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Tforget that all over Amesrica, in cfflces both large and small,

there are millions of homosexuanl workers —- plaln and kind people —

people who do good jobs and spend years in the service of thelr

firms, and who fear every day the lose of their livelihoods through

evlil susricion or unexpected sxpcosurs.

When men remexber these faots: when they realire that honest
human beilngs are forced into hypocrisy and neurotic fear, they too
may cryt "Crush the Infamous Thingl" They should move with care,
however. They should mot rush forth btlindly without strategy and
without plan. But let them be blessed with a magnificent
impatiencelt

Many will realize that we are in the midst of a vast liberal
movement wlthin our own country and throughout the world. But as
the history of social change has shown, a period of deacceleration

may set in, Now we are caught up in the sweep of movements to free
oppreased people. PBut when the dust settles, we must be braced for

a peried of reactlon to permit consolidation. The publlic, for the
moet part, can only endure soc much stress and changing of values.
If a reactlonary period 1s on the distant horizon -- or even
closer -- 1t 1s best that we "make hay whille the sun shines.” If
we are to take sdvantage of the current enlightenment, the timing
of our strategy will be crucial to the suecess of the homophlle
movement., We must move forward then, in responsible and firm re-~
solve to equalize the status of the homosexual with that of his
fellow citizens. We must see lnjustlice for what 1t truly is: &an
"Infamous Thing." Then we will be fllled with an increased deter-

mination and courage and will work without ceemse to improve the lot

of an oppressed minority.

THE HOMOSEXUAL
AND THE PHSYCHOANALYST
Part One

BY DR. GREORGR WEINBERG

Dr. Welnberg is a New York psychotherapist in privaete

practice. He hae a Ph.D. in Clinical Psychology from

Columbla University, has teught at Hunter College, and
12 a member of the American Fsychologlcal Association.
This article 1s based on a speech he presented at the

1965 ECHO Conference in New York City.

When I was m graduate student in clinical peychology, 1in the
early fiftles, sex was hardly discussed at all. I don't remember
belng asslgned a single reading from Kinsey'!'s work, though he was
already famous and ours was A research-oriented department. The
attitude toward all sexual behavior was es embarrassed as in the
average American home, Toward the homosexual it was the current
*enlightened” one: Don't laugh at him tut pity him beceuse he 1=
sick. This attitude has, by the way, begun to replace Amerlican-
Gothie contempt, for the simple reason that 1t brings 1ts own re-
ward, the feeling of belng considerate and sage, 1n contrast with
some imaginary bigoted group, hostile to the homosexual because
they themselves are troubled.
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The most talk sabout sex I heard while getting a doctorate at
Columbia was behind locked doors, when a Trenowned paychology pro-
fesgor invited me to his office and insisted I stopr living with a
girl if I wanted my Ph.D. degree. He even offered to ucher me in-
to treatment, and finished by confiding to me that he too had once
"gowed his wild oats."™ To the credit of oy olinical psychology

department, when he did complasin sbout me he met with & wall of
disregard.

The homosexual, who was then more under cover and perhaps less
numerous than he ig nowadays, had the status of a prize clinical
case, Someone so obwlously disturbed, ac in the maln he would him-
gell admit, waz sorely in need of a theraplst. Those who flaunted
thelr homosexual preference, who were cgo far gone as not even to
hide 1t, were viewsed with fascinetion. To the students, they were
enbodiments of psychopathology, "from whom we learn much," as Freud
wag so Tond of seying.

Ae a beginning therapist working under a supervisor, my im-
plicit instructions were clear: to regard the homosexusl's behav~
lor a symptom of lurking diegease and not to consider him cured un-
t1l hils pathological teste was changed. To =zay the least, it 1=
hard for anyone who 1g concerned about people to ask someone to
give up what counts most to him, for no apparent reason except to
escape public condemmatlon =~ a price which every homesexual im-
plieltly understands better than hils theraplet could ever explain
1t to him. The request 1s especially hard to make when, as with
the homosexual, there is nothing even vaguely commengurate to
promlse him in return. WMot wanting to allenate the fegulty, I
puzgled over how I would treat a homosexual patlent if he were
agslgned to me 1in the ¢linic, but luckily for me none of them
were.

In denying to the homopexual the possibility that he can
achleve satisfactlion in his way of life, the problem, I have since
bacome convinced, 1s not that psychoanalysts refuse to sympathlze
with him. Most of them deeply care about the happlness of all
their patlents. Yet gfter listening to a desolate patient talk
about his homosexual love affalrs as the only high poilnts in his
life, nearly every one will blithely set about to strip him of
this possibllity for happlness. With the ald of pseudo-sclentific
literature, superadded to our early cultural biass to loathe the
homosezxual, too many of us are sble to take his time and money
while treating him as derenged, without any evidence that he 1s.

The vest majorlty of paychoanalysts teke an attitude toward
the homosexual which is party-line and clear cut. There is 1little
11lusion that the homosexual has been studled and found to be &
freak. He is prima facle a fresk. Look at him {if you can); Jjust
lock at what he's dolng, isn't this enough? The argument is bas-
ically no more subtle than this. Proof ls not needed here, for as
Irving Bieber put 1t suceinctly, "41]1 psychoanalytic theories as-
gumwe that adult homosexuallty 1s psychopathologlc and assign dif-
fering welghts to constitutional and experlentlal determinants."l
And though this top expert mey not have the unanimity he clailmsg,
what he says 15 surely not far from the mark.

For a time I thought I understood why the psychocanalyst felt
as he did. He had never known a homosexual except those who went
to him for help, s0 naturally he thought they were all lncapacl-
tated and wented to change. A4s I went down the 1ligt, I saw that
none of my psychoenalyst acquaintences had homoszexuals as intimate
friends. To convince a psychoanalyst that even one function}ng

lIrving Bleber, Homogexumlit A Psychoanalytic Study (New
York: Easic Books, Inc., 1962j. p. 18.



homosexusl existed, it seemed to me, would be to defest eny logl-
c¢al argument that the homogexual must be unable to make his ad-
Justment and therefore be discontented with his lot. And seo, ns-
ively, I arranged to Juxtapose members of these two groupa 1in the
confines of my living room. PFollowing the practice of Kinsey,
who, I had heard, once tried a gimilar experiment, I plcked edu-~
cated and gracious homosexuals, whoge professional and personal

lives were above nearly any sort of reproach and whom I admire
greatly.

But my experiment failed and badly at that. The paychoana-
lysts were for the most part unduly and inhumanely polite all sve-
ning, No matter how well the dinners went they elther had specific
complalnts about the homosexual or sald nothing and simply withdrew
from the contact. Though I fought agminat the conclusion, since
geveral of the homosexuals lnvolved are very good friends of mine,
1 could not escape it: Once an attitude 1s formed, in some cases
at least, it may not be dislodged by evidence slcne. Or, since I
am talking about professionale of the highest rank, here it 1s ap-
propriate to say: You can lead an expert to the source of hig fear
and disgust, but you cannot mseke him drink of his observations; you
cannot, as I have found, make him suspend hig disbelief long enough
to get him to learn from what he seen.

A mailn reagon for our determined pessimism about the homosex-
ual 1g the Victorian ethic which most of us hold. Judging him even
in his own time, Preud was anything but permissive in his attitudes
or in his life. If an adult sexual practice was found acceptable
by hlg soolal class, Preud was more then likely to consider it
healthy. On the other hand, many of the taboo prectices of his
day -- not Jjust homosexuality, btut what Freud psjoratively called
the perversions, for example -- were, he concluded, menifestations
of faulty charascter growth. The colnciding of what Preud congld-
ered healthy adult sexual behavior with what was soclially accepted
in his day 1g hardly a chanee phenocmenon. Hla Viennese culture
manifeetly and powerfully influenced Freud; what was unacceptable
in hilg nelghborhood became, in nearly every case, "neurotio” ac-
cording to hics theory of psychoanalysis. Had Freud lived in an-
other nelghborhood, his theory of sexuality -- codified and copled
after him -- would not have been the same.

Then as now, in trying to eztablisgh themselveg in the mar-
ket place, psyohcanalyets could hardly afford to take the position
that homosexuality may be an instance of healthy behavior. The
faot le, and everyone knows 1t, that condoning homosexuality ben-
eflts no one's status. It rather ildentifles the advocate with the
homosexual himself, as a depraved and menacing cheracter. To dis-
paerage the homcsexual and to previde a cllnical language that
trounces him, on the other hand, commends the psychoanalyst as so-
ber and as a friend; and among its rewards, thls position helps
convince the publiec at large thet psychoanalytic principles and
langunage are gensible.

3t111 another reason why many psychoanalysts insist that the
homoserual is slck at first eluded my search. Scarcely better
educated than the man in the street about the true nature of homo«
sexual 1life, paychoanalysts often envy hies existence as they en-
vislon it to be. The questlon arises of how anyone can cowvet the
life of an outcast, who must hide to keep his job; who looks pit-
eously lonely welking down Central Park West; and who in too
cages has few 1f any friendes becalse he himself dcoesn't think he
deserves them, The answer is that desplite thelr Imowledge of the
micery of thelr homosexunl patlents, they tend, as do heterosex-—
uals ln general, to percelve homosexuals as stealing pleasures for
which others must sacrifice. Where good works are s0 often Jus-
tified as payment for =zex or family pleasures, where courtship is
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congidered the minlmum cost of sex, and where sex 1tself ig sganc-
tioned as e means to propagate the race, it vexes us to see scme—
one epparently matchlng our profits without having to pay as dearly
a3 we do. The laws branding homosexumllty az 2 crime restore the
balance somewhat, tut for some people apparently not enough.

The direction this envy takes 1s rather subtle, particularly
in our urban middle-class culture where it is no longer eagy to
come across A & man. To succeed we must project an image of our-
selves which in mogt cases 1a so far from the fact that it 15 herd
to sustaln. A respectable man 1s tall, to begln with, and he
dresses well and appropriately; he makes a 1living and commends
thorough respect from his wife: and he knows why and where he is
golng. MNelther his boss nor the gengs that prowl the streets at
night are supposed to frighten him and hls bearing 1s expected to
make all these facts instantly clear. Without resplte, the would-
be American man must toil to appear what he knows he is not; and
since he himself often belleves that lapses should disquallfy him
from enjoying the culture's rewards and even from love, he is par-
ticularly dlsturbed by the sight of someone who apparently feels
no need to asgert himself in the same ways. Puritanism was once
defined by Mencken as "the lurking fear that gomecne somewhere is
happy" -- and the psychoanalyst regarding the homcsexusl 1s often
rlagued by preclsely this fear.

Infused wlth thelr other motives for ineisting on changing the
homosexual 1g the psychocanalysts'! own desire to make everyone the
same -- thelr social orthodontist motlve. Thls attempt to simplify
1ife by slmplifying thelr perceptlons of life coasts the psycho-
analysts as well as their victims dearly, and is obviously related
to the fact that therapists are under enormous soclal pressure to
lead acceptable 1ives. The vague tut widespread thesls that we are
all really the same underneath 1s often affirmed by well-intentioned
and demoecratlc people. But the fact, of course, 1s that eny truly
humanistic orientation must not be gullty of obscuring differences
where they actually do exlst, and, in particular, where they man-
1fest themselves 1n divergent needs. It 1s neither kind nor real-
lstic to feed all men the same food when some are thriving on 1t
and others find it inedible.

Pecullar to the field of paychology 1s 1ts own inclination to
dilscrimlnate, since the orlentation of the dlecipline 1s always to
look for problems. Reflecting an originel intention of psychoan-
alysils and of nearly everyone in 1t, its language 1ls everywhere
welghted to regard people as disturbed. BRather than say this per-
son 1s different, we describe him as "heving e problem" thereby
making hlm a sublect worthy of our attention snd in fact 1n need
of 1t. So great is the tendency, among psychoanalysts and in the
larger culture, to consider all 1ndividual difference as sick, and
ell unsolved sickness ae psychologlicel, that one can hardly fulrill
hls needs these days while dodglng therapeutic assault. Things
have gone from bad to worse, and the psychoanalyst is himself al-
ready at the edge of carlcature. His explanations of why we act as
we do nearly always make us look worse than 1f he weren't in the
room. And with a glaringly diatinct individusl cholce like a homo-
sexual taste, one has hardly a chance to escape his diagnostic
wrath,

Even granting his bias, the questlon remalne: Does the psy-
choanalyst really harm homosexual patlents who come to him? The
angwer 1s certalnly that he does -- and hia disservice 1e not just
to homosexuals gullty about thelr scts who come to him for relief.
When he operates from his prejudice, he does mischlef even to those
few homosexuals who accept and enjoy their sexual cholce and come
for other kinds of help.



Among the various weys he does harm (and I am speaking not
Just of Freudians but of psychoanalysts of other schools, and per-
haps of most nonanalytic therapists, too), the more noteworthy in-
clude his failures to restore to patlents a sense of their dignity.
Nearly any adult who enters therapy 1s, from his own point of view
at least, admitting personal wealmess and degrading himself some-
what. Though a deft psychoanalyst could unde thls sense of defi-

clency, intengified by the therapy encounter itgelf, the truth is
that they =meldom do.

The mode of most precticioners is nothing if not humiliating.
To sit uncbserved behind someone while he lies down; to demand thet
he say whatever he thinks while reserving the right not to answer
his questions, or even to talk to him, can hardly increase the pa-
tient's oonfidence. To ring in "the unsonsclous,” clinching each
difficult argument; and worst of all, to even make taste Judgments
for the patlent under the guise of sclence does neot induce him to
rely more heavily on what he feels.

Teke the homosexual, uncertain es to whether he ia dlseaged,
and working on a job where he belleves (often correetly) that he
muat hide the facts of his life or risk belng fired or ridisuled.
S50 far as he knows, he is the only homosexual in hls office, For
any of a verlety of reasons he elects to go Into treatment. Tues-
days and Thursdays are "analysise days," and he secures permission
to take extra time for lunch or to leave a few minutecs early.
Though he hiders from his fellow workers where he 1is going so regu-
larly, it is easy for them to guess. But whether or not they do,
he knows -- and this is the 1ssue. Pepildes being unable to assocl-
ate freely with his colleagues, he now must pay another price:
belng reminded by the extra time and money he spends that he 1z ine
trinsically different from "healthy" people. The very act of seek-
ing help to rid himself of homosexual desglres helghtens hls sense
of differentnese; it Antensifies hls estrangement.

Therapy should not be critlclzed for belng unable to extin-
guleh any sort of strong sexusl want, since the process was not de-
slgned to erase personal preferences, That a good therapist can
help a petlent recognize hile desiree and free himself of repughance
i1s recommendation enough. From the homosexual's polnt of wview the
trouble is not that therapists sucoceed in effecting a change, but
that they do so much damage in trying -- or, as Shakespeare put it,
that "the attempt and not the deed confounds us."

To understand why thls is so, we must realize that acting on
any prejudice tends to heighten the prejudiece. If one believes
that Negroes are stupid and therefore rails agalnst them, one rein-
forces thls bellef; 1if, on the other hand, one abstalns from all
such actlons, contempt diminishes comewhat. In the same way, hid-
ing one's Jewlishness to get into a posh club increases a personls
convlction that being Jewlsh is bad, and such acte of concealment
make the Jew llke himself less. The homosexual harms himself in a
similar wey when he sanctions the culture's asssult on him. This
is particularly true when he attempts to abandon his homosexuality.
The decigion to pay a therapist for removing his desire 1s an af-
flrmatlon that the desire 1s bmd, and repested efforts to change
meXe 1t harder and harder to aceept himself &s he 11,

Many homosexuals entering paychomnalysls suffer the loss of
what Alfred Adler called the patlent's "gulding fietlon." Each of
us has some dream, some seldom 1f ever mentioned "alry ambition”
which at best he seccomplishes only in part. The sort of ambition I
am discussing nearly always lnvolves friends or a lover or pecrle
we want to impress. Wlth the homosexual, unless the cultural fall-
out has filtered even his dreams, thie gulding love-fiction in-
volves another homosexual who will understand and gratify hie needs,
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A young man who had written successfully for televislon and
wanted to be a playwright told me that during three years of psy-
choanalysis he wag utterly unable to write. His dream was to turn
out a Broadway hit, and to enjoy it on opening night with some im-
agined homosexual lover at hls side., The maglcal moment would con-
ist of his being called the most talented playwright on earth by
his lover, and their leaving the theater together.

Many paychoanalyste bellieve that a homosexual orientation dis-
ables the would-be artist. There are famous cases of playwrights
who have been told, 1n no uncertaln terms, that unless they changed
they could not succeed. Thls admonitlion was not given to the pa-
tient mentioned above, but 1t was lmpressed upon him that his homo-
sexuality sprang from lllnege -~ and thls in 1lteelfl was enough,
Deprived of his gulding fiction, the poor man found little reason
to wrlte. In point of fact he had not entered treatment to change
hies homosexuality, but to see how and why he had stopped working at
optimim capacity. What he met instead waes en assault con his very
goal, the dream for whieh he had often labored Into the night. Be-
cause this goal now seemed polluted, he stopped writing emtirely.
My acceptance of what he cherished was absclutely eesentlal in get-
ting him back on the path.

A guiding fletlon in one form or another 1s the fuel each of
us needs to exist alone, to work late into the night. Without this
fiection -~ without ocur own ldlosyncratic sense of what & hero is
and what we must do to become one —- our motlve force 1s depleted.
The theraplst's disapproval, therefore, in words or by lmplica-
tlion, of what the homosexual wante does more than make him feel
derellct. As with all people, so mueh of his everyday life 1las
touched by his dream that in downgreding it the therapist inevit-
ably short-clrcuits other ilncentlives, too, deprlvipg the patlent of
avenues of action open to him before he went for help.

{TC BE COKCLUDED IN THE REXT ISSUE)

NEWSFRONTS

by Warren D, Adkinas

SEX AND FAIRY TALES IN THE FEDEHRAL GCVERNMENT

A Congressman, Hep. Comiellus E. Gallagher, has demanded a
halt to invasions ef privacy by the federsnl government. Rep.
Gallagher, in a letter to Clvll Service Commlsslon Chairman,

Johm W. Maey, Jr., strenuously objected to certaln guestions
dealling with sexual inclinatlons found on testr to be administered
to 20,000 FAA employees, who must take such tests or lose thelr
Jobs. One test questlon was: "Do you admire the beauty of a

ralry tale more than that of a well-made gun?" Another question
agked abtout the freguency of contact with the opposite sex at

age 15 or 1l6.

TIME MAGAZINE'S HACKNEYRED CLICHHS

Time {(Jan. 21, 1966) printed what MSW Presldent, John
Marshall, called a two-page exercise in "fanelful subjectivity
and pseudo-objectlvity" as ilts first serious contributlion to
prejudiced attacks on the homoseruasl community. So-called
sguthorities like the late Scomerget Maugham were cited to
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proncunce that homosexuels lack creative talents. The late

Dr. Bergler (known among his colleagues as ¥irregsponsible!)
accused homosexuels of sharing many nasty tralts. The first
critical response to appear in the January 28th issue of Time,
MSW's letter stated: "Time's article did a dlsservice not only
to 1t own readers but to a elzable portion of the Americen
citizenry. It ebounded in hackneyed cliches that have been seen
many times I1n less respectable magazines.”

DUTCH LAW DISCRIMINATES AGAINST HETEROSEXUALS
Sl ZAR ol P loy AbuAllofl HLIBERUSEXUALS

In the Netherlands, where homosexual relationshlps between
consenting adults in private are not unlawful, e heterosexual
couple may not marry without their parents’ consent until they
heve reached the age of 30.

SENSATIONALISM AND BIGOTRY IN SOUTH AFRICA

The full glare of unnecessary publiclity has attended the
ralding of & wild party in the world capital of racial bigotry.
Although there was no mention of public disorder (the party wes
held 1n a millionaire*s mension surrounded by speolous grounds)
nor involvement with minors, pepers throughout the world touted
the arrest of a few guests, Attended by 350 men, the party was
labeled an "all male orgy," and much ado was mede of men dreseed
as women. OUnly two persons, however, were arrested for lndecent
acts and only five persons for masquerading as women. Eight
vice-squad offigers were plented at the party to dance with guests
and’ to witness the goinga-on. Thirty-elght pollcemen purrounded
the menslon and arrested the milllicnaire-owner for selling liguor
without a license. Photographe of the few guests dresgsed ae
wWomen were printed in several newspapers and more sensationslizm
ls expected to erupt in the near future. Among guests present
wers lawyers, doctors, directors of blg companies, and well-known
personalities in the theatrical and movie werld. Fortunately, for
the sake of those in attendance, the party wes not raocially mixed.

GCOD HOUSEKEEPING MAGAZINE ATTACKS HOMOSEXUALITY

Good Housekeeping (Jan. 1966) has allowed a sob story,
guaranteed to frighten mothers and bolgter false prejudices
about homogexuals, to besmirch i1t otherwlse clean pages. Free-
lance writer Lester David tells of the paralyzing horror striking
an otherwlse average household when it is found that a brilllant
8on, winning smile and all, is having an affeir with one of his
high school chums. Such a disclosure, says thile tear-Jjerking,
self-appointed authority, brings to most households the same
desolate feeling of loss as a child's desth. His article further
provokes such feelings among parents of homosexruals,

Straight From the Shoulder
SPEAKING OUT

by Mrs. Gail Gonzalez

"Darling, I'd love to see you tonlght, but I have a meeting,"
A meeting? What kind#h
"Ah, Love of My Life, just & meetlng sort of a meeting."

"Tell me, Life's Falrest Flower, what kind of e meeting is &
'meeting sort of a meetlng'?"
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Well, that sort of conversatlon could not heve gone on for
ever, He had to be told. "He" was Bay, a boy I had met and with
whom I had fallen in love. But he was curlous about these "eivwil
rights™ meetingz I attended, and I knew I hed to tell him,

Can This Couple Find Happiness?

Ag 1t turned out, Ray already knew about the Mattachlne Socie-
ty, through conversatlions wlth a co-worker at hils offlce. 50 the
blg shock I thought I'd have to spring on him--my work for civil
rights for homosexuals-- was no big shock at all. He was, of
course, curlous about how I had gotten into the group (I had heard
a germon on the subject at a Unitarien church and met MSW represen-—
tatives there), but he didn't denounce me or exhort me to reslign.
No. Bmy accepted the fact of my membership.

I was lucky, of course. I gould have lost him, He might have
aggsumed automatically thet I was a Lesblan and therefore made a
beeline for the nearest exit, But he didn't. Bey was Intelligent
and 1ibersl and attractive and darllng and charming {but that's got
nothing to do with this column--that's only because I'm a preju-
diced wife), and although he didn't wish to join MSW, he attended
a few meetings; he was and remains interested in 1ts various pro-
Jects, In him, I have a sounding board and good listener for ideas,
problems, snags, and successes of the M3W.

I will repeet: I wes lucky. I could have been scormed and re-
Jected snd deeply hurt, That was a chance I took with all the men
I dated before Ray and with the couples we've met slnce our mars
rlage, for I do not remaln sllent on the subject of homosexuality.
Nor should any of ug -- especlally If we are members of the Matta-
chine Soclety of Washington.

We must never skirt the 1ssue when it confronts us. If a bed
Joke 1s told, 1f a derogatory remark 1s made gbout "queers," "falr-
les," "fags," "pansies," or “frults," we must be ready to defend
our beliefs. We do not have to go overboard end declaim: "You =ir,
are no Gentlemen! I am & member of the Mattachlne Society of Wash-
ington and take offensze at your remarks." No, that type of defense
is not what I have 1n mind...we need not mention affilietion with
MSW to co-workers, acquaintances, or even friends, unless we can
trust their liberality and know that they will not use this know-
ledge agalngt us. Defending homosexuasls, or any minority, is just
and equitable.

Suppose a co-worker remarks that so and so in the office ig a
#queer.™® Your reply can be almply, "So what? He gets the job done."
The reaction of the speaker or other listeners can be your gulde-
1line for further discusslon.But something must be paldl

Would s NAACP worker let a "nigger" remark pass? Not

Would e member of B'nal B'rith ighore a "“kike" reference? Of
course notl

Wi1ll we Mattachlne members let a "pansy" phrase go unchallenged?

Never! . . . e
or s

B repared for some opposition. Be prepared, also,
surprizigg geactions-favorable ones. For, generally speaking, many
Americans have just plaln never examined thelr attitude toward homo=
sexuals. And being chellenged on a chance derogatory remarleay make
them re-evaluaste theilr thinking. Your carefully and Judlcially i
phresed argument may divert scorners from thelr prejudice. Aind,
your reasoning is sound and 1s unemotionally gstated, you wlll have

much to galn.
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If you, dear reader, doubt thils, consider my cese history. BRay ‘ Unfortunately, the 90-minute conference was ilnconclusive, and
was told about MSW at hilg offlce, after the co-worker had known him the baslc ilssues were not explored {although it was indicated that
for some time and felt he could be trusted. Rey now has a wife who the Department 1s aware of all Soclety letters to government offi-
15 a member of MSW. Could thls have happened 1f either the co-worker ciale, has seen all its literature, and knew of its plcketing). The
or I hed remained sllent? No. And- progress in our fight for equality nonproductivity of the conference arose from the ecorrectness of the
for homogexuals wlll never be achleved untll we all speak out and original impresslon: The present security progrem iz so chaoticelly

are wllling to defend our bellefs, decentralized, uncoordinated, and fragmented that apparently mo

single, meaningful, formal pollcy-making or sdministrative bvody

Where olvil llbertles are at stake, sillence 1s not golden... , exlsts. For federal employees, the administration of the program
S : Cl - - rests with th? U.S. Civil Service Commission where (although not
cecuri carances gubatantively) 1t ies inextricably bound up with the Civil Service
ty . Commigglon's sultabllity standards. For employees in private indus-
. s LI try, each separate contracting federal agency sets its own standarda
for Homosexual Citizens '

and (subject to certain guldelines) 1ts own procedures, although the
tone 1l set by the Defensze Department, which has cognizance of vir-
MATTACHINE SOCIETY OF WASHINGTON tually all the clasegified information for which aocess clearances are

needed.
MEETS WITH JUSTICE DEPARTMENT

by Dr. li‘ranklin.E. _Kameny‘ VlCWp()ll‘l[S

The question of security cleargnces for h;).m:ﬁexgal c%ti{:nati
has long been = "tough nut to crackM because o e decentrallzatlion
of the federal government!s securlty program. NoO one person oOr
place {=hort orgthe President) rceemed to hold resvonsibility for 1it, BRIDGE TO UNDERSTANDING
thus making attempts to negotlate impossible. ]
by Lily Hansen

Last summer gulte by accident, correspondence between the So-
elety and the Vice-President and hils office revealed that possitly
the Justice Department was the mppropriate government agenoy to

contact on this issue. An exchange of letters ensued, first wlth {Reprinted from EASTEBN MATTACHINE MAGAZINE, Nov.-Dec., 196%5)
ral Katzenbach 2nd then wilth Aseglztant Attorney Gen-
éizgr?ggtiizzl Security Division) J. Walter Yeagley. Finally a Meeting people outslde of one's own sociel sphere can be an
conference was arrenged, on Tuesday, January 25, between membere of educational experience -- for all involved.
the Justice Department's Internal Securlty Divielon end representa-
tives of the Mettachine Soclety of Washlngton. I went alone to a gey bar the other night for a glass of beer and
to veople-watech., As I was contemplating the clientele, both
In simplified form, the positlion with which the Soclety entered straight end gay, one of two handsome young men at an ad]acent
the conference was (1) That homosexuality and the commission of ho- table smiled at me. When I returned the smile, he and his friend
mosexual acts sre, per se, not relevant to quallficatlon for access came over to me, "Are you male or female?! were the first
to clessified informaticn and are not proper ground for denial of awkward words I heard., Since I had taken them for gay boys, I was
security clearance; {2) That while some homosexual cltlizens may be amused, "Isn't it obvious that I am female?® I acsked. "In this
poor security rirks, every American cltlizen has the right to be con- place one can't be sure," came the cautlous reply.
sidered upon hils own perschal merits and not to be placed under Y .
disedvantege because of possible faulte and weaknesses of other mzhlsnisdgnfglggngligego :gmzigtﬁdwgge b°: 3;oh:15§t down HEXtAtOI
individusl eitlzens; that a group or class disquselification 1s fun- : ex.lained when they came h 'th h:g kPP Pltﬂ e ans:er. g 1
damentally un-Americen; (3) That the government by its policles of baz Such an 1 r{I g ;re. ey tgo“n ':S B“HONOSGIUa
denying clearanceg and employment to those known to be homosexusl you‘flxu ou; hal;?thata: wzegnyl":ﬁ'sﬂpg::gﬂ YtEUSPBG . oW Ccome
15, in major measure, creating the problem it ellegedly solves;that lon er-rico t1zable 111eycut th: ozce-ov:: Egﬂga:: E{ n?-tak
there are far better, more effectlve and humane methods, less de- ouEfor o ngbl o pShould I elve myaslf . 7 31 £ E Sbi e "
structive both to individusl citigenc and to the national welfare, § dmitted € H %n. d i & ¥ away am a Lesblan,
of dealing with problems arising from unorthodoxy and nonconformity: admlitied and braced mysell.
n n r
S0 actuclly almost monexiscent. being the creation of nammchadr They hadn't expected candor. But they had always wanted to talk
theoreticlans" operating in 1vory towers. to a homosexual. A barrage of questions hit me from these two who

didn't qulte know what to make of me. I ceemed harmless enough,
but they weren't sure Just how polite 1t was necessary to be. They
confessed thet homosexumls were a complete riddle to them; nelther
could Imaglne how anyone could find the same sex attractive. They
E:_ccept for editorials, approved by the Exec- wanted to know whether the entertailner was a girl or boy; why _some
utive Beard, the viewspresented in this section boys_like to dress up as girls:; why some Lesblans wore such /to

of The Homosexual Citizen arc notnecessarily them/ uncomplimentary clothes and haireuts, And which of the

those of the Mattachine Society of Washington. customers 1n the bar was gay--thils one, that one, and what about
that one? I tried to answer thelr questions discreetly--while

. discouraging them from pelnting with thelr fingers. They were
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quite young (one was celebrating his 21st birthday) end wavered
between an epgerness to learn more sbout the subject, bewllderment,
and contempt. One of them wes tempted to call the waltress over
with "Hey, butchM--but fortunately was stopped in time.

Thelr gquestions and comments demonstrated how confused they were,
To a certein extent I could have sympathy with theilr incredulity,
awkwardness, and embarrassment at not ¥mowing how to react to a
situation with no precedent. {After all, 1sn't it dempenling to a
straight men's ego to invite & girl over to hias table, only to have
her reply, "No, thank you, I'm walting for a girl"? Thls had
heppened to one of my eudience earlier.}

The contrast between heterosexusl snd homosexual attltudes stood
out sharply in my mind as we talked. These uncomprehending
persons in thelr effort to understand must have felt like astro-
nauts floating in en inscrutable universe. DQccasionally thelr
senge of tact was definitely suspended--as if not applicable
outslde heterosexual respectability. Some people think ™anythling
goes™ when they are smong what they conszlder soclial nonentitien
and outcasts--1like homosexumls, Negroea, Puerto Hicens, etc. And
yet, these boys would have thought twice about belng loud-mouthed
in even a Negro bar.

Sometimes they were comarse, tut often they bent over beckwards not
to offend me with thelr guestions and volced surprise that they
didn't embarrass me. How dld I become a Lesbian? Did I plan to
be Mcured"? I tried to explain that I didnf't consider myself sick
and that a change to heterosexuallty was no longer an issue--sinoce
In my opinlon the most important thing about en individual was not
hlsg sexual orientation but the kind of huwan being he was and the
degree of eelf-fulfillment he had achieved., Waas this bit of phil-

osoPhy too complicated? They didnt't know what to say and had to
"think that over."

I listened to their experiences with homosexuals who had approached
them. They listened to my distinetions batween solicitors and
molesters who happened to be homosexusl and the aversge, decent
homosexual, who doesn't infringe on the sensibllitlies of others any
more than the average heterosexual person. Katurally I educated
them about the Mattachline Soclety and desoribed our plekets. They
had never heard of the homophile movement and 1t seemed ludicrous
to them at firet that the concept of e¢ivll rights was applicable in

thls area. Yet they finally agreed that homosexusls were a minority
Jusgt like Negroes.

By the end of the evenling they had become gqulte enthuslastliec about
me and epparently wanted to ghow me off, They expressed their
intentlons to have me meet thelr friends. Apologetically they teld
me that none of them were homosexuml--but that I wouldn't be mede
fun of, As a willing gulnea plg I accepted the future offer, not
wlthout the ulterlor motive of using thla opportunity to advance the
cause for & more enlightened approach to homosexuality. As a token
of thelr esteem, they took me to a very nice restaurant and offered
me "anything on the menu." When we flnally parted, it seemed that
through mutual recoghition of our common humanity a glimmer of
understanding had made communication between the heterosexusl and
homosexual vlew of 1life possible.

Will I ever see them again? Who knows-~~but one thing is certain:
they will no longer he 80 ready to regerd homosexuals as categorles
to be ridiculed. This is not to say that all thelr misunderstand-
ings end fears had dissolved in an aura of benevolence and brother-
hood. They did not loze their skepticlsm. But, through personel
contact, they have begur to see the homosexuml as other than a
contemptible or dangerous outsider.

FLORIDA SECTION
Editorial

By Robert C. Hayden

All too often we have heard the cry, "police brutality" used indes-
criminately by groups which have grievances against the practices of
certain policemen. In many places, no doubt, such a cry has seemed
justified, but recently there has been some valid criticism of those who
use this characterization for all policemen.

Homosexuals, in many communities throughout the nation, have
suffered frequent harassment, intimidation, denial of due process, and
police refusal to protect their rights and property. Many homosexuals are
rightfuily resentful about such treatment. They must remember, however,
that all policemen cannot be judged by the improper acts of some of their
number. There are both kind and brutal policemen; both sensible and savage.
It is not fair to charge all law enforcement officials with brutality and
misconduct. If we make such sweeping charges, we become guilty of
prejudice ourselves.

On December 16, 1965, the first meeting between a Florida Mattachine
representative and the Sherifl's Office took place. In an atmosphere of
careful cordiality, the aims of the Mattachine Society of Florida, Inc.
were discussed, and the possibilities of mutual cooperation in such areas
as Mattachine distribution of pamphlets on venereal disease were made clear.
It was the hope of MSF's Board of Directors that this meeting would help
to ease immoral police pressures which have plagued Miami's homosexual
community for so long. Such a hope was shattered, however, when the

Sheriff's Office went on the radic January 17, 1966 and launched a vicious
attack on the goals of Florida Mattachine, The fact that the Sheriff's
Office used its first official contact with MSF to stab the Society in the
back neither surprl ses us nor alams us. Radio Station WKAT gave MSF
President, Richard Inman, ample time on the air to reply to the hysterical
falsehoods promulgated about homosexuality by the Sheriff's Office. The
Mattachine President launched a vigorous attack against unjust police
practices, bringing the facts of police misconduct to the attention of a

wide listening audience.

The Mattachine Society of Fierida, Inc. will not hesitate to direct full
criticism against police practises when such criticism is due. It will use
its fullest resources, in such cases, to make its criticism widely known.

At the same time, MSF will not use such catch phrases as "police brutality",
but will refer to the misconduct of certain policemen, and to the corrupt
practises of certainiaw enforcement officlals.

When Florida law enforcement officials show signs of reform, as has
occurred in such cities as Washington, D.C. (where uniformed policemen
have replaced the enticement-entrapment plainclothesmen, and where
arrests of homosexuals have dropped 50% in one year as a result) the
Mattachine Society of Florida will be first to give credit where credit is due,
and to offer the police appropriate cooperation to insure justice for alt citizens .
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A CHALLENGE TO HATE MONGERS

By Richard A. Inman

David Wilkerson {who occasionally calls himself "Reverend") is a seli-
appointed messiah 1o wayward youth, 1In 1958, from a small office in
Staten Island, New York, he began a program of fundrmentalist evangelism
called "Teen Challenge”, a movement which boasts him as its “Founder
and Executive Director”. Capitalizing on such issues as drug addiction
and homosexuality, Wilkerson eamed himself a certain notoriety, seem-
ingly confident of his "ability" to make judgements about subjects which
help to bring him the fame he apparently seeks In advice to ministers,
whom he would persuade to emulate him, Wilkerson says: "You need no
speacial training ." It seems that he has no special training of his own, except
for a misquided religious zeal which has made him a truly tragic figure, a
loud and ignorant fapatic.

Wilkerson"s anti-homosexualism is a source of embarassment to more
seascned enemies of the homosexual minority. They see at once that his
untutored exuberence makes him a laughing stock. His booklet, "Help
for Homosexuals"™ shows him to be a bull in a china shop, thrashing about
with ignorant, unconnected statements which would be thoroughly amusing
if they did not come from a man who purports to be a religicus leader, and
who is peddling hate and confusion among young people.

Wilkerson has dreamed up his own fundementalist theories about what
causes homosexuality: Rejection of God, rejection of revealed truth, and

"warship of the flegsh." The latter cause, he assures us, causes homo-
sexuals to "fc-d their minds on filthy literature, dirty pictures, and
lewd novels ". He presents the homosexual as o person given over to

"demons of lust",

Wilkerson is annoyed by clergymen whao have the courage to say kind words
about homosexuals. He is particularly annoyed by clergymen whom he
suspects of being homosexuals, Ileterosexual evangelists, he says, will
never stay in the same hotel room when they travel on missions. They will
always insist on separate rooms, Wilkerson peints the finger of accusation
at poor evangelists who stay in rooms together in order to save money,

They should be exposed as homosexuals and expelled, he says.

The "cure"” for homosexuality recommended by Wilkerson is a chilling
example of the danger inherent in ignorant zeal passing for religion.
While certain men are arrested for impersonating doctors and for
recommending false cures, Wilkerson, using the title "Reverend", plays
the role of psychiatrist and walks free. Any intelligent person will be
aware how often beliefs of the following type reflect a twisted and warped
mentality: "You must learn to look into a mirror, " he counsels, "and
honestly say 'My body, my flesh, is worthless, wormeaten, and full
of decay and death. Cultivate a shame for your nakedness,” he cries.
"You must learn to hate, despise, c¢rucify and mortify your fiesh.”

Wilkerson has composed a list of 25 ways for recognizing homosexuais.
Certain characteristics, he contends, are found in almost all hbmosexuals.
If you know someone with broad swavying hips, a delicate physique and
fluttering eyelids; someone who hustles around striking unusual poses,
and who has "a tripping galt and swaggering shoulders," and who gets
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excited over bright colors, you will realize, according to Wilkerson,
that he is a homosexual.

The Mattachine Society of Fleorida, Inc. believes that citizens and tax-
payers are fair-minded encugh to reject such idiocy, and are sensible enough
to be shocked when they discover that members of the Sheriff's QOffice have
distributed Wilkerson's booklet to teen-agers in Miami.

The issue of homosexuality is important enough to be properly under-
gtood by the public. Such understanding is not increased when public
officials distribute "hate literature" designed to cause mental upset
and confusion. There can be little doubt that Wilkerson is emotionally
disturbed and may be excused as a victln of twisted thought, but the
office of the Sheriff in Miami should know better.

a question of values

By Foster Gunnison, Jr.

Tha question ig asked -~ how does the homosexual union stackup against
the heterosexual family in a scale of soctal values? Not very well it would
appear.

We are told that homosexuality offers no real or lasting reward for its
adherents. We are told that it is a perverse, selfish, wasteful way of life;
a life of compulsive and unending resort to physical pleasure without com-
pensatory obligation or contribution; a life dewvoid of meaning or purpose.
We are told that it is a cormupter of youth, a destroyer of families, a
source of potential unhappiness for all who associate themselves with it or
fail to guard against it.

These opiniona, shared by many, are confimmed in the charged emotion
which never ceases to surround the issue. We have only to broach the topic
for rational discussion to unleash storms of violent protest.

Now it is time to ask just what is it that is being defended with so
much fervor against purported threats of homosexuality? And is it indeed
worth defending ?

First, if we take a moment to look about us wheat do we find? We find
ourselves - homogexual and heterosexual alike - struggling together in the
same world each for our own personal happiness and self expression in many
different ways, sometimes with and sometimes against ever present currents
of conformity.

In time, each of us emerges as an end product of an endless process of
socialization, one presumed characteristic of which is "progress" with each
passing decade. By progress is meant living ever more comfortably with one











