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A letter from the
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THE written word is and always will be TIME’s primary con-

cern. Yet many stories can only be told in pictures—and
told best in color. Ever since 1951, TIME’s Art section has reg-
ularly featured a color story ranging anywhere from Claes Ol-
denburg’s Pop objects to four pages on the churches of
Soviet Russia and a ten-page spread on the Black in art
down through history. At the same time, the magazine’s
Color Projects department has also been bringing an added di-
mension to news of every sort for TIME’s readers.

So far this year, Senior Editor A. T. Baker and his staff
—Arnold Drapkin, Andrea Svedberg and Nancy Smith
—have been responsible for 172 pages of color. In recent
weeks, they have been working closely with Louis Gless-
mann, TIME’s new art director. Much effort, of course, is
geared to fast-breaking news stories. Improved communi-
cations and technology enable TiME’s production department,
headed by Charles Jackson, to close color layouts as late as
Saturday morning and still meet the magazine’s deadline
that night. Thus TIME has featured pages of color on the Apol-
lo 11 triumph, President Nixon’s whirlwind tour of Europe
and Asia, Pope Paul’s African visit and the fantastic Wood-
stock rock festival. For TiME’s four pages of color on the
Oct. 15 Viet Nam Moratorium, 46 photographers in 30 lo-
cations shot 300 rolls of film—which was edited, laid out
and on its way within 24 hours.

Less immediate, but no less fascinating to those involved,
were the weeks of work necessary to produce such color
spreads as Morocco, the latest In resort, Normandy on the
25th anniversary of D-day, the new nude look in fashion and
Venice besieged by the elements. “One of the greatest services
we can render,” says Baker, “is to grab a subject like ocean-
ography or lasers, which don’t instantly suggest color, and il-
luminate a whole area that might otherwise be buried in sci-
entific texts.” And sometimes, too, there are those subjects
which suggest nothing but color—such as the rainbow-hued
fall furs in Modern Living’s “The Skin Game” this week.

o

TiME’s cover story was written by Contributing Editor
Christopher Cory, researched by Madeleine Berry, reported by
Ruth Galvin. Their efforts were supervised by Senior Editor
Michael Demarest. It deals with one of the most delicate issues
of the day: homosexuality in American society. Once taboo, it
is now the subject of debate and concern. Yet, as Cory says,
“Basically it is still a topic that is explained piecemeal and in
polemics. Like all study about sex, large-scale homosexuality
research is really just beginning. And the findings seem to
knock down many of the stereotypes.”

The Cover: Color-key montage by Fred Burrell. The face
and figure are those of a young homosexual who agreed to
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HOMOSEXUALS WATCHING OLD MOVIES IN SAN FRANCISCO GAY BAR

The Homosexual: Newly Visible, Newly Understood

N exclusive formal ball will mark
Halloween in San Francisco this
week. In couturier gowns and elaborately
confected masquerades, the couples will
whisk around the floor until 2 a.m.,
while judges award prizes for the best
costumes and the participants elect an
“Empress.” By then the swirling belles
will sound more and more deep-voiced,
and in the early morning hours dark
stubble will sprout irrepressibly through
their Pan-Cake Make-Up. The celebra-
tors are all homosexuals, and each year
since 1962 the crowd at the annual
“Beaux Arts Ball” has grown larger. Hal-
loween is traditionally boys’ night out,
and similar events will take place in
Los Angeles, New York, Houston and
St. Louis.

Though they still seem fairly bizarre
to most Americans, homosexuals have
never been so visible, vocal or closely
scrutinized by research. They throw pub-
lic parties, frequent exclusively “gay”
bars (70 in San Francisco alone), and fig-
ure sympathetically as the subjects of
books, plays and films. Encouraged by
the national climate of openness about
sex of all kinds and the spirit of pro-
test, male and female inverts have been
organizing to claim civil rights for them-
selves as an aggrieved minority.

POLITICAL PRESSURE

Their new militancy makes other cit-
izens edgy, and it can be shrill. Hurling
rocks and bottles and wielding a parking
meter that had been wrenched out of the
sidewalk, homosexuals rioted last sum-
mer in New York’s Greenwich Village
after police closed one of the city’s 50 all-
gay bars and clubs on an alleged liquor-
law violation. Pressure from militant
self-styled “homophiles” has forced po-
litical candidates’ views about homosex-
uality into recent election campaigns in
New York, San Francisco and Los An-
geles. Homosexuals have picketed busi-
nesses, the White House and the Penta-
gon, demanding an end to job discrimi-
nation and the right to serve in the Army
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without a dishonorable discharge if their
background is discovered.

Some 50 homophile organizations
have announced their existence in cit-
ies across the country and on at least
eight campuses. Best known are the Mat-
tachine societies (named for 16th cen-
tury Spanish masked court jesters), and
the Daughters of Bilitis (after French
Poet Pierre Louys’ The Songs of Bil-
itis, a 19th century series of lyrics glo-
rifying lesbian love). W. Dorr Legg,
educational director at Los Angeles’ 17-
year-old ONE, Inc., claims, “I won't be
happy until all churches give homosexual
dances and parents are sitting in the bal-
cony saying ‘Don’t John and Henry
look cute dancing together?” ” Radical
groups such as the Gay Liberation Front
chant “Gay power” and “Gay is good”
and turgidly call for “the Revolution
of Free and Frequent Polysexuality.”

Last week’s report to the National In-
stitute of Mental Health (TimE, Oct.
24) urged legalization of private ho-
mosexual acts between adults who agree
to them.* It was the latest sign that the
militants are finding grudging tolerance
and some support in the “straight” com-
munity. The Federal Appeals Court in
Washington, D.C., for example, has re-
sponded to a recent case by declaring
that a governmental agency could not
dismiss an employee without first prov-
ing that his homosexuality would pal-
pably interfere with the efficiency of
the agency’s operations. The New York
Times, which for years shied from the
word homosexual, in June permitted a
homosexual writing under his own name,
Freelance Critic Donn Teal, to con-
tribute an article on “gay” themes in the-
ater. In large cities, homosexuals have
reached tacit agreements with police
that give them the de facto right to
their own social life.

* Three dissenting members of the study
group shied away from making policy rec-
ommendations, claiming that the issues were
moral and not scientific in nature.

Homosexual organizations across the
country run discussion groups and rec-
ord hops. A San Francisco group known
as S.ILR. (Society for Individual Rights)
organizes ice-skating parties, chess clubs
and bowling leagues. Nor is it necessary
for a homosexual to join a homophile or-
ganization to enjoy a full social life: ho-
mosexuals often are the parlor darlings
of wealthy ladies (“fag hags”). Marriage
in these circles can involve a homosexual
and a busy career woman who coolly
take the vows for companionship—and
so that they can pool their incomes and
tax benefits for a glittering round of
entertaining.

SEDUCTION AND SODOMY

Homosexuals with growing frequency
have sought the anonymity and com-
parative permissiveness of big cities. It
is this concentration of homosexuals in
urban neighborhoods rather than any
real growth in their relative numbers
that has increased their visibility and
made possible their assertiveness. Ac-
cording to the Kinsey reports, still the
basic source for statistics on the sub-
ject, 10% of American men have long
periods of more or less exclusive ho-
mosexuality; only 4% (2% of women)
are exclusively homosexual all their lives.
These may be inflated figures, but most
experts think that the proportion of ho-
mosexuals in the U.S. adult population
has not changed drastically since Kin-
sey did his survey, giving the country
currently about 2,600,000 men and
1,400,000 women who are exclusively
homosexual. Despite popular belief,
these numbers are not substantially in-
creased by seduction: most experts now
believe that an individual’s sex drives
are firmly fixed in childhood.

Inevitably, the homosexual life has at-
tracted eager entrepreneurs. A firm in
Great Neck, N.Y., runs a computer-dat-
ing service for homosexuals; San Fran-
cisco’s Adonis bookstore has some 360
different magazines on display that car-
ry everything from lascivious photos of
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nude men to reports on the homophile
movement and lovelorn advice by “Ma-
dame Soto-Voce.” Police and homo-
sexuals agree that operating a gay bar
is still an occupation that often appeals
to Mafiosi. In New York City, sleazy
movie houses along Broadway now
match their traditional offerings of
cheesecake with “beefcake.”
Off-Broadway producers have found
that homosexuals will flock to plays
about themselves. Yet most dramas
about deviates are written for hetero-
sexual audiences. The New York stage
currently offers John Osborne’s 4 Pa-
triot for Me, Mart Crowley’s The Boys
in the Band and John Herbert’s For-
tune and Men’s Eyes, a 1967 drama
about prison life. Revived last week in
a new production, it has been rewritten

SY FRIEDMAN

LOOKING FOR PICKUPS IN MANHATTAN PARK
Insecurity means promiscuity.

so that a scene of forcible sodomy that
used to take place out of the audi-
ence’s sight is now grimly visible (though
simulated). In movies, too, homosexu-
ality is the vogue: Staircase, starring
Rex Harrison and Richard Burton, Mid-
night Cowboy and Fellini’s forthcoming
Satyricon. On the lesbian side there
are The Fox, Thérese and Isabelle, and
The Killing of Sister George.

The quality of these works ranges
from excellent to nauseating. But it is
a fact that treatment of the theme has
changed. “Homosexuality used to be a
sensational gimmick,” says Playwright
Crowley. “The big revelation in the
third act was that the guy was ho-
mosexual, and then he had to go off-
stage and blow his brains out. It was
associated with sin, and there had to
be retribution.” These days a movie or
play can end, as Staircase does, with a
homosexual couple still together or, as
Boys in the Band winds up, with two
squabbling male lovers trying desper-
ately to save their relationship. Beyond
that, the homosexual is a special kind
of anti-hero; his emergence on center
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stage reflects the same sympathy for out-
siders that has transformed oddballs and
criminals from enemies into heroic reb-
els against society in such films as Bon-
nie and Clyde and Alice’s Restaurant.

Is there a homosexual conspiracy
afoot to dominate the arts and other
fields? Sometimes it seems that way.
The presence of talented homosexuals
in the field of classical music, among
composers, performers, conductors and
management, has sometimes led to
charges by disappointed outsiders that
the music world is a closed circle. The
same applies to the theater, the art
world, painting, dance, fashion, hair-
dressing and interior design. where a
kind of “homintern™ exists: a gay boss
will often use his influence to help gay
friends. The process is not unlike the eth-
nic favoritism that prevails in some com-
panies and in big-city political machines:
with a special sulky twist, it can be vi-
cious to outsiders. Yet homosexual in-
fluence has probably been exaggerated.
The homosexual cannot go too far in
foisting off on others his own pref-
erences; the public that buys the tickets
or the clothes is overwhelmingly het-
erosexual. Genuine talent is in such de-
mand that entrepreneurs who pass it
by on the grounds of sex preference
alone may well suffer a flop or other
damage to their own reputations.

THE DARK SIDE OF LOVE

Discrimination aside, what about the
more indirect propagation of homosex-
ual points of view? Homosexual taste
can fall into a particular kind of self-in-
dulgence as the homosexual revenges
himself on a hostile world by writing gro-
tesque exaggerations of straight customs,
concentrates on superficial stylistic fur-
belows or develops a “campy” fetish
for old movies. Somerset Maugham
once said of the homosexual artist that
“with his keen insight and quick sen-
sibility, he can pierce the depths, but in
his innate frivolity he fetches up from
them not a priceless jewel but a tinsel
ornament.”

In many cases, including Maugham'’s
own, that is an exaggeration. Indeed
the talented homosexual’s role as an out-
sider, far from disqualifying him from
commenting on life, may often sharpen
his insight and esthetic sensibility. From
Sappho to Colette to Oscar Wilde and
James Baldwin, homosexual authors
have memorably celebrated love—and
not always in homosexual terms. For ex-
ample, W. H. Auden’s Lullaby—"Lay
your sleeping head, my love/ Human on
my faithless arm”—must rank as one of
the 20th century’s most exquisite love
lyrics.

In recent years, writes Critic Benjamin
DeMott, “the most intense accounts of
domestic life and problems, as well as the
few unembarrassedly passionate love po-
ems, have been the work of writers who
are not heterosexual . . . Tennessee Wil-
liams, Edward Albee, Allen Ginsberg,
Jean Genet and Auden. They have a
steady consciousness of a dark side of

love that is neither homo- nor heterosex-
ual but simply human.” New York Times
Drama Critic Clive Barnes muses, “Cre-
ativity might be a sort of psychic distur-
bance itself, mightn’t it? Artists are not
particularly happy people anyway.”
Despite the homosexual’s position in
the arts, it is easy to overestimate the ac-
ceptance he has achieved elsewhere.
Most straight Americans still regard the
invert with a mixture of revulsion and
apprehension, to which some authorities
have given the special diagnostic name of
homosexual panic. A Louis Harris poll
released last week reported that 63% of
the nation consider homosexuals “harm-
ful to American life,” and even the most
tolerant parents nervously watch their
children for real or imagined signs of ho-
mosexuality, breathing sighs of relief

HARRISON & BURTON IN ““STAIRCASE"
Some support among the straights.

when their boy or girl finally begins dat-
ing the opposite sex.

Such homophobia is based on under-
standable instincts among straight peo-
ple, but it also involves innumerable mis-
conceptions and oversimplifications. The
worst of these may well be that all ho-
mosexuals are alike. In fact, recent re-
search has uncovered a large variation
among homosexual types. With some
overlap, they include:

THE BLATANT HOMOSEXUAL. Chau-
cer’s Pardoner in The Canterbury Tales
had a voice “small as a goat’s. He had no
beard nor ever would have, his face was
as smooth as if lately shaven; I trow he
were a mare or a gelding.” This is the eu-
nuch-like caricature of femininity that
most people associate with homosexual-
ity. In the 1960s he may be the catty hair-
dresser or the lisping, limp-wristed inte-
rior decorator. His lesbian counterpart is
the “butch,” the girl who is aggressively
masculine to the point of trying to look
like a man. Blatants also include “leather
boys,” who advertise their sadomasoch-
ism by wearing leather jackets and
chains, and certain transvestites, or
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“Tvs.” (Other transvestites are not homo-
sexuals at all and, while they enjoy dress-
ing in female clothing, may also have
women as sex partners.)

Actually, such stereotype “queers” are
a distinct minority. Paul Gebhard, direc-
tor of Alfred Kinsey’s Institute for Sex
Research, estimates that only around
10% of all homosexuals are immediately
recognizable. Blatants often draw sneers
from other homosexuals, and in fact
many of them are only going through a

phase. Having recently “come out”—ad-
mitted their condition and joined the ho-
mosexual world—they feel insecure in
their new roles and try to re-create their
personalities from scratch. Behaving the
way they think gay people are supposed
to behave, they too temporarily fall vic-
tim to the myth.

THE SECRET LIFER. The other 90%
of the nation’s committed inverts are hid-
den from all but their friends, lovers,
and occasionally, psychiatrists. Their

wrists are rigid, their “s’s” well formed;
they prefer subdued clothes and close-
cropped hair, and these days may dress
more conservatively than flamboyant
straights. Many wear wedding rings and
have wives, children and employers who
never know. They range across all class-
es, all races, all occupations. To lead
their double lives these full or part-
time homosexuals must “pass” as
straight, and most are extremely skilled
at camouflage. They can cynically tell

Four Lives in the Gay World

The personal experiences related be-
low are those of a male homosexual, a
lesbian and a girl who calls herself bi-
sexual, and a former homosexual who
has undergone extensive psychotherapy.
In otherwise candid interviews with
TIME correspondents, all four requested
that they be identified by pseudonyms.

HARLES ELIOTT, 40, owns a successful
business in Los Angeles. In the

den of his $60,000 house he has a
bronze profile of Abe Lincoln on the
wall and a copy of Playboy on the cof-
fee table. Wearing faded chinos and a
button-down Oxford shirt, he looks far
more subdued than the average Hol-
lywood male; he might be the happily
married coach of a college basketball
team—and a thoroughgoing heterosex-
ual. In fact, his male lover for the past
three months has been a 21-year-old col-
lege student. He says: “I live in a com-
pletely gay world. My lawyer is gay, my
doctor is gay, my dentist is gay, my
banker is gay. The only person who is
not gay is my housekeeper, and some-
times I wonder how he puts up with us.”

Eliott has never been to an analyst; in-
trospection is not his forte. Why did he
become homosexual? “Well, my mother
was an alcoholic; my brother and I ate
alone every night. I was the person
who always went to the circus with the
chauffeur. But I wouldn’t say I was ex-
actly sad as a child; I was rather out-
ward-going.” He went to prep school
at Hotchkiss, and on to Yale. There he
discovered his homosexual tendencies.

Eliott returned home to Chicago to
run the family business; to maintain
his status in the community, he mar-
ried. It lasted five months. After the di-
vorce he married again, this time for
two years: “She began to notice that I
didn’t enjoy sex, and that finally broke
it up. I don’t think she knows even
today that I am a homosexual.”

It took ten years to make Eliott give
up his double life in Chicago for the un-
inhibited world of Los Angeles. He
avoids the gay bars, instead throws ca-
tered parties around his pool. “I sup-
pose most of my neighbors know,” he
says. “When you have 100 men over to
your house for cocktails, people are
going to suspect something. Now that I
no longer try to cope with the straight
world, I feel much happier.”

“If Katie were a man, I would mar-
ry her and be faithful to her the rest
of my life.” So vows Rachel Porter,
21, who is slightly plump, wears her
blonde hair in a pert pixy cut, and
works as a secretary in a Manhattan pub-
lishing firm. Rachel has been seeing
Katie Burns, a tall, strikingly handsome
private secretary in a large corporation,
for three years now, and sharing an
apartment with her for three months.
Yet Rachel’s feelings are mixed. “I don’t
really say to this day that I am a les-
bian,” she says. “I'm bisexual. My in-
terests are definitely guys, and eventually
I'd like to have a child or two, prob-
ably out of wedlock.” Katie, by con-
trast, in the past three years has given
up dates with men.

Rachel grew up in the large family
of a plumber who was too poor to send
her to college. “I probably wouldn’t
know that a good relationship was pos-
sible if it wasn’t for my mother and fa-
ther. I was pretty much of a loner, and to
this day I do horrible things like going to
the movies alone. I never had a crush on
a girl; I had an affair with a boy behind
my parents’ back when I was 18.”

Rachel met Katie shortly after that af-
fair ended. “Gradually there was def-
initely a growing feeling,” she recalls.
“When I realized it, I was very upset. I
didn’t want to be gay. When I first
went to a psychologist, I thought, ‘Gee,
I'm such a creep!” I thought that being
in love with a girl made me a boy. He
told me that I most certainly was not a
boy. I couldn’t erase the fact that I
loved another woman, but I began think-
ing that as long as I was a woman too,
things couldn’t be all that bad.”

Rachel and Katie have both told their
parents about their relationship. “Our
mothers both said, ‘You’re my daughter
and I love you anyway,”” says Rachel.
They refuse to live an exclusively gay
life and engage in tennis, horseback rid-
ing and softball games with a circle of
many straight friends (who also know
the nature of their relationship). Muses
Rachel: “Do I see myself living with
Katie the rest of my life? Off and on,
yes. I will probably date, because it’s
nice to get involved with other people,
but that’s difficult to work out. I cer-
tainly don’t think our relationship ought
to be exclusive. All I know is that life
ought to be loving.”

What was it like to be gay? “There
were peaks and valleys of despair,” says
Tom Kramer, 28, a tall New York
City public relations man who was a
practicing homosexual until 2% years
ago. “Throughout high school and col-
lege, I would try to put it out of my
mind. I had sissified gestures, and when
1 was with people I would concentrate
on not using them. I would constantly
think they were talking about my homo-
sexuality behind my back. In my homo-
sexual contacts, I'd try to be surrepti-
tious, not telling my name or what kind
of work I did. When I read about some-
body being a pervert, it was like a slap in
the face—my God, that’s what I am!”

Two years after college, and weighed
down with feelings of hopelessness, Tom
heard that therapy was possible for ho-
mosexuals and went into treatment with
an analyst. His prognosis was good: un-
like many homosexuals, he desperately
wanted to change. Twice a week for
two years he discussed his past: the dis-
ciplinarian father who said Tom should
have got straight A’s when he got only A-
minuses; the mother who made Tom
her favorite. Gradually, Tom says, “I
learned that my homosexuality was a
way of handling anxiety. Some men
drink. My way was homosexuality.”

The process went slowly. Strength-
ened by insights gained in treatment, at
one point Tom finally brought himself
to kiss a girl good night—and became
so terrified that he “cruised” on the
way home for a homosexual partner.
Two and a half years ago, however, he
had his last male assignation, and sev-
eral months later he “met a wonderful
girl. We dated steadily. We had an af-
fair. It was the first time I had had ac-
tual intercourse, and it was the hap-
piest moment of my life.” Six months
ago, he and the girl were married.

Tom is still in analysis, attempting to
cope with problems stemming from the
same fears that led to his homosexuality.
But he is self-confident about sex.
“Women arouse me now,” he says. “It’s
a total reversal.” He has discussed his
therapy with homosexual friends and
urged them to attempt the same thing
—so far without success. Ironically,
though he is no longer attracted to
them sexually, Tom says: “I like men bet-
ter now than I did before. I'm no long-
er afraid of them.”
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—or at least smile at—jokes about
“queers”; they fake enjoyment when
their boss throws a stag party with
nude movies.

THE DESPERATE. Members of this
group are likely to haunt public toilets
(“tearooms”) or Turkish baths. They
may be pathologically driven to sex
but emotionally unable to face the slight-
est strains of sustaining a serious human
relationship, or they may be married
men who hope to conceal their need
by making their contacts as anonymous
as possible.

THE ADJUSTED. By contrast, they lead
relatively conventional lives. They have
a regular circle of friends and hold
jobs, much like Los Angeles Business-
man “Charles Eliott” or Manhattan Sec-
retary “Rachel Porter,” described on
page 62. Their social lives generally
begin at the gay bars or in rounds of pri-
vate parties. Often they try to settle
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GAY LIBERATION FRONT PICKETING IN MANHATTAN

found that almost 40% of white Amer-
ican males and 13% of females have
some overt sexual experience to or-
gasm with a person of their own sex be-
tween adolescence and old age. Yet a
careful analysis of the figures shows
that most of these experiences are only
temporary deviations. In prisons and oc-
casionally in the armed forces,* for ex-
ample, no women are available. Thus
the men frequently turn to homosexual
contacts, some in order to reassert their
masculinity and recapture a feeling of
dominance.

The homosexual subculture, a semi-
public world, is, without question, shal-
low and unstable. Researchers now think
that these qualities, while inherent in
many homosexuals, are also induced
and inflamed by social pressures. The no-
tion that homosexuals cause crime is a
homophobic myth: studies of sex of-
fenders show that homosexuals are no

ROSLYN BRAMMS
E

In some areas, there is a kind of homintern.

down with a regular lover, and although
these liaisons are generally short-lived
among men, some develop into so-called
“gay marriages,” like the 14-year union
between Poets Allen Ginsberg and Pe-
ter Orlovsky.

THE BISEXUAL. Many married ho-
mosexuals are merely engaging in “alibi
sex,” faking enjoyment of intercourse
with their wives. Some researchers, how-
ever, have found a number of men and
women who have a definite preference
for their own sex but engage in oc-
casional activity with the opposite sex
and enjoy it. The description of Julius
Caesar’s protean sex life probably con-
tained a core of fact: “He was every
man’s wife and every woman’s husband.”
(Caesar’s wife was a different case.)

THE SITUATIONAL-EXPERIMENTAL.
He is a man who engages in homo-
sexual acts without any deep homosexual
motivation. The two Kinsey reports

64

more likely to molest young children
than are heterosexuals. Homosexuals are
more likely to be victims of crime: So-
ciologists John Gagnon, of the State
University of New York at Stony Brook,
and William Simon, of the Illinois Insti-
tute of Juvenile Research, in a recent sur-
vey of homosexuals found that only 10%
of them had ever been arrested; by con-
trast, 10% had been blackmailed and
over 25% had been robbed, frequently
after being attacked and beaten.
Insecurity and promiscuity go hand
in hand. One man told U.C.L.A. Re-
searcher Evelyn Hooker that he had
had relations with 1,500 different part-
ners during a 15-year span. Since ho-
mosexual couples cannot comfortably
meet in mixed company, the gay bars be-

# As Winston Churchill said of the traditions
of the Royal Navy just before World War 1I:
“What are they? Rum, sodomy and the lash.”

come impersonal “meat racks”—not un-
like “swinger” bars for heterosexual sin-
gles—whose common denominator is
little more than sex. Keeping a gay mar-
riage together requires unusual deter-
mination, since the partners have no
legal contract to stay together for worse
or better; there are no children to fo-
cus the couple’s concern.

The strain of the covert life shows
clearly in brittle homosexual humor,
which swings between a defensive mock-
ery of the outside world and a self-hat-
ing scorn for the gay one. Recent re-
search projects at the Indiana sex re-
search institute and elsewhere have
sought out homosexuals who are not
troubled enough to come to psychiatrists
and social workers and have found them
no worse adjusted than many hetero-
sexuals. Nonetheless, when 300 New
York homosexuals were polled several
years ago, only 2% said that they would
want a son of theirs to be a homosex-
ual. Homophile activists contend that
there would be more happy homosexuals
if society were more compassionate; still,
for the time being at least, there is a sav-
age ring of truth to the now famous
line from The Boys in the Band: “Show
me a happy homosexual, and I'll show
you a gay corpse.”

HOW AND WHY?

What leads to homosexuality? No one
knows for sure, and many of the ex-
planations seem overly simple and un-
necessarily doctrinaire. Sociologist Ga-
gnon says: “We may eventually con-
clude that there are as many causes for
homosexuality as there are for mental re-
tardation—and as many kinds of it.”
The only thing most experts agree on
is that homosexuality is not a result of
any kinky gene or hormone predispo-
sitions—at least none that can be de-
tected by present techniques. Male and
female homosexuals do not constitute a
“third sex’’; biologically, they are full
men and women.

The reason that the invert’s sex be-
havior is not dictated by his anatomy
is related to a remarkable finding of
sex researchers: no one becomes fully
male or female automatically. The di-
verse psychological components of mas-
culinity and femininity—"gender role
identity”—are learned. Gender is like
language, says Johns Hopkins University
Medical Psychologist John Money: “Ge-
netics ordains only that language can de-
velop, not whether it will be Nahuatl,
Arabic or English.”

This does not mean that homosex-
uality is latent in all mature humans,
as has been widely believed from a mis-
reading of Freud. In American culture,
sex roles are most powerfully determined
in the home, and at such a young age
(generally in the first few years of life)
that the psychological identity of most
homosexuals—Iike that of most hetero-
sexuals—is set before they know it. In
the case of homosexuality, parents with
emotional problems can be a powerful
cause, leaving their child without a sol-
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id identification with the parent of the
same sex and with deeply divided feel-
ings for the parent of the opposite sex.
In an exhaustive study of homosexuals
in therapy, a group of researchers head-
ed by Psychoanalyst Irving Bieber ob-
served that a large number of homo-
sexuals came from families where the fa-
ther was either hostile, aloof or inef-
fectual and where the mother was close-
binding and inappropriately intimate
(CBI in scientific jargon). Bieber’s wife,
Psychologist Toby Bieber, has found
many of the same patterns in the par-
ents of lesbians, although in reverse.

Yet scientists have begun to realize
that the homosexual hang-up is not ex-
clusively homemade. For one thing, so-
cial pressures can unbalance parents’
child-raising practices. Marvin Opler, an
anthropologist trained in psychoanalysis
who teaches at the State University of
New York at Buffalo, says that West-

“DRAG'" QUEENS PARADING
Adding beefcake to the cheesecake.

ern culture generally, and the U.S. in
particular, puts such a high premium
on male competition and dominance
that men easily become afraid that they
are not measuring up, and take out
their frustrations by being hostile to
their sons.

The accepted notion that boys and
girls should ignore each other until pu-
berty and then concentrate heavily on
dating can also distort parental attitudes.
If a mother catches a little boy playing
doctor with a little girl under the porch
and tells him he has been bad, says
Gebhard, she may be subtly telling
him that sex with girls is bad: “Any-
thing that discourages heterosexuality
encourages homosexuality.” If an up-
tight parent or teacher catches an im-
pressionable adolescent boy in sexual
experiments with other boys and leaps
to the conclusion that he is a homo-
sexual, the scoldings he gets may make
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him freeze up with girls in another
way. He may start to think that if ev-
eryone considers him a homosexual, he
must be one. Many schools compound
the problem by enshrining the supermale
and overemphasizing sports. The inev-
itable peer group yelling “Sissy!” at
the drop of a fly ball can also start the
long and complicated process by which
a boy can come to think of himself as
“different.”

So potent is the power of suggestion,
says Psychologist Evelyn Hooker, that
one male need never have been sexu-
ally aroused by another to begin think-
ing of himself as gay. The unathletic,
small, physically attractive youth is par-
ticularly prone to being singled out for
“sissyhood,” and authorities agree that
it is this social selection rather than any-
thing genetic that makes homosexuality
somewhat more common among SO-
called “pretty boys.”

Most experts agree that a child will
not become a homosexual unless he un-
dergoes many emotionally disturbing ex-
periences during the course of several
vears. A boy who likes dolls or en-
gages in occasional homosexual exper-
iments is not necessarily “queer™: such
activities are often a normal part of
growing up. On the other hand, a child
who becomes preoccupied with such in-
terests or is constantly ill at ease with
the opposite sex obviously needs some
form of psychiatric counseling. While
only about one-third of confirmed adult
inverts can be helped to change, ther-
apists agree that a much larger number
of *“prehomosexual” children can be
treated successfully.

CHANGING SEXUAL ROLES

A more elusive question is whether
or to what extent homosexuality and ac-
ceptance of it may be symptoms of so-
cial decline. For varying reasons, ho-
mosexual relations have been condoned
and at times even encouraged among cer-
tain males in many primitive societies
that anthropologists have studied. How-
ever, few scholars have been able to de-
termine that homosexuality had any
effect on the functioning of those cul-
tures. At their fullest flowering, the Per-
sian, Greek, Roman and Moslem civ-
ilizations permitted a measure of ho-
mosexuality; as they decayed, it be-
came more prevalent. Sexual deviance
of every variety was common during
the Nazis’ virulent and corrupt rule
of Germany.

Homosexuality was also common in
Elizabethan England’s atmosphere of
wholesale permissiveness. Yet the era
not only produced one of the most ro-
bust literary and intellectual out-
pourings the world has ever known
but also laid the groundwork for Brit-
ain’s later imperial primacy—during
which time homosexuality became in-
creasingly stigmatized.

In the U.S. today, homosexuality has
scarcely reached the proportions of a
symptom of widespread decadence
(though visitors sometimes wonder as
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they observe the lounging male whores
on New York’s Third Avenue or en-
counter male couples embracing effu-
sively in public parks). Still, the ac-
ceptance or rejection of homosexuality
does raise questions about the moral val-
ues of the society: its hedonism, its con-
cern with individual “identity.” The cur-
rent conceptions of what causes ho-
mosexuality also pose a fundamental
challenge to traditional ideas about the
proper role to be played by all men
and women. In recent years, Americans
have learned that a man need not be a
Met pitcher or suburban Don Juan to
be masculine: the most virile male might
well be a choreographer or a far-out art-
ist. Similarly, as more and more women
become dissatisfied with their traditional
roles, Americans may better understand
that a female can hold a highly com-
petitive job—or drive a truck—without
being forced to sacrifice her sexuality
or the satisfactions of child rearing. A
nation that softens the long and rigid sep-
aration of roles for men and women is
also less likely to condemn the ho-
mosexual and confine him to a neth-
crworld existence.

MORALITY AND TOLERANCE

The case for greater tolerance of ho-
mosexuals is simple. Undue discrimi-
nation wastes talents that might be work-
ing for society. Police harassment, which
still lingers in many cities and more
small towns, despite a growing live-and-
let-live attitude, wastes manpower and
creates unnecessary suffering. The laws
against homosexual acts also suggest
that the nation cares more about en-
forcing private morality than it does
about preventing violent crime. To be
sure, it is likely that a more permissive at-
mosphere might convince many people,
particularly adolescents, that a homo-
sexual urge need not be resisted since
the condition would, after all, be “re-
spectable.” On the other hand, greater
tolerance might mitigate extreme fear
of not being able to live up to exag-
gerated standards of heterosexual per-
formance—and might thus reduce the
number of committed homosexuals.

A violently argued issue these days
is whether the confirmed homosexual is
mentally ill. Psychoanalysts insist that
homosexuality is a form of sickness;
most homosexuals and many experts
counter that the medical concept only re-
moves the already fading stigma of sin,
and replaces it with the charge—even
more pejorative nowadays—that homo-
sexuality is pathological. The answers
will importantly influence society’s un-
derlying attitude (see TIME symposium).
While homosexuality is a serious and
sometimes crippling maladjustment, re-
search has made clear that it is no long-
er necessary or morally justifiable to
treat all inverts as outcasts. The chal-
lenge to American society is simulta-
neously to devise civilized ways of dis-
couraging the condition and to alleviate
the anguish of those who cannot be
helped, or do not wish to be.

£z

WEEKS

KAMENY

TIGER

A Discussion: Are Homosexuals Sick?

One of the crucial issues in the pub-
lic discussion about homosexuality is
whether or not the condition is a men-
tal illness. To try to find out, TIME
asked eight experts on homosexuality
—including two admitted homosexuals
—to discuss the subject at a symposium
in New York City. The participants:
Robin Fox, British-born anthropologist
at Rutgers University; John Gagnon, so-
ciologist at the State University of New
York; Lionel Tiger, a Canadian soci-
ologist also at Rutgers; Wardell Pom-
eroy, a psychologist who co-authored
the Kinsey reports on men and on wom-
en and who is now a psychotherapist;
Dr. Charles Socarides, a psychoanalyst
who has seen scores of homosexuals in
therapy and is associate clinical pro-
fessor of psychiatry at Albert Einstein
College of Medicine in The Bronx; the
Rev. Robert Weeks, an Episcopal priest
who has arranged for the meetings of
a homosexual discussion group to take
place at his Manhattan church; Dick
Leitsch, a homosexual who is executive
director of the Mattachine Society of
New York; and Franklin Kameny, an as-
tronomer and homosexual who is found-
er-president of the Mattachine Society
of Washington.

Kameny: All the homosexuals whom
you have explored in depth were pa-
tients or others in clinical circumstances.
So how do you know that all the ones
who wouldn’t come near you are sick
and suffer from severe anxieties?

Socarides: We do hear, from people
who are in treatment, about their friends
in homosexual life and some of these
also come to us. They see around them
a complete disaster to their lives. They
see that the most meaningful human re-
lationship is denied them—the male-fe-
male relationship.

Tiger: There is a lack of a tragic
sense here. All people have problems. I
have all kinds of anxieties; everybody I
know has anxieties. Some of them are se-
vere; some of them are not severe.
Often they are severe at different stages
of the life cycle and for different rea-
sons. To pick on homosexuals in this par-
ticular way, as on Communists or Mos-
lems in another, is to shortchange their
option for their own personal destiny.

Socarides: By God, they should live
in the homosexual world if they want
to! No one is arguing that point; no

one is trying to say that a homosexual
should be forced to seek help. Every-
body is now saying that the homosexual
needs compassion and understanding,
the way the neurotic does or anybody
else suffering from any illness. That is
true. I agree with that.

Weeks: 1 think that historically the
church has had a very hypocritical view
of homosexuality. Instead of accepting
the totality of sexuality, the church is
still a little uncomfortable with the to-
tal sexual response; it still insists that
people conform to a certain type of sex-
ual behavior.

Fox: 1 was talking to a very pretty
American girl recently who said that
her first reaction to European males
was one of considerable shock because
the kind of touching behavior, the kind
of behavior between males, was some-
thing that she would have been hor-
rified to see in the men she had grown
up with. This strikes me as a very Amer-
ican attitude, because of its rigidity, be-
cause of its absolute exclusiveness, be-
cause of its treatment of this as some-
thing horrible and beyond the pale.

Gagnon: There is no explanation for
this attitude unless you want to take
Ken Tynan’s explanation, which is that
people think that people ought to be
alike, and anyone who didn’t get wife,
have spear and carry shield was bad
juju, and you threw him out of the
crowd.

Leitsch: It has always struck me that
one of the primary reasons for the Amer-
ican attitude toward homosexuality is
that we are so close to our agrarian back-
ground. When America was first set-
tled, we had a hell of a big country to
fill up, and we had to fill it up in a
hurry. We have never been big enough
to be decadent before.

Fox: Yes, America has to learn to
be decadent gracefully, I think.

Weeks: 1 just finished counseling a
person who was addicted to the men’s
room in Grand Central Station. He
knows he is going to get busted by the
cops; yet he has to go there every day.
I think I did succeed in getting him to
cease going to the Grand Central men’s
room, perhaps in favor of gay bars.
This is a tremendous therapeutic gain
for this particular man. But he is sick;
he does need help. However, I don’t
think Dr. Socarides is talking about peo-
ple like another acquaintance of mine,
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a man who has been “married” to an-
other homosexual for fifteen years. Both
of them are very happy and very much
in love. They asked me to bless their mar-
riage, and I am going to do it.

Pomeroy: 1 think they are beautiful.
I don’t think they are sick at all.

Socarides: In medicine we are taught
that sickness is the failure of function.
For example, a gall bladder is patho-
logical precisely when it ceases to func-
tion or its functioning is impaired. A
human being is sick when he fails to
function in his appropriate gender iden-
tity, which is appropriate to his anat-
omy. A homosexual who has no other
choice is sick in this particular way. Is
the man who goes to the “tearooms”
any more or less sick than the two
men in this “married” relationship? No.
I think they are all the same. However,
I think that perhaps the element of mas-
ochism or self-punitive behavior is great-
er in the man who will go openly,
publicly, and endanger himself in this
particular way.

Fox: You seem to say that the anx-
ieties provoke a homosexual into seek-
ing a partner of the same sex. Isn’t it
possible that he prefers such a partner,
and that this provokes anxieties?

Socarides: 1f his actions are a mat-
ter of preference, then he would not be
considered a true obligatory homosexual.

Gagnon: 1 am troubled here by the
sense of intellectual and historical nar-
rowness. We should not get hung up
on the 20th century nuclear family as
the natural order of man, living in the
suburbs and having three kids, or on
the kind of Viennese-Jewish comparison
that Freud really created. All of a sud-
den, I find a new penisology—that some-
how the shape of the penis and of the
vagina dictate the shape of human char-
acter. I have a minimum definition of
mental health. You don’t end up in a psy-
chiatrist’s office or in the hands of the po-
lice, you stay out of jail, you keep a
job, you pay your taxes, and you don’t
worry people too much. That is called
mental health. Nobody ever gets out of
it alive. There is no way to succeed.

Socarides: 1t is a very bitter defi-
nition. Freud’s test was a person’s abil-
ity to have a healthy sexual relationship
with a person of the opposite sex and
to enjoy his work.

Fox: A psychoanalyst says that we
are destined to heterosexual union, and
anything that deviates from this must
by definition be sick. This is nonsense
even in animal terms. Animal commu-

LEITSCH

nities can tolerate quite a lot of ho-
mosexual relationships. The beautiful
paradigm of this is geese. Two male
geese can form a bond that is exactly
like the bond between males and fe-
males. They function as a male-female
pair; and geese, as far as I can see, are
a very successful species.

So far as the two “married” indi-
viduals are concerned, they are engaged
in what to them is a meaningful and sat-
isfying relationship. What I would de-
fine as a sick person in sexual terms
would be someone who could not go
through the full sequence of sexual ac-
tivity, from seeing and admiring to fol-
lowing, speaking, touching, and genital
contact. A rapist, a person who makes
obscene telephone calls—these seem to
me sick people, and I don’t think it mat-
ters a damn whether the other person
is of the same sex or not.

Socarides: The homosexuals who
come to our offices tell us: “We are
alone, we are despairing, we cannot
join the homosexual society—this would
be giving up. We like what they are
doing, but we will not join them in
terms of calling ourselves normal. We
are giving up our heritage, our very
lives. We know how we suffer. Only
you will know how we suffer, because
we will tell only you how we suffer.”
As a physician, I am bothered by this, be-
cause I deal with the suffering of human
beings.

Pomeroy: 1 am not speaking face-
tiously, but I think it would be best to
say that all homosexuals are sick, that
all heterosexuals are sick, that the pop-
ulation is sick. Let us get rid of this
term and look at people as people. I
have heard psychiatrists perfectly so-
berly say that 95% of all the popu-
lation in the U.S. is mentally ill.

Gagnon: The issue is that the society
can afford it and the homosexuals can-
not. The society can afford 4% of its
population to be homosexuals and treat
them as it wishes, as it does the 10%
who are black. The homosexual pays a
terrible price for the way the society
runs itself. This is central to the daily
life of the homosexual. Can he get a
job? Can he do this? Can he do that?
If we took the law off the books to-
morrow, the homosexual would still pay
a very high price.

Kameny: One of the major problems
we have to face is the consequences of
these attitudes, which are poisonous to
the individual’s self-esteem and self-con-
fidence. The individual is brainwashed
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into a sense of his own inferiority, just
as other minorities are. When we are
told “You are sick,” and “You are men-
tally ill,” that finishes the destruction.

Pomeroy: If 1 were to base my judg-
ment of homosexuals, both male and fe-
male, on the people who come to me
in my practice, I think I would agree
that they are sick, that they are upset
in many, many different ways. But I
had 20 years of research experience
prior to this, in which I found literally
hundreds of people who would never
20 to a therapist. They don’t want help.
They are happy homosexuals.

Socarides: 1 guess some of you feel
that obligatory homosexuality is not an
illness, that homosexuality should be
proposed as a normal form of sexuality
to all individuals. I think that this would
be a disaster. A little boy might go
next door to the Y and an older man
might say to him, “Look, this is nor-
mal, my son. Just join me in this.” If
you sell this bill of goods to the nation,
you are doing irreparable harm, and
there will be a tremendous backlash
against the homosexual.

Fox: 1 went through the English
school system, which everybody knows
is a homosexual system in the very full-
est sense. Speaking as an obligatory het-
erosexual on behalf of myself and the
other 90%. we went through it, we en-
joyed it, we came out the other end.
and we are fine. Some people have
strayed about somewhere in the mid-
dle. This notion, therefore, that if you
catch somebody and tell him that ho-
mosexuality is normal and practice it
with him, he is necessarily going to get
stuck in it, is absolutely nonsense. And
I cite my three daughters as evidence.

Socarides: The only place to get the
material that will tell us the truth about
what the homosexual suffers is in-depth
analysis. Sociologists, anthropologists,
even psychologists do not tell us what
is going on in the basic psyche of the ho-
mosexual. I believe we should change
the laws. 1 believe that homosexuals
have been persecuted. The homosexual
must be seen as a full-fledged citizen in
a free society and must be given all the
rights and prerogatives that all other cit-
izens enjoy, neither more nor less. |
think, however, that we must do one
other thing. It must be declared that ho-
mosexuality is a form of emotional ill-
ness, which can be treated, that these
people can be helped.

Kameny: With that, you will surely de-
stroy us.

TIME, OCTOBER 31, 1969

67




