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lieve that—as with capital punish-
ment-one more determined push wwull
see reform of something that is a
peculiarly odious piece of English
hypocrisy.”

ISFERSEX CAIECORY
W)RE THAS A RARIIY

In Atlantic City recently, surgeons
reported that perhaps thousands of
men are really women, and thou-
sands of women are actually men.
These are the people with “inter-
sex”  characteristics-possessing
attributes typical of both sexes. And
they may actually be predominantly
of the sex that is' opposite from
what they-appear.

* Sexabnormalties are much more
common than we used to think,”
said Dr. John McLean Morris, pro-
fessor of gynecology at Yale Uni-
versity. Hediscussed that some ba-
bies destined to be girls can be vir-
ilized, acquiring some male charac-
teristics, if their mothers are given
almost any kind of hormone during
pregnancy. He believed that bene-
fits from taking hormones were not
worth the risk of virilization of un-
born females. True sex, he said,
could be determined by checking
chromosome patterns from anyone,
or by looking at the chromotin mass
found in the nucleus of cells in the
female. If sex abnormalities can be
detected early, they can often be
corrected surgically before a baby
is two years old-and before the in-
fant is conscious of whether it is
gne sex or another. Dr. Morris told
thepanel discussing intersexuality.

NEW FEATURES COMING
IN FUTURE REVIEWS

New features which will appear
regularly in Mattachine REVIEW
willstartappearingin the next (Dec-
ember) issue. In it readers will find
“LesArtesGaies,” by David Layne
of New York, a commentary on stage
and screen and the arts. Beginning
in January, other features will be
added, and some previous depart-
ments revived with a view to giving
the REVIEW a wider reader interest
forthegeneralreader,and with some
relaxation of, emphasis on the pon-
derous articles which call for chan-
ges in law and attitude that have
been stated so many times and in
SO many ways. More news reports,
criticism and lay commentary will
be published. If received, each is-
sue will contain a fiction item, and
greater attention will be paid to the
selection of poetry items from time

to time.

This improvement and expansion
of REVIEW content coincides with
an increase in subscription and
newsstand price which takes effect
onJanuary 1,1963. Increasing costs
and limited revenues (the REVIEW
hasjvirtually no advertising income)
forced the price raise, but along
with it the material presented will
be of greater value and interest to
the reader. New rates will be 7.50
per year, .75 per copy in the U.S,;
10.00 per year foreign. In the mean-
time, anyone may renew for up to
threeyears at the present rate-5.00
per year in the U.S., 6.00 foreign.
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LEGAL MORALISE
SOT VALID COSCEPT

Immorality is not necessarily a
crime and punishing homosexuals
under the law is very close to the
idea of human sacrifice as an ex-
pression of human worship. That is
the view of Prof. H. L. A. ffert, Ox-
ford University jurisprudence in-
structor, who addressed a criminal
law conference recently in Toronto.
He went on to say that private im-
morality is not the law’s business,
but that this view has been lost in
the wake of a great revival of "le-
gal moralism,” a concept which is
nonsense.

"Why should consenting male ho-
mosexuals be punished by society
when there are no victims, but only
moral transgressors?” he asked.
He did not believe the legislation
accomplished any more security for
society.

Anotherspeaker at the conference
of more than 200 lawyers and psy-
chiatrists was Elliott MacGuigan,
professor of canon law at a Cana-
dian Jesuit seminary. He agreed
that there was definitely an "over-
legislation” on public morality,and

|
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held that many such laws are an in-
mvasion of privacy. He also enmpha
sized that too often we regard these
moral offenses as the greatest and
only sins, but they may not be.

VASSAL SPY CASE
IN BRIVSH PRESS

A London correspondent for the
REVIEW reports that the Vassal
spy case, which broke in the Brit-
ish Admiralty a few weeks ago, has
been the first "witch hunt” item
concerning homosexuality —which
has been played up in the press in
England for some time. The case
as reported in the U.S. and Time
involved a homosexual man who had
been photographed in a compromis-
ing situation and as a result of
blackmail threats, he had, for some
time, handed classified information
to Soviet agents. This, of course,
presents the classic-but tare- proof
that some homosexuals can be se-
curity risks. British authorities, it
seems, were not so concerned that
a person like Vassal was working
for the government, as they were
that his'liaisons had gone so long
undetected.

"Leading articles in the Mirror
and News of the World.......... and
the way the Pictorial has gone on
there is now no sympathy for us,”
our correspondent reports. “ How-
ever, to level it all out, | watched
follow up papers, including reports
on the debate in Parliament (in the
Hansard). There it was mentioned
that if the Government had had the

(Continued on page 34)
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In the last issue of the REVIEW, In an article entitled *'Homosexuo/s in
Govammant; Cad We Afford the Manpower Waste and Human Tragedy Re~
suiting From Our Dou6/e Standard of Aloro/s,** Richard L, Schleget, Chalr~
man of the American Academy for infernof/ono/ Morality told how the **no-
Voces'™ In the Department of Defense set the pattern for rejecting the ser-
vices of homosexual people. Here, Roltand Howard reports the gracious
suggestions of an onf~ropo/ogisf, Mr, Paul Kutsche; and as spokesman for
the homosexual viewpoint, points out the (fi/ficu/ties of instrumenting! them
in the otmospiiere of social opprobrium endorsed by government ogencies,
and maintained by an unofficial **curtain of silence** by the press. The
article illustrates vividly the (fifficu/ties of even we//-intentioneci persons*
comprehending the dilemma of the contemporary American ftomosexuo/.

The HomosexuaVs Right to Serve

ROLLAND HOWARD

Speaking before a small group of men and women at the Royal
Room of the Olin Hotel in Denver not too long ago, Mr. Paul Kutsche, as-
sistant professor of sociology and anthropology at Colorado College at
Colorado Springs, put his finger on some essentials-if not the very es-
sence-of the problem of living as a homosexual in our Western, Christian
culture.

‘With a strong hint of the thought to be detailed in his talk, Mr. Kutsche
titled it, “An American Dilemma—Fhe,Homosextial and the Family,” and,
while admitting that he had no pat solutions if indeed any exist, he never-
theless was able to suggest a direction in which to seek answers.

Before outlining the problem as he sees |t, Mr. Kutsche supplied enough
general information about his professional discipline, and about his per-
sonal position in the discussion at hand, to assure his listeners that they
had before them an interested, sympathetic and well-informed speaker.

HOMOSEXUALITY NOT BIOLOGICALLY ABNORMAL

The anthropologist, explained our guest, is, first, a student of the hum-
an species in relation to other species, and second, a student of social
behaviorin cross-cultural perspective. In the first function, anthropologists
have noted, with plentiful evidence, that homosexuality is not limited to

humans; some manifestation of it is common to all branches of the class
Mammalia, at least, and may perhaps be found elsewhere as well. It iS
therefore unfounded and valueless to regard homosexuality as “ abnormal,”
biologically.

In the second function aforementioned, anthropologists have asked, does
homosexuality also occur in other cultures? And they have found that it
certainly does. In one sampling of 76 cultures, 64% of them provided it
some degree of recopition and acceptance. ;

“| feel, in view of this evidence, that any effort to establish at least
legal tolerance of decent homosexual behavior in our society, such as the
effort being made by the Mattachine Society, is very worthwhile,” M.
Kutsche said.

THE IMPORTANCE OF THE FAMILY AS A SOCIAL UNIT

Elaborating on the cultural backdrop against which the drama of conflic|
is unfolded, Mr. Kutsche emphasized the importance of the family as " so-
cial unit. It is the oldest of human institutions, he said, and is in fact
traceable even to the lower primates. It is so basic a unit as not to permit
its easily being tampered with.

Why is the family so important? It has served several vital functions
throughout man’s history, both for the individual and society. The family
has' been the most potent instrument for instilling the society’s values in
the individual. The basic social requirements are taught early to the new
member, by the family, along with the faculties-primarily lanpage-fot
still further learning in later life.

Economic and emotional security are provided, ideally, by the family,
and these make for stability in social relations.

As important as these functions, thought Mr. Kutsche, is the sense of
relatedness to the past and to the future which the individual gains through
his family. Particularly is this function served in social systems where
lineage is the means for reckoning family position and identity. The pro-
cess of tracing one’s lineage and recalling one’s relation to past genera
tions (“ My great-greats came over on the Mayflower.”) establishes one’s
position on the time-continuum, and gives meaning to the efforts to esta-
blish similar relation to the future. All this was of great importance even
in America during much of its history.

But that the significance of family lineage has diminished is a fact dis-
cernable in the unrest of modem America. (Even more graphic an illustra-
tion, | think, is to be seen in modern Japan, where post-war official pol-
icies have torn avay the old moorings of family lineage emphasis and god-
Emperor worship, leaving a nation in search of identity. It’s lostness is



mirrored in the empty faces of the young and a soaring suicide rate.)

In many societies, including many of the American Indian tribes, family
identity hjas been a powerful factpr in individual maturation and position-
ing, and in such economic matters as land ownership.

CHANGING OF ATTITUDES THROUGHOUT HISTORY

There was little reason or room for homosexuality in such circumstances;
but when it occured, how was it handled? There are two basic methods,
said Mr. Kutsche; (1) To permit the special role of the berdash or shaman
to a certain few and discourage it elsewhere, or, as in some cultures even
today, (2) to establish as custom a special phase, or circumstance, in
in which all the men, or at least all the bachelors, of the society, partici-
pate in homosexual practices (here reference was made to Margaret Mead’s
studies of the cultures of New Guinea, among some of whom the boys live
with men until married).

With the growing complexity of societies (plus special actions like the
edict of Cleisthenes, in Greece, to the effect that all men in certain areas
must marry\ lineage lost its importance and families became more “nu-
clear.” There was little opportunity for deviation. While there was homo-
sexuality in Greece and Rome, it was probably largely a “ luxury” of the
aristocracy.

The family organization of Medieval Europe was similar to that of Class-
ical times, but there were social differences. The serfs of Medieval nobles
were not the same as the slaves of the Classical era; they were not mere
chattel; their masters had obligations toward them. Further, Christianity
had come to the fore with its “ Thou shalt nots,” and the Western world
was more agrarian than ever before, manufacture and trade diminishing in
significance. A man was “adult” only after he had taken a wife. Land
ownership was handed down to sons. If a man was not a farmer, there was
little else for him to be. There was little room for the overt homosexual.

But with the Renaissance the picture began to change in the Western
World, and the direction of its evolution since has remained more or less
consistent. Many of the traditional'functions of the family were taken from
the home and put into the dominion of other social institutions. The econo-
mic value of children (as farm labor) began to diminish with the new rise
(.f industry and trade and the decline of farming. The function of education
was relinquished by the family in favor of tutors and schools, and even
amusement and entertainment became institutional specializations.

In modern America, in particular, marriage as an institution has less to
back it up or make it necessary or desirable than at any time in history. It
may be viewed, said Mr. Kutsche, as essentially an arrangement for sexual
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cohabitation; some economic cooperation, and reproduction, with educatign

and the other traditional functions only incidental, 1
The time has never been better than now, he said, for a push for tole-
rance for those who for one reason or another find family life undesirable;

SPECIAL PROBLEMS FOR THE HOMOSEXUAL

What is in the way? WeU, the family, despite the diffusion and dininutioiji
of its functions, remains an important institution. As an abstraction, it id
a kind of belief-something we continue to believe in and sanctify even
though we avoid it, run out on it, resent and mistreat it. Further, it doei
serve some subtle but essential functions still. It is a means of maintain®
ingpsychic equilibrium and emotional security for the individual. And equal-
ly important, thought Mr. Kutsche, is that old function of helping to pro-
vide a sense of identity in time, a sense of relatedness to that which has
gone before and that which is yet'to come. This function, too, is being
partly assumed by the state and the church, in theory, though in applica-
tion the non-politician and non-clergyman get little of the supposed benefit

of this.
In any event, this relatedness to the before-and-after of the time dimen-

sion can be a vital need for some, if'it is not, by man’s very nature, vital
to all.

Mr. Kutsche thought that both this time-relatedness and the great ethical
value attached to the family represent special problems for the homosexual,
After all, he said, every homosexual in America was born in the manner of
all human beings and reared under the Judaeo-Christian system of ethics.
Homosexuals have learned the value system, the set of guides for life, un-
dertheaegis of which our. society functions. They have been taught to givq
positive values to family, to heterosexuality, to monogamy, to reproduction,
and to the “cathecting,” or focusing of affection, on the spouse.

Yet despite the value we have all learned to attach to these things, for

the exclusive homosexual they are impossibilities.

MUST THE HOMOSEXUAL REJECT THE NORM?

What, then, asked Mr. Kutsche, can the homosexual do? The alternative!
avenue'of celibacy, the virtues of which have been extolled by such meri'
as St. Augustine, and John Donne, is not open to all—at least not with the
degree of utterness of devotion required to make it a real alternative, Peo®
pie are sexual, and men in particular are polyerotic, and some avenue for
expression of these qualities must be found if the individual is not to fal®
victim to psyjchic effects worse even than the legal and social threatsj

which confront him.



Mr. Kutsche had a suggestion;
In the relatively free, democratic atmosphere of Ifestern culture, we live

under a system of ethical guides-principles-most of which ate not en*
forced or enforceable, but to which ideally we subscribe of our own free
choice. These high democratic ideals ride consistently above any infrac-
tions of them. And they are high enough to be all-embracing” superordinate
to lesser differences. Indeed, one o/ these principles is that minority groups
should have the protection of the higher system.

If homosexuals must reject, or are by nature excluded from, certain as-
pects of the norm, then, thought Mr. Kutsche, they should the more devot-
edly dedicate themselves to this system of higher principles to which all
civilized people can and should, and in theay do, subscribe. With super-
erogatory application and practice of these principles, we not only avoid
threatening the najority system (e.g., family and home, etc.), we show the
way, by example, toward a higher and more honest humanity. When we be-
lieve in the God to whom we pray, we become aware that the importance of
doing it in Latin or English is-purely academic. When we believe in free-
dom, we make room under it for our belief in marriage and family, and also
for our neighbor’s choice of another expression of human affection and
warmth. When we believe in equal human rights it is beside the point whe-
ther a man’s color is black or brown or white.

BUILD A HOMOSEXUAIi, ETHIC

This is the direction in which the homosexual should seek an ethic,
thought Mr. Kutsche; an eftic which encompasses both his own peculiari-
ties and limitations, and the established way of the heterosexual majority.
In this, | wholeheartedly agree with him. | am in no way alienated from my
brothers and sisters and their children. In fact, along with many of my ho-
mosexual friends, | feel many a pang of longipg, of frustration and regret
when | visit these happy families and know that | can never feel quite the
gratification which they so clearly evidence. | can never feel as sure of the
worth of any produce of mine as they can of the worth of their children.

What about the sense of time-relatedness? Relation to the past is esta-
blished as with everyone else-through family background, and human his-
tory. But the future-what about that? N

Could production in work or art be a substitute, someone asked? M.
Kutsche doubted that such achievements have quite the sane value. And
even if they did, how many individuals have the talent, or the opportunity,
which bring forth works to outlive the man? A very small few, at best, he
thought.

Mr. Kutsche admitted he could see no ready solution to this question.

butinsisted it was important and calls for serious thought. Whether a func-
tion of the “ego” or the “spirit,” there seems to be almost instinctual
need to project one’s existence into the future, beyond mortality. It ac-

counts for much of the real sense of fulfillment in child-rearing, and for j

much artistic striving, and for deathbed conversions.
A PARTIAL ANSWER

In a letter to me some while after his talk, Mr. Kutsche seemed to see a
partial answer in deeds which served the general good. | shall assune that
he will not mind my quoting most of his letter here:

“One of your members asked some pointed questions after my remarks
on Thursday. | was unable to answer his quKtion then, but I think | have
a tentative answer or two now: ,

“1 had suggested that a viable homosexual ethic ought to help the indi-
vidual to project his life into the future beyond his death (a function which
procreation serves for the heterosexual); and also that in order for homo-
sexuals to be tolerated by society at large, theywouldneed to set an ex-

ample of public service and humility, in the Ghandiantradition.Your mem-

ber asked, in essence, ‘How?’ N

““I do not have a complete answer, but | begin to think it lies in the di-
rection of taking seriously a letter to the editor of the Denver Post, Mon-
day, September 14, 1959, which argued in part: .. would it be right for all
theirest of us to be obliged to fight temptations to extra-marital sexual ac-
tions, while the homophiles were allowed complete freedom? For us to as-
sume the tremendous obligations involved in maintaining a family, while
they do not?’ On the face of it, the author is complaining that marriage and
child-rearing is an unpleasant burden which ought to be shared equally by

all citizens.

“But it is not hard to admit, with this man, that sorreone must provide
forthefuture existence of the species. | think homosexuals would strength-
en their claim for toleration if they would acknowledge that raising fam-
ilies is a tremendous.and necessary |burden, which they are freed from
bearing; and then to offer to carry some other loads which married people
cannot so easily assume. [

“Any society as complex as ours has many jobs which mist be perform-
ed, but which destroy the stability and security which small children need.
Life nagazine described such a job in a recent issue—MEDICO, in South-
east Asia. None of the Americans in MEDICO was married, so far as |
could determine. Any spouse except one wholeheartedly dedicated to the
medical task would probably be a liability in that kind of work, and chil-



dren would certainly be a liability. Americans and Eiiropeans are constant-
ly being called upon by their own consciences to minister, in one form or
another, to other human beings under conditions inimical to child-bearing.
And there are jobs at home which require travel or other conditicms which

damage the family.
“One of the most acute questions which heterosexual society asks of

the homosexual can be phrased: ‘What good are you?’ One answer is, ‘I can
easily take jobs which would threaten your families if you were to attempt
them.’

“Such a response ought also to help the homosexual cope with the guilt
which is so often mentioned in the Mattachine Review, From a psychody-
namic point of view, it is extremely difficult for any individual to rid him-
self completely of guilt (particularly in Christian society, which many so-
cial scientists describe as ‘guilt-oriented’). But it is comparatively easy
to transform the sterile perception ‘I have sinned’ into the fruitful percep-
tion ‘I have incurred a debt or obligation which 1 must work off.* The homo-
sexual’s moralrelationshipto society can become the socially useful worA-
ing off of an obligation which he has tried, without success, to slough
off."

GROSSLY TO misunderstand THE PROBLEM

Well, | have no argument to the contention that family responsibilities
(and the propagation of the species) are indeed a burden, or with the sug-
gestion that homosexuals assume other responsibilities. 1 might just com-
ment here, though, that | cannot believe heterosexuals get married out of a
sense of duty or obligation. All those | have known have had the kind of
selfish interests which motivate people, and got married because that was
what they wanted to do. They later accepted the concomitant responsibili-
ties just as we all usually accept the responsibilities which accompany
what we want.

As for homosexuals’ attempts to “slough off” their obligations, perhaps
some do. But this remark is reminiscent of the all too prevalent tendency
of the non-homosexual observer to make all hiis judgments of homosexuals
on the basis of the assumption that homosexuals have somewhere simply
sat down and decided, “1 think I will be homosexual.” Their complaints
and their treatment of homosexuals all indicate that homosexuals should
by golly reverse that decision.

Well, this is grossly to misunderstand the problem. Many homosexuals
have tried as if their lives depended on it to be heterosexual. Many have
wanted that more than life. (There wasia time when 1 did, too, try to save
my marriage.) At the crossroads, however, the choice was not between ho-
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mosexuality and heterosexuality, but between honest acceptance of homo-
sexuality, on the one hand, or suicide or mental illness, on the other. Such
belittling and condemning of homosexuals-in the manner of the late Dr.
Bergler-after having recognized that they have learned this orientation as
far back as “in the nursery,” make about as much sense as to explain that
a man has one leg because he lost the other in an accident, and then to
rail and rant and condemn because hp does not proceed to grow a replace- |

ment.
THE HOMOSEXUAL VIEWPOINT

As for M, Kutsche’s suggestion of service, | would say that the idea of
such service, where possible, is not even open to question. | think very
few people are averse to doing a noble service for humanity’s good—er even
for one other person’s good. But | Venture to say most emphatically that
such a work is not noble, not desirable, not likely to be accomplished with
any success, and, indeed, not even likely to be undertaken by human be-
ings who are told that, by their very nature, they are some kind of unspeak-
able sinners or sub-humans and should go right out and subject themselves
to unusual danger and suffering as a kind of penance for being what they |
are.

Unusual sacrifices are made by people with a keen, positive attachment
to life and to humanity. The Schweitzers and Ghandis-and Christ himself-
so far as | have heard, did not do what they did because they felt like vile
social rejects who had to “make up for” what they were. They did it be-
cause they had an unusual grasp of the tragic aspects of the human situa-
tion and a great love for people despite their failinp and limitations and
errors, and were willing to sacrifice themselves to the alleviation of the
suffering they saw.

So long as the homosexual who is to land in the hinterlands of India or
Africato work with the sick and destitute must feel that his superior or co-
worker will turn on him like a wild beast if a suspicion of the truth about |
him manifests itself, he will likely not make the trip in the first place.
(Don’t let me reveal any secrets, but in spite of all this, | dare say there
are a goodly number of homosexuals iin responsible positions on just such

missions.) |

THE IDEAL AND THE REAL

Note this comparison; The spokestrtan for a government project of human-
itarian dimension approaches an acknowledged homosexual and says, “We
need an unmarried man for this job. As a homosexual, with the training

you have, you are eminently qualified. Will you go?”



That was a dream sequence involving a truly free society after another
ten thousand years of evolution. Now, an actual incident here in Denver in
the last year or two:

Jamey was a slightly built young man of 19. He was brutally murdered in
a local hotel room His nurderer was apprehended, tried, and acquitted.
Jamey, he said, had nade “improper advances,” and he had had to “pro-
tect my masculinity.” Many of us here knew Jamey well, and the notion of
his threatening anyone’s supposed masculinity is an outrage against the
intelligence of a moron.

So long as such incidents as this latter are the measure of the social at-
titude, some of us can be sustained on sheer indignation and anger.

But now if | pause, count to a hundred, and back away from this compar-
ison, breathing deeply and making an effort to be objective, | realize that
anger is not the answer. At its most efficient, it is still negative.

In a society that had pown .less brutal, | know that the need for a con-
structive program would be there. And M. Kutsche’s proposal is worthy of

serious consideration.

THE HOMOSEXUAL NEEDS REASSURANCE

I think, in fact, that the social good is even more important than the
wony aboutpersonal “living on” through progeny. After all, there are many
people besides homosexuals who do not have children. Some clergymen,
childless couples, persons vhose health or disability precludes marriage,
the young men (and women and children) who die in wars, in disasters, in
accidents. The social body, in fact, may really be the only thing that lives
on, and our immortality may be all a matter of our reappearing in it (shades
of Bridey lAirphy!).

But again, let’s not insist that the little timid, effeminate boy who seeks
desperately the reassurance of male companionship, but who is a&aid of
his own shadow and terrified at the prospect of leaving his own neighbor-
hood, take off for Borneo to prove his worth to the world through Great
Works. He needs help in coming to regard himself as an ordinary man wor-
thy of the right to live. W cannot expect him to be a god for the purpose
of justifying himself by our standards.

In summary, | should like to express our gratitude to M. Kutsche for a
few basic attitudes-things he was doing in his visit which we would ask
of the public in general. He was not approving or condemning. He first of
all accepted the fact of the existence of a large number of permanent, ex-
clusive homosexuals-a fact which no judging or jailing will alter.

He also recopized that, as an orientation of a psycho-social nature

which ,is a natural result of certain circumstances, homosexuality is nat-
ural, just as a flood may be a natural combination of natural sunshine and
natural heavy snowfall accumulation.

Further, he recopized that such a state carries with it certain very real
problems and burdens peculiar to it and painful for those who live in it.
And he wanted to help. He was willing to give it study and thought, and
did so.

I hope some concrete ideas may be forthcoming, toward putting into ac-
tion some of Mr. Kutsche’s constructive suggestions. Indeed, we hope he
will communicate \uth us further on these ideas.

On January 1, 1963, subscription prices for the REVIEW will
be advanced to $7.50per year in the U.S. and all other coun-
tries. Newsstand and single copy price will be 75<*

In the meantinM, here’s a chance to renew your
subscription or to order a new subscription at
the present rate of $5.00 per year.

All new and renewal subscriptions received on or before Dec.
31,1962will be accepted at the current rate of $5.00 per year.
Such subscriptions may be extended for a maximum period of

three years hence.
All subscriptions received on or after January 1, 1963 will
take the new rate of $7.50 per year.

NEW SUBSCRIBERS: Let $J5.00 today buy whot
will otherwise cost $22.50 if you don’t sub- <
scribe before January 1, 1963.
| -
Send your remittance today to:

mattadifiK ~iocltty, Inc.

693 Mission Street - San Ftancisce 5, California
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In 1951 a homosexual under the pseudonym of Don-
ald Webster Cory wrote a book called “The Homosexual
in America,” in which he differentiated his own particular

minority group from others
“a group without a spokesman,
without a leader, without a pub-
lication, without an organiza-
tion, without a philosophy of life
without an accepted JustificaUon
lor its own existence.”

In 1962 R. E. L. Masters, a
member of the heterosexual ima-
Jority, came out with a book
listing eleven homosexual or-
ganlzatlona in the United States
(including one for women), at
least seven homosexual publica-
tions, and nine “specific wants
and alleged rights” that “the
homophile movement” demands
be fulfilled. There is also a chap-
ter that discusses homosexual
bloc voting as a very real pos-
sibility. The title of Masters’
book is “The Homosexual Revo-
lution.”

But are these organizations,
publications, and speculations
about voting power the stuff of
which revolutions are made?
Can it even be said that the

on xthe grounds that it was

emergence of so much organlza-
tional trapphi® In little more
than a decade constitutes a
movement in any real sense? Or
does this plethora of organiza-
tions only Indicate a great diver-
gence among homosexuals about
how their problems  should be
met and a
alms and methods inimical to
any unitedsocial orpolitical ao-
tion?

J:.g homosexuals contact-
aj jii York, including
“organization men,” the idea of
g unified national—or even city-
wide—homosexual  “movement”
is laughable. To all but one, so
ig the specific idea of a political
pressure group or voting bloc.
That one, Randolfe Wicker, pub-
lic relations director of the re-
cently formed Homosexual
League of New York, regards
the political effectiveness of
homosexuals qua homosexuals

degree ofdisunityon

only as a potenUal that may or
may not be realized. He Insists,
however, that the potential is
there and that in New York It
Is "terrific” in three areas—the
Village, the east 60s and 60s,
and the west 70s.
‘No Movement’

But a homosexual resident of
one of these areas of “terrific
political potential,” a Villager
active in the rsylical (antl-Com-
munlst) left, flatly states,
"There isn’t going to be any
movement. They won't be a
pressure group. If Dworkls
(Democratid Congressional can-
didate) came out for Jailing the
homosexuals and Lindsay (Re-
publican Incumbent) came out
against it, Lindsay would win
the homosexual vote and lose
the election.” Homosexual Vil-
lagers, he went on, are like all
other  Villagers—“there  are
gi-eat differences among them,
they dont respond the same
way, they dont vote the same
way; Greenwich Village is
united only when there is some
invasion Of the community.”

Mattachlne Society

The president of the Mnt-
tachine Society of New York, a
conservative, predominantly but
not entirely homosexual organi-
zation aimed at educating the
public to the homose.xual prob-
lem in its midst, asks, “How can
a voting bloc be Inuninent when
the vast majority of homosex-
uals in the country never even
heard of this group?”

In fact, all three—Wicker, the
Village radical, and the Matta-
chine official—agree that out of
a male homosexual population
which minimal estimates place

at about three million and maxi-
mum estimates at fifteen mil-
lion, only about 1000 are actually
members of a homosexual or-
ganization. Subscribers to all
homopbile publications may to-
tal as many as 10,000, but this
figure would have to be qualified
by the fact that there are over-
lapping subscription lists. »

- Most homosexuals. Masters’
nine demands notwithstanding.
Just want to be left alone. They
would like homosexual .relations
between consenting adult males
to be within the law, but thoste
interviewed agree that the largje
majority is not about to mount
the barricades, political or oth-
erwise, to bring about reforms.
There is also general agreement
that even most of those whd
have heard of the various or-
ganizations are reluctant to Join
oi to subscribe to their publics-1
tigns because they don’t want to
identify themselves publicly as
homosexuals. The fact that there
are so many different organiza-
tions is regarded less as a sign
of strength than one of divisive-
ness that has led to an enervat-
ing profuslOTi bf splinter groups.
Is this then the basis for politi-
cal power, let alone revolution-
ary change?
|
‘Gay Muslims’

In the West, the stronghold of
homosexual “radicalism,” there
are homosexual organizations
that advocate bloc voting. In
1960, One, Inc., of Los Angeles
(a group dubbed by one New*
Yorker “the gay Muslims” be-
cause of its more militant ap-
proach), in an editorial in its
magazine “One,” asked:



“How much effect do Ameri-
can homosexual voters have on
the  contemporary electoral
scene? Perhaps not much, since
many homosexuals seem gaily
content to leave their fate In
others’ hands. But what if such
a group were to become self-
conscious? At least three million
Americans of voting age a’e
fully homosexual and another
seven million partly so: enough
to have overturned most Preil-
dential elections—had they votfed
as a partly cohesive block. Any
change in the voting habits of so
large a group would have real
significance.”

IJhe same editorial, however,
also took into account a fact that
both the leaders of New York
Mattachine and the Village radi-
cal consider determinant—name-
ly, that “there seems to be no
distinct pattern at present. . . .
Most homosexuals probably con-
form indiscriminately to the po-
litical bias of their family, reli-
gion, class, or birthplace, with
perhaps not a single X on a life-
time of ballots influenced by the
fact of their homosexuality.”

L. C. E. Campaign
Another of the more radical
west coast groups is San Fran-
cisco’s League for Civil Educa-
tion, which is devoted to the pur-
suit of civil liberties and legisla-
tive reform. Through its news-
paper, L. C. E. News, this group
is currently waging a get-out-
the-vote campaign for the No-
vember election. An item in the
September 3 issue, headlined

“Register To Vote,” states;

“The readers of this paper and
the friends of the readers hold
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the balance of votes In Califor-
nia. If we properly approach
this, we can elect or defeat any
candidate for office. This ex-
tends all the way to the office
of the Governor.

“In the last election our read-
ers cast the largest write-in vote
ever recorded in San Francisco.
In the November election we
have a foolproof vote-counting
device planned.”

Apart from the fact that there
is no explanation of how L. C. E.
determined that Its readers were
responsible for the write-in vote,
there is some question as to its
effectiveness. Apparently refer-
ring to the same campaign. Mas-
ters, in “The Homosexual Revo-
lution,” states:

“On November 7, 1961, M elec-
tion was held in San Francisco
in which probably for the first
time in this country an attempt
was made to test the ability of
the homophile movement to de-
liver the invert vote.

Word of Mouth

“The candidate designated—er
rumored to be—the choice of the
homophrles was named in The
Ladder (a Lesbian publication),
but not in the other major pub-
lications of the movement. Those
backing him seemed to have re-
lied mainly on word of mouth,
spreading the rumor in the ci-
ty’s gay bars, and hoping that
by this means a large number
of homosexuals would be reach-
ed. ..

“The candidate polled less
than 6000 votes in an election
where several others attracted
in the neighborhood of 100,000.”

*KjAtUuAiHe.

Another possible instance of
homosexual bloc voting in San
Francisco occurred when, in a
mayoralty  fight,  incumbent
George Christopher, no great' fa-
vorite of the homophile minority,
was attacked by his opponent,
Russell Wolden, for making San
Francisco safe for *organized
homosexuals.” As reported in an
editorial ’in The Ladder, “Chris-
topher won the election, and it
was interesting to note that
there were some 9000 votes cast
in that election where the voters
abstained on the Issue of may-
or.” The possibility raised but
never confirmed was that the
9000 abstentions that gave Chris-
topher his, majority represented
a homosexual protest against
both candidates.

While the members of One and
L. C. E. probably run the po-
litical gamut from right to left
and are radical only in their
frontal assault on the heterosex-
ual political monopoly, the latest
group entry into the campaign
for homosexual bloc voting, the
Homosexual Advisory Service of
Denver, advocates, democratic
socialism. (Its existence, how-
ever, came as a complete sur-
prise to the national secretary
of the Socialist Party.) Typed on
the H. A. S. stationery, accord-
ing to Masters, is the slogan,
“Twelve million homosexuals,
vote for democratic socialism.
Lawfully change the system that
causes imemployment, exploita-
tion, and persecutions!”

“And for whom are homosex-
ual voters to vote?” Masters
warts to know. "Norman Thom-
as?”

In fact there is no belief

among homosexuals interviewed
that the political left is any
more attractive to their number
than the right. “The radical left
never had a large number of
homosexuals; they are no more
prevalent on the left than on the
right,” the radical from the Vil-
lage remarked.
Many Birchen

Wicker, who considers himself
a liberal Democrat, notes that
there are a large number df
John Blrchers among homosex-
uals. He feels, however, that a
strong civil-libertarian platform
could go a long way toward unit-
ing homosexuals, liberal and
conservative, behind a candi-
date. Civil liberties are impor-
tant to any minority group, he
points out. Wicker’s principt"l
target for indoctrination, in fact,
is American liberals who, he in-
sists, should “make more hu-
mane treatment of homosexuals
part of a broad platform.”

The president of the local Mat-
tachine totally disagrees with
Tncker’a analysis. Homosexuals
as a group, he insists, have no
political coloration or even any
common civil libertarian incli-
nation. A candidate’s foreign-
policy position can be as impor-
tant to one homophile as his
cigil-liberties stand is to another.
If he is right, then even if the
homosexuals were to find a
champion, they might not be
able to close their own ranks be-
hind him.

1

So far, however, there are no
in~cations that this champion
will arise from right, left, or
center. Not even Norman Mailer
would take the job. In “Adver-
tisements for Myself” Mailer r”
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calls that when One, Inc., in its
infancy was looking for hetero-
sexual support, its New York
secretary called to ask if he
would contribute to One m<iga-
fiie.

“We intend to get a lobby and
in a few years we expect to be
abie to elect our own Congress-
man,” he told the author. "If
you write an article for us, Mr.
Mailer, why, then you might be-
come our first Congressman!”

Norman Mailer is not the ho-
mosexual representative in Con-
gress. Nor Is he likely to be.

DORIAN BOOK QUARTERLY-
Publiihed in Jinuary. Aptil.
July and Octobyr. Subscription
S| per year, mailed aealed to
any address. Published by
PAN-GRAPHIC PRESS. 693
Miaaion Street, Sad Francisco
3, Calil.. Tel. F.Xbrook 7-0773.

Primarily concerned with books
telatini to socio-seiual themes,
pstncularly llciion and non-Ac-
tion works on homoseiualiiy
and sex variation topics.

Nor is anybody. But as a result
of One’s public relations drive,
he did write an article for its
magazine. And as a result of
thinking about that article he
revised his thinking about homo-
sexuals—and Mailer’s realiza-
tion, "incredibly naive” in bis
own words, that "homosexuals
are people, too” may be an in-
dication that the future of homo-
sexual equality lies not so much
in a political putsch as in a
campaign to educate the public,
which on the whole is far more
naive tlhan Norman Mailer ever
was. [ ]

FCREIGN PUBUCATIONS

The Circle (Der Kreis)
Published monthly since 1932, In French, German and English (ne tranelaHon
duplicoflens); conloln» phofoi, IlluiltaHon* and art raproduetlon«, Rolf, adltor.
Annual lubacriptlona $11 first claee aealed. Bank draft or cash to Leeaalrkol
Der Krela, Poatfoch 547, Fraomuneter, Zurich 22, Switaerlond.
N Arcadie ~

Monthly lliterory ond eclontllic roviow In Fronch, A. Boudry, adltor. Subscript-
lone $9 par yeor. Address 74 Bird, do Reullly, Parle XIlI, France.

MduuMe REVIEW

FROM NEW YORK comes o regu/or new feature for Mattachine REVIEW—
a eolumrt of commentary and criticism on the fine and lively arts by a
young man moving In the center of them os he pursues his own corejer as
on upcoming actor. The new writer is new as a columnist, but keen Os on
observer and critic. Notes and tips about subjects of Interest should he
sent to him In core of Mattachine REVIEW, Son Francisco, where, they
will he forwarded for consideration.

DAVID LAYNE says of himself; "I live In Greenwich Village; | om [writ-
ing o play ond studying acting; | have traveled almost around the world
as sailor and civilian," He Is 25, drinks, smokes and speaks good Amer-
ican vulgarisms; he plays poker and tennis, and he swims. He likes mov-
ies, plays end music. He has been to Yankee Stadium and Candlestick
Park, yet he had no favorite in the 1962 World Series, Usually considered
a regular guy, Layne doesn't watch television, thus readers cannat ex-
pect him to comment much on that medium, except where programs of out-

standing Mottochine interest are concerned.

cAalltk
0o

No Broadway shows ciu moment with
gay themes so we’ll have a brief
review of MR. PRESIDENT, since
1 saw the opening night, proceed
with scattered comments on an art
show (ires got), and a new group
(unofficial) in NVCity.

The first night audience at MR
PRES, would have interested most
of you more than the show. It drew
several hundred spectators and a
police line. There was applause as
Istepped under the marquee; it was |
for Robert Goulet about five steps,
behind me. During the intermission
| eavesdropped on Mary (Peter Pan)*
Martinand Bennett Cerf, was shoved
into Arlene Francis, and nearly
burned a hole in Ed Sullivan’s tux.
Elsa M and Dorothy K. also drew ,
applause and comirent. I’'msure

there were more interesting people
there, but | didn’t see them. | was
with soneone interesting mysdIf!
There’s one very cute boy in the
cast-jerry Strickler who plays the
President’s son. | understand that i,
he and his wife live in Cong., but
at least you’ll be seeing him, I’'m
sure, in future Bdway shows and on
local screens. He’s too vivacious
to get lost in Conn. The production
itself is a poor showing for Irving
Berlin, Howard *Lindsay, Russel.
Crouse, and Joshua Logan. They’ve]
all done so much better. Perhapsi
the fault is that their President has!
no faults-and no astounding virtues. I
Robert Ryan (whom I last s;w as '
John the Baptist in King of Kings)
plays the title role surprisingly well. »
He does sing and dance (a Uttle).]
His wife (Nanette Fabray) is funny™I
and his children are cute. Hip soil |
chases belly dancers-making sure '
to procure one for his secret service i
guard to insure no complications. |
The Pres’es daughter (Anita Gil-
lette-who had a much better] role
in last year’s ALL AMERICAI;ji) al-



most has an affair with a sinister
diplomat from a neutral country
(*we help both sides as much as
we can”) but settles for a "Meat
and Potatoes Iten” —the title of his
song-played by jack Haskell. The
two songs you’ll probably find on
the music boxes are "The Washing-
ton Twist” and "Song for the Bel-
ly Dancer” ("The Only Dance |
Know” in the show). The perform-
anceswere uniformly good (not bril-
liant), hut there wasn’t much meat
with the potatoes.

The show received less than
"mixed” reviews but has already
sold nearly $3 million.

The Michael Rockefeller exhibit,
"The Art of the Asmat,” at the M-
seum of Primitive Art is creating
talk in some of our circles. The cur-
rentexhibit includes the largest se-
lection of the largest phallic sym-
bols we’ve ever seen. I’m unable
to ascertain whether this indicates
something about the biological struc-
ture Of about the psychological ob-
sessions of the natives of New
Guinea !

New York has a newly defined
group—er at least a new expression
to cover a situation which has long
existed around the world. "The
GYM set” as defined by one suc-
cessful member, is made up of Gay
Young Afarrieds. | had dinner with
the expression’s originator last
week, talked over (I hope) the heads
of his three small children, and very
much enjoyed his wife’s sensitive
description of their married life

since she discovered his interests.
They both disagree quite violently
with the article in Che (Sept.: "The
Homosexual Marry? Never!”), but
of course not everyone is level-
headed enough to rake it work-or
foolish enough to try, if you prefer.
They have found quite a circle of
GYMfriends, and she can only praise
the added awareness and increased
gayety (both in and out of quotes)
she’s foundin life since she "found
out.” They have no intention of
their children ever being told 1"
someone else, "Your dad is queer.”
They plan to explain ALL the facts
of life when the time comes!

Parting Camps: THE CONNECTION,
movie made from off-Bdway play,
is banned from commercial showing
in NYState due to a 4~Iti word. It
was approved by, and shc”n at, the
Judson Memorial Baptist'Church in
the Village the week after it was
closed commercially up-town. A
contribution was made, by those at-
tending, to the NY Council on Nar-
cotics Addiction.

MAN IS MAN, a play by Bertolt
Arecht, currently under production
by two off-Bdway theatres, concerns
"identity and a sense of self.” Its
leading character is named "Galy
Gay.”

LAWRENCE OF ARABIA will be
reviewed in this column next month.
Watch ior it at your cinema; and
watch for ROSS on the legitimate
stage. Regardless of artistic qual-
ity, L. of A. will be a must for all
REVIEW readers!

Cnanging
mReligiolis Attitu.d.es

Toward Homosexuality

CONTINUED FROM LAST ISSUE

REVEREND ROBERT W. WOCD i

In the past decade we have once again witnessed the rise of piety
within American Protestantism. There is surely a need for this element
within Protestantism as there is a need fpr many other component parts.
But when piety takes over and becomes the controlling force then the
dynamics of Protestantism suHer. Today we blatantly confuse piety
with patriotism and piety with discipleship. When pietism reigns in our
churches then they are less likely to arrive at a constructive diabgue
with homosexuality.

One of the most disturbing factors contributing to the negative role
of the church in this area is the hypocritical role played by individual
clergy. These are men who are overt homosexuals, yet who denounce
homosexuality, fire choir directors who are suspect, and expel gay pat-
ishoners from Church membership. It is negative enough that they keep
silent, but to mask their own predilectioiis they play the role of judge,
prosecutor, and executioner.

Currently ministers’ retreats are not considering this area, seminars
are not being offered on this dialogue, denominational councils for, so-
cial action are not confronting the problem, professional journals for
the clergy and church members are not writing on the subject. In its si- j
lence the Church is eloquently saying, "We did not know what to say
so we are keeping silent and unconcernefl.” This is bad enough, but it
is also saying in its failure to re-examine its own negativeness, “You
cannot come to the body of Christ except as a heterosexual.” |

“Our past record in treating people evm a little bit different from us |
is not too encouraging,” writes Dr. lan G. Barbour, Chairran of the
Department of Religion, Carleton College. This seems to sum up the
pastaad present situation in America regarding the area here underdis-
cussion.

It must also be mentioned under negntive aspects of a religious con-
frontation with homosexuality that many homosexuals themselves have



contributed directly to this negativeness by a lack of an intelligent ap-
proach from their side. Too many have demanded condonation from re-
ligion and when this was not forthcoming have damned religion and cried
out that they were misunderstood or persecuted or rejected. Segments
of the homosexual community have continuously hurt themselves in the
eyes of organized religion by the use of such ekpressions as "we will
take over,” "our way i&superior,” or “we are sick.”

One doesn’t need to be much of a score keeper to note that the nega-
tive aspects of the Church’s relationship toward homosexuality in the
pasttenyears far out weigh the positive ones. For the most part it has
been a dialogue for the deaf: talking at each other but they have not yet
learned to talk with each other. VWe must recognize that there are some
positive ones, however, and that they give every indication of event-
ually prevailing.

In my book, Christ and the Homosexual, | outlined, a number of areas
where | felt the Church ought to begin concerning itself within this to-
tal dialogue. At this time | want to list four major ones and by using
this platform again issue a call and challenge to the Churches of Amer-
ica to begin relating themselves through their various agencies, boards,
and instrumentalities to a meaningful and positive approach toward ho-
mosexuality.

This is not the occasion to give a lecture on Christian ethics but the
Church and each member in it is aware' that they must constantly seek
to deepen their comprehension of what it means to be a Christ-follower
and to get away from mere official religiousness. Every new challenge
to daily living must be viewed in the light of one’s degree of Christian
ethics else he creates a pre-fabricated man which is either a robot or a
monster. At times this demands that the Christian ethics, or some de-
gree of them, be re-thought or altered to remain true to the Christian
gospel and still speak constructively to the new situation, lifen's rela-
tionship to the atoihic age is one of these current challenges. Likewise,
homosexuality continues to be a challenge; not because it is a new phe-
nomenon like the conquest of outer space; but, rather because the
Church has for so long refused to consider the challenge. Now the chal-
lenge is coming so constantly from an increasing number of directions

ithat the Church can no longer honorably excuse itself from facing the
fact that homosexuality exists in our culture and is a burden for many
ofGod’s children and thus must be put under the light of Christian ethics.

If Christian theology does not have within it an avenue forconfronting
homosexuality and the individual homosexual and his loved ones then
said Christian theology has proven itself inadequate to bear the name

of “Christian” for it has failed to be fully representative of Jesus
Christ. Among other titles this man of Nazareth is frequently called
“The Logos.” If this is a true title tiren by its very ascription it is im
plied that an ethical system claiming his name is capable of bringing
the redemptive acts of God into every human circumstance.

As | pointed out in my listing of some positive signs in the dialogue
between religion and homosexuality there are a few Churchmen who are
seeking to include homosexuality within their system of Christian ethics.
Fifty years ago the Reverend Edward Carpenter began such formulation
with his book. The Intermediate Sex. The pace is a little faster today
and those homosexuals who are really concerned about what is happen-*
ing in the sphere of Christian ethics-and | maintain that all of them
oughttobe-must recognize they are living in a revolutionary time. Each
is in aposition to further or to retard thip reformation of Christian ethics
in relation to homosexuality. To those homosexuals present let me re-|
mind you that while the Church is being called to deepen and re-examine
its Christian ethics in the light of the pressing demands of homosexual-
ity so, too, you are being called to further the constructive confronta-
tion. Just as you want Christian theologians to understand you so you
must make the effort to understand the workings of Christian ethics and
to know where and how you may advance the cause of mutual enlighten-
ment. You can best do this as an integrated member of the Church,
working from within. The homosexual has no moral right to cry out for
mote toleration from ethical systems while refusing to assist the ethic-
al system in a proper understanding of himself.

In this entire range of Christian ethics two precepts ate necessary
in union'-thinking and commitment. The most brilliant and satisfying
system can be devised within the security of the theologian’s study
but unless it is followed with commitment by that same theologian the
ethical system is of no more value than a child’s pretty toy. Under the
negative factors 1suggested that .this has been one of the handicaps—
too many theologians and other Church leaders have not followed their
thinking with commitment. But this is a two edged sword and, once
again,if the homosexual applies this demanding equation to the Church-
man so he must be ready to apply it to himself. The homosexual and hisi
organizations and publications must likewise follow their thinking with
commitment. | observe that the homoseitual is frequently just as guilty
as the Church leader in too often issuing fine pronouncements only to
fail to follow through with commitment. If the homosexual wants to be
loved and accepted he must first love and accept others. If the homo-
sexual wants understanding he must strive to understand the Church-



men. If the homosexual demands that certain biblical teachings be hon-
ored as they relate to him so he must be ready to honor other biblical
injunctions in regards to his relationships.

An area where those who formulate Christian ethics might concern
themselves is the recognition that the great lesson learned at the first
Jerusalem Council is still applicable today. In those initial days of the
Church it was decided that gentiles did not first have to become Jews
in order to be Christians. Today the field of Christian ethics is being
challenged to recognize that one doesn’t have to become a heterosexual
beforehe can become a Christian. Christian ethics needs to realize that
the homosexual-overt and latent, self-assured and frightened, ribbon
clerk and cowboy-is part of the world that God loved so much that He
sent his only begotten son. Whenever Christian ethics builds fences or
draws lines of exclusion it is weakening the Gospel’s message of re-
demption for all mankind. Christ died for all and it is not the preroga-
tive of any Churchman be he Pope or pastor, theologian or dean, lay-
man or biblical expositor, to decide which ones.

This then is a call to those responsible persons within the organized
Church to re-think their systems of Christian ethics in light of Christ’s
relationship to the homosexual. Such re-thinking is long past due. It can
no longer be postponed save at a detrement to the Gospel message itself.

Deriving directly from a re-evaluation of the Christian ethics is the
re-examination of a specific sphere: the Church’s position on marriage.
What is the purpose of marriage, when does marriage become sacrament-
al, when can the Church give its blessing on a marriage, and the role
of sexual expression within marriage must all be thought through again
with homosex”lity in mind. We have already noted that the last Lam-
beth Conference has indicated a changing attitude here by one powerful
segment of Christendom. The morality or immorality of not having child-
ren and the use of marriage as a means of expressing sublime love for
another person are areas where the Church has not been too concerned
or articulate. There are a few leaders within American Protestantism
who ate seeking a re-appraisal of sex and marriage within the Christian
ethos but they are few indeed and seldom heard as yet. Those of you
who have read my book are aware that on page 200 | suggested that un-
der certain limited conditions | felt it was-proper that a Christian bles-
sing be given to a marriage of two of the same gender. The Church must
someday face this question and do serious study on the matter.

| hasten to remind those homosexuals who may be present that here
again you can be of constructive help in furthering the confrontation of
religionand homosexuality by the type of married relationship you have.

If yours is a promiscuous, short lived, sex only union then you are play-
ing into the hands of those who can see no spiritual value in a gay mar-
riage. But ifyour relationship with your mate goes beyond the sensuous
into the realm of sacramental love encircled by socially productive lives
then you are adding one more bit of evidence to the scale of facts that
a homosexual marriage can reach theisame moral heights as some het-
erosexual marriages. The more such marriages that can be offered in
in evidence the greater the challenge to the Church to reconsider its
centuries old anathema to such unions.

This leads directly into the third of the four challenges | am holding
before the Church for immediate re-examination. This is the whole com-
plex matter of the morality of homosexual expression. From time to time
in recent generations leaders of the Church have recognized the need
for reconsidering previously pronulgated standards in the light of more
recent happenings. The Industrial Revolution deiranded new moral stan-
dards. So, too, the advent of the theory of Evolution and man’s entrance
into the age of science. In more recent years the moral structures in-
herent in Christian missions have been under re-appraisal and at this
very moment the moral standards of the space age are in fluid state. My
call to the Church is that now it needs to have an aggressive encounter
with the whole ramifications of the morality of homosexuality, and to
be sensitive where now indifferent. It is too easy, too illogical, and
too un-Christian for the Church glibly to say every and all aspects of
homosexuality are at all times and under any conditions per se immoral.
Again, as the readers of Christ and the Homosexual know, | have sug-
gested that there may be three areas of homosexual expression by a ho-
mosexual which can qualify as being moral or at least having positive
moral ingtediants. The June 25th Supreme Court decision defending the
mailability of beefcake publications is another case in point.

Here again, the religiously concerned homosexual can dynamically
assist a realistic confrontation of religien with homosexuality by seek-
ing to place his behavior patterns on a moral level and thus vividly
prove to skeptical Churchmen that the homosexual can live just as mo-
ral a life as any heterosexual. 1 am not saying that the homosexual
must become a heterosexual or cease all overt homosexual expression.
But | am calling for the homosexual to expend as much effort to obtain
a moral level inhis behavior as he asks the Church to expend in giving
him moral sanction.

The staggering problem of human population on the earth today is the
fourth area of immediate concern for the Church. Before my talk is com-
pleted, 3,760 babies will have been born in the world over and above a



men. If the homosexual demands that certain biblical teachings be hon-
ored as they relate to him so he must be ready to honor other biblical
injunctions in regards to his relationships.

An area where those who formulate Christian ethics might concern
themselves is the recognition that the great lesson learned at the first
Jerusalem Council is still applicable today. In those initial days of the
Church it was decided that gentiles did not first have to become Jews
in order to be Christians. Today the field of Christian ethics is being
challenged to recognize that one doesn’t have to become a heterosexual
beforehe can become a Christian. Christian ethics needs to realize that
the homosexual-overt and latent, self-assured and frightened, ribbon
clerk and cowboy—is part of the world that God loved so much that He
sent his only begotten son. Whenever Christian ethics builds fences or
draws lines of exclusion it is weakening the Gospel’s message of re-
demption for all mankind. Christ died for all and it is not the preroga-
tive of any Churchman be he Pope or pastor, theologian or dean, lay-
man or biblical expositor, to decide which ones.

This then is a call to those responsible persons within the organized
Church to re-think their systems of Christian ethics in light of Christ’s
relationship to the homosexual. Such re-thinking is long past due. It can
nolongerbepostponedsaveatadetrement to the Gospel message itself.

Deriving directly from a re-evaluation of the Christian ethics is the
re-examination of a specific”sphere: the Church’s position on marriage.
IWat is the purpose of marriage, when does marriage become sacrament-
al, when can the Church give its blessing on a marriage, and the role
of sexual expression within marriage must all be thought through again
with homosexuality io; mind. We have already noted that the last Lam-
beth Conference has indicated a changing attitude here by one powerful
segment of Christendom. The morality or immorality of not having child-
ren and the use of marriage as a means of expressing sublime love for
another person are area” where? the Church has not been too concerned
or articulate. There are a few leaders within American Protestantism
who are seeking a re-appraisal of sex and maniage within the Christian
ethos but they are few indeed and seldom heard as yet. Those of you
who have read my book are aware that on page 200 | suggested that un-
der certain limited conditions | felt it was proper that a Christian bles-
sing be given to a marriage of two of the same gender. The Church must
someday face this question and do serious study on the matter.

1 hasten to remind those homosexuals who may be present that here
again you can be of constructive help in furthering the confrontation of
religionand homosexuality by the type of married relationship you have.

J

If yours is a promiscuous, short lived, pex only union then you are plaj»-
ing into the hands of those.who can see no spiritual value in a gay mar®
riage. But ifyour relationship with you| mate goes beyond the sensuous
into the realm of sacramental love encircled by socially productive lives
then you are adding one more bit of evidence to the scale of facts that
a homosexual marriage can reach the same moral heights as some het-
erosexual marriages. The more such marriages™ that can be offered in
in evidence the greater the challenge to the Churdi to reconsider its
centuries old anathema to such unions. !

This leads directly into the third of the four challenges 1am holding
before the Church for immediate re-examination. This is the whole con™
plex matter ofthe morality of homosexual expression. From time to timé
in recent generations leaders of the Church have recognized the need
for reconsidering previously pronulgated standards in the light of more
recent happenings. The Industrial Revplution deimnded new moral stan-
dards. So,too, the advent of the theory of Evolution and man’s entrance
into the age of science. In more receht years the moral structures in-
herent in Christian missions have been under re-appraisal and at this
very moment the moral standards of the space age are in fluid state. My
call to the Church is that now it needs to have an aggressive encounter
with the whole ramifications of the morality of homosexuality’, and to
be sensitive where now indifferent. It is too easy, too illogical, and
too un-Christian for the Church glibly to say every and all aspects of
homosexuaUty are at all times and under any conditions per se immoral.
Again, as the readers of Christ and the Homosexual know, | have sug-
gested that there may be three areas of homosexual expression by a Jio-_
mosexual which can qualify as being moral or at least having positive’
moral ingrediants. The June 25th Supreme Court decision defending the
mailability of beefcake publications isj another case in point.

Here again, the religiously concerned homosexual can dynamically
assist a realistic confrontation of religion with homosexuality by seek-
ing to place his behavior patterns on a moral jevel and thus vividfy
prove to skeptical Churchmen that the homosexual can live just as mo-
ral a life as any heterosexual. I am not saying that the homosexual
must become a heterosexual or cease all overt homosexual expression.
But | am’calling for the homosexual to expend as much effort to obtain
a moral level inhis behavior as he asks the Church to expend in giving
him moral sanction.

The staggering problem of human population on the earth today is the
fourth area of immediate concern for the Church. Before my talk is com-
pleted, 3,760 babies will have been born in the world over and above a



number equal to those who will die in the same time period. The com-
plicated schemes of increased food production and science-fiction con-
jectures of emigration to other planets are of little solution when we
begin to measure living space per person in square feet. Japan has al-
ready resorted to legalized abortion, at least one country is paying its
men to be sterilized, and in our own state of Virginia women may be
sterilized. Foreign aid, national living standards, international health
conditions are all going down the drain before the onslaught of human
reproduction today. One is shocked when he learns that the population
of the United States will double by the end of this ceritury. That means
twice as trany jobs, twice as many schools, twice as many houses,
twice as much capital, twice as many cars, twice as many telephcme
digests, and on and on-all within the next 40 years.

FVofessot*Lincoln Day of Columbia Uiiversity, a sociologist, has
said, “Raw materials and land are not infinitely elastic....1f the pop-
ulation increase continues, even we, in the richest country in the world;
must inevitably choose between quantity and quality; vast numbers of
people living poorly at low levels or fewer people but those fewer liv-
ing well. I\e cannot have it both ways.”

President Ayub Kahn of Pakistan has said, “ Either we halt this pop-
ulation increase or we shall all become cannibals.”

Frederick Osborn, writing in “Three Essays on Population” says,
“They (an over abundance of children) tend to lower in each generation
the quality of the people.” (p. 131) Writing in the same book, Julian
Huxley says, “We must give up the false belief that mere increase in
the number of human beings is necessarily desirable... ”

Dr.AlanF.Guttmacher, called the father of birth control in this coun-
try, says, “...Any birth control metjiod is better than no method,”
When young couples ask me how many children they should have my
reply is “Zero.” If they wish to have a family | urge them to adopt
children already born and preferably children from foreign countries
which have a higher birth rate than our own.

Mote money is spent annually in this country on any one of the major
diseases than is spent in research on reproduction. The federal gov-
ernment and most politicians prefer to remain silent on the problem
rather than risk the ire of the Roman Catholic Qiurch.

At the same time the federal income tax structure encourages large
families and penalizes bachelors and spinsters. The United States on
both a State and Church basis remains a backward country with respect
to population policy for neither has one. A few secular groups have
done heroic service in teaching birth control and in attempting to alert

us all to the imminent dangers of over population. While beginning to
pay attention to the problem, the Protestant Church has yet to take a
firm hold in the leadership of education and revised national policy.

Roger L. Shinn has recently written, “ jThe ethics of sei has new im-
plications in a world where the population explosion threatens safety |
and where mass media turn sex from sapred mystery to an advertising

gimmick." '

As religious leaders struggle with this monstrous growth and seek
ways to curb it which are both effective and acceptable to standards of
Christian ethics they must sooner or later re-examine the impact of ho-
mos exuality as a iheans of humane and effective birth control. This is
sure and immediate and at the same time avoids the moral reproach of
feticide, infanticide, abortion, sterilization, and the prohibition of sex-
ual expression. Homosexuality is withoijit question another way to keep
the birth rate down and to save mankind from demographic destruction.
And it is certainly more moral than war and less painful than flood or
famine, pestilence or atomic fallout. It| is unfortunate that the Church
and State must be pressured by so great a danger before they will look
beneficently at homosexuality.

These, then, are the four most needed areas for re-appraisal by to-
day’s Church in America as it is called upon to relate meaningfully to
the ever increasing homosexual minority in the culture: deeper under-
standing of the ramifications of Christian ethics, another look at the
meaning of marriage, an examination of the moral aspects of homosex-
uality, and the adverse role of homosexuality on the population ex-
plosion.

We have quickly looked at the past and the present of de dialogue
between religion and homosexuality. Ap time permits let us look ever
so quickly into the future. What do | see happening between religion
and homosexuality in the decade to come?

Major segments of the Church will become increasingly aware that
they ought to be aware of the homosexual community and they will ex-
press an uneasiness to outrightly condemn. Yet simultaneously they|
will show an ignorance of what positive action to undertake. Unfortu-
nately the desire to play it safe by remaining faceless and voiceless
will continue to keep most Churchmen on the level of mediocrity. There
will, as now, be a few heroic exceptions seeking to minister to the ten-|
sions of contemporary life. But for the most part the observations of
Harry Emerson Fosdick three decades ,ago as to the poor preparation
of the clergy to deal with homosexuality will still be valid in the de-
cade to come. The ambiguities of the’nomosexual community will for,



most of the Church continue to be just that.

The searching spirit of so many present day seminarians abng this
line leads encouragement to the exception that while denomination wise
very little will be done in the immediate future there will be an in-
creasing nuitber of concerned young pastors seeking to bring Christ to
the homosexual and the homosexual to Christ through the media of the
Church. Through these unorganized efforts of real concern for one min-
ority group in our culture the Kerygma will be advanced by unrecog-
nized and often misunderstood men of the cloth.

| have already indicated the need for more homosexuals to be active
lay men and women of their local church. Not because they are homo-
sexuals but because, like every other child of the Creator, they stand
in need of salvation and have been born for the primary purpose of wor-
shiping and serving God. In the decade opening | believe more homo-
sexuals will become active parishioners in all [biases of church life
and as such will exert more influence on the Church’s understanding of
homosexuality. As the homosexual seeks and finds a transcendental
orientation for his own life within some part of the Church Universal
his disillusionment and despair with life as seen through the doors of
the homosexual community will be lessened. | think more homosexuals
will stop when they pass the Church in the next ten years and within
they will find redemption for their souls no less than do their hetero-
sexual brothers. Through Christian faith all men can find the basis™o
react victoriously to the consequential questions of life.

There will be more books, pamphlets, and articles in learned reli-
gious journals on this dialogue in the immediate years to come than we
havé had in those past. So far there is but one tract on the subject, we
will soon see more | am sure. Likewise within the area of retreats and
Pastors’ study conferences we will see more attention given to this
area of neglected ministry. But | fear that it will take more than the
next decade for information so offered to percolate far enough down to
reach the grass roots of most of the parishes. Though this matter of &
Christian ministry to the homosexual community is one of the last pio-
neering areas left to the Church in this country the next ten years will
see the trailblazers running far ahead of the congregations.

These next years of the 60s will see a greater realization by both
Church and homosexual that the message bf Jesus Christ does have
something pertinent and positive to say to the homosexual and his
loved ones. Recognizing that the Church’s true role is to be involved
in the World and not isolated from it, some segments of the Church will
strive for a theology that faces the questions being raised by the ho-

mosexual. Already there are clergy at \|;ork re-evaluating the traditional
doctrineof man so as to include the homosexual. Yet, | am afraid, much
of the Church will continue to let secular groups such as A.C.L.U. do
what the Church ought to be doing. >

There will continue to be those within organized religion, either im
the role of clergy or laity, who will refuse to face thé fact of homosex-
uality and strive to keep the message of Christ fromany contact with
such people. Some of these Churchmen will react with un-Christ-likei
behavior at any suggestion to the contrary. Many will refuse to face
the existence of homosexual tendencies within their own psycho-sexual
orientation or that of a son or daughter and so react violently when it"
appears in a parishioner or clergyman.l They will continue to compare
the worst within homosexuality to the best within heterosexuality.

This, then, is a severely digested look-past, present, future-at the
dialogue between organized religion and homosexuality. In the mean-'
time the Bible verses of Romans, chapter 8, verses 38 and 39, continue!
tospeak in truth to both heterosexual and homosexual for Immanuel has
come to all His children. This is so regardless of what and part of the

Church may think or decree. It is up to all who ate involved in any as-
pect of the Christian community to keep open the channels of commun-j
ication that all degrees of homosexuals may know they are welcome to
come and partake of the grace of God fibwing from out churches. And it

is up to the homosexual to come. i
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BOOK

HOMOSEXUALITY DENIED

A PRIDE OF PLACE by William P, McCivern, Dodd, Mead, /962. Reviewed
by Gene Damon. ,

The "Downs” is an exclusive country area in Pennsylvania. This is the
story of leading citizen and upright man. Ford Johnson—particularly of his
love affair with a young Puerto Rican girl. Ford’s younger brother. Clay
Johnson, a "golden lance,” is married to Alicia (equally beautiful) and it
is a marriage made in hell for Clay drinks and tears up the surroundings
at every opportunity. After many tempestuous scenes, Alicia leaves Clay
for another man. Overhearing Alicia discussing him with his brother. Ford,
Clay commits suicide. Then Ford, going through his brother’s personal
things comes across a package of letters written ty one “Jaye Fisher” to
Clay. He feels great compassion for his brother, and believes that Clay’s
problems have stemmed from his love for this girl, Jaye. ‘

He arranges to go to New Yor|c)to see Jaye, and inevitably, Jaye is a
boy. They talk well and intimately together (Jaye is well presented); and
Ford, in analyzing his feelings OTer leaving Jaye’s apartment, says to
himself;

"It seemed to him that the lessons in Clay’s death were transparently
clear: cling to what you found to love in the world, and to hell with the
rest of it. Clay had sacrificed himself on a pointless rack of pain and frus-
tration-clinging not to what he loved, but to what would destroy him.”

An e.xcellent portrait of homosexuality denied and hell received.

TROPIC Of CAPRICORN (hardback), by mail $8.90
TROPIC OF CANCER (paper) 2.00

\'A LHATLA—Marines' Love-life 2.00
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Prices include postajte. Add 4%tax in California.
(Deduct 51.00 on 3 titles or more.)

Miii 25e tor rate lllustrated list of "L'nusual Adult Books g ART PHOTOS!
COSMO BOOK SALES, Depi. 25, Box 635, San Francisco 1, California.
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REVIEW EDITOR: May | say how much
I regard your journal as a life-line to
reality. Few of us have much opportun-
ity to discuss such problems with oth-
ers-we tend to retire to a world of our
own and steadily adopt an attitude of
withdrawal, abject or defiant, accord-
ing to mood or temperament. Not all you
publish is altogether what 1want to see,
but | praise your efforts and hope that
your main work of aid and education
continues unabated.—M. D.L., England.

REVIEW EDITOR: | am writing to ask
you how the homophile organizations
are progressing. Are they making a step
forward? | have been homophile since
childhood practically and noticed only
my own sex since when | was in grade
school. | never did anything about it
until later in life, then | started to live.
| worked as guard in a state prison and
what | heard made me want to reach out
for life. | had a nervous breakdown and
asked for help at the state hospital,
and they did an excellent job in calm-
ing me down. Itwas like a terrible thing
raging inside of me (from lonlinessy |
asked the doctors if it was mental or
nervous and they said it was only nerves.
I met a fellow on admittance that was
homophile. Well anyway, the aide had
given me a large white pill and it made
me feel so very intoxicated | called
this young fellow (of age) aside and
told him bis problems. And | was right.

One doctor told me not to be ashamed
of being gay, one accepted, and another
accepted very little, fused to joke about
myself and they have on my work card,
"homophile, and he does not cover it
up.” Some of the aides used to act in
this manner: "Don't have anything to
do with him, because he is homosex-
uaL"™ They acted like | was Jack the
Ripper. | spoke to one fellow who typed
up patients' records and he said over
half of the male records had "homo-
sexual” on them.

| have always stated, God created
love. Am | right? | have had pleasures
with fellows who deny they are gajy. If
homosexuality is accepted as every-
thing else, there will be fess people
having nervous breakdowns.., i

My dad promised the doctor that he
would not condemn me, but he dots.
Well | tell thosehomophiles (21 or over)
of your magazine, and the good you do.
May God grant acceptance, and bless
‘Mattachine and One, Inc.-Mr. AJ.,
|Arizona. n

REVIEW EDITOR: 1read about you in
a rather seedy book (style-not the sub-
iject matter)called Tbt Sixth Man, which
by nature of my own personality inter-
ests me greatly. The book supposedly
dealt with homosexuality in a fair and
accurate manner although | am inclined
to think thatit did neither. But, at least
it introduced me to your organization
which | never knew existed since there
is no branch of it here in Detroit that |
know of. | was so overjoyed to find
that an organization like yours existed
jhat | called all the way to the San
Francisco operator just to find your ad-
dress... My purpose in writing is simp-
ly because I'm one of you and 1've want-
bd to find pthers like me for the longest
time—ethers that | could join with and
thereby help other people like ,me. |
probably am not explaining myself very
(veil but I hope you will try to under-
stand my apprehension in writing to
you. | wrote to the Mattachine in New
York but they never answered me. | hope
Snd pray that you will. Simply, what |
want is to join yourorganization. | don't
care how much the dues are just as long
as | can help. So, will you please send
me an application blank, some of your
literature (bill me), or at least just! an-
swer my letter.-Mr. P.P., Michigan.

REVIEW EDITOR: Recently, | took a
subscription to the Mattachine REVIEW

sad have enjoyed every issue. | have



heard of some other periodicals in this
field and have heard also that they are
more extreme, and some flamboyant. 1
appreciate your presentation, for it is
in line with my own attitudes and feel-
ings. For this reason, | am asking for
information as to whether or not you
have any branches or associated groups
in che St. Louis area....Mr. L.D., Mo.

EDITORS' A'07'f; 1be Mattachine So-
ciety, Inc. has only one office—in San
Francisco. Other related groups are
listed elsewhere in this issue, but there
are none in the St. Louis area.

REVIEW EDITOR: Would it be possible
foryou to send back copies of your mag-
azine to me in a plain wrapper? What
would the price be? | have heard of your
interesting and stimulating magazine
and only recently ran across your ad-
dress in the June '60 issue of Physique
Pictorial which a friend of mine had.
-Mr, T.C., Tennessee.

REVIEW EDITOR: As a homosexual
since an early age, it has been my in-
tention to join yout society but | have
just put it off. | have looked into your
organization for some time but have not
been able to understand certain points.

First, it does not appear that you had
any activities at the time | checked for
members* direct benefits such as meet-
ings.

Second, do you have any sort of dem-
ocratic action such as election of of-
ficers, etc.

Please send me literature, member-
ship fees, etc., as soon as possible as
I want to send in for my membership as
soon as my Insurance check arrives in
a week or so.- M, A A, California.

EDH ORS' MOTE.” Meetings are held in
San Francisco. As far as "any sort of
democratic action™ is concerned, we
have had it.-and found that a Board of
Directors is more effective. The most
direct benefit derived from membership
in Mattachine is the privilege of sup-
porting that in which one believes. This
can hardly be minimized.

REVIEW EDITOR:... It has been some-
thing of an agonizing task to adjust my-
self in the face of the accepted norms
and pressures of society, but as time
has gone on, experience has taught me
to be true to myself and my actual in-
clinations.

In truth, homosexuality is no moré
soidid a means of sexual expression
than is heterosexuality. To be sure, it

is rather lacking in its* effectiveness
insofar as replenishing the species is
concerned, but | dare say that the pop-
ulation explosion makes any objection
to homosexual behavior on these grounds
irrelevant and rather lacking in per-
spective.

What we are first confronted with» it
seems to me, is a comparative relation
as to validity between two types of sex-
ual behavior, the heterosexual versus
the homosexual. They are both valid
because they are both practiced, with
apparent satisfaction on the part of the
participants. Except in the case of an
occasional isolated super-moralist, one
or the other type of behavior is not a-
bout to disenfranchise the other. As a
minority, persecution is inevitable, in
view of a tendency of misinformed per-
sons to actively pursue their prejudiced
convictions.

But barriers notwithstanding, the very
fact that Mattachine exists is a sign
of encouragement. The public at large
has largely come to realize that homo-
sexuality is a valid phenomenon, its
genesis and maintenance and growth
being caused by the established and
concrete predispositions of a certain
number of individuals within society to
follow what they have derived to be as
an effective modus vivendi.

As a homosexual, | can vouch for my
own happiness within the framework of
this kind of behavior. The attraction of
one male for another is a powerful emo-
tion, one which commands the attention
and understanding of the sympathetic
and sensitive...

On a purely statistical basis alone,
in such a large and pluralistic society
such as ours, all types of behavior
which are departures from the accepted
norms are likely to occur, some to be
rated as aberrations, perversions and
the like, but at the very most, homo-
sexuality can only be described as var-
iant behavior. There are few if any sub-
stantive evidences that homosex'ialicy
is wrong for the psychological health
of the community, or, for the individuals
concerned, except as guilt induced from
without will tend to promote in those
individuals. It remains for us, therefore,
to.be forthright in our convictions and
to maintain our position.

Sex is, after all, necessarily and
rightfully a private enterprise. It is,a
very curious thing to see people read-
ing ominous meanings into the preval-
ence of homosexual behavior, as if it

were somehow subversive. We are tol-
erated, but not without, stigma. We are
accepted, but not without reservation.

I could talk for hours about the sweet
tenderness of mutuality a person can
experience via the homosexual vehicle.
The rapport achieved is triumphant, be-
cause of the succinct harmony of sim-
ilar sensation and the resultant under-
standing. Lust is a gift to the young,
and when tempered by true affection,
the combination is literally breathtak-
ing.-Mr. R.C., lllinois.

REVIEW EDITOR: One of my patients
has become involved with the Michigan
Criminal Sexual Psychopath Law. A
younger man first attempted to black-
mail him and then out of revenge report-
ed the relationship to the police.

He was acquiefed on a gross indecen-
cy charge recently. Now, however, be
faces the court foi a hearing concern-
ing commitment to the State Hospital
for the criminally insane until cured.

His attorney, after taking large fees,
seems to have backed out of the case.
Do you know the name of a local attor-
ney who could be depended upon to ay
and help him?-W,L.G.. M.D., Michigan.

EDITORS* NOTE: We recommended an
ethical attorney in the above case,

REVIEW EDITOR: | have come across
the name of the Mattachine REVIEW so
often in the course of my readings that
I wonder whetherl should not subscribe
coicifthis is possible. Could you please
send me particulars?—.E"W., Ph.D.,
West Germany.

REVIEW EDITOR: | have seen your
valued antJouncement in Vennen (July
1962) and | am interested in it. Would
you be so kind as to send me the price,
that | might subscribe.—r. V.J. (tea-
cher), Finland.

REVIEW EDITOR: Please send me in-
formation of your publication Mattachine
REVIEW. What is your aim?l hope to
hear fromyou soon.—Mr. F.H., Denmark.

REVIEW EDITOR: I'm very much inter-
ested in your publication, Mattachine
REVIEW, and would appreciate very
much if you would write me, telling me
how 1 could subscribe to (it), the price,
etc. Some time ago a magazine was giv-
en to me with the article, **Can the Ho-
mosexual Accept Himself** in it, and |
understood from the footnote chat it was
a reprint from the Mattachine REVIEW.
-Mss M.C,, Virginia.

REVIEW EDITOR: | read with interest
Noe! 1 Garde’s review of my novel. Al-
ways Love a Stranger, which was writ-
ten under the pseudonym of Roger Dlavis.
In pointing out chat the novel’s proper
market was jeopardized by its mislead-
ing cover and blurb, M. Garde touched
on an interesting aspect of its publica-
tion. The novel, quite frankly a potboil-
er, was rejected hy a number of paper-
back publishers I-.-fore Hillman decided
Ito take it on; an-, che reason invariably
given for its having been rejected had
to do with the assumption that there’s
Ino market for homosexual paperback
joriginals. What’s more, it was a fluke
that it was ever published: the editor at
jHilltnan who accepted it was new oh the
job and ha™ no idea that a book df its
kind would have no market. *1 thqughc
it was a good story pretty well told, so
| accepted it,” he told me. Then he
went on to say chat he'd received a di-
rective instructing him to reject inich
novels hereafter. Hillman, stuck with a
'homosexual novel, had no aitemaicive
but to mislead its potential readers by
suggesting that it was a conventional
love story. Lesbian novels, by the way,
still have a good market. Are publish-
ers right about all of this? | doubt it.
Sincerely-Joseph LeSueur

IREVIEW EDITOR:... A month or so ago,
The Saturday Evening Pos/published
an article(” Meirily Wt Probe Along”
-August 25-September 1, 1962; pages
10 and 14)* in which Dr. (Edmund) Berg-
ler is given a small but effective rib-
bing. A few weeks later, a letter of pro-
test over the signature of one Frank
Rifkin, was sent to the Post, andj pub-
lished. Rifkin signed his name over the
title, The Edmund Bergler Psychiatric
Foundation. My curiosity aroused, |
wrote to the Boston Psychoanalytic As-
sociation, asking for the address of this
(newly) formed organization, so that ny
knowledge of Bergler might be fuller.
The Boston group forwarded my inquiry
lio the American Psychoanalytic Asso-
ciation after informing me that they did
jnot know" the new group nor its address.
[The Amcricim Psychoanalytic Associa-
tion contacted one Mortimer Schwartz
who is listed as their counselor (attor-
ney, | suppose), who wrote me. His let-
ter, over an elaborate letterhead listing
the trustees as Jeannette Kirsch, Frank
Rifkin and Hyman G. Weitzen, M.D,,
was a bland and evasive tefusal to tell
me of the aims afid purposes of this new

(Continued on page 35)



CALLING SHOTS

(C.ontinued from page 2)

guts to change the law for hotm-
sexuals (making their private be-
haviour no longer illegal), this may
not have happened. But the papers
generally ignored this.”

C/4aN WE CHANGE OUR
SWtSHY BROTHERS?

In a letter entitled “ The Cry for
Acceptance,” reader R.A.H. of San
Francisco strikes a note often peal-
ed among the more conservative
young men. He hits at the affected
homosexual—the one who uses make-
up, adopts exaggerated mannerisms,
and who, in general, is a source of
embarrassment for those more de-
termined to keep their inclinations
a secret in public. Here is his let-
ter:

“In many of your issues of the
REVIEW, | have noted stories df all
types in relation to the homophile
as one,and as a group or most com-
monly put—Society.

“ Some of the stories, fiction and
non-fiction have given a glimpse to
readers of how they could live best
with their orientation.

*“ Many novels on store book shelves
have a sad ending. There are some
which do have an enlightened end-
ing which makes the reader feel ov-
erjoyed.

“The Divided Path gives a very
good lesson to anyone who reads it.
1 shan’t betray the book, for the
sake of those who have not read it.
Unless one is a close reader, it can

be very easily mistaken as a story
with a sad ending.

“In reading some of the books, we
feel ourselves become a part of
them and often identify with the
main characters. When we have fin-
ished reading them, we feel as if
the experiences have actually hap-
pened-to us. But tell me, how many
homophiles actually put to use the
lessons attainable? Not many, | as-
sure you.

“ By walking down Market Street,
you can well see the faggotts swish-
ing away with their-OH-so sophis-
ticated voices, with the least con-
cern or care toward who sees or
hears them.

“ Make-up, mascara (sometimes),
Instick-the whole works is used
by these faggotts. I’m not one to
knock the usage of cosmetics, only
when used so thick that anyone
could™ scrape it off with a butter
knife and still have some to spare.
I wear cosmetics myself, but only
to cover blemishes and then | am
discreet. | used to be one of them,
but | have learned my lesson. That
is ‘recognition by action and speech.’

“ Acceptance into heterosexual
society is one of the most import-
ant ‘firsts’ for most homophiles,
even to the faggott. For the major-
ity of us, it is due to these faggotts
who scream with defiance that we
are not accepted.

“Is itnot high time that those who
still have their wits about them be-
gintodo something to cleanup this
saddening mess? Orare they scared?
Scared so much that it is even still

difficult for them to stand up and
fight for a right that is being denied
them, by cleaning up out own homo-
phile society!

“We want to be accepted. There
are hundreds and tho”ands of het-
erosexuals who wa™ % accept us,
but won’t, because some of us hav’nt
earned the right for acceptance or
even have the intestinal fortitude
to fight for what is right, by clean-
ing our own house.

“Fighting is easy, if it is done
properly and | haildly mean by fists,
but by enforcing-that faggotts not
be allowed into your gathering pla-
ces unless they conform.

“Itis nothard to make some chan-
ges in habit. In the long run, life
will be worth living, and acceptance
will be for all.”

Wk agree that defiance and “way
OU[" expression of one’s feelings
of rejection by a few brings scorn
and derision upon the many. Never-
theless we have also observed that
rebellion ignored soon falls flat, and
most of these “social rebels” see
the folly of their faggotry in time.
We advocate behavior which does
not ostracize one from the main flow
ofhumanity. But here we see another
—and possibly greater sickness on
the part of society itself. A new
horde of swishes seems to sashay
onto the scene every generation. If
the najority of society changes its
attitude and accepts sexuality for
what it is, and the different-ness of
human beings for what it is, then
we won’t have to waste time in the

impossible task of remodeling ev-
ery affected and effeminate swish.
After all, the “harm” he causes is
more ephemeral than permanent,
more an uncomfortable sting than a
damage of consequence.

READERS WRITE
(Continued from page 33)

group. | wrote again asking for a state'
mjeni of their purposes, [t has been ig*
nbred to date....

Who*s behind this group? John Birch*
ers? Legitimate analysts? Pinkos? Ho*
mophiles who have deftly turned the la*
bles on their late tormentor?

This, last possibility» although quite
remote, would be fascinating if it were
true. - M. W.G.C*, Rhode Island.

writer and have had some of my wo"ks
published but so far, nothing of my re*
search on homosexuality has appeared
In print though some of my poems of this
type are being examined by a publisher
who thinks they will be acceptable. |
realize chat you cannot afford to iay
for the material sent in for publication
and wish to make clear the fact chat this
is not my reason for wishing to write
for your REVIEW. | only wish to be of
as much help as possible in your fine
work. Ttie need is greater than ever for
true light and knowledge with which to
fight back the forces of ignorance and
bigotry that stand ready to crush the
light and hope out of us and push us
further down into the mud of shame and
persecution. There are still only a few
who are willing to understand. The re*
mainder, the vast majority of society,
are convinced that homosexuality in any
form is the lowest of criminality...

You are aware, naturally, of the large
amount of bunk published by some: of
our medical men and psychiatrists ~ho
claim for the most part that there isjno
jjuch thing as a true bisexual. It is‘al-
so put forth as solemn truth that no per-
son with what they are pleased to call
homosexual tendencies can really Icjve
a woman sexually arid that the bisexuals
who claim to do so are just deceiving
themselves and others... -Mr- V.HA.

California !
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