pornographic content?’)’

ARE DIVERSITY AND INCLUSION REALLY DIVERSE
AND INCLUSIVE?

There’s something else peculiar about the contemporary use of the word
“diversity.” One would think that “diversity” would be “inclusive,” not wanting
to cause any one group to feel alienated or put out. Indeed, such language is
commonly used to explain the very essence of diversity. But that is hardly the
case. Do companies like Starbucks sponsor pro-life celebrations in solidarity
with the preborn? Do they sponsor teen abstinence drives? Do they sponsor
events honoring the traditional family? The record speaks for itself: The
answer is no.

The interaction that I had with US Airways in July-August, 2007, is all
too typical. On July 27,2006, I wrote to the US Airways Customer Relations
Department on behalf of the Coalition of Conscience, sharing my concerns
about their sponsorship of the Pride Charlotte event:

'This is a highly divisive issue, and one which US Airways
should steer clear of, lest you offend a large part of your
constituency. I too stand against discriminatory treatment
of gays and lesbians, and I'm sure that on many flights,
I have been served by gay and lesbian employees of US
Airways. Equal opportunity and fairness is not the issue
here. Rather, the issue here is one of US Airways making
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a public statement that it supports a particular sexual
expression, one that is considered immoral by a large part
of your constituency, and that it supports an activist gay
agenda, one that is sounded loudly and clearly at every
Pride Charlotte event. . ..

I received a response from Evelyn Miller, Manager, Diversity &
Compliance with US Airways, on July 31,2007, addressing my concerns

Our overall goal is to recognize, support, and celebrate all
of our employees in an effort to create a workplace that
fosters inclusion and open communication. US Airways
sponsor a number of different activities throughout the year
in support of our employees and feel that it would create
a difference in treatment if we were to deny this group of
employees our support.

I wrote back to her on the same day, noting that:

It would . . . be very helpful to the Coalition members if
you could supply me with a list of pro-life and pro-family
events that US Airways has sponsored, since there are
doubtless thousands of conservatively-oriented US Airways
employees who are strongly pro-life and pro-traditional
family. So, supplying me with that information would be
very helpful as well. Otherwise, the message US Airways
would be sending to your constituents would be one of bias,
exclusivity, and intolerance. That is to say, US Airways is
happy to support gay, lesbian, and transgender employees
but not pro-life, pro-traditional family employees.

When I received no direct response to this and other requests I had made
(although I did receive permission from Ms. Miller to share her email with my
constituents), I asked her on August 8" if I was correct in understanding that
US Airways, “Chooses not to offer me a list of pro-life, pro-traditional-family
events that US Airways has sponsored,” to which she replied on August 9,
“Thank you for your email, but please do not make assumptions.”I responded
on the same day:

297



A QUEER THING HAPPENED TO AMERICA

I am making no assumptions. . . . In my previous email
to you, I made three specific requests, to which I received
no response. I then sent the email again, making the same
requests. Your reply was to refer my constituents to your
previous email. Therefore, so there was no ambiguity, I
restated what you chose not to reply to. Please help me to
see where I have made assumptions.

So then, so that we have complete clarity, please
respond directly to the following: ...

I'am requesting a list of pro-life, pro-traditional-family
events that US Airways has sponsored. Are you willing to
supply that? ...

I look forward to your specific response to these
requests. If I do not receive a response, I will understand
that the answer to each of the above is “no,” but I certainly
hope that that is not the case.

And the response from US Airways? You guessed it: I received no
response. (My other requests, which also met with no response, were for a face
to face meeting and for an address and person to whom I could send pictures
documenting what happened at a previous gay pride event in the city.)

A similar exchange of emails (albeit with a more ironic ending!) took
place in 2008 when another coffee chain, Caribou Coftee, sponsored the Pride
Charlotte event. In response to my concerns, Lauren Mihhajlov, Director
of Brand Marketing, wrote back to me and explained that Caribou would
“continue our sponsorship as we know it is important to the communities
in which we operate.” She also noted that “we strive to be a part of our
neighborhoods and communities, as this is one of our core values. In being
good community members, we also endeavor to be inclusive of all members
of our community.”

I wrote back to Ms. Mihhajlov and stated that, while I was disappointed
with the response, in keeping “with this clearly stated core value of your
company, we want to officially invite you to be a sponsor at our second ‘Not
Ashamed Charlotte’ event planned for this coming May.” I explained that,

This is a wonderful, positive, wholesome event, reflective

of the values of tens of thousands of citizens here, an event

in which we celebrate the family (highlighting the
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importance of male-female marriage and of teen sexual
purity) and underscore the sanctity of human rights,
beginning in the womb.

Iinformed her that we already had sponsorship commitments from some
fine local companies,

and we would love to include you in our list of sponsors.
Our previous event in 2006 drew positive coverage from
the local media along with the participation of a diverse
cross-section of the greater Charlotte community.

Your participation in the event would send a great
signal to our constituency that you do, in fact, mean what
you say when you write that “we strive to be a part of our
neighborhoods and communities, as this is one of our core
values.”

And how did Caribou respond? They would not sponsor our event
because they were “inclusive.” I kid you not!”* And I imagine they said it with
a straight face too.

How then can Starbucks, along with other like-minded companies,
possibly claim to embrace diversity if their alleged inclusiveness explicitly
excludes certain groups? Starbucks plainly states that they say, “No thank you
.. . to any proposals [for sponsorship] regarding . . . political or religious
activities.””? So, diversity has its limitations!

Companies like Starbucks can hardly claim to be inc/usive and embracing
of diversity when they are decidedly exc/usive in who or what they include and
embrace. More importantly, it is downright hypocritical for these companies
to consistently sponsor gay pride events when they refuse other activities that
are “political or religious” in nature, since a strong political agenda is often
at the forefront of the gay pride events, all the more so in the last few years.

To give just a few examples out of hundreds that could be cited, beginning
at the 2003 San Francisco gay pride parade, a reporter noted that,

Hundreds of marchers carried signs that said, “We All
Deserve the Freedom to Marry” and “Support AB 205
Domestic Partner Rights” referring to California’s “gay
marriage” equivalent bill . . . . Other signs said, “We had
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sodomy for breakfast” and “Sodomize me, it’s legal!” Many
waved Texas state flags.”

At the June 2004 Stonewall Festival in Miami it was reported that,

Everywhere there were Jim Stork stickers, hats, posters, and
pins. [Stork is a gay political candidate.] Wilton Manner’s
gay mayor’s bid for Congress had the annual Stonewall
Festival focusing on politics as much as partying,” in
particular, since “this year, the party comes three weeks shy
of'aJuly U.S. Senate debate over President Bush’s proposed
ban on gay marriage, which will force Democratic
presidential candidate John Kerry to state clearly where he
stands on the issue.”

Over the years, the promotion of a specific political agenda has become
a staple item at gay pride events. Indeed, a gay participant of the 2010 San
Francisco Gay Pride parade noted, “It’s part political, it’s part a party,”” while
at 2010 Boston Pride, “Repeal of ‘Don’t Ask Don't Tell'was nearly everywhere,
as was support for the Transgender Rights Bill, and also anti-Israel/pro-
Palestine messages” (note also that both the governor of Massachusetts and
the mayor of Boston participated in the event).”® And in a city like Charlotte,
which is representative of the more church-going South, gay pastors and gay
churches are vocal participants in the day’s events. (2010 Pride Charlotte
included public prayer and worship by local “gay Christian” leaders.) Yet
Starbucks, which refuses to sponsor “political or religious activities” actively
sponsors gay events which are charged with political — and sometimes
religious — content. On what basis?

In 2005, Starbucks chose to refrain from distributing a new CD by Bruce
Springsteen, apparently because of the sexually graphic lyrics on the track
entitled “Reno,” which mention his hiring a prostitute for anal sex. This was
certainly a commendable decision, and one that sent out a positive message
as well, as I noted in a letter to Starbucks written on June 17% 2005. Once
again, however, the decision only highlighted Starbucks’double standard, one
in which “diversity” includes perversity but excludes any moral objection to
such behavior. As I explained in my June, 2005 letter:

I applaud the decision of Starbucks to refrain from
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distributing the new CD of Bruce Springsteen, apparently
because of the sexually graphic lyrics on the track entitled
“Reno”....

This decision certainly sends out a positive message.
Unfortunately, your sponsorship of the gay pride events
sends out the exact opposite message, since these events are
well-known for their open celebration and endorsement of
all kinds of similar sexual behavior . . ..

Has Starbucks then decided to ban sexually explicit,
heterosexual material from its stores while actively
sponsoring sexually explicit, homosexual events with the
money earned from those stores? [Enclosed with the letter
were pictures graphically illustrating some of the public
displays that had taken place at Charlotte Pride in 2004
and 2005.]7

The official response from Starbucks was polite, respectful, but firm: The
position of Starbucks remains the same. Their sponsoring of the Charlotte
Pride event, including its sexually perverse and explicitly political sides
(these are my words, not theirs), was definitely part of their core principle
of embracing diversity. (I was told by phone on June 30, 2005, that they
understood that I would still be calling them if they had been sponsoring
open heterosexual displays in the park. Their position, nonetheless, remained
the same.) As Kevin Carothers reiterated in his letter dated September 2,
2005:

As we discussed, Starbucks is a company committed to its
guiding principles, which includes embracing diversity. It
is an essential component of the way we do business and is
important to our many partners (employees) and customers
in the 36 countries we serve. While we welcome differing
points of view and respect your opinion, we remain
committed to supporting events that promote diversity and
inclusion, such as the Gay Pride Parade.

The letter also stated, “While we understand you disagree with our

perspective, we hope that you will consider taking a look at us from another
view. You might find that, like you, we are committed to making a positive
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impact in the communities we serve,” after which Mr. Carothers listed a
number of humanitarian works which they help underwrite. To be sure, the
endeavors he described are certainly highly commendable, but all of them
could continue unabated without Starbucks’ sponsorship of gay pride events.
And itis difficult to see how the sponsoring of these events which flaunt public
perversity make a positive impact on the local communities. To the contrary,
choosing nor to sponsor these events could make a very positive impact on
these communities, but Starbucks is clearly committed to “diversity.”

'This is evidenced in its conversation-sparking coffee cups called, “The
Way I See It.” As their website explains,

Sparking conversation In the tradition of coffee houses
everywhere, Starbucks has always supported a good,
healthy discussion. To get people talking, “The Way I See
It” is a collection of thoughts, opinions and expressions
provided by notable figures that now appear on our widely
shared cups.

A range of voices We invited a group of people who
brought both diversity and life experiences to the mix.
Those who accepted, offered pearls of their life experiences
to entertain, engage and hopefully get us all thinking.”

And what might that “diversity” include? Consider this quote from
Armistead Maupin, author of the well-known chronicle of gay life, Ta/es of the
City.”” Maupin contributed “The Way I See It,” #43: “My only regret about
being gay is that I repressed it for so long. I surrendered my youth to the
people I feared when I could have been out there loving someone. Don’t make
that mistake yourself. Life’s too damn short.”

And you thought Starbucks was just another, specialty coffee company?
Hardly. As a company committed to “embracing diversity,” they are committed
to supporting homosexual, bisexual, and transgender expression and
activism. Perhaps some of you might be losing your taste for Starbucks just
about now?

To be sure, the coffee cups also contained quotes from men like Michael
Medved, the Orthodox Jewish, strongly conservative, Hollywood film critic,
John Wooden, the legendary UCLA basketball coach, known for his strong
moral convictions, and Rick Warren, the internationally-known pastor. But
you can be sure that not a single quote uttered by any of these men could be
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considered “anti-gay” in any way, while an encouragement to young people to
embrace their homosexuality was quite OK.*

KRAFT FOODS, THE GAY GAMES, AND “DIVERSITY”

During the first half of 2005, Kraft Foods, manufacturers of everything
from Ritz Crackers to Oreo Cookies, came under criticism for its major
sponsorship of the 2006 Gay Games in Chicago. (These games are held
every four years and bring together 10,000-15,000 GLBT athletes from
around the world. Cities bid for the right to hold the games.) Responding
to this criticism in a May 23, 2005 email sent to all Kraft employees, Marc
Firestone, Executive Vice President, Corporate Counsel and Corporate
Secretary of Kraft Foods Inc., had this to say:

While Kraft certainly doesn’t go looking for controversy,
we have long been dedicated to support the concept and
the reality of diversity. It’s the right thing to do and it’s
good for our business and our work environment.

Diwersity makes us a stronger company and connects
us with the diversity that exists among the consumers who
buy our products.®!

So then, diversity, used here with explicit reference to a major gay event, is

)« )«

something to be celebrated. It’s “right” and it’s “good”; it makes for “a stronger
company” and connects that company with “the diversity that exists among
the consumers who buy [Kraft’s] products” — with the notable exception,
however, of the multiplied thousands of customers who complained to Kraft
about their involvement in the gay games. Diversity, it would appear, does not
extend that far.

M. Firestone continues in his email:

Diwersity is more than a word many people like to say. At
Kraft we truly respect all kinds of differences. And diversity
is not a selective concept. By definition, it’s nothing if
not inclusive. We respect diversity of ethnicity, gender,
experience, background, personal style and yes, sexual
orientation and gender identity. Recognizing, respecting
and valuing these differences helps us be a more successful
business and a workplace where all employees can realize

303



A QUEER THING HAPPENED TO AMERICA

their full potential.®

Really? How can he state that Kraft truly respects “all kinds of difterences”
when the convictions of millions of conservative Christians, Jews, Muslims,
Hindus, and others are disrespected or ignored? (It is no small matter that the
sacred, holy books of most of the world’s population speak against homosexual
practice.) How can he say that diversity is “nothing if not inclusive” when the
whole purpose of his communiqué was to explain why Kraft was choosing to
exclude the views being expressed by a large volume of e-mailers, the majority
of whom opposed Kraft’s sponsorship of the Gay Games?

Under the rubric of “diversity,” Mr. Firestone lists respect for “ethnicity,
gender, experience, background, personal style and yes, sexual orientation and
gender identity” but does 7o list “religious beliefs” or “personal convictions.”
Wias this merely an oversight, or is “gender identity” protected by diversity —
this, of course, would include such personal preferences as cross-dressing and
transgenderism — while religious beliefs and personal convictions (as opposed
to “personal style”) are not? Moreover, since no one has questioned Kraft’s
respect for heterosexuality, respect for “sexual orientation” can only mean
respect for non-heterosexual orientations. Why not state this plainly?

Why don't Starbucks and Kraft and others simply say, “We embrace
homosexuality (even in its most base, perverse forms, well illustrated by some
of the gay events we sponsor) and we enthusiastically support the gay social
and political agenda”® Why not put the cards on the table? Could it be that to
do so would cost these companies business? Could it be that to do so would
bring about an adverse moral reaction? Could it be that do so would expose
the Jack of diversity actually embraced? (To be candid, ten to fifteen years
ago, articulating these views publicly would have cost these companies dearly;
twenty-five to thirty years ago, it would have been unthinkable even to have
mentioned corporate sponsorship of gay activism; today, the answer is not as
clear in terms of adverse reaction.)

HOW LOW CAN “DIVERSITY” GO?

As noted in Chapter Four, for several years, on the campus of Oberlin
College, there was a running debate over whether the school should officially
charter a student club devoted to Bondage, Discipline, and Sadomasochism
(BDSM). Some of the faculty endorsed the concept in the name of
promoting diversity. Physics Professor John Scofield demurred, stating, “This

just demonstrates the silliness with which we toss around the word ‘diversity.’
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We can also become more diverse by recruiting more pedophiles and
necrophiliacs.”® Or, put this another way, On what basis should pedophilia
and necrophilia 7oz be included under the rubric of “diversity”?

On May 31,2006, a new political party was launched in the Netherlands
called “Naastenliefde, Vrijheid & Diversiteit” (abbreviated NVD), which
literally means, “Neighborly Love (or, Charity), Freedom, and Diversity.”
According to their official platform, they want to “maximize diversity and
liberty,” which means:

allowing individuals, from the age of 12, to vote, have
sex, gamble, choose their place of residence, and use soft
drugs. Hard drugs would be legal at 16. They also intend
to eliminate marriage in the law, permit public nudity
anywhere in the country, make railway travel free [I'm
not sure how this fits into their platform!], and institute a
comprehensive animal rights platform.®

In addition, the NVD

also wants to legalize private use of child pornography and
allow non-violent pornography to be screened on daytime
television. They are against laws that would explicitly outlaw
sexual contact between animals and humans (which is not
illegal in Holland now), and support laws criminalizing the

‘sexual maltreatment’ of animals.”®

As reported by Reuters, “The party said it wanted to cut the legal age for
sexual relations to 12 and eventually scrap the limit altogether. ‘A ban just
makes children curious,” Ad van den Berg, one of the party’s founders, told
the Algemeen Dagblad (AD) newspaper.”®

So, “diversity” in the Netherlands now includes the legalization of child
pornography, the legalization of sex with minors beginning at the age of twelve,
and the legalization of bestiality, as long as it does not include the “sexual
maltreatment” of animals. Isn't this perversity rather than diversity? And
isn't this in the normal progression when “diversity” becomes the codeword —
without qualification — for homosexuality and homosexual activism?

Not surprisingly, news of this political party’s platform was greeted with
shock and outrage in Holland, despite the country’s already liberal policies:
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“The Netherlands, which already has liberal policies on soft drugs, prostitution
and gay marriage, was shocked by the plan.”® But why should the nation be
shocked? Isn't it inevitable that the same nation that was among the first to
legalize soft drug use, prostitution, and gay marriage would be among the first
to entertain the possibility of legalizing consensual sex with minors and the
social acceptance of bestiality — and in the name of diversity at that?

Think about it for a moment. In the past, “diversity” referred to things
like ethnic and cultural and religious diversity, but then it became a codeword
for homosexuality (then bisexuality, then transgenderism), without prescribed
limits or boundaries. After all, if it’s gay, it’s good, and it should be embraced in
the name of diversity. Why then should it surprise us that some people would
take the concept of “diversity” even further? On what basis should pedophilia
and bestiality 7o be included under the rubric of “diversity”? (Again, I'm
not equating homosexuality with pedophilia or bestiality; I'm asking on what
basis these things should not be included under the heading of “diversity.”)
And if the public perversity often paraded at gay pride events is protected
under the heading of diversity, why shouldn’t pedophilia — especially, the
allegedly “consensual” sex acts between a minor and his boy “lover” — be
protected under that same heading? And why not bestiality? Isn’t this all part
of sexual “diversity”?

'This will obviously sound extreme to many, but I ask you: On what basis
is it extreme? To many Americans, the idea of men having sex with men
and women having sex with women is morally wrong, yet it is becoming
taboo even to suggest such a thing. A good dose of diversity training at work
will cure this “homophobic” condition! (For more on this, see below, Chapter
Fourteen.)

To many Americans, the idea of topless “Dikes on Bikes” publicly
proclaiming nipple freedom or drag queens performing vulgar dances in
the presence of little children is perverse, yet acts such as these are not only
tolerated in the name of diversity, they are actually celebrated under the name
of diversity, often with the full sponsorship of corporate America. What’s
coming next?

The real shock about the recent developments in the Netherlands was
not that this new political party was formed (can you imagine proudly and
publicly campaigning for such a platform?). The real shock was that, “An
opinion poll published Tuesday [May 30%, 2006] showed that 82 percent
wanted the government to do something to stop the new party, while 67

percent said promoting pedophilia should be illegal.”® So, fully 1/3 of Dutch
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people surveyed thought that the promotion of pedophilia should be legal (or,
at least, did not feel it should be illegal).

'This too is a natural progression of the concept of “diversity,”and I ask once
more: Why not? To be sure, I recognize that the “diversity” party in Holland
represented an extreme, but it is the inevitable result of the unqualified use of
“diversity” in gay activism today.

RECLAIMING PRINCIPLED AMERICAN DIVERSITY

Historically, one of America’s greatest strengths has been its embrace of
diversity in the wider, less politically-charged, sense of the word. Our nation
has been a great melting pot, ethnically, culturally, and religiously, and by
design, America embraces diversity of culture, creed, and color. In fact, in
1790, President George Washington received a letter from Moses Seixas, the
warden of Touro Synagogue, seeking assurance that the Jewish people would
have religious freedom in this newly formed nation. Washington famously
replied that his government would “give to bigotry no sanction, to persecution
no assistance.” Bigotry has no place in our land!

This, indeed, is the American way, and so our past treatment of Native
Americans and African Americans is something that every fair-minded
American rejects and regrets. To the contrary, we understand that diversity,
in its ethnic and cultural sense, is part of what makes us great. Let all peoples
of all backgrounds be embraced and loved and honored and esteemed.® But
let perversity be called for what it is, and let it be renounced rather than
respected. And let the businesses of America reconsider their embrace of
GLBT activism in the workplace (and beyond) in the name of “diversity,” and
let them be ashamed rather than proud of their sponsorship of public displays
of perversity. Is this too much to ask?
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1 have to admit that I enjoy watching Queer Eye for the Straight Guy,
even more than other ‘regular” makeover shows. Knowing that these guys
are queer -- meaning openly gay men —- makes it more fun.

Jaap Kooijman, “They’re Here, They're Queer, and Straight America Loves It,”
GLQ: A Journal of Lesbian and Gay Studies Number 11 (2005)

Queer is hip, salsa is happening, and rap is here to stay.

Gloria Anzaldda and Analouise Keating
This Bridge We Call Home: Radical Visions for Transformation

Now that “queer” is hip and studios are making the foray into films
with queer- content, are they really ready to market their films as ‘gay?”

Posted in glounge2004.queerlounge.org

Queer is Hip, Queer is Cool -~ Dogmas in the Queer Scene

Posted in queeruption.tribe.net
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omething queer is happening to the word “queer.” That was the title
of a November 5, 2003 Associated Press article.! The article
explains:

Originally a synonym for “odd” or “unusual,” the word
evolved into an anti-gay insult in the last century, only
to be reclaimed by defiant gay and lesbian activists who
chanted: “We’re here, were queer, get used to it.”

Now “queer” is sneaking into the mainstream — and
taking on a hipster edge as a way to describe any sexual
orientation beyond straight.?

Queer as mainstream? Queer as hipster? Without a doubt.

It’s the kind of exchange that still makes many -- gay or
straight -- wince. That’s because, in the 1920s and ’30s
the word “queer” became synonymous with “pansy,” “sissy”
and even “pervert,” says Gregory Ward, a Northwestern
University linguist who teaches a course on language and
sexuality.

Now, Ward says, the increasing use of “queer” -- as in
the prime-time TV show titles “Queer Eye for the Straight
Guy” and “Queer as Folk” -- is changing the word’s image.

“It’s really losing the hurtful and quasi-violent nature
it had,” Ward says.

Trish McDermott, vice president of “romance” at the
Match.com online dating service, says she’s seeing the
word appear more often in personal ads.

The title of one current ad: “Nice Guy for the Queer
Guy.”

Meanwhile, a recent review in the Chicago Tribune’s
Metromix entertainment guide defined the crowd in a
new upscale bar as “model-types and young clubbers amid
dressy Trixies, middle-aged Gold Coast cigar-chompers
and queer-eyed straight guys” (the latter term referring to
straight men who've spiffed themselves up).®

So, it’s no longer queer to be queer! Yes, queer has been reclaimed — even
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redeemed — and quite successfully recycled.*

For years, queer meant, “(1) Deviating from the expected or normal;
strange; (2) Odd or unconventional, as in behavior; eccentric; (3) Of
a questionable nature or character; suspicious.” And when used by
heterosexuals to describe homosexuals, it was one of the uglier, baser insults.
“There’s something the matter with you! You're not normal! Youre deviant,
weird, despicable. Stay away from me! Youre queer.” Now, universities boast
of their Queer Studies programs, the media celebrates queer, and theologians
write queer Bible commentaries.® Do you think this happened by accident?

DESENSITIZE, JAM AND CONVERT

The oft-cited, threefold strategy of gay social scientists Marshall Kirk
and Hunter Madsen — “Desensitize, Jam and Convert” — tells us that this
semantic transformation was not the result of chance.” Rather, it was part of
a well-conceived (even if occasionally subconscious) plan to win the battle of
words, since whoever wins the battle of words wins the war of ideas.®

The strategy is simple: Take the offensiveness out of the offense.
Normalize the abnormal. Make the unacceptable acceptable. Legitimize
the illegitimate. Remove the outrage from the outrageous. Take the sense of
urgency out of the alarm. This way, when the alarm is sounded, people will
not even hear it. Their ears will have become so accustomed to its tone that it
no longer startles them, no longer alerts them, no longer wakes them up. As
Prof. Ward said, above, with respect to “queer,” it no longer has “the hurtful
and quasi-violent nature it had.” Desensitize, jam, and convert.

According to Kirk and Madsen,

If gays present themselves — or allow themselves to be
presented — as overwhelmingly different and threatening,
they will put straights on a triple-red alert, driving them to
overt acts of political oppression or physical violence.

...to desensitize straights to gays and gayness, inundate
them in a continuous flood of gay-related advertising,
presented in the least offensive fashion possible. If straights
can’t shut off the shower, they may at least eventually get
used to being wet.’

In short,
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... 'The main thing is to talk about gayness until the issue
becomes thoroughly tiresome. . .. If you can get [straights]
to think homosexuality is just another thing - meriting no
more than a shrug of the shoulders - then your battle for
legal and social rights is virtually won.™

Yes, homosexuality “is just another thing.” No big deal. Nothing out of
the ordinary. Certainly nothing to get excited about. It’s just another variation
of sexuality, just everyday, ho-hum, kind of stuff, “meriting no more than a
shrug of the shoulders”— if even that.

But that’s just the start. Next is “jamming,” which amounts to smearing
anyone who disagrees with the homosexual agenda. As Kirk and Madsen
explain:

As the name implies, Jamming involves the insertion
into the engine of a pre-existing, incompatible emotional
response, gridlocking its mechanism as thoroughly as
though one had sprinkled fine sand into the workings of an
old-fashioned pocket watch. ...

The trick is to get the bigot into the position of
feeling a conflicting twinge of shame, along with his
reward, whenever his homohatred surfaces, so that his
reward will be diluted or spoiled. . . .Thus, propagandistic
advertisements can depict homophobic and homohating
bigots as crude loudmouths and a—holes — people who
say not only ‘faggot’ but ‘nigger,’ kike,’ and other shameful
epithets — who are ‘not Christian. . . . In short, it can link
homohating bigotry with all sorts of attributes the bigot
would be ashamed to possess, and with social consequences
he would find unpleasant and scary."

“Jam homo-hatred by linking it to Nazi horror,” urge Kirk and Madsen;
associate all who oppose homosexuality with images like “Klansmen
demanding that gays be slaughtered,” “hysterical backwoods preachers,”
« . ”» « . .
menacing punks,” and a “tour of Nazi concentration camps where
homosexuals were tortured and gassed.” Yet that is only the second of
three steps:
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Put briefly, if Desensitization lets the watch run down, and
Jamming throws sand in the works, Conversion reverses
the spring so that the hands run backward. . ..

In Conversion, the bigot, who holds a very negative
stereotypic picture, is repeatedly exposed to literal picture/
label pairs, in magazines, and on billboards and TV, of gays
— explicitly labeled as such! — who not only don't look like
his picture of a homosexual, but are carefully selected to
look either like the bigot and his friends, or like any one of
his other stereotypes of all-right guys — the kind of people
he already likes and admires. This image must, of necessity,
be carefully tailored to be free of absolutely every element
of the widely held stereotype of how ‘faggots’ look, dress,

and sound.’®

Thus, conversion refers to the “conversion of the average American’s
emotions, mind, and will, through a planned psychological attack, in the form
of propaganda fed to the nation via the media.”

To the gay objection that such ads would “Uncle Tommify” gays, since
the ads are lies — in other words, “that is nof how a// gays actually look” and

“gays know it and bigots know it,” the authors reply,

Yes, of course, we know it, too. But it makes no difference
that the ads are lies; not to us, because we’re using them to
ethically good effect, to counter negative stereotypes that
are every bit as much lies, and far more wicked ones; not
to bigots, because the ads will have their effect on them
whether they believe them or not.’

The strategy has worked brilliantly, and many Americans have been
“converted” in a very short time span. With respect to “queer,” the sting has
been largely removed and now queer is cool, even creative. Queer is something
to be admired rather than abhorred, even for the straight guy. Is that queer
guy giving you the queer eye? How cool! Maybe he’ll give you a makeover too,
just like on the TV show. Yet as startling as the image makeovers are on the
Queer Eye TV show, the complete semantic makeover of the concept of queer
is even more startling.
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IF IT COULD HAPPEN TO “QUEER” ...

Let me illustrate this for you by using some other words with very
negative connotations in the gay and straight world. (I don’t engage in this
exercise to be offensive or to trivialize the issues involved but rather to drive
home the point of just how drastically things have changed with respect to
the use of the word “queer.” That is to say, at one time “queer” was as offensive
as some of the words I'll use as examples, although I fully understand the
GLBT community has not chosen to “rehabilitate” them, as it has the word
“queer.”)

What if the word had been “faggot”instead of “queer”? Could you picture
Faggot Studies being taught at Harvard University? How about a professor
of Faggot Literature or a Faggot emphasis in the Master’s degree program?
What about “faggot” making its way into the media with a brand new show,
“Faggot Eye for the Frumpy Guy?” Or maybe, “Faggots as Folk”? Is this any
more absurd than the reclaiming of “queer”?

What if the word had been “sodomite” or “sodomy” instead of “queer”?
Just think of it: “I'm majoring in Sodomite Studies at my college.” Or, “He’s
one of the top Sodomy scholars in the world today.” Or, “Did you see the
latest episode of Sodomite Eye for the Simple Guy?” What’s the difference
between this and “queer” in terms of a very ugly word losing its ugliness?

What about substituting the word “pervert” Can you picture people
watching, “Pervert Eye for the Plain Guy”® How about students signing
up for classes in the Pervert Studies Department, maybe even taught by a
Distinguished Pervert Professor? If it could happen to the word queer, it
could happen to faggot or sodomite or pervert — or “dyke” for that matter,
instead of lesbian, thus, “The Larry Kramer Initiative for Faggot and Dyke
Studies at Yale.”* Why not?

With respect to “queer,” the offense has lost its offensiveness and the
outrageous has been robbed of its outrage. The transformation has been
complete. As noted by Ramon Johnson on Gaylife.com,

Is “Queer” a Derogatory Word?

Did you know that today, the word “queer” is most
often used in a non-derogatory way?

Once used by homophobes to negatively describe
a gay man or woman, the term is now being used by the
gay community itself as a positive or neutral descriptive of
each other. By embracing a word that was used to