
^ TOP LYING ABOUT MYRECORD: Try toimagine
an America without principled opposition to the presi
dent," wrote Senate MinorityLeader Robert Dole in The
New York Times last week. "Would Franklin D. Roosevelt
have succeeded in packing the Supreme Court? Would'
Harry S. Truman have set a dangerous precedent by
drafting striking railroad workers into the Army? Would
the Watergate cover-up have succeeded?" Well,uh, actu
ally it would have, if Dole had gotten his way. AsRichard
Nixon's Republican national chairman, the senator was
one of the most feverish Watergate deniers, charging
that opposition wasa conspiracy to bring down the pres
ident "The greatest political scandal of this campaign is
the brazen manner in which, without benefit of clergy,
The Washin^on Post has set up housekeeping with the
McGovem campaign," Dole fumed in one speech.
"\^^th his campaign collapsing around his ears, Mr.
McGovern some weeks back became the beneficiary of
the most extensivejournalistic rescue-and-salvage oper
ation in American politics." That, as they say, was then.

• URPLE PROSE: Among the supporters of Marion
Barry in his cynical—^and successful—attempt to recap
ture the Democratic nomination for mayor of D.C. was
poet Maya Angelou. "It takes somebody who has fallen
and gotten up and dares to say, Tm sorry, now let's get"
together and make ourselves a brand new world,'" Pres
ident Clinton's inaugural poet told TheBoston Globe. But
she followed this "brand new world" patter with some
thing a little weirder. "It isone thing to be pristine pure,
but how can you really encourage young men and
women who are down in the gutter if you have no skele
tons in your closet?" In other words: Washingtonians
should support Barry not despite his vices, but because
of them. His crack pipe of a fewyears ago is part ofwhat
qualifies him for office! This, from someone who has
become one ofthe oracles ofthe Afiican American com

munity.Angelou is preaching nothing but a purple fatal
ism. Can you really encourage young men and women
in the gutter by teaching them that they must choose
between purity and addiction?

NOW THAT'S DIYERSITY:

Moose
finalist
to head
project

—TheSunday Onergontan, September 11

u
ri OME NEWS: David Greenberg, a former tnr
reporter-researcher, returns as managing editor. His last
Jobwas asBobWoodward's assistant on The Agenda. •
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Paiil Cameron, professional sham.

QUEER SCIENCE

By Mark E,PietrzykIn the world of anti-gay activism-, researcher j?au
Cameron .is something of a darling. When coliim
nistPat Buchananwrote about Albs and gaydeatl
in March 1993,he cited a study by Cameron. Whei

columnist Don Feder wrote about gay servicemen anc
child molestation in July 1993, he also cited Cainefon
Two years ago Cameron served as the scientific consul
tant for both, the Oregon Citizens Alliance '.and Col
orado for Family Values, the main groups pushing anti
gay referenda on those states' election ballots. Statis
tics from Cameron's studies were included ,in "Ga^
Agenda," a videotape produced by the religious righ
and widely circulated during lastyear's debate on gay
in the military. Also last year, officials of the U.S. Navj
and Army circulated Cameron's studies around the
Pentagon as they tried to block BillClinton's softening
of the gayban. More recently, officialsof Clinton'sjiis
tice Department cited a Cameron study in a brief pre
pared in connection with a gay ban lawsuit.

So who is Paul Cameron? Not the dispassionate
respected analyst that these boosters would have you
believe. Cameron is chairman of the Family Researcl:
Institute (ftu), an arch-right Washington think tank tha.
counts neanderthal GOP Representative Robert Domar
of California among its national advisory board mem
bers. Cameron himself is also a demonizer of gays: sev
erd times he hz^ proposed the tattooing and quarantin
ing of Albs patients and the extermination of. male
homosexualSivMost important, he is the arichitect.OJ
unfeliablet"suirveys" that purport to show.strains of vio
lence and depravity in gay life.

Until 1980 Cameron was an instructor of psycholpg)
at the University of Nebraska. When his teaching con
tract was not renewed, he devoted himself fiilltime to a
think tank he founded called the Institute for the Sci
entific Investigaition of Sexuality (isis), where he touted
himself as an expert on sexu^ity, particularly on the
societal consequences of homosexuality. During the
1980s he published hysterical pamphlets alleging thai
gays were disproportionately responsible for serial
Wllings, child molestation and other heinous crimes.

Shortlyafter Cameron made these claims, several psy
chologists whose work he had referenced—including
Dr. A. Nicholas Groth, director of the Sex Offender Pro
gram at the Connecticut Department ofCorrections—
charged Cameron with distorting their findings in
order to promote his anti-gay agenda. When the Ameri-



. can Psychological Association (apa) investigated Cam
eron, it found that he not only misrepresented the work
of others but also used unsound methods in his own
studies. For this ethical breach, the apa expelled
Cameron in December 1983. (Although Cameron
claims he resigned, apa bylaws prohibit members from
resigning while under investigation.)

In 1987 Cameron moved to Washington and created
FRI, a "non-profit educational and scientific corpora
tion." Ever since, he has been a virtual one-man propa
ganda press, periodically revising his brochures and dis
tributing them to policymakers.
"Published scientific material has

a profound impact on society," CHILD M(
he has said.

Unfortunately, the misrepre
sentations persist. Distortions and HOMOJ
isloppy methods continue to
shape Cameron's studies. Asany-
one who has taken a statistics class

knows, a survey is valid only if the
sample it uses is representative of

would be included in a represen-
tatiye sample are loath todiscuss

Consider, for instance, his 1983

survey, Cameron could get only

four lesbians to respond. The ex-
tremely small sample size should

gay population. In any case, the •ffl^fflaaMESSS
skewed resulta-of thesurvey show |
that Cameron did not get an ade-

J 1 /• T COVER FROM A PAOI^uate random sample of hetero
sexualseither. He claims to have found that 52 percent
of male heterosexuals have shoplifted; that 34 percent
have committed a crime without being caught;and that
12 percent have either committed or attempted to com
mit murder. Most people would toss out such a survey,
but Cameron published the results in several pamphlets
and in "Effect of Homosexuality upon Public Health and
Social Order," an article in PsychologicalReports.

In one pamphlet, Murder, Violence and Homosexuality,
Cameron asserts that you are fifteen times more apt to
be killed by a homosexual than by a heterosexual dur
ing a sexual murder spree; that homosexuals have com
mitted the most sexual conspiracy murders; and that
half of all sex murderers are homosexuals. Cameron

CHILD MOLESTATION

AND

HOMOSEXUALITY

based these conclusions on a sample of thirty-four
serial killers he selected from the years 1966 to 1983.
He stacked the deck not only by including phony fig
ures (he counts in his sample the claims of Henry Lee
Lucas, who subsequently recanted his boast that he
murdered hundreds of people) but byexamining only
those serial killers with an apparent sexual motive. This
allowed him to include John Wayne Gacy and his vic
tims but to exclude the great majority of serial killers
who are heterosexual, according to sociologist Jack
Levin, the author of Mass Murder: America's Growing

Menace.

In Cameron's writings on

LESTATION childmolestation—the pamphlet
Child Molestation and Homosexual-
ity and two published articles,

EXUALITY "Homosexual Molestation of
Children/Sexual Interaction of
Teacher and Pupil" and "Child

I . Molestation and Homosexual-
,V ity"—he concludes that gayshave
- perpetrated between one-third

and one-half of all child molesta
tions; that homosexual teachers
have committed between one-
quarter and four-fifths of all
molestations of pupils; and that
gays are ten to twenty times more
apt to molest children than are
heterosexuals. These figures are
said to be based on the content
of other child molestation stud
ies, yet Cameron has distorted
those studies to.get the results he
wants. For example, he defines
all adult male molestation of
male children as molestations
committed by homosexuals, a
definition rejected by the very
experts Cameron cites. Groth,
among other experts, has explic
itly said that most molesters of
boys are in fact men who are het-
erosexual in their adult relation-

AMERON PAMPHLET Thcsc mcu arc attracted
to boys, he says, largely because

of the feminine characteristics of prepubescents, such
as a lack of body hair.

Cameron also has provided anti^ay organizations
with research indicating absurdly high rates of extreme
sex practices and venerealdiseases among gaysand les
bians. In hispamphletson these subjects, Cameron has
claimed, for instance, that 29percent of gay men prac
tice "urine sex" and that 37 percent of gay men have
sadomasochistic sex. Gay men, he says, are. fourteen
times more apt to have syphilis than heterosexual men
and are three times more apt to have had lice. Lesbians
are said to be nineteen timesmore apt to have syphilis
than straight women and are four times more apt to
have had scabies. Cameron's findings, however, are

COVER FROM A PAUL CAMERON PAMPHLET
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based on two sources: his discredited 1983 isis survey
and other studies that ignore random sampling tech
niques. Several studies Cameron cites to support his
conclusions rely on the responses of gay men who were
recruited entirely from v.d. clinics.

A Cameron study that has receivedperhaps the most
attention is 'The Lifespan of Homosexuals." It con
cludes that less than 2 percent of gay men survive to old
age; that lesbianshave a median age of death of 45; that
gays are 116 times more apt to be murdered than
straight men and twenty-four times more apt tocommit
suicide, etc.The sourceof thisjnaterial? Acomparison
of obituaries from gay newspapers with a sample from
regular newspapers—a method that would be laughed
at byanyreputable scholar. Obituaries in gay papers do
not accuratelyportray deaths in the gay population as a
whole. They are not meant to provide a public record
of deaths of all gays but to allow members of the urban
gay community to express mourning for their peers,
particularly those whose lives have been cut short by ill
ness or accident. Gayswho die outside these communi-
des or who die of natural causes are much less likely to
be written up in a gay paper.

In the coming months, publicdebate over gay issues
is going to get even more intense; the military gay ban
quesdon is far from setded, and at least two states may
see and-gay referenda on their ballots this fall. Cam
eron will help out with these campaigns as he pushes
his new book. The Gay Nineties. His research will again
be cited by and-gay activists everywhere. It's time to set
the record straight

Mark E. Pietrzyk is a research analyst for Log Cabin
Republicans.

WHITE HOUSE WATCH

CALDED DOGS

ByFredBarnesCampaigning for re-elecdon in Nevada this fall.
Democratic Senator Richard Bryan hasn't
wavered in his thirty-second T.v. spots. The presi
dent's plan to commit American troops to an

invasion? He's for it. Onlythe president is George Bush
and the invasion, Desert Storm, occurred in 1991. In the
samead, Bryan mentions two ofPresident Clinton's poli
cies, the 1993 tax increase and opposition to the bal
anced budget amendment. Bryan boasts ofbreaking with
Clinton both times, voting against the tax hike ("one of
only five Democrats") and supporting the amendment.
In North Carolina, Democratic Representative Martin
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Lancaster iscloser to Clinton, especially in the T.v. com
mercials ofhisRepublican opponent, WalterJones. One
Jonesadfeatures a photoofLancaster and the president
The voiceoversays: "Bill Clinton. Martin Lancaster. What
a team!" Then, after noting that Lancaster "votes for Bill
Clinton's liberal programs 81 percent of the time," the ad
shows the congressman and Clinton jogging together.
"How'd Martin Lancaster get so out of touch? Well, look
whohe's running around with in Washington."

No doubt Clinton would prefer to hide in the knee-
hole of hisdeskfor the midterm congressional election.
But he won't. "He's going to be all over the country,"
insists adviser George Stephanopou-
los. Not quite everywhere, though.
Clinton will concentrate on the
regions where he's not a pariah—the
Northeast, the upper Midwest, the
Pacific Coast. His emphasis will be on
raisingmoneyfor Democrats.A trip to
Kansas City, Chicago and Minneapolis
in late September should yield about
$2.5 million forSenate candidates. Notbad. Butbeyond
raising money, Clinton's campaigning won't have much
of an impact on congressional races, his aides argue.
'This isnot a national campaign," says Tony Coelho, the
unpaid presidential political adviser. "This is local."

That's true, asfar as it goes. Presidentialappearances
are micro events that rarely affect the outcome of races.
If Missouri Senate candidate Alan Wheat loses, it won't
be because of Clinton's plan to stump for him on
September 21. The problem for Democrats like Wheat,
however, is the macro Clinton factor in the election: the
president's unpopularity. If his public approval rating
were 65 percent, the effect would be to boost Demo
cratic prospects nationwide. But it's 39 percent, accord
ing to a recent CNN/t/5A Today/Gallup poll, and thus a
wholly negative factor. In a Labor Dayspeech in Bath,
Maine, Clinton declared that he "ran for president
because I thought this country was in danger of going
in the wrong direction." Now voters think the direction
is worse than ever. In a national poll by the Wirthlin
Group conductedJust after Labor Day, 71 percent said
the country ison the wrong track.

The Clinton factor—the doubts about his character,
the unpopularpolicies, the WhiteHouse screwups—has
created a hostile environment for Democrats, particu
larly in the,South, the Southwest, the Mountain and
Plains states and in chunks of the MidwesL The favorite
ployof GOP candidatesfor Congressis to offer to pay for
Clinton to come and campaign for their Democratic
opponents. They're never taken up on the offer. In fact,
no Democratic congressional candidate has asked Clin
ton to campaign on his or her behalf, nor have
Democrats streamed to the White House to be photo
graphed with the commander in chief. Republican
National Chairman Haley Barbour claims Democrats
are fleeing Clinton "likescalded dogs."

Actually, many Democrats ignore the presidenL But
they're onlyfollowing the adviceofClinton pollster Stan
ley Greenberg. In his "Strategic Guide to the 1994 Elec-


