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"MUST THE INDIVIDUAL HOMOSEXUAL BE REJECTED
IN OUR TIME?"

Three addresses from the recent 4th Annual Convention of the
Mattachine Society are published in this issue. Two of them are re-
lated to the theme above, and were among five addresses delivered

at the afternoon symposium at which the theme was featured.

WiUiam A. Baker and Julia W. Coleman, master social workers
from San Carlos, Calif., are authors of the papers in this issue. As

'k team, they counsel individuals and conduct group therapy projects

in their community.

' Those in attendance at the convention heard Mr. Baker and Miss
Coleman, who appeared along with Harry Benjamin, M.D., Alfred

-Auerback, M.D., and Leo J. Zeff, therapist.

The Review is grateful, indeed to publish the papers of these
speakers so that the good fortune of those attending the convention

can be shared with readers of the magazine. Future issues will carry

additional papers in thi? series.
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IIEVIEW EDITOR: | have long known that the two most prevalent
venereal diseases were spread by sexual contact between men and
women, but only recently did | learn that ttiese two diseases are
just as readily spread by sexual contact between members of the
same sex. | contacted syphilis. Since then | have learned that this
disease may be contracted from any mucous membrane or from any
warm, moist agent or location in which the syphilis spirochete is
present llius oral contact, kissing, or drying with an infected warm,
moist towel used by someone infected can spread the disease. Air
Kills it; warm moisture does not. It is easy to see how syphilis can
be spread in ways other than sexual contact although any type of
such contact treads it most easily.

I wonder how many others—"particularly practicing homosexuals—
kgpw this, and how very great the chances are that they may con-
tact veneeal diseases in most American cities through indiscrimi-
nate contacts?

This letter is not a sermon against—or for—any particular form of
sexual behavior in private between consenting adults. Instead, this
letter attempts to suggest a practical approach to a growing social
and medical problem; Statistics from authorities like Dr. Kinsey
unmistakably show that many persons of the same sex do engage in
sexual relations with each other. Laws to the contrary and attempts
to enfore them have failed to stem these contacts.

Isnt it about time we took the wraps off the disease angle and
started an educational program to control venereal infection among
homosexuals? Further, would it not be a good thing for the medical
profession to require that all doctors habitually make a Wasserman
test of every blood sample they receive, whether the sample were
taken for a Wasserman or not? | think that much of the spread of
syphilis would be halted in this way. | would like to hear profes-
sional persons speak out on this subject. As | said above, | contact-
ed ssrphilis and also happened to have a blcMl sample taken by a
doctor before syphilis was discovered. Had a Wasserman test been
made then, | would have discovered that | had the disease before it
reached the advanced stage.—Mr. D.G., California

REVIEW EDITOR; Regardng articles by Marc Daniel (translated
from Aicadto in October International issues of the Review), my
friends and | have found them to be of extreme interest and look
forward to seeing more of them.—W. AR., Calif. ‘

SUBSCRIBING MEMBERSHIP (Non-Voting) was created at
the recent 4th Annual Convention of the Mattachine Society
in response to many requests from persons living at a distance
from established chapters, and from persons living near estab-
lished chapters who prefer not to participate actively. Princ-
pal purpose of Subscribing Membership is to permit a greater
number of persons over the nation to support Mattachine pro-
jects with annual donations of funds which are sorely needed
to continue the work of the organization. At the same time
this status provides evidence of this vital support.

SUBSCRIBING MEMBERSHIP (Non-Voting) is available to
anyone over 21 years of age. Participation in activities of or-
ganized chapters is not required. Fee is $10 per year (12 months
from date received). Special offer to current subscribers of the
Review: $6 pays for subscribing membership status fdr remain-
der of subscription, up to 12 months from date received. Sub-
scribing Members also receive four issues of INTERIM, nation-
al hews quarterly of the Mattachine Society, Inc.

(Subscribing Members may attend meetings of the Society and
its chapters, subject to local regulations, but may not vote.
Payment of additional local area council dues is optional.)

Joining the Society as a Subscribing Member is simple: Write
to the Board of Directors and enclose appropriate fee. Add-
itional details and subscribing membership card will be mailed
to you.

jlattacliine Jinc
Office of the Board of Directors

693 Mission Street San Francisco 5, Calif.
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four Ps an key to profiess

By D. Stewart Lucas

Thy» till* aboY* ha* no lala-
lion whal*Y** to an armed for-
cM dasaification for penon* con-
sidered unfit for mililarr >er-
Yice. Instead, the four F*s men-
tioned by President Luca*in the
gening address of the 4th An-
nual OooYention of the Matta-
chine Society, held at the Shera-
ton-Palaee hoteL. San Francisco,
on August 31. embrace the key
to growth and progress for the
organisatioa. They are Faith.
Friendsbip. Fellowship and
Funds. Near the end of the arti-
cl* they are discussed in delail

With this issue, the Malta-
chin* BeYlew begins it* report
of that conTontion. Future is-

On behalf of the Board of Di-
rectors of the Mattechine Soci-
ety, Inc.,, and the San Francisco
Area Council, | wish to welcome
all of you to our fourth annual
convention.

Every time that | getup to
speak to a group | am bothered
by the reminder of the time a
gentleman was called upon to
speak before a largé and some-
what unruly audience. After sev-
eral interruptions firom the audi-
ence the speaker raised his v<»ce
and said, “We seem to have a
great many fools here tonight.
Wouldn it be advisable to hear
them one at a time?” Whereupon
a man shouted from the audi-

sues will carry prepared talks
presented to the delegatM. mem-
bers and friends who attended.
At an afternoon symposium on
the topic. "Must the Individual
Homosexual Be Rejected in Our
Time?" fiee speakrn addressed
the assemblage. Two of ihw
papers are publish” in this is-
sne> other* trill follow *4 ¢ Iki-
ar date.

Mr. Lucas was President and
acting Chairman of the Board
of Director* last year. Two day*
after he delirered the address
published here, he completed his
term in those offices, and was
elected Execulir* Secretary of
the Society for the current year.

ence, “Yes. Get ,on with your
speech.”

We know that there are* no
fools here today except for Les
Mattachines—but don’t become
disturbed. All that,| want to do
is begin with a brief history oi
the Mattechine movement from
its inception early in 1950 to the
present date. jr

This story, however, has its in-
ception with Les Mattachines,
for that is where the name origi-
nated. Les Mattachines were a
dedicated medieval society of
fools who enacted the struggles
of all the common people of
their time against their oppres-
sors, the lords and clerics. From

Les Mattachines, therefore, came
Mattechine.

Early in 1960 a group of indi-
viduals met together in a private
home in Los Angeles to discuss a
topic which, even in the privacy
of their home, seemed forbidden.
That topic was homosexuality
Before that evening was over,
they realized that here was a
subject that was very close to
them, a subject which they
wished to discuss at greater
length, to learn more about all
its aspects. They decided to meet
once every two weeks. From
that beginning grew the Matta-
chine Foundation. The Founds
tion was in existence from No-
vember 1950 to April 1953, Du-
ring its existence the Mattechine
Foundation had many hundreds
of people attend its discussion
groups. It drew up a set of aims
and purposes and a pledge which
remain in part today in the Mat-
tachine Society. The Foundation
issued numerous brochures, bul-
letins and letters which were
sent to city, state and federal
officials in an attempt to influ-
ence them favorably. Late in
1952, however, there was much
unrest among the members of
this Foundation. No one knew
who its leaders were, no one
knew where all the directives
came from. A majority of those
who were truly interested in
carrying on this woric wanted to
do so in a democratic fashion.

A constitutional convention

was called on May 24, 1953. It
was the unanimous opinion of
those present that a democratic
organization be formed. A con-
stitution and by-laws were
drawn up and adopted. It was
agreed that this organization

would be known as the Matte-
chine Society. The old Matte-
chine Foundation concurred and
agreed to disband, handing over
its name, all its files and date to
the new democratic Sociej®, The
final organizational meeting was
held on November 15, 1953, so
that it became in reality the first
convention of the Mattechine
Society.

A prominent Southern Califor-
nia psychiatrist spoke at the ban-
quet held during that conven-
tion. The most memorable com-
ment he made was that in which
he drew an analogy between the
Mattechine Society and a new-
born baby. The baby must grow
up properly if it is to be a strtmg
and healthy adult. It must learn
to crawl before it can walk. It
will fall many times but each
time it picks itself up, it will be
on stronger and surer feet. | of-
ten think of the truth of that
analogy and wonder how far the
Society has grown up in the past
four years. Has it learned to
stand on its own two feet? Has
it learned from its many tum-
bles and experiences? In many
ways it seems that it has, but in
many others, there is still a bit
of doubt.

But to get on with my story.

On March 23, 1954, the Matte--
chine Society was granted its
corporation papers by the state
of California. Now it could real-
ly get down to business.

The tot annual convention of
the Mattechine Society, Inc., was
held in San Francisco on May
15-16, 1954. Progress was being
made.

From ~the Ihiblication Chair-
man’s report: “Most notably, the



committee produced tlie first
fairly complete brochure for the
Society, a pamphlet called The
MatUchine Today.” Basically a
sound policy has been followed
in publications. This has resulted
in the publication of newsletters
each month in the Northern and
Southern areas. In addition a
plan for the publication of a
monthly Mattachine magazine has
been prepared.”

From the Legislative report of
that convention, 1 would like to
quote a statement which has as
much meaning and import as it
did then and always will. “The
need for us to register and vote
in all elections is apparent. For
us to assume this obligation of
American citizenship cannot be
overstressed. For, unless we
vote, we, as individuals and as
an organization, have no real
right to criticize officials »'nd the
laws they enact.”

Cooperation on two projects
in the research field had also
been implemented by this time.
A group of individuals was fur-
nished from the Los Angeles
area to Evelyn Hooker, Ph.D.,
for a research project to deter-
mine whether or not there was
a difference in the social adjust-
ments or pathological personal-
ity structure of the homosexual
in comparison with that of the
heterosexual. Dr. Hooker’s first
preliminary report of her find-
ings was subsequently given be-
fore the American Psychological
Association convention in Sept-
ember 1956.

The other project was that of
furnishing a great number of
persons who had had a brush
with the law to Dr. Alfred Kin-
sey and his sUff. These case

histories wiU play a great part
in a forthcoming work to be pub-
lished by the Institute for Sex
Research, “Sex and the Law.”
Dr. Kinsey, on his last visit here
before his untimely death, again
thanked us for the great number
of histories we were able to fur-
nish him. “Success to the work
you are doing,” he said. | hope
that our publication, when it is
printed, will contribute continu-
ously to helping your group."

It is interesting to note that at
the time of the first convention
of the Mattachine Society, inc.
there were active chapters Of the
Society located in San Diego,
Long Beach, six in Los Angeles.
Berkeley, Oakland, Emeryuville,
three in San Francisco, Chicago,
Cleveland, and Detroit. At the
present time chapters are located
in Los Angeles, Sat) Francisco,
Chicago and Ndw York, Applica-
tion for chapters in Denver and
Washington, D.C., are to be act-
ed upon by this convention.

The second annual convention
of the Mattachine Society, Inc.,
was held in Los Angeles May
14-15, 1955. The Chairman of
the Board of Directors stated
significantly, "The organization
of people, the merging of indi-
viduals into group effort is a
measure of our progress as a So-
ciety, lor ihe term exerts a le-
verage upon human effort that
enables us to do together things
that would be far beyond the
range of any of us working
alone.”

In the legal field, work was
begun by the organization’s Le-
gal Committee in Chicago on a
proposed legal brochure which
would contain information which
would be of guidance and help

RBVIBW

to individuals“ not only in the
State of Illinois, on whose laws
it would be based, but to all in-
dividuals who were in ignorance
of the law in general. 'That bro-
chure has now been completed
and is available.

Perhaps the most significant
progress had been made in the
publishing of the first issues of
the Mattachine Review in Janu-
ary 1955, At last the Mattachine
Society, Inc., would have an of-
ficial publication in which, if the
fullest and best uses were made
of its pages, it could bring to ti -
public truths where before only
half-truths and hearsay existed.
It might be able to bring en-
lightenment to a darkness of
self-imposed ignorance. It would
be a journal wherein the pros
and cons of this great field of

sex behavior so blithely bunched
together under the one term—
Homosexuality, could be discus-
sed without prejudice, fear or
malice.

There is no doubt that a great
ded has been accomplished in
the pages of the Review since
its first publication. But some
believe that it is not being used
tb its fullest potential, that it is
not enough of an official organ
of the Mattachine Society. Per-
haps they are right. (Editor’s
Note: Th'e publication of this
opening address to the 1957 an-
nual convention, together with
the papers read by invited parti-
cipants at other sessions of that
convention which will appear in
current issues of the Rei'iew, are
aimed—in part—to make the ma-
gazine a more integrated part of
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the Mattachine Society, Inc.) The
Review, however, is as much en-
titled to its growing pains, as k
the Society itself. There is no
doubt that it will continue to
grow and evolve into an even
more effective instrument of its
original purpose.

At this meeting in 1955 it was
discussed by the Research Direc-
tor, and concurred in by profes-
sional researchers present, that
the Mattachine Society could
not itself pursue a line of re-
search, but rather would have to
make itself available to profes-
sional research organizations and
individuals who in turn could
profit from the Society’, and its
membership’s, availability.

The Public Relations Director
discussed the advisability of the
Society’s making available lec-
turers and tape recorded discus-
sions for general use by all pub-
lic agencies and organizations to
further the aims and purposes
of the Society. Both of these pro-
posals are still as applicable to-
day as they were then, and re-
present an attitude whicii defi-
nitely would be helpful to the
Society.

The third annual convention
of the Mattachine Society, Inc.,
was held May 12-13, 1956, in San
Francisco.

Quite a little progress had
been noted over that of the pre-
vious year, but all was not easy,
noted over that of the previous
year.

m The Chicago area which had
been most active the year before
was now practically dormant. It
had run the usual cycle from
feverish interest to great plans,
to rather largo membership, to a
peak of “Where do we go from

10

here?”—and then complete loss
of interest. This was nothing
new. It was but the replaying of
the role which all areas cf the
organization have gone through
in the past and | dare say will
continue to go through in the fu-
ture. Again, these are the grow-
ing pains which an organization
such as ours must suffer. How-
ever, it seems that a few have
the persistence and dedication to
stick to it and weather the storm,
salvaging something of the ship
afterward. Such is the case in
Chicago, for once more the Chi-
cago area is operating. Slowly
to be sure. But sanely realizing
its limitations and working on a
long term rather than a “now or
never” basis.

This is a common fault, not
omy ox a wnoie area but of each
individual member of our organ-
ization. We come to the Society
as a new member with the idea
of “How much can the Matta-
chine Society do for me here ana
now? After all, my problem is
paramount. | want my $10.00
worth of aid, enlightenment, en-
couragement and help.” Unfor-
timately, that is not what the
Mattachine Society was organ-
ized for nor can it give this kind
of aid to its individual members.
These individual members must
make up a whole unit of inter-
ested persons which, in turn,
may be able to work—as a unit—
for a better understanding of
“the problem,” which in turn is
in reality innumerable problems
all thrown together under the
one term, Homosexuality, but
often, it would seem, without a
common base. The members of
the Mattachine Society cannot
and do not come together on a
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common ground with a common
interest or problems. Its mem-
bers must learn to work together
as individual™ in a field of edu-
cation and enlightenment which
goes beyond the individual and
reaches out to many groups and
persons who find themselves
confronted with this symptom
called Homosexuality.

But, to get back to the con-
vention of 1956, new interest had
been shown ir. New York City.
A group hrdsformed there and
applied for chapter status. This
was given by the convention and
the results of this dynamic gioup
are in evidence today. They are
in that feverish phase of the
cycle | mentioned previously.
We hope that they will piove
to be the exception to the rule,
and continue to grow with only
minor knocks and tumbles in
their growing period. Perhaps
they can profit at least to some
extent from the errors which
others have made.

This then brings us to the pre-
sent.

The past year has been a hec-
tic period indeed for the organi-
zation, with the headquarters of
the Society being moved to San
Francisco from Los Angeles in
January of this year. S >memem-
bers of the Board of Directors
have resigned for one reason or
another. 'The load of the work
of the organization has been left
on the shoulders of a few. But,
as it is said in show business,
“the show must go on.” And on
it goes. Itis hoped that out of
this convention a working co-
operation of individuals will
come forth to transcend person-
alities and work as a unit for
the betterment of the Matta-

chine Society.

As to the future of the Society
—what can it expect to accom-
plish and how can it go about it?
There is a little formula | would
like to give you, which | believe
pretty well sums it up. fhis is
the formula of the four “F’%."

To begin with we have Faith.
That is a very small word but
it means a great deal. Just what
is faith? Does anyone here know
a definition of Faith? What does
faith mean to you? There are
many excellent definitions af
faith but it is believed that one
of the best may be found in the
Oxford dictionary—“The duty
of Mulfilling one’s trust. The ob-
ligation of 1 promise or engage-
ment.” Then also faith is aptly
described by J.M. Barrie in his
“The Little White Bird™—"“The
reason why birds can fly a;idwe
cannot is simply that they have
perfect, faith. For to have faith
is to have wings.”

Now we might ask how faith
can help us with our work in
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the Mattachine Society. | believe
that all Jhe Mattachine stands
for, its high ideals, its aims and
purposes can be acccHnplished
through the faith of those indi-
viduals who are entrusted with
the carrying out of those ideals,
aims, and purposes. ITiat means
every member of the Society. It
is an unselfish faith that all of
us must have. For it is a faith
of principle and ideals which we
may not see completely in our
own lifetime. But we must re-
member that what we do here
today and in the years to come
will be of benefit notonly to
one person or a hundred persons
but will benefit many, many
thousands of individuals in gen-
erations to come.. It can open up
new avenues for them. It can
make it possible for them to live
in a world where they need not
have uncalled-for fears or be
subjected to undue préjudices.
A world in which they need not
feel it necessary to secrete them-
selves away from society in such
a way as to destroy their poten-
tial usefulness to all society.
There must be the faith that
these things can be accomplished

And through faith we can
have Fellowship and Friendship
Again, what is the definition of
fellowship? The Oxford diction-
ary states that it is a “compan-
ionship, company. Participation
in a community of interest, sen-
timent and nature. The spirit of
comradeship.” What better way
can we go about accomplising
our ideals, aims and purposes
than through the ties of fellow-
ship and conu-adeship. Through
working together in fellowship
we can create Friendship. Friend-
ship is, and again | quote from

the dictionary, “the association
of persons as friends. A friendly
feeling or disposition felt or
shown.” Friendship is a bond
that can bring together all the
members of the Mattachine So-
ciety in a cohesive and positive
working unit that can accomplish
a great deal. Emerson stated it
simply in his “Conduct of Life”:
He who has a thousand
friends has not a friend to
spare.
And he who has one enemy
shall meet him everywhere.
But Faith, Fellowship and
Friendship are not enough. No;
we must refer to the last “F”,
even though it makes our me-
tabolism rise a little. That is
Funds; for, without funds, -we
cannot expect to progress and be
able to carry out our program
I know that all of you have
been asked to contribute a great
deal, not only of your time and
energy, but of your money as
well. | also know that this is an
old song that is sung many times
and becomes sort of worn and
tired. After all, we like to feel,
there is a limit as to what we
can give individually in the way
of funds. But again, let us not
only think of ourselves when we
are asked to give, and give again.
Let us also think of other per-
sons and organizations who
might be willing to give us their
support if only they were to be
asked. Many, many times | have
heard the old story. ‘Ten dollars
a year dues! But that’s too much-
I can’t afford to give ten dollars
a year.” Absurd! You could give
$100.00 a vyear if you really
wanted to. But that is not the
point. The point is that the
Mattachine Society can never
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expect to grow unless it has the
proper funds with which to grow.
Does anyone think that any
fraternal organization in this
country has grown without
funds? ~ell, none ever has and
none evei* will. How do you ex-
pect that such organizations as
the Elks, the Lions or the
Shriners have been able to car-
ery on their gieat programs of
community and social service?
Without the funds to do so?
They have had to call upon in-
dividuals 3ud other organiza-
tions foi support. They do a
great deal of good, I might add.
And so can the Mattachine So-
ciety do a great deal of good if
it has the funds to do it with.

| believe that we all should

give just a little more effort to
raising these funds. | am not
saying give the funds; | am say-
ing rai*e the funds. | do not
want to dwell any longer on this
point. But think about it. Think
of the possibilities there are
when our organization has
funds.

This is what we can work for
in the future—Faith, Fellowship,
Friendship, and Funds.

In closing, let me once again
welcome you to the fourth an-
nual convention of the Matta-
chine Society, Inc | feel sure
that you will go away from here
with a greater appreciation for
and knowledge of the topics that
you will hear discussed.

[ GENERAL INFORMATION

Mattachine Society's yellow booklet of general information
may be obtained ffrom the national headquarters, 693 Mission
Street. San Francisco 5, Calif., for 25 cents per copy. Included
in its contents are: the Mattachine program, aims and princi-
ples and a brief history of the Society.

LATEST AMERICAN AND ENGLISH BOOKS

We carry the latest American and English Books (Including the
Wolfenden Report). From our current list: JUDGE NOT, the
autobiographical examination of the problem of the homosex-
ual by Aymer Roberts, a new EnglUh publication (S3.95). IF
I DIE, the important paper-bound reprint of Andre Gide't
memoirs (95c). Please add 15c postage per book. We issue free
lists of books on homosexual themes.

VILUGE THEATER CENTER

116 Christopher Street

Now York U, N.Y.



View the Positive Aspects

ASTEP

TOWARD ACCEPTANCE

ByWILUAM A BAKER, M.S. W.

When we consider the question, “Must the homosexual be rejected
in our time?”, we are really asking “Must he continue to be rejected
in ourtime?” For in general, he is rejected in our society. The ques-
tion is clear-cut enough. The answer is so complex that it becomes
an exceedingly ambitious undertaking.

To answer it, one must first ask the question, “Why is the homo-
sexual rejected in the first place?” The attempt to answer this ques-
tion has become a subject for research. The findings fill volumes al-
ready written, and no doubt will be the theme of endless theses in
the future. The answers are there just as they are between the cov-
ers of the specialized novel. They are sometimes subtle—but always
multi-causal and historically as old as time itself. This fact alone
must contribute to the complacency of society and to the inertia
against changing the sialus quo of any issue of controversy and the
status of any minority group.

The fact remains, however, that great civilizations have existed in
the past and certain contemporary societies exist in the present in
which the homosexual is accepted. Without taking the time to con-
sider here why this is possible, this fact at least suggests that even-
tually such acceptance may develop in our culture. To over-empha-
size this point, however, would seem to me to result again in stale-
mate—a period of useless waiting in which society waits for the ho-
mosexual to disappear or become acceptable, and the homosexual
waits for society to change its attitudes.

If something other than waiting is to be done, who is going to do
it? Who is going to begin to break this neurotic relationship that
exists between society and the homosexual? For centuries, society
has tried to do something about it. Like a totally rejecting parent,
society has tried to rid itself of its “problem child”, the homosexual,
by extremely imaginative means, all of which are barbaric and pu-
nitive. But this child of society appears particularly hardy, and it is
only in the relative present that society has made some serious at-
tempt to do something other than rid itself of the child of which it
is ashamed. As yet this is probably only the result of society’s ac-
ceptance of the fact that homosexual behavior exists wherever hu-
man beings exist and the methods which might effectively “stamp it
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out” would be far more destructive to total human existence. So
while the original motive may be questionable, yet the door to fur-
ther understanding and a more genuine acceptance may thereby be
opened.

Doing something, however, is as yet pretty well confined to that
small minority of professionals who study and treat the emotionally
ilLThis is progress but it is a far cry from society’s accepting the
homosexual, for this gigantic parent is really saying to the psychi-
atrist, the social worker, and the psychologist, “Treat this sick child,
make him well, and then | will accept him. In the meantime, don’t
bother m™ xmtil it is all over. And, above all, keep him quiet and
out of sight.” And so the therapists and a relatively few homosex-
uals retreat to an ivory treatnlent tower and form a new minority
in many ways as isolated as the entire homosexual minority was in
the first ]>lace.

Out of this ivory tower come articles for other therapists to read
and novels to be read mostlyfby other homosexuals and those he-
terosexuals who are for the most part already accepting. While this
literary and technical effort is invaluable, it can at best contribute
only to acceptance by society on an intellectual level. But the ac-
ceptance that the homosexual craves, like any rejected person, is a
feeling of lové, warmth, understanding, and equality. He can never
feel this from someone who has mere intellectual understanding.
This can only occur through the experience that is shared in inter-
personal relationships between the minority and the majority group”
members.

Itis in this area of interpersonal relationships between the homo-
sexual and the rest of society that I think the individual homosex-
ual can effect some change in the attitude of others toward him.
Admitting to over-simplification for our purposes here, but in the
interest of clarifying at least one approach to the problem, let us
start with the fact that for whatever reason, society rejects the ho-
mosexual first and above all simply because he is homosexual. He
is seen first and ‘foremost as a homosexual and only secondarily, if
at all, as anything else. The homosexual then becomes a victim of
this same kind of thinking and thinks of himself primarily as a ho-
mosexual and then secondarily as something else. He presents him-
self to society as if that were the most important thing about him-
self. He does not usually do this by any overt pronouncement or be-
havior but perhaps even more effectively by whatever else he doej
not say, in one way or another, about himself. In other words, he
does this directly by minimizing whatever else he has to contribute
to the world about him, or he does this indirectly by overcompen-
sating and overrating his talents and thinking of himself as if he
were superior to those about him. Either of these presentations does
little to enable him to feel wanted and needed.

Before change can be effected in others who know him, the homo-
IS

I-ii»! il m ]



sexual must accept himself first as a man or woman more alike than
different from other men and wranian— accept himself as a person,
as a doctor, a truck-driver, or an artist—and then, secondarily, as
having a sexual adjustment that is different than the majority. It
seems to me that when he presents himself in this way to others
that he stands the best chance of at least not being totally rejected
He will discover that he can be accepted by others, not all others,
but even being accepted by one other is a highly satisfying and sig-
nificant beginning.

You may make the obvious observation and criticism that he is
not then really being accepted as a homosexual per se. That is ex-
actly my point. He is not a homosexual par sa. He is a person per
ma. Thus he is being accepted as a person and incidentally as making
a homosexual adjustment When the homosexual permits himself to
be known in this way first and as a homosexual later, he does much
to shatter society’s stereotype of the homosexual Out go the ideas
that all or most homosexuals possess similar personalities and man-
nerism. The biased and uneducated mind that thinks that he can re-
cognize all homosexuals by the way the cigarette is held, by his
dress or jewelry, his speech or his gait, his sensivity or his appreci-
ation of the arts—this prejudiced mind is then going to have real
difficulty in justifying his opinions. He is forced then to re-evaluatc
his former stereotype and once this is done, the old inaccurate ste-
reotype cannot be readily restored. But if the homosexual does not
allow the solid positive aspects of his personality to be viewed first,
before the stereotype is reenforced, the unaccepting heterosexual will
be blocked from ever seeing these at all.

Consider members of other minority groups of which he may or
may not be a part. Is the fact that a Negro is a Negro his most im-
portant characteristic? Is this true also of the Jew, the Catholic, the
“other” political group member, the amputee, the blind, or any oth-
er minority group? Yet, aslong as the minority group member
thinks of himself primarily as just that, then he can only be accept-
ed or rejected on that basis. But if he is really something else—ii
person with drives, needs, and feelings like anyone else, with tal-
ents and limitations, with likes and dislikes, with faults and virtues,
then he should seek to be accepted on that basis. | do not suggest
that his homosexuality is not an important and significant part of
his total personality and the homosexual himself very much wants
this to be understood and accepted. But acceptance begins with what
one can imderstand and identify, hence the emphasis cm similarities
rather than on differences. One must begin somewhere, if at all, and
it is this beginning step that seems possible to me in our time.

A step which might be taken simultaneously with the first is one
which 1 shall not fully develop here, but is one that | hope you will
give your serious consideration and take appropriate action when-
ever the opportunity arises. Acceptance is most likely to occur when

one has something to offer—the more precious the gift, the more
likely it is to be wanted and valued. What more valuable gift is the
homosexual more likely to posses than his ability to understand the
feelings of other minority groups who suffer from prejudice and in-
justice?-An act which endangers the civil liberty of any individua!
is an act committed against oneself—whether or not the person im-
mediately concerned is friend or foe. Although being accepted by
society is a human right, it entails the assumption of certain respon-
sibilities toward the interests of the other members of society. When
this is accomplished the relationship between the society and the
minority'- group member can be characterized by maturity instead of
by immaturity and neurosis. The rewards and satisfactions to both
can hardly be underestimated.

Can Modern America Afford It?

THE

PR CE

of RE.EECTIiO\
By JUUA W. COLEMAN, M. S. W

Any discussion on the topic "Must the individual homosexual be
rejected in our time”, must of necessity start with the assumptio.n
that the homosexual is being rejected. This seems so self evident
that it is hardly worth elaborating. However, the effect on the indi-
vidual of this rejection is a subject worthy of considerable elaboi-
ation. In many discussions, papers, books, and essays, the terrible
price in terms of human suffering, measured in guilt, fear, seclusive-
ness, lack of confidence, interference with productive work and cre-
ativity,, is being carefully detailed. Certainly, individual case histor-
ies tell the story of what rejection means in both its open, gross
formand in its day to day implications that wear away the individ-
ual’s ability to develop his native capacities and potentialities to
their fullest extent.

A The primary object of this discussion, however, is to deal with thi.
reverse side of the coin: namely the hypothesis that society and its
members pay a heavy price for the luxury of indulging in rejection
lof the homosexual. Society and its members obviously have the right
and duty to reject those individuals who threaten life and property
Society has the rightj too, to reject those individuals who threaten
and uimair- the rights of others, “her through violence or through
trickery. But the evidence of science tells us that the homosexual



per se cpnnot be numb”ed within this group of tae socially de-
structive. The homosexual then is being rejected basically because he
is different. Over and above any humanitarian or ethical considera-
tions that in themselves would outlaw tiie rejection of any human
being on the grounds simply of his being different, there is the ques-
tion of the price —the price of rejection. How high is the price? And
how is it being paid off in terms of both daily and long range cultu-
ral and social loss?

One of the most pertinent considerations to be examined in com-
puting the loss to society produced by discrimination is the loss in
the productivity of the member of the discriminated minority. At the
one extreme there is the cost of mental illness, alcoholism and se-
vere and disabling neuroses. Certainly, all of these conditions can be
precipitated, if not actually caused by a sense of being outcast And
ranging down, we clearly see a wide [plectrum of other losses—"indi-
viduals functioning far below their native and educational levels in
both their occupatims and their avocations. And discrimination
causes disruptions in the development of meaningful intopersonal
relations that weaken the entire fabric of human relations which
make up society its”.

Another important factor to be considered is the discouraging ef-
fect, on individuals with special talents, of the frequent ridicule
heaped on whole areas of the arts. Undoubtedly many gifted indi-
viduals turn away frenn the professional expression of their art in-
terests because of the notunwarranted fears of parents, teachers and
the individuals themselves that they will be laying themselves open,
by implication, to the charge of being part of the rejected homosex
ual minority. And this may be a sufficiently deterring fear to lose
to the arts, to the crafts, to music and the dance field numbers of
gifted and potentially great producers.

In the process of stereotyping and then rejecting any group within
society, society frequently fails completely to concern itself with
understanding the causes, implications and cure.of the condition
found within the group. Probably nowhere has this been mwe dear-
ly demonstrated than inthe area pt sexual deviation. Dozens of vi-
tally imposant questiems pertaining to psjrdio-sexual development
and the influence of parental relations op the development of ho-
mosexuality have never been adequately studied. Thme is some
work to be found in detailed and frequently exceedingly esoteric
ptycfao-analytkal case studies but any really scioitific factual study
is lacking. Not only is there anabscence of scientific curiosity but.
even when it exists, a reliaUe statistical sang>le of subjects is fre-
quently impossible to come by. As is so ctften noted, most of the
studies of thé aodal and personal histories of homosexuals have
beeh cmducted in prisons and institutions—hardly a place tp fin/t
data partaiiung to the largest number of members of the group. The
same substitution ot persecution forsdoitific study pertains to the
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area of laws relating to sexual behaviour. A few outstanding author-
ities have clearly pointed out the importance of a drastic revision
of this legal code. But it is so much simpler to let a few policemen
make a few arrests than it is to face the difficult task of revising an
ancient and outmoded legal system. Unfortunately though it is so
much more expensive! And all of the above considerations particu-
larly apply to psychotherapy for the homosexual with problems in
life adjustment. The extensive bibliographies of group therapy ar-
ticles and books, to take one particular example, are conspicuously
meager in any really detailed references to group therapy with sex-
ual deviants. These and many other examples from the fields of so-
ciology, psychology, counseling and anthropology could be adduced
to prove that it is simpler to “scapegoat” than to study. But once
more there is a loss—the loss of valuable knowledge that would ex-
tend its influence far beyond the group under study, adding valuable
insights to many broader questions and fields.

in a broader, more socioligical sense, the rejection of a minority
group has further far-reaching implications. The fact of second-class
citizensliip for any gmip, be it the Negro people, ohe Jev/ish people,
an unpopular religious or political group or the homosexual minority,
weakens the fabric of all citizenship. We cannot practice discrimi-
nation while preaching equality before the law, without breeding
cynicism and contempt, not only in the minority but in the major-
ity itself. And contempt for law leads to its disintegration as a force
in society.

So far this discussion has centered on the social and cultural ef-
fects of rejection. In addition, rejection undoubtedly has an effect
on the personality and life adjustment of the rejector. Ore of these
effects pertains to the results of hating, scorning or rejecting any
individual or situation on the basis of a pre-formed stereotype. It is
certainly clear that in so reacting, the individual exhibits a very
poor ability to perceive and examine reality. Undoubtedly neurotic
and immature personality patterns are the basic cause of poor ga-9p
of reality but social stereotyping encourages a lack of any real ex-
amination and study. An example can be found in the loud brag-
ging of an individual that he can recognize all homosexuals on sight.
Society’s concurrence in this absurdity has the effect of perpetuating
his avoidance of looking at individuals and relationships as they
really are” habit that may well lead him to disaster in his own
relationships with his wife, his chUdren and his friends Another ef-
fect on the personality of the rejector may well bo that his rejec-
tion and hatred may be a defense against examining -he true causes
of the problem within himself. Just as society evades an examina
tion of the tensions and conflicts within itself by selecting scape-
goats, so also may the individual. It is almost axiomatic in dealing
therapeutically with individual patients that emotionally charged re-
actions denote anxieties and fears within. But when weiety itself
buttresses and encourages those reactions, self-examination is avoid-
ed and problems go unsolved.



Another area of effect on the individual who rejects can be found
around the concept of conformity. Conformity and the rejection of
differences in some areas leads to their suppression in many areas.
And this suppression with its resulting monotonous greyness loads
to impoverishment of the individual himself. Gradually he himscif
becomes a stereptype lacking the flavor, the originality’, the variety
that society so desperately needs to continue to grov.” and create.
Much of therapy is devoted to helping individuals to cievekp iheir
own unique and many-sided personalities. When society teaches
them that differences are evil, it is no wonder that they find it difii-
cult to cherish thé differences within themselves.

Perhaps so obvious that it barely needs mentioning is the brutal-
izing effect of prejudice, scorn and hate. At a period in history when
sensitive, concerned and flexible individuals are particularly needed
for the family and for the community, we cannot afford to brutalize.
And the act of rejecting another human being not for what he has
done but for what he is, has a cancerous effect on the rejector.

The effects of society’s rejection of the homosexual on society it-
self mentioned here are only a small part of the total effect. But
even if there were no others, itis obvious that it is a too expen-
sive luxury. We cannot afford it in our time. And the responsibility
lies not alone with the homosexual himself and his organizations.
Certainly, he needs to be and is vitally concerned and must act on
that concern. But every other person has a responsibility too. pei-
haps an even greater responsibility devolving on the person who i-
not himself a member of tffis minority. Of course, in a sense every
person is a member of songé minority or other—the list is long. But
society as a whole must act\ion the problem of rejection. And it must
have facts and not myths: to act on. We must stop relegating the
subject to the police blotl® or to smutty magazines and start en-
couraging social scientists to study and examine. We must stop sub-
jecting the interested stuctent to the raised eyebrow of suspicion
about that interest, and wgfmust make rejection move into the mu-
seum of ancient artd prin”live horrors.
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REACTION
to the Wollenden Report

Althou” there have been innumerable headlines to the effect that
the “Wolfenden Report Stirs Controversy in Britain,” there is little
evidence that anyone’s basic attitudes have changed. There is little
doubt, however, but that the expression of opinion has increased
enormously. Nevertheless, by the time this article is being prepared
—two months after the release of the Report—this outcry has been
stilled to littl® more than a dull murmur. Since we have been de-
pendent on the good offices of Mattachine Review’s friends abroad
for the receipt of pertinent clippings, however, it may be that their
Nes are not as sharp at spotting news items as they were in Sept-
ember—, it wduld be natural to expect that, once the initial excite
ment had passed, everyone’s interest would wane, readers’ as well
as publishers’’ But it is not difficult to return to the excitement and
turmoii of mid-September. One merely has to steep oneself again
in the sea of clippings that has accumulated.

Lord Beaverbrook’s “Daily Express” raises its collective hands in
horror”™ the thought that the law might be eased as regards homo-
sexuality and predicts that the present Conservative government will
not seeluto translate the recommendations into law, lest the result-
anti revto among its members threaten to topple the government.

At thi other extreme, the “Daily Herald” (whose editorial policy
is for Strict support of the Trade Union and Labor Movements, from
whose adherents mosi of its readers are drawn) hails the recommen-
dations as long overdue and, with the intellectual liberalism that has
always beén a strong and clear thread throughout the long history
of thf British labor movement, particularly stresses its viewpoint
that “private habits, however disgusting to the moralist, should nut
bring individuals within the criminal law.”

In so far as these periodicals reflect political viewpoints, they lend
credence to the supposition, reported to us by a number of private
correspondents in the United Kingdom, that Parliament is not likely



to act on the homosexual aspect of the report until the Labor Party
is again dominant. This may not occur until nearly 1960, by which
time the present government must by law go before the country in
another general election. Whatever the general attitude of the Labor
M.P.s may be, it is not likely that they would force a vote of con-
fidence on the present government over the issue of this section of
the Wolfenden Report. All sides agree, however, that there is a pos-
sibility of law change as regards the recommendations about the
handling of prostitutes. It would appear, therefore, to be justified to
assume that, although the drive is for heavier penalties for prosti-
tutes’ offenses than are presently imposed, there is less emotional
feeling against prostitution in the British public mind than there is
against homosexual practices—or at least that there is a less wide
divergence of feeling, with less consequent need of proclaiming one’s
stand and fighting for it. Nor is it possible, in this connection, to
avoid wondering how the reaction might have differed if the Report
had recommended that the prostitute’s patron be given the same
penalty that is doled out to her, perhaps on the same grounds by
which both parties to a homosexual offense are prosecuted.

"THE TIMES"

As would be expected, “The Times” gave not only the fullest news
coverage of the content of the Report the day following its release,
but also commented on it in terms that can only be described as so-
ber, clear-cut, and reasonable:

“Adult sexual behavior not involving minors, force, fraud, or
public indecency belong to the realm of private conduct, not of
criminal law. Nearly all civilized countries recognize the futility
of making into crimes what are regarded as sins against moral-
ity. Britain recognizes this too in respect of fornication, adult-
ery, prostitution, and lesbian practices, but not in respect of
male homosexual practices. This differentiation has already been
condemned by the Anglican and Roman churches. It is now as
firmly condemned by the Wolfenden committee. 'Oie report is
equally sound on its second big issue, the law of prostitution.
It would be wrong to punish the prostitute for being a prosti-
tute. The nuisance of her public behavior—street walking—"must
therefore be stopped by means which do not entail control of

her private conduct. That conduct should be neither suppressed
by law nor “tolerated” by law in “licensed houses.”

The report -finds no great fault with police methods of dealing
with prostitutes, and less fault than might have been expected with
their methods of catching male importuners. It trenchantly reviews
the varying police procedures for cautioning street walkers and,
notably, for obtaining evidence (particularly confessions)-, of homo-
sexual offences. Yet its conclusion that the Judges’ Rulés must be
strictly observed in such oases reads a little lamely after its plain
indication that Scottish procedure shows a greater care forindividual

30 nulit«edime

rights. For homosexual acts which must necessarily remain punish-
able! it proposes various useful reforms of court procedures, chiefly
suggested by Scottish practice.

The following Sunday, however, it devoted a lon” editorial to
“Sin, Crime and Morals,” in an attempt to unravel the boundaries
of these three approaches to the problem, the theological, the legal,
and the ethical. Staunchly British and generally pro-government,
whether that government be Conserative, Liberal, or Labor, the
newspaper fully endorses homosexuality’s sinfulness an entirely
logical position so long as one supports the Established Church in
England as part of the country’ structural basis, however unreason-
able and illogical it may appear to others who subscribe to no re-
ligipus concepts of sin. Its stand on illegality and immorality is not
so dear-cut, however, perhaps because traditionally we have tended
to fuse £uid confuse our concepts of “legality” and “morality” to the
same decree that we merge our concepts of “the law” and justice.

iCommon! standards of morality condemn homosexual acts per se;
because for @mother to have a son perverted is even more terrible
than to have a daughter seduced. If it could be shown, or even if it
were confidently believed, that legal condonation of acts between
adult men would lower the general moral condemnation of this kind
of conduct, and weaken the moral resistance of the young to its
temptations, public opinion would undoubtedly be in arms against

such a course.

The Comniittee in fact considered and rejected that contention, on
the grounds largely that homosexuals are not proselytisers, and tha“
men'Who go with boys are a different type from men who «o with
men 'Thé argument from moral standards, indeed, cuts both ways:
when quite a number of men in the public eye, respected in their
¢rofessions, are known or at least reputed homosexuals, when scarce-
ly any”e of wide acquaintance does not number among them some
of the kind, it wtuld be sheer hypocrisy to say that the public con-
science'coM be appeased only by continuing to treat adult homo-
sexuals on a, par with burglars or forgers.

The Churches, as well as social workers and doctors, agree that
the-4)resent law here does not stiffen morals or improve behavior,
but'brings both law and morality into contempt.

As a corollary to its acceptance of the Reports recommendation,
“The Tfaiek™appends a final recommendation of its own:

Whwe the law steps out, it isall the more the duty of the moral-
ist, thé pastor and the social teacher to step in. There is a tremen-
dous challenge here to the leaders of opinion. And not merely to
those in high places. The challenge is to the pastoral clergy, to
school-teachers, social workers, and above all to parents. For no law
and m>'preaching can make good the shortcoming of the home. This

(Continued on Page 42)
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ure hom”philes so different?

ADJUSTMEIIT

ofthe male overt homosexual
By EVELYN HOOKER, PkD

PART ONE

The following article is not easy to read. It is a monumental work,
a presentation of “tentative” findings covering a period of more
than four years of careful, painstaking research by the author.
It is told in the technical language of the professional psychologist,
thus its terms, abbreviations, formulas and supporting tables may
not carry immediate significance to the average layman, even if
within the scope of that reader’s understanding.

However, a “trial reading” of this paper by a number of Matta-
chine officers and the editorial staff resulted in a vote to publish the
article in full, and with the permission of Dr. Hooker. Some of these
readers, not at all conversant with the psycholigical research terms
in the paper declared that the work was nevertheless worthwhile
reading for everyone, whether they comprehend Dr. Hooker’s refer-
ence to “chi square” and “grand mediansft* or not.

First part of the article herewith contains most of the technical
discussion of the research project dealing with adjustment of the
overt male homosexual. Space requirements, however, do not permit
the publication of the full article in this issue, so a concluding sec-
ond installment will be presented in the January Review. In the last
part, discussicm will shift to the rough time Dr. Hooker’s “judges”
had in distinguishing homosexual case records from those of hetero-
sexuals. And it is easier reading.

Several long-standing Mattachine members have had a personal
interest in this research project, since they were among the volun-
teer subjects Dr. Hooker interviewed in the late summer of 195
when this project got under way. They join other members of the
Society expressing sincere gratitude to Dr. Hooker for the opportun-
ity to learn her tentative findings after such a long, difficult and
selfless task has been carried thus far.

(Reprinted from the Journal of Projective Techniques, Vol.21, No.
1, 1957 with permission.)

Ttie Adjustment of the Male Overt Homosexual

Evelyn Hooker
DepaTCment of Piychology, University of California at LoS Angeles

Current psychiatric and psycholog-
ical opinion about the adjustment of
the homosexuai may be illustrated by
a quotation frfam a report on homo-
sexuality recently issued by the Group
for the Advancement of Psychiatry (1,
p. 2): “When such homosexual be-
havior p>ersists in an adult, it is theri
a symptom of a severe emotional dis-
order.™ If one wishes to subject Ais
opinion to experimental investigation,
one is immediatBy confronted by
problems of considerable magnitude.
One problem is th™ attitude and the-
oretical position of*the clinician who
may be asked to Mamine the data. |

[uote again from the Group for the
ogdvancement of Psychiatry in the

»This invAtigialion was sup by a rc*
search grant,. Grant M-839,fram Tnc Na
tional Institute of Mental Health of the
National Institutes of Health, Public Health

« Paper read djl the American Psychological
Association Convention, Chicago, August 50,
1956.

«1 wish lo acknowledge the invaluable as-
sisunce given by Dr. J. A. Gengerelli m act-
ing as consultant on experimental design
and statistical methodology« | wish also to
gratefully acknowledge the contnbution
made to the project by Dr. Frederic G. Wor-
den in his capacity of psychiatric coasul-
tant. Finally, there is no adequate way to
express my gratitude to Dr. Karl Muemin”r
for his assistance in thinking through the
total project wifh me in its many phases-

Editorial Note: It is an uncommon event in
these days of compulsive publication to dis-
cover an author who has worked diligently
and with great detail and who hesitates to
publish well-substantiated findings until
proof is virtually incontrovertible. A study
such as Dr. Hooker’ challenges several wide-
spread and emotional convicdons. In view
of the importance of her findings it seemed
desirable to the editors that they be made
public, even in their preliminary form- If
some of Dr. Hoo”r’s comments, as cautious-
ly presented as they are, seem premature or
incompletely documented, the blame must
fall on the editors who exerdsed consider-
able pressure on her to publish now.—BRF

same re~rt {1 g 4); “It is well
known that many’ people, including
physicians, react in an exaggerated
way to sexual deviations and particu-
larly to homosexuality with disgust,
anger, and hostility. Such feelings of-
ten arise from the individual’sown con-
flict centering about his unconscious
homosexual impulses. These attitudes
may interfere with an intelligent and
objective handling of the problem.”
One hopes that the clinician does not
react with “disgust, anger, and hos-
tility.” It is not realistic to hope that
he will avoid theoretical preconcep-
tions when looking at psychological
material which he knows was ob-
tained from a homosexual.

From a survey of the literature it
seemed highly probable that few clin-
icians have ever had the opportunity
to examine homosexual subjects who
neither came for psychological help
nor were found in mental hospitals,
disciplinary barracks in the Armed
Services, or in prison populations. It
therefore seemed important, when |
set out to investigate the adjustment
of the homosexual, to obtain a sample
of overt homosexuals who did not
come from these sources; that is, who
had a chance of being individuals
who, on the surface at least, seemed
to have an average adjustment, pro-
vided that (for the purpose of the
investigation) homosexuality is not
considered to be a symptom trf mal-
adjustment. It also seemed important
to obtain a comparable control group
of heterosexuals. This group would
not only provide a standard of com-
parison but might also make it-pos-
sible to avoid labels and thus assist
the clinician in susptending theoretical
preconceptions. This, | recognized,
would be fraught with extreme diffi-
culties. And so it was. Without re-



lating in detail the —in many ways —
fascinating, frustrating, and gratify-
ing aspects of the attempts to secure
both of these groups, | shall describe
the homosexual and heterosexual
samples of thirty individuals each
finally obtained.

Each homosexual man is matched
for age, education, and 1Q with a
heterosexual man. It would have been
desirable to match for other variables,
also, including occupation, but this
was manifestly impobible. It should
also be stated at the outset that no as-
sumptions are made about the ran-
dom selection of either group. No one
knows what a random sample of the
homosexual population would be
like; and even if one knew, it would
be extremely difficult, if not impos-
sible, to obtain one. The project
would not have been possible without
the invaluable assistance of the Mat-
tachine Society, an organization which

has as its stated purpose the develop-
ment of a htMnosexual ethic in order
to better integrate the homosexual
into society. The members erf the Mat-
tachine Society not only made them-
selves available as subjects but also
persuaded their friends to become
subjects. Because the heterosexuals
were, for the most part, obtained frcmi
community organizations which must
remain anonymous, | cannot describe
further the way in which they were
obtained.

Considerable effort was devoted to
securing the 30 matchec”airs of sub-
jects, and the data in Table | indi-
cate that in most instances the match-
ing was unusually close.

The homosexuals, and thus the
heterosexuals, ranged in age from 25
to 50, with an average age of 54.5 for
the htxnosexual group and 36.6 for
the heterosexual group. The 1Q range,
as measured by the Otis Self-Adminis-

T able 1
Homosexual Heterosexual
Matched Pairs Age 1Q  Education Age 1Q i Education
Number

42 105 12 41 105 12
29 104 12 28 104 12
29 109 9 31 109 12
31 120 16 30 123 16
44 127 18 45 126 17
3 127 16 32 129 16
40 124 16 42 123 16
SS 124 16 36 122 16
40 98 12 42 100 12
S3 101 14 32 105 15
S0 127 14 29 127 16
42 91 12 39 94 14
44 98 9 44 100 12
36 114 16 36 117¢ 16
33 120 14 34 1207 16
40 106 12 44 107 12
37 116 12 34 113 14
36 127 16 36 127 16
35 103 12 37 101 n
26 133 18 27 133 18
S3 124 13 36 122 16
32 123 12 39 120 12
26 123 16 29 133 16
26 123 16 29 133 16
41 135 16 39 119 16
28 114 16 35 112 13
27 118 13 48 119 13
27 110 14 48 113 16
57 95 14 46 100 12
26 124 14 30 129 12

mVIBW

tering Tests of Mental Ability, was
from 90 to 135, with an average for
the homosexual group of 1154 and
for the heterosexual group of 116.2.
In education the range was from com-
pletion of grammar school to the
equivalent of a master’s degree, with
an average !for the homosexual group
of 13.9 years and for the heterosexual
group of 14.3..
In both groups subjects were elim-
inated who were in therapy at the
time. If, in the preliminary screening,
evidence of considerable disturbance
appeared, the ihdividual was elimin-
ated (5 heterosexuals: 5 homosexuals).
| attempted to secure homosexuals
who would be pure for homosexual-
ity; that is, without heterosexual ex-
perience. With three exceptions this
IS so. These tHfée subjects had not
had more than'three heterosexual ex-
periences, and they identified them-
selves as homosexu”fl in their patterns
of desire and behavior. The hetero-
sexual group is exclusively heterosex-
ual beyond the adolescent period,
with three exceptions: these three had
had a single homosexual experience
each. In the effort, to control the pres-
ence of horhosexualjity, latent or other-
wise, in the heterosexual group, each
potential subject was referred by a
responsible leader of a community
group, who described him as being a
thorough-going heterosexual and well
adjusted. This was an attempt to take
precautions to eliminate as many men
M possible with homosexual patterns
of nehavior. It did not do so, and
some individuals came who had to
be eliminated because, though mar-
ried and functioning in the commun-
ity as married men, they had had ex-
tensive homosexual experience (four
subjects%.
The heterosexual subjects came be-
cause they were told that this was an
opportunity to contribute to our un-
derstanding of the way in which the
average individual in the community
functions, since we had little data on
normal men. They were told nothing

beforehand about the homosexual as-
pects of the project. When an indi-
vidual came to me, after describing
to him the nature of the testing and
the interview and securing his willing-
ness to participate in the project, |
then described very briefly the pur-
pose of the study, including the homo-
sexual group. It was impKissible to
avoid this explanation. The commun-
ity leaders who referred these men
were concerned about possible reper-
cussions of a “sex study". They re-
quired that each man be informed
that the total project involved a com-
parison of homosexual and heterosex-
ual men. | had, therefore, to risk the
effect of this information upon my
subjects. So, having very briefly des-
cribed the project to him, | then
asked whether he had had any homo-
sexual inclinations or experience.
This question was put in a matter-of-
fact way and only after a good rela-
tionship of cooperation had been es-
tablished. If the individual seemed to
be severely disturbed by the question,
or resf>onded in a bland way, or de-
nied it vehemently, | did not include
him in the sample of 30. It is possible,
though | doubt it, that there are some
heterosexuals in my group who have
strong latent or concealed overt
homosexuality.

The materials used for the com-
parative study of personality struc-
ture and adjustment of these two
groups of men consisted of a battery
of projective techniques, attitude
scales, and intensive life history inter-
views. The material |1 am reporting
on here is largely from an analysis of
the Rorschach, TAT, and MAPS,
with some references to life histories,
the detailed analysis of which has not
yet been completed.

I used the Rorschach because many
clinicians believe it to be the best
method of assessing total personality
structure and, also, because it is one
of the test instruments currently u”d
for the diagnosis of homosexuality.
The 60 Rorschach protocols were



scored by me, the usual tabulations
made, and the profiles constructed.
With all identifying information ex-
cept age eliminated, they were then
arranged in random order. Two clin-
icians, who are also experts in Ror-
schach, analyzed each of the 60 proto-
cols separately in this order. Because
of the importance of knowing how, by
what i>rocess, using what evidence in
the Rorschach, a judge arrived at his
rating or judgment in each of the
categories, each judge was urged to
describe as much as he could of the
procedure he was using, the conclu-
sions arrived at, and the evidence
used; and the whole process was re-
corded by Audograph. Let it be said
here that the task which the judges
were asked to perform, that of anal-
yzing 60 records in succession and of
verbalizing the whole process, was a
monumental one. It demanded not
only a devotion to science "beyond
the call of duty” but also an admir-
able willingness to expose one’s falli-
bility. My success in persuading Dr.
Klopfer and Dr. Mortimer Meyer, for
the Rorschach, and Dr. Shneidman,
for the TAT and MAPS, to give so
generously of themselves in this pro-
ject was primarily due to their belief
in its importance and to their eager-
ness to see a unique body of material
and to engage in what they antici-
pated to be a rewarding learning ex-
perience.

The purpose of the Rorschach an-
alysis was two-fold: (1) to obtain an
unbiased judgment (that is, without
knowledge of homosexual or hetero-
sexual identification of subjects and
without life-history materials) of per-
sonality structure and overall adjust-
ment of the subjects in both groups;
(2) to determine the accuracy with
which exjiert clinicians who are Ror-
schach  Whbrkers can differentiate
homosexual from heterosexual rec-
ords. Each judge was asked, in addi-
tion to the overall adjustment rating,
to analyze the Rorschach protocol in
terms of a number of categories, such

as methods of handling aggression,
affection and dependency needs, meth-
ods of impulse control, and clinical
label, if any. These judgment cate-
gories were used because of their the-
oretical importance in current ap-
proaches to homosexuality. The ad-
justment rating was on a five-point
scale: from 1, supierior, to 5 malad-
justed; with 3 representing average
adjustment. The norm which the
judges used was, of course, a subject-
ive one, of average adjustment in the
population at large, not just in this
group. Assigning an adjustment rat-
ing to a Rorschach protocol is diffi-
cult, as all of us know. The meanings
of the five points of the rating scale
were defined as follows: (1) superior,
or top adjustment: better than the
average person in the total popula-
tion; evidence of superior integration
of capacities, both intellectual and
emotional; ease and comfort in rela-
tion to the self and in functioning
effectively in relation to the social
environment; (8) as well-adjusted as
the average person in the total popu-
lation; nothing conspicuously good
or bad; (5) bottom limit of normal
group and/or maladjusted, with signs
of pathology. Ratings 2 and 4 are
self-evident, 2 being better-than-aver-
age but not quite superior, and 4
being worse-than-average, or the bot-
tom limit of the average group. These
ratings are very difficult to objectify,
and it is very difficult to be sure that
they were used in the same way by
the two judges.

One further comment about proced-
ure, before discussing the results of
the judging on adjustment: each
judge, before he began, knew that
some records were homosexual and
SOTre were heterosexual. Most clinici-
ans in the Los Angeles area are fam-
iliar with the project, and it would
have been impossible to secure ex-
perts without some knowledge of it.
The judge was told that the oppor-
tunity to distinguish homosexual
from heterosexual records would

wTAB | 1—Ratings on Overall Adjustment—Rorschach
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assume that the Rorschach is a valid
instrument for determining adjust-
ment in the way in which we nave
ilefined it? If so, then clearly there is
no inherent connection between path-
ology and homosexuality. But caution
is needed. As clinicians, we are well
aware, in daily practice, of the limi-
tations of projective material anal-
yzed “blind”. Nevertheless, the quan-
titative results are striking, and they
are confirmed in part by observations
of the judges, as well as—and | say
this with great caution —by life-
history data.

But let us look at the results in the
second task given the judges, that of
distinguishing between matched pairs
of homosexual and heterosexual rec-
ords. This is a much easier task than
that which the clinician ordinarily
faces, of identifying homosexuality
in one record out of many; and yet
it proved to be a very difficult one.
As a judge compared the matched
protocols, he would frequently com-
ment, “There are no clues;” or,
"These are so similar that you are
out to skin us alive;” or, "It is a forced
choice:” or, “I just have to guess.” The
difficulty of the task was reflected not
only in the comments of the judges
but also in the results. Judge “A” cor-
rectly identified 17 of the 30 pairs, and
Judge "B” 18 of the 30. Thus neither
judge was able to do better than
chance. In seven pairs both judges
were incorrect, that is, identifying
the homosexual as the heterosexual,
and vice versa; in twelve pairs, cor-
rect; and in the remaining eleven they
disagreed.

Let us look at the problems the
judges faced. In some pairs of records
none of the clues usually considered
to be signs of homosexuality occurred.
In some pairs the "homosexual clues”
appeared in both records. These
"homosexual clues" were primarily
anality, oj>en or disguised; avoidance
of areas usually designated as vaginal
areas; articles of feminine clothing,
especially underclothing, and/or art

objects elaborated with unusual de-
tail; responses giving evidence of con-
siderable sexual confusion, with cas-
tration anxiety, and/or hostile or fear-
ful attitudes toward women; evidence
of feminine cultural identification,
and/or emotional involvement be-
tween males. When these clues ap-
peared in neither or in both records,
the judge was forced to look for other
evidence, and most frequently de-
pended upon peculiar verbalization,
or responses with idiosyncratic mean-
ing, or the "flavor” of the total rec-
ord. When careful examination failed
to reveal anything distinctive, the
judge assumed that the more banal
or typical record was that of the het-
erosexual, an assumption which was
sometimes false.

After the judging was completed,
and, indeed, even while it was in pro-
cess, both judges commented on the
fact that the records which they
thought to be homosexual were un-
like the ones they were familiar with
in the clinic. They were not the dis-
turbed records ordinarily seen. One
judge, in the process of choosing,
said, “It begins to look as if the homo-
sexuals have all the good things: for
example, M% and Fc.” It may be
pertinent to reiterate that I had made
an effort to secure records of homo-
sexuals who ordinarily would not be
seen in a clinic. A discussion of the
validity and rehability of homosexual
signs is tangential to this symposium”,
but I would point out in passing that
my data indicate the need for a thor-
ough-going reconsideration of this
problem. At a minimum, healthy
skepticism about many (but not all)
so-called homosexual-content signs in
the Rorschach is, | think, called for.
The inability of the judges to dis-
tinguish the homosexual from the
heterosexual records better than

*A paper on “Homosexuality in the Ror-
schach" is in process of preparation. It will
contain a full discussion of homosexual
signs, as well as other aspects of homo-
sexuality in the Rorschach.

would be expected by chance fits, |
ithink, the finding on adjustment of
the two groups. Some of the records
can be easily distinguished; the fact
that the judges agreed in their identi-
wfication of twelve pairs indicates this.
These were records of individuals
with strong emphasis on "femininity”
andM anality. But apart from these,
which constitute about a third of the
group, the remaining two-thirds can-
not be easily distinguished. If the
homosexual records had been simi-
lar to those frequently seen in the
clinic, that s, severely disturbed, there
might have been greater probability
that they could have been correctly
identified, although this cannot be
said with certainty. | have now seen
about two hundred homosexual rec-
ords and would be skeptical about m
ability to identify correctly records
similar to many in this group.
Although it is not pertinent to this
symposium’ to present in detail the
findings of the statistical
sons of the two groups of Ropchach
protocols, it jis relevant to point out
in summary form that most of these
comparisons have failed to produce
differences of sufficient magnitude to
satisfy testsi-of significance. Several
examples will suffice to make the
point. Althoiiigh most studies of homo-
sexual protocols indicate greater pr<
ductivity on the Rorschach, the dif-
ference between the two groups m
the present study does not reach sig-
nificance, thbugh there is a trend in
this direction (t=1.389, df— 29, p_-
>.10). A detailed comparison of toml
M’s and human figures was made. Of
-“ome 25 computations, of differences
between meads of M% in various cate-
gories (such as flexor or extensor),
differences in form level, variation in
form level, etc., the only ones which
lapproached low significance were the
Isi”a of form Idvel (t=1.98, df=29.
p=>.05), and 0 -minus percent (t=
7262, df=29, p=<-02). . )
Cronbach’s warning about innation

‘ See Footnote 4.

of probabilities deters me from draw-
ing too many conclusions from these
two findings, although there is g

theoretical rationale for them. 1ne
details of the analysis will be discussed
more appropriately in a later paper.
| cite these general findings at this
time in order to show that despite
considerable effort and the pursuing
of many alluring possibilities, the ef-
forts thus far to establish clear-cut dif-
ferences between the two groups as
a whole have been relatively fruitless.
This, too, is consistent with the lack,
of significant differences between the
adjustments of the two groqu.

In addition to the overall adjust-
ment ratings, each judge gave sum-
mary statements about each subject
in a number of categories, including
methods of handling aggression, af-
fectional and dependency needs, and
form of impulse control. When these
statements were tabulated and sub-
jected to statistical analysis, again
no clear-cut differences emerged.* For
example, the statements about attec-
tional and dependency needs have
been tabulated in eleven categories,
such as repressed or absent, ego-alien,
integrates well, controlled by (that is,
a dependent character). Four homo-
sexuals were described as having af-
fectional and dependency needs re-
pressed or absent, while three hetero-
~Muals were similarly described. Six
homosexuals and six heterosexua s
were described as integrating well
these needs. It was said of one homo-
sexual and one heterosexual that af-
fectional and dependency were
ego-alien. Chi square for difference
“ween the number of
and homosexuals assigned to all cate-
gorie is 5.736. df=10, insignificant.

(Part Two of this article

will appear in the Jan-
uary issue of Mattachine

Review.)

*The complete data will
future publication previously referred to.
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IS HOMOSEXUALITY A MENACE? by Dr. Arthur Quy Mflthcwi:
N*w York. Robort M. McBrido Compaafi IHfi 3B1 R«¥Mw«d
by JoMpb A. Moor*.

“There must be a very good reason ior ipehdiflg ihBfly yefifS re-
searching and writing on such a aubjaet fig hm&8@kualityi” reads the
first sentence of the author'! htUoduetion to this volume. HIs answer
would seem tq be that he considers it his mission in life to rescuie
the world firom this “scourge” and that ne heldS Sfe barred in his
attempts to do so. But the mail of digtoftiOHS, half-truths, and un-
supported bias which make up the Vdlhme suggest that this "doctor"
(his Specific degree is nowhere mentioned in the book) probably has
a serious personal problem of a psychiatria n&tUre in the sexual area.

He ignores most recognleed scientific literature in the field of ho-
mosexuality and attacks violently when he cannot logically do so, as
for instance in the case of the Kinsey studies. His "case studies” are
based exclusively on his own experiences, with no indication, for ex-
ample, of the doctors, clinics or hospitals where his reported “cures”
were effected. His arrogance and vituperativeness are carried to fan-
tastic extremes. Broad generalizations are alternated with such ig-
norant specific statements as: “lI know at least IS top humorists who
are having great difficulty in getting real down-to-earth humorous
books published because a majority Of editors in the good publishing
houses are unhappy sexual deviates not inwardly disposed to enjoy
a good belly laugh.”

INFORMATION FOLDERS

Two folders, designed to be used as companion mailing
piKes, are available/rom national headquarters of the Matta-
chine Society and its branch offices- They are “In Case You
Didnt Know” and “What Has Mattachine Done?” The first
outlines the homosexual problem in the U.S. and describes the
purpore of the Society; the second tells how the Society is deal:
ing with the problem and what the organization is H«ing- Pril
ces are: 100 fca- $1.50; 50 for $1.00; smaller quantities, 3 c«»ts
each. Unless specified otherwise, orders will be firoH with
equal quantities of each folder.

»RY «’»

In general the book appears to be a sort of Lait-Mortimer “Confi-
dential”; volume completely emasculated by leaving out all famous
names, except a few long-dead movie actors. But both the author
and publisher are likely to find that the public which goes in for ar-
rogantly. moralistic pseudo-pornography of this kind are much less
interested when the moderately salacious material is not connected
with the names they are used to seeing in the gossip columns.

As a serious approach to an important problem in our society—the
place of the homosexual within it—the volume is utterly useless,
cheap, vulgar trash.

RE-CREATED by literary mayie

COUP DE GRACE by Marguerite Yourcenar. Translated by Grace
Frick in collaboration with the author. Farrar, Straus and Cudahy.
New York. 1957, 151 pages, $3.00. Reviewed by Richard Mayer.

Marguerite”Yourcenar is a literary magician. She doesn’t just cre-
ate characters; sh”™ becomes them. First she was the Emperor Had-
rian writing his memoirs in second century Rome. Now she is Enck
von Lhomond, cynical soldier of fortune, recalling two friends he
lost during the campaign against the Bolsheviks on the Baltic front
just after World War I.

But her magic goes further. She does not merely describe places;
she transports us to them. While reading Memoirs of Hadrian, we
lived in the rich, lush, technicolored Mediterrean world. In Coup
de Grace we are in barren, gray northern lands. (Having now been
taken both places, this reviewer must express a personal preference
for Rome. The climate is better and the people, on the whole, are

more interesting.)

Ordy the magician can understand fully the method of the magic,
but ~rtainly one aspect of itis an imcanny preciseness in the use of
just the right word which"will create the image or express the ex-
act evocative overtone she wants.

Coup de Grace is primarily a fascinating self-portrait of an ambi-
valent homosexual, alternately attracted and repelled by the offer
of a woipan’s love. When Sophie, suddenly grown out of childhood,
fell in IOve with Erick, his love had long since been given to her
brother, -Conrad. “Why is it,” wonders Erick, “that women fall in
love wi'ln”lhe very men who are destined otherwise, and who, ac-
cordingly, must repulse them or else deny their own nature?” The
triangle was &und to end tragical”™ in any circumstances; here war
raised the stakes to life and death.

While the -bpok is mainly an account of the anguished relationship
between Erick' and Sophie, the most poignant pages tell of the death



“l have known happiness, the real thing, the inalterable gold
piece exchangeable for whole handfuls of lesser coin . . Whether
that felicity emanated from Conrad or only from our youth it-
self, 1 cannot say, but it hardly matters, since youth for me died
with Conrad.”

Many readers may feel that the book also should have ended witli
Conrad’ death. But one scene remains to be played. Sophie’s hor-
rifying revenge for Erick’s rejection of her love (if revenge is really
what it was) may seem unbelievable, even though we have been
told this is a true story. If so, the villain is war which makes men do
what in other circumstances would be unthinkable.

Perhaps the moral is expressed in Erick’s concluding words, “One
is always trapped somehow in dealings with women.” But some read-
ers who have followed Erick’s story may suspect that he trapped
himself.

PRESS REACTION TO THE WOLFENDEN REPORT
(Continued from Page 31)

is where homosexuality, prostitution, and all their associated evils
begin, and it is here that there should begin the great war against
them.

THE "SCANDAL SHEETS"

“News of the World” is a periodical that seems to exist primarily
for the purpose of titillating its readers with news of sexual illegal-
ities, particularly those in which a member of the clergy can be
found to have seduced some little boys. Nevertheless its holier-than-
thou editorial comment about such goings on was neatly sununed up
in the sub-head it used bn its editorial attacking the Wolfenden re-
commendations: “Let’s Leave 111Alone.”

At a superficial glance, “The Pec6le” would seem to be a sheet
of the same type but its major interests are far more heterosexual
than hMnosexual, with the result that it concerned itself almost en-
tirely with the prostitution half of the Report. The People” scolds
the committee for not going far enough in its investigation of this
“oldest profession’s” current problems, claiming that girls ARE lured
into it, and that the vice overlords keep it highly organized, with
many importations of foreign workers to compete with the native
laborers in the vineyards of vice. 'Their recorded interviews with
working prostitutes were mild, however, compared wiQi those the
“Sunday Pictorial” managed to obtain.

Sales of all these publications must have been brisk—but that ap-
pears to be the sole purpose of such journalism.

(Athird “Wolfenden Report”article in a future issue of the Review
will tell how readers of British papers reacted to the press coverage
of the Report. It is also from the pen of Gregory Trout.)
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