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PART I: HOMOSEXUAL "MARRIAGE"

Fidelity, Marriage And Sadism Self-Report Data

Thecurrent argument that the conjugal man-woman union codified inAmerican marriage
lawsshould include homosexual "partnerships"as equaland normal, reflects a shift in standard
from a Common Law/Judeo-Christian stand^d tothat articulated by Alfred C. Kinsey^ and his
group in their books.Sexual Behavior in the Human Male (1948) and Sexual Behavior in the
HumanFemale (1953). This shift was the result ofKinsey's false scientific "proofs" about human
sexuality in general and homosexuality in particular.

The author*s latest book, Kinsey, Crimes & Consequences (1998), and earlier work,
Kmsey, Sex andFraudt clearly identifl^ the falsehoods described as "facts" by the Kinsey male
clique, whichset the precedentfor our current sexualityfu-estorm. This sexualityshift originated
wii Kins^ in 1948 but it is reflected both in current legislative hearings on "Family Issues" and
in court removalofthe nation's historic sodomy laws. In fact, the arguments givento legalize
sodomyare directly linkedto the legalization ofhomosexual "marriage." There is no rational
reasonto legalize homosexual "marriage" if homosexual sex—^sodomy—is illegal.

Seven expertwitnessestestified in support of Wasson's [sodomy] case [while] [t]he
Commonwealth, on the other hand, presentedno witnessesand offers no scientific
evidence or social science data [claimingthe state can criminalizewhatever sexual
conduct it considers] inunoral,without regard to whether the activity is conducted
in privatebetween consenting adults and is not, in and of itself, harmful to the
participants orto others."^

Typically, in recent years few statesattempted to provide "scientific evidence or social
science data" to provethe needfor sodomylaws. Yet, law enforcement arrests from the 1920s on
reflect the fact that sodomy laws were enforced largely to protectbothyoungboys and society

' The full study, Partner Solicitation Characteristics asa Reflection ofMale Sexual Orientation, A5-Year
Comparative Analysis ofClassifiedAdvertisemerus in Two Mainstream Magazines: MaleHeterosexuals in The
Washingtoruan and MaleHomosexualsin TheAdvocateSeekingPartners^byJudith ReismanPh.D., and Charles B.
Johnson, Ph.D., (December 15, 1994) is available upon request.
^Kinsey, Pomeroy andMartin, Sexual Behavior in theHuman Male (1948) and Kinsey, Pomeroy, Martin and
Gebhar^ Sexml Behavior in the Human Female (1953), both published by Saunders in New York.
' J Reisman, Kins^, Crimes (fe Consequences, The Institute For Media Education, Arlington, Virginia, 1998,
Reismanet al, Kinsey, Sexand Fraud, Huntington House, Lafeyette, LA, 1990.
^See Kentudqr v. Wasson, 842 S. W.2d487, September 24, 1992, Rehearing Denied January 21, 1993.
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from public sex acts and sexual solicitation.^ While "privacy** is cited as akey reason for
eliminating sodomy laws the data findpublic sexual exhibitionism and solicitation tobe a common
and important "danger"ofthe homosexual culture.

Legalizing sodomy has given women, girls and boys carte-blanche to conduct swift,
mechanical assembly line "curb and archway" prostitution, via oral sodomy. L^al sodomy
provides young boys and girls with an incentive to earn speedy money without ever taking off their
clothes, spreading both old and new forms ofcontagious oral, anal and genital venereal disease for
years to come.

Based on what is known about homosexuality, genetically, historically, cross culturally
and cross species, U.S. decisions legalizing sodomy should be revisited by the Courts. Indeed, at
the time ofthis writing, twenty-one state legislatures were considering bills to ban recognition of
same-sex marriage, with all 34 ofthe remaining states expected to take up such legislation this year
while 48 "anti-Gay measures" are on the table in state legislatures.*^ Only asmall portion ofthe
factual data on homosexual conduct and its relationship to the debate on homosexual "marriage"
andhomosexual violence is presented here.

ALL MALE "BACHELOR TRIBES"

On the evidence, absent their role as warriors engaged in protection oftheir families, "o//-
male" groups are documentabty dangerous to women, children and civil society. Unless such
males are part ofacelibate cult or religion, their sexual conduct is commonly cross-culturally and
historically, promiscuous and violoit, infecting females and evoi childroi with deadly voio-eal
dis^^ and wrecking havoc with all organized social structures.' Women, elevated within Judeo-
Christian strictures, have historically been the only means ofre-directmg polymorphus male energy
into Yi^Asxophilia^ (not mere "heterosexrwa/ifj;") and hence facihtating civility.

Cross culturally and historically when monogamous "marriage" isnot honored and
esteemed by men as the mark ofthe successful man, when rules and penalties venerating marriage
are no longer etched into the male moral fabric, boys become increasingly narcissistic and war like,
^saulting one another, family and strangers, individually and as roving bands of"bi"-sexually
indiscriminate, nomadic tribal adventurers. Such young males endanger men, women, children and
civil society.

Homosexual anthropologist, Eric Rofes writes in Revmng the Tribe: Regenerating Gay
Men's Sexuality and Culture (1996^, that homosexual males are a tribe. This view is appropriate
for any bachelor group which excludes committed relationships with women and the subsequent
&thaingof children andthe protection of wom^ andchildren.

10,292 Men: 7,407 Advocates, and 2,885 Washingtonians, 1988-1992

Ŝee for example, theNew York police records as discussed by Morris Ploscowe in Sex and the Imw, Prentice Hall,
New York, 1951.
®The Washington [homosexual] Blade. February 7, 1997, p. 1.

See Will &Ariel Durant, The Story ofCivilization, (1975), NYC: Simon and Sdiuster the replay ofthese historical
pattern wwld wide, historically, cross culturally.
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With this understanding of "bachelorhood," the Reisman and Johnson research on "Partner
Solicitation Languageas a Reflectionof Male Sexual Orientation," comparedthe self-expressed
views of unmarried heterosexual versus homosexual bachelors on "marriage," fidelity, monogamy,
sexual violenceand several other key variables. The authors tested the theory of homosexual and
heterosexual "alikeness" in this male homo-hetero comparative study. The content analysis
^camined "In SearchOf' advertisements in an upscale WashingtonD.C., periodical the
Washingtonian (attracting urban, white mainstream, upscale, heterosexual bachelors) and
compared these to the major mainstream upscale homosexual periodical. TheAdvocate (attracting
urban, white mainstream, upscale, homosexual bachelors).

A representative random sample of 10,292 bachelor classified ads, (7,407 Advocates, and
2,885 Washingtonians) from 1988-1992, were coded by language variables. We asked the same
simple questions of the bachelors advertising for companions in both magazines. The results of
this stucfy should be reviewed by all legislators, Judges, educators, doctors, mental health
professionals, television reporters and talk show hosts, counselors, parents and others examining
malehomosexual versus heterosexual "lifetime partnering" including fidelity and commitment to
time.

The data find male homosexuals (bachelors) rarely seeking time-bound, or "marital"
relations. In contrast, heterosexually identified bachelors commonly did seek relationships by
noting their interest in investing time, implicitly and often explicitly, inclusive of marriage. Figure
1 identifies the five key variables which emerged from this study: bachelor interest in 1) time, 2)
non sexual activities, 3) prostitution, 4) sadism and 5) sex with a teen age male or female.

Figure 1: Comparison of Heterosexual and Homosexual Male Partner Preferences

FIVE MAJOR FINDINGS FOR PARTNER SOLICITAriONS IN THE ADVOCATE ADS & THE

WASHINGTONIAN ADS

(Percent of ads with expressed preferences)

Time

Commitment

NonSex

interests

Prostitution,
Expiicit/lmplicit

• Washingtonian

• The Advocate

Sexuai Sadism Man-Teen Sex

Figure 1: The Reisman&Johnson Report Summary of Findings above, supports The
Advocate self report data below. Our research found 25% ofAdvocates in these In Search Of ads
soliciting sadism versus 0.41% of Washingtonians doing so. (Seefull report for added discussion).
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WASHINGTONIAN V. ADVOCATE BACHELORS

As in Figure I, our study found 86% ofheterosexual Washingtonian bachelors mentioned
"time" as a condition of meeting vctsus 2% ofAdvocate bachelors citing spending *'iime" with
their chosen companion. The fact that nearly halfofall Washingtonian bachelors versus 3% of
Advocate bachelors sought someone who shared non-sexual hobbies and interests supports a
finding oflow homosexual commitment to time given toa long-term relationship. That 5% of
Washingtonian bachelors versus 63% ofAdvocate bachelors versus 5% ofheterosexual involved
prostitution, reconfirms the historical and cross cultural data on homosexual bachelorhood as
uniformly rejectingmale-malecommitment.

That under one percent of Washingtonian bachelors versus 25% ofAdvocate bachelors
publicly sought sexual sadism, supports the latter's lack oftime interest and their short, abusive
view of relationships. And, as almost no Washingtonian bachelors sought teen-age-girls while a
minimum of 15% ofAdvocate bachelors sought teen-age-boys, legal recogmtion of homosexual
"marriage," which would open the door to homosexual adoption, and/or homosexual employment
associatedwith youths, would be contraindicated.

R&J DATA VALIDATED BY ADVOCATE SELF-REPORTS

Figure 2; Affluent >ldvocate Bachelor Preferences

Useofdiido

Three^ay sex

Use of cock ring

Phone sex

Group sex

Bcnctage & Discipline

Use of nipf:^ clamps

Sadcmasochisni

Computersex

Percent who engaged in these acts in the last five ye^

The August1994Advocate Self-Report on Sexual Preferences in"Gay Culture" the "gay
cultural"data above is reprintedfrom the mosthighly respected homosexual publication in the
nation, what it says about homosexual reality deservesour careful scrutiny. The demographic data
on The August 1994Advocate SelfReportSurvey ofSexuality^ posttheAIDS epidemic, defines
gay*' sexualculture, as over half of its affluent, professional, influential homosexual males using
hurtful "dildos" rectally.
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Few healthy teenagers would view such painful, humiliating and "degenerative" conduct as
the same as the shared emotions of love between Romeo and Juliet or as equal to the "generative"
conduct of marriage and a family. Moreover, says The Advocate, nearly 50% of respondents
enjoy sexsimultaneously with twoother males.

MARRIAGE: 48% IN "THREE-WAY" & 24% GROUP SEX

92% Claim 30 To 100+ Sex "Partners;" 21% Admit Child Sexual Abuse

In addition to "In SearchOf advertisements, we studied The Advocate August 1994self-
report data, a "sample pool" of2,500 bachelor respondents to The Advocate sexual conduct
questionnaire.

Figure3: Marriage SelfReportAttitudes and Conduct

2,500 Advocate Respondants (1994)

120%

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

100%

Total Males 30-100

Partners

3-Way Sex Group Sex

Regarding the issueof "marriage," 48% of the 90% white upscale homosexual bachelors
admittedto partaking in "three-way sex." An additionalor somewhatoverlapping 24% admitted to
involvement in "group sex (4 or more)." TheAdvocate study supported the inabilityof males to
maintain "marital" commitment found in the R&J "In Search Of fmdings-a promiscuous culture,
seeking sexual variety, sadism and youth. Most Advocate bachelors (57%) reported "more than 30
partners...about a third (35%) report more than 100 partners" with at least 58% to 100% having
practiced anal sodomy in the past year" (R&J p. 22).

Moreover, the R&J data are confirmed by the self-report focus on sexual violence—on the
evidence, antagonistic to any loving, committed, marriage.
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The Advocate boy focus is confirmed by a cross-section of studies weperformed, inclusive
ofa study of words used in The Queen's Vernacular, the preeminent homosexualdictionary,
biographical records and travel guide advertisements. These data fully supportthehistorical, cross
cultural findings of homosexual predation toward boys. Thehomosexual cultural view of children
is critical to any discussion of legitimizing homosexual marriage as it impacts childcustodyand
adoption decisions, especially in light of theestimated rate of male homosexual versus heterosexual
child sexual abuse. The findings, extrapolated from U.S. Population Studies, child abuse surveys
and congressional hearings, follow.®

Figure 4 below analyzesestimated rates of child sexual abuseby heterosexual versus
homosexual males, based upon currentdata identifying 1) rates of abuse of boysversus girls and
2) population estimates of heterosexual versus homosexual males over 18years of age. See The
Reismm andJohnson Report for fiirther details.

Figure 4: Heterosexual v. Homosexual Child SexualAbuse Estimates

6-8 Million Boys
Abused By Age 18
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Estimate of Homosexual Boy Abuse Estimate of Heterosexual Girl Abuse

At roughly 2% of the Adult (over 18) male population estimated now as homosexual,
versus 98% to 95% heterosexual, the statistical rate ofboy abuse within the homosexual sub
culture is 6-8 boy victims to each estimated homosexual, versus one girl abused for every 80
heterosexual males. Since every homosexual male does not abuse boys, there is a highly toxic
and substantial homosexual sub-set which victimizes hundreds ofboys. As the homosexual
community is so small, these felons should be largely knownto the movement. Despite the

®See the Statistical Abstract ofthe US 1992, US Department ofCommerce Library No, 4-18089 for data onthe
number of malesover age 18. Estimates are based on a higher-endcalculationofroughly2% of the over 18 male
population as homosexual and on the generally accepted body of childsex abuse data on girl and boyvictimsof sex
assault. SeeCongressional hearingsand testimonies: the ChildProtection and Obscenity Act of 1988, April, June
Ann August 1988;The International Child AbductionAct, February 1988;The Missing Children's Act, November
1981;and the Child Protection Act, August 1986, etc, as well as a broad bodyof research on ViolenceAgainst
Children and Sexually Victimized Children.
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transmission of ADDS to boys via these molesters, to date we have found no activist attempt to
expose or "out" these men.

Finally, while 80% Advocate respondents said they would give upsex for love, based
on the self-report data there isa fundament difference between what love is for heterosexual and
homosexual bachelors. This is validated in the following definitions of "love" relationships.

Men who disdain womanly controls which tie men to family andchildren and which
reproduce generationally, historically do focus onyouth inall things Any sub-culture with such a
high rate ofchild sexual abuse as above, will beprecipitating many forms ofviolent, youthful
dysfunctions, from homicide (reflected in increased "gay ongay" violence) to suicide. This is
addressed more fully later in this paper.

REPORTING INFIDELITY AND TRANSITORY LIFESTYLE

Non Exclusive~8% With The Same Man Over Ten Years

Of the2,500Advocate respondents, roughly 8% said they werewith the same man, not
necessarily exclusively, for over tenyears and 24% not necessarily exclusively for over a year.
The28% and52%who reportan effort to be monogamous in an earlier or current period by
definition, admit their inability to maintain a faithful relationship.

Figure 5: Partnering Statements ofAdvocate Respondents
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These affluenthomosexual Advocatewhitemenreflected in Figure 4 do not reveal a post-AIDS
pattern of fidelity. Moreover, those with AIDS commonly seek a partner/caretaker fortheir declining years
sothe 13% ofAdvocates admitting AIDS would inflate the rateof 8% who attempt to engage in semi-
monogamy. The Advocate does not equatemonogamy withfidelity.

Fundamental differences inthe meaning of "monogamy" between heterosexuals and
homosexuals are id^tified in the large bo(fy ofhomosexual partnering data.^ It should be
mentioned that while lesbians, like women ingeneral, tendtowardgreaterstability than theirmale
counterparts, thedata find lesbians mcreasingly adopting the worst ofmale homosexual patterns of
conduct.^® Why this is so hasyet to beestablished.

In any event, to permit twowomen "marriage" rights undermines thehardwon rights ofwomen in
theirdealings with men—for theadvantage ofchildren and thecivil society. Lesbian and
homosexual male marital privileges would further weaken thedelicate historical, cross-cultural
contractual bonds ofman and woman.

Sociobiologists point out that among the roughly 847identified human cultures, 83%
condone pofygamy, 16% monogamy and, 0.47% polyandiy (Murdock 1967),^* with females
regularly mating only with thestrongest "alpha" dominant male. Fewmale primates ever attain a
female mate, since thealphaprimates commonly drive offthe lesser males from theirharems. Re,
same sexprimate "relations" none havebeen observed inthenatural habitat while absolutely no
male monogamous sexual bonding is on record anjwhere either individually or in"communities."

So,although heterosexual union is thenatural model of life, marriage (including chastity
priorandfidelity during) is a wholly unique human phenom^ion. So, why do humans many?
Unless married, on the evidence, human lifeis proverbially lonely, short and brutal, (it was illegal
in Jewish lawfor mento be single. The data finding earlydeathfrom diseaseand violence for
single males confirms both the homosexual obituary data and the obvious—men withwomen and
families are healthier than all other males). However, under the "one man-on&-woman" Judeo-
Christian law, all menhave the privilege of wooing a woman, creatinga family, and, as a resultof
marital effortsand commitment, having longand pleasant liveswhileproducinga private
inheritance for the next generation, passed on to the next, buildingthe familyand the good society.

As noted, absent the Judeo-Christian demands offidelity and monogamy, males have a
phenotypical histoiy of indiscriminate, violent and sexualexploitation On the evidence, the only
documentable meansof identifying malesas "homosexual" is by their rejection of a female in lieu
ofmale(s)for sexual congress. The repudiation offemales as worthymates has producedan
ongoing effortby gay activists, critics say, to co-optthe unique, male-female contractnegotiation
processcalled"marriage." Suchactionscontinue the on-going war to erodewomen's social status
and children's protections.

While this is not the place to address this issue in detail, the R&J Report found seduction
of "straight" men and boys to be a conmiontheme, of adv^ture and conquest in the homosexual

' See thefull Reisman and Johnson report for extensive citation data onhomosexual fidelity.
Ibid,see especiallyDavid Islandand PatrickLetellier,Men Who Beat the Men Who LoveThem (1991), NYC:

Harrington Park Press.
" See Shepher and Reisman (Bat-Ada) "Pornography: A Sociobiolo^cal Attempt at Understanding (1985) Ethology
andSociobiology, NYC: Elsevier Science Publishing Co., Inc., p. 106.
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literature. The Advocate has carried articles and stories about how to seduce "strai^ts** into
homosexuality. One such Advocate article, post-AIDS, "How toSeduce AStraight MarT (March
28, 1989: 39-41) tells gay readers to pretend friendship with the chosen straight victim; help him,
show interest in his hobbies, lie to him about your girlfriends, break down his resistance by
confiding "secrets" witfi him while plymg him with alcohol, etc.^^ All ofthese techniques were
applicable toseducing boys or moi and significantly relevant tosubsequent acts of"gay** violence.

See the Addendum for a fuller discussion of the Secular Meaning and Purpose of Marriage;
Marriage as a Male-Female Contract; The State Does Not Protect Love or Lovers; Judicial
Decisions inNew York; Eliminating TheMonogamous Marriage Contract: Failure andInjury from
"No Fault" Divorce; "Love" As a Legal Issue

TheAdvocate^cover story, March 28,1989.
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II. HOMOSEXUAL "HATE CRIMES" OR GAY-ON-GAY VIOLENCE?

Men Who Beat The Men Who Love Them

As man's fear of the wrath ofGod and eternal damnation should he violate God's dictates

decreases, violence against womaiand children predictably increases. It tookdecades of battery
and murder of women and children before domestic violence legislation was crafted to protect these
two vulnerable populations from maleassault Women and children are commonly physically
weaker andeconomically dependent upon themale of thefamily. When society glamorizes and
glorifies sexand violence at the sametime that it demeans andcheapens the sanctity of marriage
andthespecial estateof wife andmother, it opens thefloodgates to male frustration anddomestic
violence. Only inthe unequal relation of women andmen and adult andchild is the statejustified
in "domestic abuse" interference.

In theirfrank but empathetic book. Men Who Beat the Men Who Love Them, David Island
andPatrick Letellier, a [battered] homosexual psychologist and his counselor colleague, wrote of
the commonality of homosexual and lesbian battery as reflecting a generally violent model of life.
While Islandand Letellier addressmainly maleconduct, they report lesbian-on-lesbian batteryas
similarly common and as the thirdmost significant health problem among lesbians.

Moreover, just as the general society has seen a massive increase inviolence post 1948,
l^bians have especially become increasmgly "masculine" and bold, and increasingly violent,
creating sadism clubs and books and films celebrating sadomasochism and deriding theolder,
traditional lesbians as repressed and inhibited. As there is no inherent inequality in adult same-sex
"partnerships," there is no Justification, beyond normal laws prohibiting slavery and assault and
battery, etc., for stateor federal interference. Moreover, if thestate is to interfere in female-on-
female battery situations, it is similarly required to interfere in male-on-male violence, a much
more complicatedactivity than would be first imagined

Figure 6 The WashingtoDBlade Report, 1997

Same Sex v. Hetero Hate Crimes (1995)
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Above is a recentreport from the homosexual movement (The Washington Blade,
February 14, 1997)citing 1,566"casesof same-sex domestic violence and 1,490 casesof "bias"
incidents in the six cities in 1995." The research clearly confirms the commonalityofgay-on-gay
battery. While the homosexual movement is currently forced to admit to the levels of violence
inherent in these mechanical and transient imions, few will admit what was found in the R&J
Report andvalidated in The Advocate self-report data, thatwhen massive numbers of males have
been sexually victimized as boys byother men, th^ will spend a lifetime retaliating against those
they seeas their offaiders, even if they"sleepwith the enemy."

"SLEEPING WITH THE ENEMY" - BOY CHILD ABUSE
SURVIVORS AS BATTERERS AND CUTTHROATS

The Advocate claims 21percent of its upscale respondents werechildsexabuse victims—
byage 15. Asnoted earlier, if roughly 2 million homosexual males (~2% of theover-18-year-old
male population) havevictimized between 6 and 8 million boys (at abouta 17% rateof child sex
abuse),^^ then large numbers of males remain highly hostile toward homosexual contact (compared
to roughly 8 million girls abused by an 88 million heterosexual male population).

Donotmen andboys havetiiesame right as girls andwomen, to slapor punch those whosexually
harass them? Also, the research confirms common senseempirical observation, that is, girl sex
victims regularly "sleepwiththe enemy," trying promiscuous conduct as teens andadults,
commonly including prostitution. Few roamthe streets to hunt out and murder men whorepresent
the sex that harmed them.

While boy sex victims havenot beenwidely studied, the extant researchconfirms anecdotal data.
Sexually abused boys, likesexuallyabusedgirls,often"sleep with the enemy," tiying promiscuous
conductas teens and adults, commonly including prostitution. However, it appears that some
numberof boy survivorsdo roam the streets to hunt out and murder those who representthe sex
that harmed them.

Despite organizedand vehement homosexual denials, there is massive historical and cross
cultural evidence ofthe more violent nature ofmales, unconstrained by women and ofthe
predatory nature ofhomosexualmales toward boys. It would be critical to identifyexactly what
percentageofthe growingnumbers ofhomosexual "hate crimes" the nation witnesses annually are
directly related to such earfy victimization. How many "hate crimes" involvemen and boys who,
likewomenand girls, are reacting to males who "come on" to them? When the homosexual
movement asserts that every"gay man" who is assaulted is a "hate crime," critics wouldargue that
suchclaims are distortions of the complex realities of sexualvictimization.

" See theStatistical Abstract oftheUS 1992, US Department ofCommerce LibraryNo, 4-18089 for data onthe
numberofmales over age 18. Estimatesare basedon a higher-endcalculationofroughly2% ofthe over 18 male
population as homosexual and on the generallyacceptedbodyof child sex abuse data on ^rl and boyvictimsof sex
assault. See Congressional hearings and testimonies: the Child Protection and ObscenityAct of 1988, April, June
Ann August 1988; The International Child Abduction Act, February 1988; The Missing Children's Act, November
1981; and the Child Protection Act, August 1986, etc, as well as Gil, Violence Against Children; Finkehor, Sexually
Victimized Children, Gfeirer, Hidden Victims, etc. See the foil Reisman & Johnson report for detail on the
comparisonofhomosexual and heterosexual boy-girl abuse.
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"With Two Men in a Relationship„„500,000 GayMenAre AbusedBy TheirLoversEach
Year** Rqfort Island andLeteUier

In concert withTheAdvocate preferences for sexualsadismin their relationships
discussed earlier, mostheterosexuals are unaware that after AIDS and chemical abuse, battery is
thethirdmajor health hazard forhomosexual men andfor lesbians (whose firsthazard is cancer).
The homosexual movement is well aware ofthe violence inherent in their daily activities and forms
of entertainment, writing of theseevents regularly. Note Islandand Letellier's data on the
frequency of homosexual battery andto engage ingenerally violent life conduct in. Men Who Beat
the Men Who Love Them:

There is no reasonto assume thatgay men are lessviolent than heterosexual men. We estimate
that at least 500,000g(^ men are abusedbytheir loverseachyear in the UnitedStates, With
twomen in a relationship it ispossible that... violenceoccurs morefrequently in the gey
malecommunity than in strmghtAmerica. Onething is certain:[Sexual] violence is
acknowledged, talked about, anddealtwith more instraightrelationships than ingc^ male
relationships.'^... The gay comnmmty needs to recognizie that wealthy, white, educated,
**politically correct**g<^ men batter their lovers "

While therealways are isolated incid^ts of "skinhead" bullies whojust like to batter
anyone available, homosexual men are regularly battered by otherhomosexual men, andbymen
and boys responding to sexual harassmrait On point, the homosexual presscommonly reports
murders of "gay men" byyoung male prostitutes. Whatis leftunsaid in these crimes, is thatthese
boys are commonly taking belated revenge ontheir **tricks." The"gay culture" is dangerous with
disastrousoutcomes. The seriesofmurders by a homosexual prostitute, Andrew Cunanan, who
all^edly murdered thefashion leader, Gianni Versace inJuly 1997, appears to have been just such
a casein point Would Jefifr^ Dauhmer or themany otherhomosexual-serial-rape murderers have
been classified as committing gay "hate crimes?"

THE FACTS ON "HATE CRIME" DATA

"Hate Crimes" Are Unverified Claims Of "Incidents".

Wnri Bueaa
Askr Sintei fCB9 JMMm
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The "Department of
Education The Commonwealth

of Massachusetts Safe Schools
Regional Workshop, Book 2"
(1994) training documents
claim:

Gays are the
most

frequent
victims of

David Island and Patrick Letellier, Men Who Beat the Men Who Love Them,New York, Harrington Park Press,
1991, p. 13,14,8, Ibid, pp. 16,25

Ibid, p. 24.
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hate crimes in the United States, according to the U. 5, Department of
Justice.

Elsewhere, the Massachusetts Department of Education documents cite the Attorney
General's Commission on Pornography (called the "Meese Commission") for hate crime data
which was never part of the AG's report. Checking with the U.S. Department of Justice, these
Massachusetts Department of Education claims were found to be untrue. The "Hate Crime -
1994" report of the FBI fmds the following:

Fact: "Hate crimes" are notproven crimes but reported "incidents".
Fact: The "Hate Crime-1994" data (proven or reported) find racism causesmost Hate Crimes.
Fact: 5,852 (.0003%) of 151,479,983 Americans claim^ to experience a"HATE CRIME" in
1994:'^
Fact: Overall, 63% of the "crimes" involved "intimidation" or property vandalism.
Fact: "Gay" hate crimesaccounted for 677,or, 12%of total incidents.

Figure 7:Hate Crimes Claimed in 1994

HATE CRIME INaDENTS-1994

FBI Uniform Crime Reports Total 5,852Incidents of 151,479,983 Population

Rac^thnicity Bias
(4,142)

Sexual Orientation

(677)

Religious Bias
(1,051)

Sixtypercent ofthe incidents weremotivated by racial bias; 18percent by religious bias; 12
percent bysexual orientation bias; and 11percent byethnicity/national origin bias..... Intimidation was
the single mostfrequently reported crime...'\

If rape againstwomen and girls were correctly designated "hate crimes" (as indeed they
are) all assaults motivated by racial, religious or orientation crimes would bedwarfed by

The quotes are taken from the 4 page DoJ press release.
" U.S. Department ofJustice, FBI Uniform Crime Reports: Hate Crimes- 1994, p. 2.
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misogyny—^violence against women. However, the current bureaucracyrefuses to define rape and
sexual harassment as "hate."

On point, toooften, when they become adjudicated, "Hate Crimes" have been found to be
abused by thegroup charging hate. There have been records of male homosexual and lesbian
complaints of hate, themost famous ofwhich was thecaseof Axalea Cooley, a black, crippled,
allegedly lesbian woman in Oregon who charged hateandhomophobic harassment in20 separate
cases, crosses burning outside herhome, swastikas on herhouse, death threats, andthe like, just prior
to the voteon Measure9 to eliminate specialtreatmentfor homosexuals. As it turns out, Ms. Cooley
and her friends staged these hate crimes in order tosuccessfully sway the vote on Measure 9.^®

Falseracialand religious claims as seenin the recent conviction reported on the right. Here
alleged Jewish victims had hired men to spraypaint swastikas on buses and such in orderto obtain
monetary rewards. Moreover, as noted, these "hate crimes" are often abuses of "intimidation" like
spray paintings which degrade a specific group, difficult at bestto track andconfirm butcotainlynot
to be likened to the lynching of blacks, to which th^ are oftencompared. Moreover, under the
circumstances, it is strange that rape-murders of boysby men are notcounted andidentified as "hate
crimes"sinceserial-rape-murderer ofboys,says the FBI data, are statistically homosexual.

PERCENT INCIDENTS INCLUDE UNVERIFIED "INTIMIDATION"

The Figure6 citations to 12 percent incidents of"sexual orientation bias" does notdistinguish
between abuse, vandalism or "intimidation," the largest "hate crime" cat^ory. Nor is it clear how
"intimidation" is defined. Out of 677 reported "Sexual Orientation Incidents" 497 alleged victims
were male homosexuals, 99 female. As noted, these "incidents" includedwhat the complainants
saw as "intimidation" due to their race, sex,age, etc. Somewould arguethat criminalizing people
based on "intimidation" as it is viewed by the offendedparty, opens up the nationto modemforms
of witchhunts. Whojudges whether this report, for example, describing data which couldbe seen
as critical ofhomosexual conduct, is not a "hate crime" but an attempt at "intimidation?"

As noted in "Afew Who Beat The Men Who Love Them," these "hate crimes" could also
include some "gay-on-gay" battay, an epid^iic whichhas ragedamong homosexuals cross-
culturally andhistorically. Noneof thiskindof information is mcluded in books like One
Teenager In Ten.

Legislators andjudgesare required to be aware of the facts. Pandemic gay-on-gay
physical battery is a bitterreality. While the homosexual movement reports "intimidation" of497
homosexual malesas "hate," the confirmed crimesagainst homosexuals are largelyperpetrated by
enraged, (fysfimctional homosexual fiiends andcolleagues Anydecisions regarding homosexual
"hatecrimes" must facethese facts priorto recrafting hundreds of years of lawandpublic policy
on homosexuality.

[It bearsrepeating that] We estimate that at least500,000 gqy men are abusedbytheirlovers each
year in the UnitedStates. With two men in a relationshipit ispossible that... violence occursmore
frequently in thegay male community thaninstraightAmerica...Inevery article that has been
writtat aboutmen's domesticviolence^ one topic invariably comes up: Silence. Sample
commentsfrom the above-mentionedarticles: '*There is definitefya lot ofdenial" " It's one ofthe

SeeJanuary 13, 1993 TheOregonian "Andnow, forthe not-too-strange caseofAzalea Cooley."
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bestkeptsecrets in the gay community." "Noone willlisten. No one willhear."....Asfor violence
in the relationships ofg(tymen, there is evengreater silence and denial than there is about lesbian
battering."

Collapsing Race (60%) andEthnicity (11%) into one "racial" category for blacks,
Hispanics, Indians, etc,yields 71% of totalcomplaints. Even using the"hate" dataas they
appear—uncoUapsed as a class—homosexual complaints are ranked at 11.5% of the 5,852
total complaints—not 60%.

The FBI data report 13 murders associated with"hate" crimes. Why no indication whether
these were racial, religious or "orientation"?

Figure 7: San Francisco "Gay on Gay Bashing" Reports 1991

Comparison of USA "Heterosexual" Hate Crimes (1994)
Charges To SF "Gay-on-Gay" Assault (1991) Reports

SF: 1,200 Assault

Charges 1991

Gay on Gay Violence: SF

US 497 Incidents

(Gay Only) 1994

Hate Crimes" Nationwide

Comparing heterosexual "hate" crimes to homosexual "hate" crimes ("gay-on-gay
bashing), finds thelatter significant^ more fi*equent than the former. While 500,000 homosexuals
as abused (based on Kinsey's 10% gayclaims) would be wildly exaggerated, on theother hand,
1,200 annual phone complaints to San Francisco police area fair estimate thatnationwide, at least
10,000 gay men annually assault one another as well as young boys. Moreover, when the abuse is
anal, AIDS death is often the result.

Dpixiestic violence 1
hits gays more than ^ domestic Violence IS
hpinophobic assault n underreport^, experts say
But most abuse goes unrexxirted / :

' 111^ liv>)iivaw/vuui vviiiwio WL rr rtO JUxXJl

The Men Who Love Them base their outrageous estimates of 500,000 annually abused

" Island, Ibid; 13, 14, 8. and36.

The Institutefor Media Education



homosexuals on Kinsey's estimates of at minimum a 10% homosexual population. However, more
reliable is the feet that the San Francisco police received fewer than 100 calls permonth"^
from homosexuals reporting their current "lovers'' are battermg them. Logically, these 1,200
anniial complaints (roughly 10,000 nationwide) are not "hate crimes" - as same-sex-homosexual
offenders not opposite sex offenders? Moreover, the San Francisco complaints are ofphysical
assaults,notunverified accusations of intimidation or vandalism. Seeabove.

But, suppose theunverified increase from 1994 to 1997 "hatecrime" claims were
adjudicated astrue (not atall the case). If about 2% ofAmerican males are homosexual, roughly 2
million homosexual versus 85-88 million heterosexual males provided the pool of offenders who
intimidated, etc., the rqrorted 1,500 h(»nosexual malesin 1997.

Statistically, these claims represent. 0017% ofheterosexual males and .0750% of"gay"
males. Even weretheseprovencrimes, which theyare not Suchfindings invalidate any
discriminatory public policies against heterosexual society based on such non statistics. Forthe
rate of homosexual versushet^osexual predators is statistically significant indeed.

The homosexual press regularly reports onhomosexuals battered and even killed bytheir
male partners, pickups, hustlCTS and the like. History documents that unless males accept the
civili^g bond ofwomen and progaiy (or celibate service to the church) they commonly become
dangerous and brutal, cross culturally and cross species, toothers and toeach other.

This raises other questions. What percent of thealleged 1,566 "hatecrimes" in 1997
against homosexuals were assaults byothor "gays"? What po'cent of"intimidation" etc, was a
result ofmen with homosexual child abuse histories respon^g violently togay sexual
solicitations? When men sexually solicit or threaten womai, society expects thetargeted victim to
respond aggressively, defending Wselfwith as much verbal contempt and physical strength as is in
her powa*.

Society must not permit abuse of any innocent persons, whoever th^ are. On point, the
most abused, insulted, intimidated, battled, raped and murda*ed people in our nation are wom^
and children. Such "hate crimes" are statistically significant in themillions. Our laws are in place
to punish violait crime alreacfy. Our laws arenot enforced, and violet rapists and murderers are
paroled regularly to offend again, and again. If thejustice systran is as bogus as it is, on the
evidoice, why would We The People pomitany government bocfy beallowed furtho* intrusion into
our private Noughts and feelings? Would "hate crime" legislation allow homosexual males and
lesbians tosexually solicit and/or threaten men andboys, or girls and women, without retahation?

Having defended youtihs in The Reisman & Johnson Report from the unsubstantiated
charge that they are genetically homosexual, many of the findings in The Reisman &Jolmson
Report offer fruther aid in this case.^^

^ Island, Ibid; p. 8.
29"Scatology" and "f—Idn^ refer to fecal acts and totheinsertion ofhand orann into therectal area. While the
authors £qK)logjze for this language, these acts arenow described teachers inmany schooh-ooms. Written material
describing these activities were provided by the New York school system. The National AIDS Policy Coordinator,
Kristine Gebbie was thekeynote speaker at sudi anevent, which included minors inattendance, onMardi25,1995
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SADISM ("HATE") IN "THE 1994 ADVOCATE SURVEY

As noted earlier, the self report of Advocate readers represents the most credentialed,
respected and professional of all homosexual readerships, the Time and Ladies Home Journalof
the homosexual movement. Here, the leaders of that movement publicly identify what could be
called their sexual and cultural traditions. It should not be surprising to find merging in The
Advocate Classifiedsy solicitations for, and stories about, men using boys for violent, sadistic sex
acts, if this is part of the homosexual "cultural traditions." By April 20, 1993 (p. 30) The
Advocate still included images such as that of a leering, skull-linked teen bedecked in chains with
enlarged genitalia, linking recruitment, sadism and youth. Advocate photographs of youths being
abused are available on request.

Asa highly visible survey, it is safeto saythat The1994Advocate SelfReportSurvey of
Sexuality did not exaggerate thebizarre or abusive aspects of this special group, but rather the
survey would have aimed, as much as possible, to present what they sawas a mainstream posture
for its readers. Most sex offenders are on record in the Department of Justice and FBI data as
having begun their sexual abuses during their early teen years, against local children, kin and non
kin. Again, as The Advocate admitted that 21 percentoftheir nuderespondents adndtted to
early sexualabuse by an adult by age 15, it could be fair to estimate that roughly double that
number were abused byage 18(the common agecited forchild sexabuse data), especially if older
teoiage abuse was considered abuse. The overwhelming number of ads for youths and the focus
onyouth confirms theattention to youth well b^ond even thatexhibited inThe Washingtonian.

Moreover, the 1994 Advocate Self Report Surv^ of Sexuality unapologetically
documents the cultural conduct common to its upscale, urban, white, educated male readers. It is
doubtful that this graph below or the rest of this survey were shown are part of the body of data
fully imderstood by state legislators.

Homosexual researcher, John Lee,^ found that 45% of his own random Advocate sample
sought men with a "straight or masculine appearance'* while scores of other homosexual
researchers and writers admit that, as left, much of the homosexual movement is fascinated with
seduction of "straight" males, leading to an acceleration of "hate crimes" by those retaliating.
Indeed, "HowTo Seduce a Straight Man" (March28, 1989, pp. 39-41)wentintogreat detail as to
how to trick "straights" into sex via liquor, etc., while on tfie right is a typical ad (imtil recent
issues) in which film fi-om "hidden cameras" are sold, showing men and boys stripping and
changing. On August 13, 1992 there were five advertisements claiming to offer fihn of men inthe
nude taken with hidden cameras.

Such danger and exposure is, on the evidence, a regular partof the homosexual persona,
so that returning to the"gaycultural" data above, what it says about homosexual reality deserves
our careful scrutiny. The demographic data on The 1994 Advocate Self Rsport Survey of
Sexuality, post the AIDS epidemic, defines gay" sexual culture, as over half of its affluent,
professional, mfiuential homosexual males usinghurtful "dildos" rectally.

^ See"Media Mating," "Forbidden Colors, "Men Who Advertise for Sex," and"Permanent Partner Priorities," by
hcnnosexual researchers in John DeCecco, Ed., Gay Relationships,HarringtonPark Press, NYC, 1988.
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Fewnormal men or teenswould view suchpainful, humiliating and"degenerative" conduct
as the same as the shared emotions of love between Romeo and Juliet or as equal to tiie
"generative" conduct of marriage and a family. Moreover, as noted. The Advocate, nearly 50% of
its male respondents practice sexsimultaneously with two others (generally males). Most of these
"gay cultural" values are taught, that is glamorized and hence advocated, at conferences many of
the faculty and their students eventually ending up as expert witnesses in courtrooms and
legislatures nationwide.

Repeating, other homosexual cultural data define pain-as-pleasure: 45% of Advocates
attached a torturous "cock ring," to their phallus to attain some kind of feeling, nearly 20%attach
painful "nipple clamps" to their chests, 20% engaged in "bondage and discipline" and 10%
"sadomasochism." At least 20% to 50% ofAdvocates enjoysadism. The vast boy hustler ti-affic
was verified (63% of Advocates trafficking in prostitution) and is briefly touched on in the
discussion on AIDS transmission to boys.

This would confirm the observation that as the most exaggerated form of bachelorhood,
homosexuals average 250 "partners" in a lifetime with AIDS carriers having 1,300 "partners" in
their short lifetime. These facts, on the evidence, establish a desperate "gay" population. For,
Figure 4 reprinted as displayed in The Advocate^ finds fully 100% of the respondents enjoying
varied forms of humiliating, degrading and harmful sexual battery.
Returning to The Reisman &Johnson Report Summary of Findings earlier, the data
supports The Advocate selfreport datafinding 25% ofAdvocates inthese In Search Of
adssoliciting sadism versus 0.41% of Washingtonians doing so. (See fiill reportforadded
discussion). SeeAddendum 2 for a discussion of"hate" as associated withthe arguments
regarding the alleged assault upon homosexuals by Hitler.

"HATE" AND HOMOSEXUAL "YOUTH" SUICIDE

Figure 8: Transmission ofAIDS to Boys By Homosexual Men

"HTV Transmission Routes in Adolescents

Aged 13-21 in the United States

Male Homosexuals/bisexual males 51%

Transfusion recipients 22%

Male homosexual intravenous drug users 8%

Heterosexuals 8%

InlTdvenousdrug users 6%

Other 5%

The fmal issuecritical to address is suicide. These statistics are taken firomthe study
"AIDS Among Adolescents," published in the October 1990issue ofthe American
Journal ofDiseases ofChildren. The critical concern regarding homosexual domestic
violence or sadism and the like, is that of youthful homosexual suicide. PaulGibson, a social
worker from San Francisco is the source ofa often cited "government report on "Gay Male and

23 The 1994 Advocate SurveyofSexuality, August 23, 1994, p. 21.
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LesbianYouthSuicide" containedin Volume3 ofthe Report ofthe Secretary's Task Force on
Youth Suicide, U.S. Department ofHealthand Human Services, January 1989. Gibson'sclaims in
that document are consistently cited as a reason to encourage "the coming out process inyouth"
thereby labeling youngsters forever as non "normal" if you will.

Fact: Mr. Gibson's data on "youth" suicide are largely grounded in Dr. AlfredC. Kinsey's
fraudulent statistics for homosexuality found inSexualBehaviorin theHumanMale (1948).
Since Mr. Gibson does notquestion Kinsey's work it is reasonable thathisown work would be
similarly shaky. Not only does Mr. Gibson call "youth" anyone uptoage 24, thereby skewing the
youth data, heconstructs thefalse premise ofbiological homosexuality andconcludes that parents
andreligion areresponsible forteenage suicide. If par^ts and churches would welcome the idea
ofchildren being homosexual, Mr. Gibson argues thatsuicide will beradically reduced.

As notedearlier, the estimated rates ofchild sexual abuse by heterosexualversus
homosexual males, based upon current datastatistically finds forpredatory youth seeking
homosexual males as common.(see TheReisman and Johnson Reportfor further details) .
Bachelors, with no interest in marriage, or inanywomanly controls which tie men to family and
children, focus on youth. Any sub-culture with such ahi^ rate ofchild sexual abuse, will be
prec^itating many forms ofyouthful dysfunction, including that which isunder discussion here—
suicide.

[Adds a youngM-year-old "gay" boy]I have a lot offriends that re 20,
22, that haveAIDS now. Theygot it in high school But they didn 't show
the signs until later.

TheUniversity of Massachusetts or theUniversity of Connecticut appeartypical in their
support of programs which trainteachers onAIDS andhomosexuality andwhich injure America's
children. Certainly theUniversity of Kentucky and thoseteaching abouthomosexuality andAIDS
in Kentucky are similarly dispensing both fraudulent and harmful data to Kentucky children.

An alarming increase in high-risk sexual behavior amongyoung gay
men, once thought to be restricted largely to San Francisco, is
spreadingrapidly throughout NorthAmerica and Europe, researchers
saidyesterday at the 11th International Conferenceon AIDS....gay
men who had been abused as children were twice as likely to engage in
high-risk activity as those who hadnot been abused.^^

Sincethe conduct"is spreadingrapidly throughoutNorth America and Europe" very high
rates ofchild sex abuse are clearly part ofthe "homosexual youth" profile. That the percentage of
admitted abuse is not given is an indication of the scandal ofabuse. And In fact, data on AIDS
finds a minimum of59% of"adolescents" infected with AIDS by older men says TheAdvocate
(March 24, 1992, p. 41). TheAdvocate included the followingtable-printed verbatim—for its
constituency:

" The Advocate, March 24, 1992, p.41.
" TheLexington Herald-Leader, Lexington KY, July 9,1996, A6.
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Studying The Advocate and The Washingtonian data, nearly 15% ofAdvocates andless
than.05% of Washingtonians seeking a teenager, while theAddenda inthat report identifies the
massive numbers of"gay"words describing adult sexwith boys and boys ("chicken", "rip ofFa
drumstick," "barbecued chicken" etc.) and gay travel seeking"boys," etc.

MARRIAGE, DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND GAY-ON-GAY ABUSE:
15% OF R&J DATA FIND SOLICITATION OF TEEN BOYS

Homosexual books in general, and
specifically thoseon boyprostitution such as
Understanding the Male Hustler and Male
Prostitution, confirm law enforcement professionals
and personal testimonies, that the homosexual sex
trade is, as it has alwaysbeen, myouthful flesh. Such
a treatment and perceptionofwhat movement
homosexuals call "our youth" leads to high rates of
suicide and attemptedsuicide. Again, an extensive
body of dataanddocumentation can be marshaled on
this point as onall others. As noted in Figure 1: The

Reisman &Johnson Report found 63% ofAdvocates versus 5% of Washingtonians involved in
prostitution, with 15% seeking teen boys despite possible police intervention. Moreover, 21% of
these upscale, white males declared they were sexually abused byadults before age 15.

TheKinsmanviewof all children as sexualis taughtas "sex education" and as AIDS
prevention, "safesex" andthe like viaDepartments of Education "Pink Triangle" and"Project 10"
programs. Such events area step away from thehomosexual movement's campaign foradult sex
with children, "lovingly" educat^ in the techniques ofsexual conduct This theme is implicit in
schoolroom education as it dominates homosexual novels, poetiy, literature and biographies.
Moreover, ontheevidence, Man-Boy-Love" appeared brazenly inallof theearlyissues of The
Advocate. Candid boysexual seduction is significantly muted inthe last few years, especially
sincetheonset of intense homosexual youthrecruitment intheclassrooms of the nation.

Forexample, throughout the 1970*s The Advocate sold a **Penetrable BoyDoll, available
in 3provocativepositions. Choose the model that willfill your needs..,. Always up and ready.
Every DollFeatures:Realisticpenis...Realisticpenis thai vibrates....Realisiicpenis that
vibrates &ejaculates.'' The "Boy Doll" was a silhouette ofa nude underage youth, posed tobe
used sexually. That the boy sex doll had a ready market isclear bythe ad's repeated presence in
The Advocate^ over time. Theboysexdoll would have tohave been purchased insufficient
quantities tobeadvertised often inthesingle most mainstream, upscale, homosexual magazine.

While such advertisements, as well as those seeking "orphan" or "young boy" or "boys
under age14-years" andthelike have been quietly censored inthenew political climate, December
1, 1992The Advocate newClassifieds edition included a fullpage, colorillustrati(Mi of a smallboy
about 6 years-old, sitting next to his little kitten (not visible here). Theartist drew theladwith
huge dark, lonely eyes, andwith theartist's "logo," which heused indozens of other illustrations
displayed underneath thelittle boy's pants. That logo isanenormous, adult, semi-erect phallus,
drawn as though theinnocent little tikewere notonly sexually aroused, butaroused as an adult

TheAdvocate1994Survey
ofSexutdify reports that

21% of didr respondents
declared th^were

sexually abused by adults,
before age 15.
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malewould be,as though this statewas a normal little boy's nature. While suchillustrations have
notyet appeared in Time or any othermainstream heterosexual media, drawing oversized bosoms
on a smallchild's body was a common technique inPlayboy and otherpornography until our 1985
Images research alerted the public to that child-adult sex signal.

CONCLUSION

To change national marriage laws to fit the needs of homosexuals is contraindicated since
the homosexual life^ across cultures and over time finds for a neopaganhomosexual"bachelor"
mentality dominated bypromiscuity, misogyny andchild sexual exploitative ideation. The
Advocate self-report fully validates all ofthe Reisman & Johnson (R&J)findings. That is, even in
the current libertarianenvironment, heterosexual males and homosexualmales differ radically in
their"marital"orientation. This is seenreiterated by the fivemajorfindings of 2% of homosexual
bachelors "In SearchOf time bound relations; 49% seekinga third partner, 63% prostitution,
explicit andimplicit; 25% sadism, and 15% man-teen sex; versus h^eros«cual bachelors
respectively at 86% seeking a time commitment, 49%non-sex interests; 5%prostitution withnot
even a halfpercent ofheterosexual bachelors seeking sexual sadism andman-teen sex.

Notmentioned inthisshort paperbutof interest is that, maddition, homosexual bachelors
provided specifics regarding thesizeof body partsthatthey offered ordesired, whereas no
heterosexual bachelors did this. TheAdvocateself-report data validated our findings, that these
demographically similar white, upscale, secular, urban, educated andaffluent h^erosexual and
homosexual male populations are radically dissimilar in theirsexual lives. Heterosexuals seektime
boundrelations with a single, matureaduh woman who shares theirhobbies and interests, withno
mention of body sizeor interest in sadistic activity or payment for sexas a requirement for
meeting. Homosexuals seekshortterm, immediate sexwith multiple youthful, even teen, males
with rare mention of hobbies and interests, citingprostitution and sadistic sexualacts, as wellas a
repeatedfocuson bo(fy size as a requironent for meeting.

The R&J report found is inaccurate to describe one as an alternative lifestyleof
the otfaer....Tlie dissimilarities between the two groups [heterosexual versus homosexual] are
fundamental and statistically significant at every level."

Homosexual behavioral data find that while sadism and violaice are salioit features for the
larger "gay" bachelor population, monogamy, fidelity long lasting, time bound relationships arenot
homosexual cultural features. Hence, any concept of homosexual marriage as fulfilling a patten
ofhomosexual need—as a class—is based on a well-crafted politicalmythology and illusionand is
nottherefore grounds forchanging American laws andpublic policies. Thenotion ofhomosexual
activity as "normal" is unjustified by scientific or social science data. While it is recognized that
some individual homosexuals mayhonestly desire monogamous ties, they are certainly fi'ee to do so
without the nation altering its ideal, specific favoring of normal man-woman marriage..

Nothing which mayin anymanner further weaken thesacredness of those hard-won
civilizing ties, therights andprivileges of women andchildren, should bepermitted to imdennine
children's mental, physical andemotional health anddevelopment, andthat of thegeneral welfare.
Homosexuals should be helped to understand the origin of theircurrentprobl^is and to grapple
with the facts, commonly long hidden, so that theymay move forward and live long and rich lives.
Anyfurther normalization of homosexuality is contraindicated by thefactual dataand should in

The Institutefor Media Education 22



gcxxi conscience never beenacted as it would further undermine this republic bydevaluing the
entire meaning ofmarriage-the lifetime union ofone man andone woman with theplanof rearing
moral and reliable citizens ofthe United States ofAmerica.

26

ADDENDA 1

BACKGROUND TO THE MARRIAGE CONTROVERSY

On The SecularMeaning AndPurpose Of"Maniage""'

Marriage: social institution uniting men andwomen inspecial forms of mutual
dependence, oftaiforthepurpose offounding and maintaining families. Inview of
thenecessity forchildren to undergo a long period of development before attaining
maturity, thecareof children during theiryearsof relative helplessness appears to
have been the chief incentive for the evolution ofthe family structure. Marriage as a
contract between a man and a woman has existed since ancient times. As a social
practice, entered into throu^ a public act, it reflects thepurposes, character, and
customs ofthe society in which it is found.

Customs Although marriage customs varygreatly from oneculture to another, the
importance of theinstitution is universally acknowledged. In some societies,
conmiunity interest in the children, in thebonds between families, and inthe
ownership ofpropaty established bya marriage aresuch thatspecial devices and
customs arecreated to protect these values. Infant betrothal or marriage, prevalent in
places such as India andMelanesia, is a result ofconcern for^mily,caste, and
property alliances... the unionofoneman and one woman, is the
prototype ofhumanmarriageand its mostwidefy acceptedform,predonunating
also in societiesin which otherforms ofmarriage are accepted. All otherforms of
marriageare generallyclassedunderpofygan^, which includesbothpolygyny.,,.

Ritual In most societies, marriage is established through a contractual procedure,
generally with some sortof religious sanction. In Western societies thecontract of
marriage isoften regarded as a religious sacrament, and it is indissoluble only inthe
Roman Catholic Church and Eastern Orthodox church. Most marriages are preceded
bya betrothal period, durmg which various rituals, such as exchanges of gifts and
visits, lead to thefinal wedding ceremony and make the claims of thepartners
public

Social Regulation Thetaboos andrestrictions imposed on marriage throughout
history have been many andcomplex....The traditional importance ofmarriage canbe
observed inthecustoms surrounding widows andwidowers, such as waiting times
prescribed before remarriage, thewearing ofmourning clothes, and theperformance
ofceremonial duties owed to the dead.

The Concise Columbia Encyclopedia (1991),NYC:ColumbiaPublishing.
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Termination ofContract: Most societies have allowed for some form of

divorce....The mostfrequently accepted grounds....infertili1y, infidelity, criminality,
and insanity.

Modem Marriage Because the family unitprovides the framework for mosthuman
social activity, and since it is the foundation on which social organization is based in
most cultures,marriage is closelytied to economics, law, and religion....The 1^1 age
for marriage withparentalconsent ranges from 12for women and 14for men in some
states to 16 for women and 18 for men in others. The required age for marriage
without parental consent varies from 16to 21 for women to 18to 21 for men. A
blood test for syphilis is nowrequired by moststates,and many states requirea
waiting period ofoneto five days between the issuing ofthemarriage license andthe
wedding ceremony. Bigamy and polygamy are prohibited inall states, and many
states prohibit marriage between first cousins. In most states it is required that the
marriage be formalized before a minister of religion, or before a qualified public
official in a ceremony usuallyreferred to as a civilmarriage, and in all statesa
marriage certificate must be registered with the civil authorities.^^

MARRIAGE AS A MALE-FEMALE CONTRACT

And Judaism's Sexual Revolution

Perhaps themostoutstanding briefhistory on homosexual "marriage" waswritten by
Jewish historian, Doinis Praeger in his essay, "Judaism'sSexualRevolution." I quotePraegCT at
length here to remind readers that theview of homosexuality as a norm andthusthe idea of
homosexual "marriage" is not a modem invention, but a returnto ancient, pre-Westem conduct.
Says Praeger:

WhenJudaismdemanded that all sexual activitybe channeledinto marriage, it
changed theworld. The Torah's prohibition ofnon-marital sexquite simply made
the creation ofWestern civilization possible. Societies that did not placeboundaries
aroundsexualitywere stymiedin their development The subsequent dominanceof
the Western world can largely be credited to flie sexual revolution initiated by
Judaism and later carried forwardby Christianity. This revolution consistedof
forcing the sexual genie intothe maritalbottle. It ensured that sexno longer
dominated society, heightenedmale-female loveand sexuality and therebyalmost
alonecreated the, possibility of loveand eroticism withinmarriage, and beganthe
arduous task ofelevating the status ofwomen.

It is probably impossible for us, wholivethousands to years afterJudaism began this
process, to perceive the extent to whichundisciplined sexcandominate man's life
and the lifeofsociety. Throughout the ancientworld, an up to the recentpast in
manypartsof the world, sexuality infiised virtually all of society.

27"Marri^e," Microsoft Encarta 96 Encyclopedia. ©1993-1995 Funk &Wagnalls.
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Human sexuality, especially malesexuality, is polymorphous, or utterly wildfarmore
sothan animalsexuality. Menhavehadsexwithwomen andwithmen;with little
girls andyoung boys; with a single partner andin large groups; with total strangers
and imm^iate femily members; and with avariety ofdomesticated animals. They
have achieved orgasm with uianimate objects such as leather, shoes, and other pieces
ofclothing through urinating anddefecating oneach other interested readers cansee
a photograph oftheformer at artmuseums exhibiting theworks ofthephotographer
Robert Mapplethorpe; bydressing in women's garments; 1^watching other himian
beings being tortured; byfondling children ofeither sex; bylistening to a woman's
disembodied voice e.g., "phone sex"; and, ofcourse, bylooking at pictures ofbodies
orparts ofbodies. There is life, animate or inanimate, thathasnot excited some men
toorgasm. Ofcourse, notallofthese practices have been condoned by societies-
parent-child incest andseducing another's man's wife have rarely been
countenanced-but many have, andall illustrate what theunchanneled, or in Freudian
terms, the "un-sublimated," sex drive can lead to.

Among theconsequences oftheunchanneled sex drive isthesexualization of
everything-including religion. Unless thesexdrive isappropriately harnessed nor
squelched-which leads to its own destructive consequences, higher religion could nor
have developed. Thus, thefirst thing Judaism did was tode-sexualize God: "In the
beginning God created theheavens andtheearth" by hiswill, not through any sexual
behavior. Thiswasan utterly radical break withall otherreligions, and it alone
changed human history.^*

THE STATE DOES NOT PROTECT "LOVE" OR "LOVERS"

Praeger points out, inhis detailed and scrupulously documented essay, thathistorically,
heterosexual marriage, chastity, monogamy and fidelity, were hard won victories bymen and
women toconquer male lustand to rechannel thatlust into a battle for social civility. This
^Victory*' included theelevation ofheterosexual "love" to a place of import.

Now, since neither lesbians or homosexual males cannaturally produce progeny, much
homosexual argument for legal sanction of "marriage" focuses on the"love" between samesex
partners. But, while the oath given inmarriage is to"love, honor and cherish until death usdo
part," the law has Ihtle interest in"love" as a legal issue. The law never protected thestatus of
"love" while it clearly protects thestatus of marriage. Fora secular legal andsociological
consensus^® finds thepurpose of^talting man-woman unity ina marriage contract, is to ennoble
and sustain parentho^ so as to nurture, as Praeger observed, amoral, well-balanced population
which will canyonand hopefully improve thestability, security, economic and social welfare of
society.

Biblically, marriage is instituted byGod, honorable inall, an intimate, permanent bond to
rise upchildren, expressing erotic love, faithful, centered in honesty and obedience to God, and
dissolved bydeath. Thequestion may well be, what is thepurpose inlegalizing "homosexual"
marriage, and would this help or hinder thestability, security, economic and social welfare of
American society?

®Dennis Praeger, Ultimate Issues, Part I,"Judaism's Sexual Revolution," April-June, 1990, pp. 2-8.
^ SeetheJournal ofMarriage andtheFamily, Quarterly Journal oftheNational Council onFamily Relations,
University ofMissouri, Columbia, MO., ortexts such as, J. Richard Udry, The Social Context ofMarriage (1974)
NYC: J.B. Lippincott Co., onthe body ofwritings onmarriage, f^ily andparenthood.
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Legal scholar, Ronald E. Raynotes that"lawpoints theway" toward which a people will
aim^®. Courtand legislative rulings givethe stampof approval, to APs^at judgesand legislatures see
as a national ideals and standards. So, if the nature of their rulings increase or decrease local
criminality andviolence, thanCourts and legislatures may need to revisit themore permissive
nature of these decisions nationwide. Moral critics note that how lawmakers treat marriage,
adoption, abortion, rape and all sex laws will establish how society treats children. Uninformed or
emotionally unstable and reckless judges and legislators, argue some critics, have created the
unethical, even seditious laws andlegislation which currently penalize andtraumatize the nation.

JUDICAL DECISIONS IN NEW YORK

Forone glaring example of sucha reckless judiciary, some point to theNewYorkCourts.
Li late 1970s, "the sex business [was] reaping huge profits in NYC," '̂ when a New York judge,
stating that prostitution is"recreational,"^^ freed a 14-year-old girl into the custody ofher pimp.
By 1981 New York's highest court legalized theemployment ofchildren ofany ages in
pornography (in Ferber, allowing simulated or real sexual intercourse, sexual bestiality, sado
masochistic abuse, lewd exhibition of thegenitals andsundiy other sexacts) if an adultguardian
gave permission, a decision editorially heralded byThe New York Times—and unanimously rejected
bytheU.S. Supreme Court a yearlater. Iratechild protection advocates scathingly accused the
New York Court ofAppeals (and The New York Times) ofwidespread corruption, a charge which
gained public currency a few years later, when Judge Wachtler, New York's ChiefJustice, was
captur^ and admitted to violent, sexually criminal conduct, involving achild.^^

LEGAUZED "MARRIAGE" LEGALIZES ADOPTION

Another NewYorkjudgegrantedtax exempt status to NAMBLA, the North American
Man/Boy Love Association, which advocates sex with boys,^ while shortly thereafter, Wachtler's
judicial colleagues legalized child adoption by unmarried and homosexual "couples."^^ Some critics
wereenraged bythetwin decisions, sayuig theCourtwasresurrecting thechild sexslaveiy traffic.
NAMBLA (among other pedophiles and pederasts) wouldnowapply as "couples" to adopt New
York children. With the epidemic mcreases in pedophila and pederasty,^® th^ argued, child
molesters will "couple" and thereby legally adoptas many little victims as possible. As most

^ Personal discussion, Louisville, Kentucky, August, 1996.
New York rimes, July2, 1978, reprinted in TheCleveland PlainDealer as "SexBusiness reaping profits inNYC,"

identifying tax evasions, organizedcrime, blaclanail and Idckbacks to publicoffidais.
^ TTte PlainDealer, January 26, 1978, "Judge assailed for releasing ^rl, 14, as ' sexrecreationist;' saying, "Sexfor
a fee is recreational... the arguments that prostitutionharmsthe publichealth,safetyor welfaredo not withstand
constitutional SCTutiny." Repliedone diild protection worker "Between 60%and70%of these kids [over3,000 in
nine monthsin a shelter] have been in prostitution....afterbeing"abused, beaten, tortured and raped."

Time,November 23, 1992,New YorkTimes, March 30, 1993,A13., involvedblackmailand sexual harassmentof
his estranged lover as well as "a lewdgreeting card,sentdirectly to her 14-year-old daughtei^ who, the married Chief
Judge Wachtler threatened to kidnap. Wachtler hadbeenconsidered a serious candidate forthe U.S. Supreme Court.
^ New York Post, "Man-boy sexgroup canstaytax-exempt: judge," Frederick U. Dicker, State Editor, early 1990s.

Newsdcy, LongIsland,"Court Givesa BodyBlowto Marriage,"November22, 1995.
^ The Miami Herald, December 31,1995, "Hi^-tech pedophiles: from online tooutofcontrol?" Thenew cyberspace
temptations recruit diild sex abusersen masse. "And in alarming numbers, policesay, theyare ti^ng to set up live
meetings withreal kids—It's worse, muchworsethan whenwestarted.Nothing is slowingthemdown. Nothing.
There are more now than ever".
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"coupling" roads lead to children, any plans to legalize homosexual marriage must beviewed as
opening doors tochild adoption (orcreation of"turkey-baster" babies). Had theNew York Court
examined "unmarried adoption" fairly, scientifically, objectively, nochild would havebeen
awarded toanymale who wasunable to commit his life sexually, emotionally andfinancially to
only one woman.

For, evolutionists, sociobiologists and evai creationists largely agree thatthehistorical,
cross-cultural (and cross species) evidence finds males har(fy adventurers, who commonly have
sought to physically, verbally and sexually exploit available animate and inanimate objects.^® Even
today, scholars find cultures such asIslam permitting men todiscard their aging wives byspitting
three times and proclaiming, "I divorce thee."^®

ELIMINATION OF BACHELOR ADVENTURERS IN FAVOR OF THE
MONOGAMOUS MARRIAGE CONTRACT

Considering thereligious and scientific agreement regarding the male propensity for
promiscui^,"® one isimpressed byman's mastery ofhis impulses inaccepting and promoting an
ideal offidelity and life-long marriage. For, as noted inthe introduction, marriage, historically a
family structured, male-female business transaction, had little to dowith "love," buteveiything to
dowith inheritance andcreating a more level playing field for women andmen. Themarriage
covenant, ifbetrayed, involves legal penalties for man or woman.

Theman-woman contractcalled, "marriage," is a promissory note between two partners;
woman grants lifetime fidelity, labor, sexual access and progeny inexchange for her man's lifetime
fidelity, provision and protection. Especially inthe United States, women who bargained theu*
virginity and youth formarriage, g^ed inreturn thepromise ofeconomic andph3^ical protection
of herandtheir children, jfrom rambling tribes of "bachelors" bentonmajdiem, mounting and
murder. Chastity before marriage andfidelity within, avoided venereal diseases, protected the
general health and welfare of husband, wife, andtheir offspring andguaranteed thattheir own
childrra would inhoit their mutual estate.

These historical findings should notbeseen to demean thereligious standard of marriage
as the primary, God-given institution and the couple's covenant with God (hence their fear ofhis
wrath should they trespass their promise). For, true science supports themoral order, forthe hard
datafvad that the level ofcivilization is determined largely by tie extent to which man accepts the

" See, Kinsey, Sex andFrourf (1990), Reisman et al..,andKinsey, Crimes &Consequences (1998). Also seethe
aborted Congressional investigation oftheKinsey data fisr fiaud and orimes against diildren, "The Child Protection
and Ethics in Education Act of 1995."

See, for example, Sociobiology andBehavior byDavid Barash (1978) London: Heinemann asa key tothelarge
body ofanimal and sociological behavior studies. And, these disciplines will have todiscard most Kinsey-based
homosexuality studies and findings as hopelessly, some fraudulent, compromised

Seey4 History ofSexual Customs byRichard Lewinsohn (1958). NYC: Harper & Bros, as wellas the broad
spectrum ofmaterials onIslamic culture, marriage and divorce law. Note the remarks ofAlice Walker, Pulitzer Prize
winner, "Asfor those who thinktheArab wotM promises freedom, thebriefest study of its routine traditional
treatment ofblacks (slavery) andwomen (purdah) will provide relieffrx)m all illusion. IfMalcolm Xhadbeen a black
woman hislastmessage to theworld would have been entirely different. Thebrotherhood ofMoslem men—all
colors—may exist there, butpartoftheglue thatholds them together is thethorough suppression ofwomen." In
Search ofOurMothers' Gardens, "Tothe Editors of Ms.Magazine" (1983). TheColumbia Dictionaiy of Quotations
1993 by Columbia University Press.

Ibid,espedally the sodobiological history,and historiesof wars,etc.
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rule ofthe HebrewGod, and His requirement offidelity and the preeminent role ofa womanand
progeny in man's life/^

FAILURE AND INJURY FROM "NO-FAULT" DIVORCE

Many radical foninists andhomosexual activists argue thatmarriage is a prison for
womra, iimctioning as a form of legalized rape and prostitution. However, thefact remains that
the religious, cultural and legal belief in the sanctity ofthe marriage contract, bythe turn ofthis
century, had elevated Am^can wom^ to thehighest level onthegender playing field, seeninany
human societ/^. In fact, post 1970 to 1980, when 48 states adopted some form of"no faulf
divorce:

[D]ivorced womai andtheir children suffer an immediate 73% drop in their standard of
living, while theirex-husbands enjoy a 42percent risein theirs. Forwomen, especially
young mothers andolder homanaJcers, no-feult divorce isa financial [andemotional
and diild-rearing] disaster.'*^

Any laws \\diich demean male fidelity and lifetime commitment to women as a model for
American society canonfy exac^bate thisabandonment ofmature male responsibility. Priorto
"no-faulf* divorce, womracould leverage serious eoHiomic andsocial contractual powa- in marital
disputes, often balancmg outthehusband's greater influence and lessenmg his ability toengage in
casual adultery and/or disdain forhis family responsibilities. Thecontroversial andprovocative
columnist, Patrick Buchanan recentfy wrote about thechanging view of marriage andfidelity in
"What is a family truth worth?"

Hereported that,as in days ofyore, "alienation ofaffection*' became thebasis for a law
suit, which resulted ina juiy awarding a North Carolina woman a $l million dollar settlement from
herhusband's secretary (for adulteiy) when thesecretaiy seduced the husband awayfrom their 19-
year marriage and their three children.

Like most Americans, thejury condemned adultery andfirmly stated that theybelieve the
bonds ofmarriage to becritical andof grave import to thenation's freedom andwelfare. Florida is
currently moving to end no-fault divorce and Louisiana hasjust crafted a new "covenant" marriage
lawwhich would strongly support maintaining marital unions versus the idea of supporting
mdiscriminate divorce. Concludes Buchanan:

What that NorthCarolina jury,Florida andLouisiana are saying is,: Whatthe Oldand
New Testament taught,that marriage is instituted ofGodand an indissoluble imion is
not only a religious truth; itmakes a lot ofsense ifyou want topreserve a society."^

See for example. Sisterhood is Global^ (1984) ed.Robin Morgan, NYC: Anchor Books; YoussefEl Masxy,
Daughters ofSin: The Sexual Tragedy ofArab Women (1963), NYC: MacFadden Books; JuneHaber, Women inLatin
American History (1976), LosAngeles, UCLA America Center. Therefore shalla manleavehis fether andmother,
and shall cleaveunto his wife: and they shall be one flesh." (Bible,Hebrew. Genesis 224).

Seeforexample, Reisman, SoftPornPlaysHardball(1991) Lafiiyette, Huntington House, pp.78-79, Diane
Medved, The CaseAgainst Divorce (1989) NYC: Donald Fine, Inc., andWilliam Brennan, Dehumanizing The
Vulnerable(1995) Chicago: Loyola University Press.

Medved, Ibid-
** The Washington Times^ August 13, 1997, p.A 14.
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Hence, at bottom, "marriage" may be seen as an effort by honorable men, over centuriesto
aid in the socioeconomic empowerment ofvirtuouswomen-especiallyas they birthedand reared
childrenand as they aged-in order to advance the social welfare. These brief but material
conmients are small windows into the compl&c and rather heroic account of western marital
history.

MONOGAMY V. "LOVE" AS A LEGAL ISSUE

Whilehomosexual malesassert that th^ needspecialaid, allegingpast discrimination,
whitemaleshave always had rights longd^ed to women and to minorities. Whitemales have
been free to vote, to own, rent, sell or deed property and businesses, White males have always
beenfree to have a bank account and chargecards in their own names, to travel, to enter public
and private facilities aloneor in a party. White males havealwayshad the right to primaiy,
secondaiyand advancededucation, to run for and to hold public office^ etc., and most have also
had the right to divorce their wives. Theseand sundryother"male" rightswere denied to women
largely untilthe first half ofthe 20th Centuiy. By demanding women's"marriage"ri^ts and
benefits, homosexuals would a) repeal women's natural right to select from the total male gene
pooland b) hijackwomen's hard w(hi contractual and socialmarital benefits, carvedout of
generations ofwomen'sstruggleforjusticeandequality for themselves and theiroffspring.

"Love" is not the reasonfor tiiemarriagecontract The marriagecontractwas a business
c(Hitract ^ch worked to balance the "war betweenthe sexes," protecting an aging wife/motho*
and her childrenagainst adventurous, fickle or mean-spirited male exploitation. There are no hard
data whichfind celebrating "love" to be the puipose for marriage laws. If"love" were so all-
powerful and reliable therewouldbe no need for marriage laws. Onecan oft«i fall in and out of
lovewith many lovers. To create laws for the purposeofprotectingand celebrating"love" would
retider monogamy-the protectionofwomen and children-null and void. Neither women nor men
need nordeserve legal protection fromthe samegender. Malesare not handicapped becausethey
are males in their sexual dealingswith other males. Nor are females as a class handicappedor
victimized in their dealings with other females, for same-sex sexuality isequal inthe marketplace.'*^

ADDENDA2

"HATE" AND "THE PINK TRIANGLE"

In addressing homosexual sadismas a natural expression ofhomosexual bachelorhood,
judges and l^slators need to examine the useof "ThePinkTriangle" as a symbol of homosexual
victimization in Hitler Germany. Nazism (The GermanNational SocialistParty) has cost the
worldmillions of livesand untoldnuseiy. Hence,the use of its symbolsfor any purpose wouldbe
extremely serious. To this end, a review ofThe Pink Swastikay which addresses wW has been
calledthe homosexual co-optingofthe Holocaust, is recommended.

Iftwoor more people chose to sharequarters andobjects, andwisha contract should one violate the agreements,
that can he done usingstandard rental and purdiase permits. This wouldnot be '̂marriage.**
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Mein Kantpf: Hitler On Homosexuality

Fact: A group of fascist homosexual bullies, organized under their nationally famous homosexual
leader, Ernst Rohem, becamethe organization called the BrownShirts, or the Storm Troopers. It
was this organized, powerful homosexual movement which actuallyput Adolph Hitler intopower.

Adolph Hitler hadnoaversion whatsoever to homosexuals or homosexuality, himself
believing inthe superman theories advanced by this all-male macho unit. While there arehundreds
of references inMein Kampf of Hitler's planto destroy all Jews,Christians, Blacks, Asians,
Gypsies andthe like, there is no language inMein Kampf, notoneword, which addresses
homosexuality or homosexuals as a problem.

Hitlernever confiscated homosexual properties, passedlawsremoving their rightto work
or to own property or to marry"straight" women, nordidtheNazisconduct any kind of mass
extermination ofhomosexuals. No homosexuals were herded into gay ghettos, none were required
to wear pinktriangles in thepublic sphere to identify their status, none hadtheirbusinesses marked
with a pink triangle andthere is absolutely noevidence of thepublic being penalized for
patronizinghomosexualsor their establishments.

All Germans werealwaysrequired to register affiliations of any kind with the government.
The pink triangle was worn not indeath camps butwork camps bya mere 6,000 to 10,000 ofan
estimated2 million homosexuals allegedlyregisteredwhen Hitler came topower. These6-
10,000 incarcerated menincluded Hitler's political en^es, Conmiunists, the abhorred 'feminine"
homosexuals, pederasts (boy-man sex offenders) arrested for continuous, unrelenting public
copulations andthelike. Homosexuals were permitted to remain inthearmy andto move up inthe
ra^, so long as they did not cany out their sexual acts too often in fiill view. Indeed, the main
objection of theNazis to homosexuality wasthe loss of their progeny to thesuper race, andto this
end th^ conducted conversion experiments.'"'

The homosexual newspaper. The Washington Blade (January31, 1992), in 'Tziwe to
Give UpFascist Tactics," written by ACT UP leader and founder, Eric Pollardreports:

I sincerelyapologizefor myinvolvement in and myfoundingofthe AIDS activistorganization
ACTUP/DC. I havehelpedto create a trulyfascist organization that I nowbelieve to be
among thegreatestthreats toourfreedom andthehealing ofourpeople .,..[thestrategiesfor
which]Mein Kampf..was studied as a workingmoc^l.

Pollard's remarks givepause. Theunderside of homosexual HATECRIMES are those
Pollard hints at, which go unreported. These crimes are documented as involving bothintimidation
andphysical attackson Christians, Christian churches seen as "homophobic" and otherswho
suggestthe possibility ofa fascist homosexual agenda.

Moreover, the macho nazi male, bedecked often in nothing but his Luftwaffe cap, high
blackboots, whipand cheststrap is a telling symbol which appearsregularly in the homosexual
press andat homosexual gatherings, "gay rights" parades andgayculture ingeneral. Thisnazi
image illustration, inblackand white and in color, is a regular feature of homosexual "In Search

^ Seefiili anddetailed documentation in Lively andAbrams ThePinkSwastika: Homosexuality in theNazi Party,
Founders Publishing, Keizer, Oregon, 1995.
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Of advertisements and in photographs. A copy is included hereof such a homosexual "nazi
wannabe"' ad in a recent,Advocate Classifieds magazine but this same illustrationappears
regularly either nude with a massive phallus, or with a spike studded cover over thephallus. I have
also censored this illustration to enable a larger reading audience.

Fact: While thereis notoneJewish magazine, newspaper or advertising brochure inwhich
such a nazi symbol would ever have been displayed, Nazi garb andnazi symbols arean accepted
value in homosexual life, in "gay culture."
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