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PART I: HOMOSEXUAL "MARRIAGE"

Fidelity, IMarriage And Sadism Self-Report Data

The current argument that the conjugal man-woman union codified in American marriage
laws should includehomosexual '"partnerships"as equal and normal, reflects a shift in standard
from a Common Law/Judeo-Christian standard to that articulated byAlfred C. Kinsey^ andhis
group in their books,Sexual Behavior in the Human Male (1948) and Sexual Behavior in the
Human Female (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,
Kinsey, Sex andFratuf clearly identified the falsehoods described as"facts" by the Kinsey male
clique, which set the precedent for our current sexuality firestorm. This sexuality shift originated
with Kins^ in 1948but it is reflected both in current legislative hearings on "Family Issues" and
in court removal of the nation's historic sodomy laws. In fact, the arguments givento legalize
sodomy are directly luikedto the legalizationofhomosexual "marriage." There is no rational
reason to legalizehomosexual "marriage" if homosexualsex—sodomy-is illegal.

Sevenexpert witnesses testified in support ofWasson's [sodomy] case [while] [t]he
Commonwealth, on the other hand, presoited no witnesses and oifa-s no sci^ific
evidenceor social science data [claimingthe state can criminalizewhatever sexual
conduct it considers] immoral, without regard to whether the activity is conducted
in private between consenting adults and is not, in and of itself,harmftil to the
participants ortoothers."^

Typically, m recentyears few states attempted to provide"scientificevidence or social
science data" to prove the need for sodomy laws. Yet, law enforcement arrests from the 1920s on
reflect the fact that sodomylaws were forced largelyto protect both young boys and society

' The fiill study. Partner Solicitation Characteristics asa Reflection ofMale Sexual Orientation, A5-Year
ComparativeAnalysisofClassifiedAdvertisements in Two MainstreamMagazines:Male Heterosexualsin The
WasMngtoman and Male HomosexueUs in TJie AdvocateSeekingPartners, by Judith Reisman Ph.D., and Charles B.
Johnson, Ph.D., (December 15, 1994) is available upon request.
^Kinsey, Pomeroy and Martin, Sexual Behavior in theHuman Male (1948) and Kinsey, Pomeroy, Martin and
Gebhard, Sexual Behavior in the Human Female (1953), both published by Saunders in New York.
^J Reisman, Kinsey, Crimes &Consequences, TheInstitute For Media Education, Arlington, Vir^nia, 1998,
Reisman et al, Kinsey, Sex and Fraud, Huntington House, Lafeyette, LA, 1990.
"See Kentud^ v. Wasson, 842 S. W.2d 487, September 24, 1992, Rehearing Denied January 21,1993.
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from public sex acts and sexual solicitation.^ While "privacy" is cited as a key reason for
eliminating sodomy laws the data findpublic sexual exhibitionism and solicitationto be a common
and important "danger** ofthe homosexual culture.

Legalizingsodomyhas givra wom^ girls and boys carte-blancheto conduct swiit,
mechanicalassembly line "curb and archway" prostitution, via oral sodomy. L^al sodomy
provides young boys and girls with an incentive to earn speedymoney withoutever taking off thek
clothes,spreadingboth old and newforms of contagious oral, anal and g^iital venereal diseasefor
years to come.

Based on what is known about homosexuality, goietically, historically, cross culturally
and cross species, U.S. decisions legalizingsodomy should be revisited by the Courts. Indeed, at
the time ofthis writing, twenly-one state l^slatures were consideringbills to ban recognitionof
same-sexmarriage, with all 34 ofthe remainingstates expectedto take up such legislation this year
while 48"anti-Gay measures" areon thetable instate l^slatures.^ Only a small portion ofthe
factual data on homosexual conduct and its relationship to the debate on homosexual "marriage"
and homosexualviolence is pres^ted here.

ALL MALE "BACHELOR TRIBES"

On the evidence, absent their role as warriors engaged in protection oftheir families, "a//-
mode " groups are documentably dangerous to women, children and civil society. Unless such
males are part ofa celibate cult or religion, their sexual conduct is conmionlycross-culturally and
historically, promiscuousand violent, infectingfemalesand even childrenwith deadlyv^iereal
diseases and wrecking havoc with allorganized social structures.' Women, elevated within Judeo-
Christian strictures, have historically been the only means ofre-directingpolymorphus male energy
into heterqpM/a, (not mo-e"heta-osexmafn^ '̂) and hencefacilitating civility.

Cross culturally and historically when monogamous"marriage" is not honored and
esteemedby men as the mark ofthe successful man, wh»i rules and penalties venerating marriage
are no longer etched into the male moral fabric, boys become increasmglynarcissistic and war like,
assaulting one another, family and strango-s, individuallyand 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 m Reviving the Tribe: Regenerating Gay
Men's Sexualityand Culture {\996), that homosexual males are a tribe. This view is appropriate
for any bachelor group which excludescommitted relationshipswith womenand the subsequent
fathering ofchildren and the protection ofwomenand children.

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

®See for example, theNew York police records asdiscussed by Morris Ploscowe inSex andthe Law, Prentice Hall,
New York, 1951.
^The Washington [homosexual] Blade, February 7, 1997, p. I.
' See Will &Ariel Durant, The Story ofCivilization, (1975), NYC: Simon and Schuster the replay ofthese historical
pattern w(M-ld wide, histcncally, cross oilturally.
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With this understanding of "bachelorhood," the Reisman and Johnson research on "Partner
SolicitationLanguageas a Reflection of Male Sexual Orientation," comparedthe self-expressed
views of unmarried heterosexual versus homosexual bachelors on "marriage," fidelity, monogamy,
sexual violence and several otha- variables. The authors tested the theory of homosexual and
heterosexual "alikeness" in this male homo-hetero comparative study. The content analysis
examined "In Search Of advertisements in an upscale Washington D.C,, periodical the
Washingtonian (attracting urban, white mainstream, upscale, heterosexualbachelors)and
compared these to themajor mainstream upscale homosexual periodical. The Advocate (attracting
urban, white mainstream, upscale, homosexual bachelors).

A representative random sample of 10,292 bachelor classified ads, (7,407Advocates, and
2,885 Washingtonians) from 1988-1992, werecoded by language variables. Weaskedthe same
simple questions of the bachelors advertising for companions inbothmagazines. Theresults of
this study should be reviewed by all legislators, judges, educators, doctors, mentalhealth
professionals, television reporters andtalk show hosts, counselors, parents and others examining
male homosexual 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
notingtheir interest in investing time, implicitly and oftenexplicitly, inclusive of marriage. Figure
1 identifies the five key variables which emergedfrom this study: bachelor interest in 1) time, 2)
non sexual activities,3) prostitution, 4) sadism and 5) sex with a te^ age male or fmale.

Figure 1: Comparison of Heterosexual and Homosexual Mlale Partner Preferences

86%

FIVE MAJOR FINDINGS FOR PARTNER SOLICITATIONS IN THE ADVOCATE ADS S THE
WASHMGTONIAN ADS

(Percent of ads with expressed preferences)

63%

49%

2% 3% 5%
0.41%

• Washingtonian

• The Advocate

25%

0.45%

15%

Time

Commitment

NonSex

interests

Prostitution,
Explicit/Implicit

Sexual Sadism Man-Teen Sex

Figure I: The Reisman &Johnson Report Summary of Findings above, supports The
Advocate self reportdata below. Our research found 25% ofAdvocates in theseIn SearchOf ads
soliciting sadism vereus 0.41% of Washingtonians doing so. (Seefull report for added discussion).

The Institute for Media Education



WASHINGTONIAN V. ADVOCATE BACHELORS

As in Figure 1, our study found 86% of heterosexual Washingtonian bachelors mentioned
"time" as a condition of meeting vctsus 2% ofAdvocate bachelors citing spending "time" with
their chosen companion. The fact that nearly half ofall Washingtonian bachelors versus 3% of
Advocate bacheloi^ sou^t someone who shared non-sexual bobbin and interests supports a
finding of lowhomosexual commitment to timegiven to a long-term relationship. That 5% of
Washingtonian bachelors versus 63% oiAdvocate bachelors versus 5% of heterosexual involved
prostitution, reconfirms the historicaland cross cultural data on homosexual bachelorhood as
uniformly rejecting male-male commitmoit.

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

R&J DATA VALIDATED BY ADVOCATE SELF-REPORTS

Figure 2: Affluent Advocate Bachelor Preferences

Useofdildo

Three^ay sex

Use of cock ling

Phone sex

Grcx^sex

Bondage & Discipline

Use of nipple dan^s

Sadomasochism

Computer sex

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% S0%

ftrcent who engaged in these acts !n the last five ye^

60%

The August 1994Advocate Self-Report on Sexual Preferences in"Gay Culture" the"gay
cultural" data above is reprinted from the mosthighly respected homosexual publication in the
nation, what it saysabouthomosexual reality deserves ourcareful scrutiny. Thedemographic data
on The August 1994 Advocate SelfReport Survey ofSexuality, posttheAIDS epidemic, defines
gay" sexual culture, as over halfof itsaffluent, professional, influential homosexual males using
hurtful "dildos" rectally.

The Institutefor Media Education



Fewhealthy teenagers would view such painful, humiliating and"degenerative" conduct as
the same as the shared emotions of love between Romeoand Juliet or as equal to the "generative"
conduct of marriage and a family. Moreover, says TheAdvocate, nearly 50% of respondents
enjoy sex simultaneously with two other 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 Search Of advertisements, we studied The Advocate August 1994 self-
report data, a "sample pool" of2,500 bachelor respondents to The Advocate sexual conduct
questionnaire.

Figure 3: Marriage Self Report Attitudes and Conduct

2,500 Advocate Respondants (1994)

120% - 100%

100% -

80% -

60% -

40% -

20% -

Total Males 30-100

Partners

48%

24%

3-Way Sex Group Sex

Regarding the issueof "marriage,"48% of the 90% white upscale homosexual bachelors
admitted to partaking in "three-way sex." An additional or somewhat overlapping 24% admitted to
involvement in "group sex (4 or more)." The Advocate study supported the inability of males to
maintain "marital" commitment found in the R&J "In Search Of findings-a promiscuous culture,
seekingsexual variety, sadism and youth. Most Advocate bachelors(57%) reported"more than 30
partners...about a third (35%) reportmorethan 100 partners"withat 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 we performed, inclusive
ofa study ofwords used in The Queen's Vernacular, the preeminent homosexual dictionary,
biographical records and travel guide advertisements. These data fully support the historical, cross
cultural fmdings of homosexual predation toward boys. The homosexual cultural view ofchildren
is critical to any discussion of legitimizing homosexual marriage as it impacts child custody and
adoption decisions, especially in light of the estimated 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 analyzes estimated rates ofchild sexual abuse by heterosexual versus
homosexual males, based upon current data identifying I) rates of abuse of boys versus girls and
2) population estimates of heterosexual versus homosexual males over 18 years of age. See The
Reisman and Johnson Report for further details.

Figure 4: Heterosexual v. Homosexual Child Sexual Abuse Estimates
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At roughly 2% of the Adult (over 18) male population estimated now as homosexual,
versus 98% to 95% heterosexual, the statistical rate of boy 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 known to the movement. Despite the

®See theStatistical Abstract of theUS 1992, US Department ofCommerce Library No, 4-18089 for data onthe
number ofmales over age 18. Estimates are based on a higher-end calculation ofroughly 2% ofthe over 18 male
population as homosexual and on the generally accepted body ofchild sex abuse data on girl and boy victims of sex
assault. See Congressional hearings and testimonies: the Child Protection and Obscenity Act 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 a broad body ofresearch on Violence Against
Children and Sexually Victimized Children.
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transmission ofAIDS to boys via these molesters, to date we have found no activist attempt to
expose or "out" these men.

Finally, while80% of Advocate respondents said they would give up sex for love, based
on the self-report data there is a fundament differencebetween 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 and children and which
reproduce generationally, historically do focus on youth in all things Anysub-culture with such a
high rate ofchild sexual abuse as above, will be precipitatingmany forms of violent, youthful
dysfunctions, from homicide (reflected in increased"gay on gay" 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 the 2,500 Advocate respondents, roughly 8% said they were with the same man, not
necessarily exclusively, for over ten years and 24% not necessarily exclusively for over a year.
The 28% and 52% who report an effort to be monogamous in an eariier or currentperiod by
defmition, admit their inability to maintain a faithful relationship.

Figure 5: Partnering Statements ofAdvocate R^pondents
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These affluent homosexual Advocate white men reflected in Figure 4 do not reveal a post-AIDS
pattern offidelity. Moreova-, those with AIDS conmionlyseek a partner/caretaker for their decliningyears
so the 13% ofAdvocates admitting AIDS would inflate the rate of 8% who attempt to engage in semi-
monogamy. TheAdvocate does not equate monogamywith fidelity.

Fundamental differences in the meaning of"monogamy" between heterosexuals and
homosexuals areidentified inthelarge body ofhomosexual partnering data.^ It should be
mentionedthat while lesbians, like women in general, tend toward greater stability than their male
counterparts, the data find lesbiansincreasingly adoptingthe worst ofmale homosexual patterns of
conduct.'" Why thisis sohasyetto beestablished.

In any event, to permit two women"marriage" rights underminesthe hard won rights ofwomen in
their dealings with men—for the advantage ofchildren and the civilsociety. Lesbianand
homosexualmale marital privilegeswould further weaken the delicate historical, cross-cultural
contractual bonds ofman and woman.

Sociobiologists point out that amongthe roughly 847 identified human cultures, 83%
condone polygamy, 16% monogamy and, 0.47% polyandiy (Murdock 1967), '̂ with females
regularly matmg only with the strongest "alpha" dominant male. Few male primates ever attain a
female mate, since the alpha primates commonly drive off the lesser males from their harems. Re,
same sex primate "relations" none have been observed in the natural habitat while absolutely no
male monogamous sexual bonding is on record anywhere either individuallyor in "communities."

W

So, although heterosexual union is the natural model of life, marriage (including chastity
prior and fidelity during) is a wholly unique human ph^omoion. So, why do humans marry?
Unless married, on the evidence, human life is proverbially lonely, short and brutal, (it was illegal
in Jewish law for men to be single. The data finding early death fi-om disease and violencefor
single males confirms both the homosexual obituary data and the obvious—men with women and
families are healthier than all oth^ males). Howeva*, under the "one man-one-woman" Judeo-
Christian law, all men have the privilege ofwooing a woman, creating a family, and, as a result of
marital efibrts and commitment, having long and pleasant lives while producing a private
inheritance for the next g^^tion, passed on to the next, building the family and the good soci^.

As noted, absent the Judeo-Christian demands of fidelity and monogamy, males have a
phffliotypical history of indiscriminate, violent and sexual exploitation On the evidence, the only
documentable means of identifyingmales as "homosexual" is by their rejection ofa female in lieu
ofmale(s) for sexual congress. The repudiation of fonales as worthy mates has produced an
ongoingeffort by gay activists, critics say, to co-opt the unique, male-femalecontract negotiation
process called "marriage." Such actions continue the on-going war to erode women's social status
and childr^'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 conunon theme, of adventure and conquest ui the homosexual

^ See thefull Reisman and Johnson report for extensive citation data onhomosexual fidelity.
Ibid, see especially David Island and Patrick Letellier, Men Who Beat the Men Who Love Them(1991), NYC:

Harrington Park Press.
See Shepher and Reisman (Bat-Ada) "Pornography: A SociobiologicalAttempt 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 "straights" into
\^j homosexuality. One such Advocate article, posi-AWS, "How to Seduce AStraight MarC^ (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" with him while plymg him with alcohol, etc.^^ All of these techniques were
applicable to seducing boys or men andsignificantly relevant to subsequent actsof"gay** violaice.

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 inNewYork; Eliminating The Monogamous Marriage Contract: Failureand Injuiy from
**No Fault" Divorce; "Love" As a Legal Issue

Ute Advocate^ cover story, Mardi 28, 1989.
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II, HOMOSEXUAL "HATE CRIMES" O/? GAY-ON-GAY VIOLENCE?

Men Who Beat The Men Who Love Them

As man's fear of the wrath of God and eternal damnation should he violate God's dictates
decreases, violence againstwomai and children predictably increases. It took decade 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
weakerand economically dependent upon themaleof the family. When society glamorizes and
glorifies sexandviolence at the same time that it demeans and cheapens the sanctity of marriage
andthe special estateof wifeandmother, it opens the floodgates to male frustration and domestic
violence. Only inthe unequal relation of women and men and adult andchild is thestatejustified
in "domestic abuse" interference.

In their frank but empathetic book. Men Who Beat the Men Who Love Them, David Island
and Patrick Letellier, a [battered]homosexualpsychologistand his counselorcolleague, wrote of
the commonality of homosexual and lesbian battery as reflecting a generally violent model of life.
While Island and Letellia- address mainly male conduct, th^ report lesbian-on-lesbian battery as
similarly common and as the third most significant healthproblem amongl^bians.

Moreover, just as the general society has seena massive increase in violence post 1948,
l^bians havespecially become increasingly "masculine" and bold, and increasingly violent,
creatingsadism clubsand books and filmscelebrating sadomasochism and deriding the older,
traditional lesbiansas repressed and inhibited. As there is no inherentinequality inadult same>sex
"partnerships," there is nojustification, beyond normal lawsprohibiting slaveryand assault and
battery, etc., for state or federal interference. Moreover, if the state is to interfere in female-on-
female battery situations, it is similarlyrequired to interferein male-on-male violence, a much
more complicatedactivity than would be first imagined.
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1,540 -
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1,460 -

1,440

Figure 6 The Washiogton Blade Report, 1997

Same Sex v. Hetero Hate Crimes (1995)

1,566

1,490

Gay-on-Gay 'Bias"
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Above is a recent report from the homosexual movement{The WashingtonBlade,
February 14, 1997) citing 1,566 "cases ofsame-sexdomesticviolenceand 1,490 cases of"bias"
incidents in the six cities in 1995." The research clearly confirms the commonality ofgay-on-gay
battery. Whilethe homosexual movement is currentlyforcedto admit to the levels ofviolence
inh^rat in these mechanical and transient unions, few will admit what was found in the R&J
Report and validated in TheAdvocateself-report data, that whenmassivenumbersofmales have
beensexuallyvictimized as boys by other men,they will spenda lifetime retaliatingagainst those
they see as their offenders,even if they "sleep with the enemy."

"SLEEPING WITH THE ENEMY" - BOY CHILD ABUSE

SURVIVORS AS BATTERERS AND CUTTHROATS

TheAdvocate claims 21 percent ofits upscale respondents were child sex abuse victims—
by age 15. As notedearlier, if roughly2 millioii homosexual males (~2% ofthe over-18-year-old
male population) have victimized between 6 and 8 million boys (at about a 17%rate ofchild sex
abuse),^^ then large numbers of males remain highly hostile toward homosexual contact (compared
to roughly8 milliongirls abused by an 88 millionheterosexual malepopulation).

Do not men and boys have the same right as girls and women, to slap or punch those who sexually
harass them? Also, the research confirms common sense empirical observation, that is, girl sex
victims regularly "sleep with the enemy," trying promiscuousconduct as teens and adults,
commonly includingprostitution. Few roam the streets to hunt out and murder men who represent
the sex that harmed them.

While boy sex victims have not be^ widely studied, the octant research confirms anecdotal data.
Sexuallyabused boys, like sexually abused girls, often "sleep with the enemy," trying promiscuous
conduct as teens and adults, commonly includingprostitution. However, it appears that some
number of boy survivors do roam the streets to hunt out and murder those who represent the sex
that harmed thm.

Despite organized and vehonent homosexual denials, there is massive historical and cross
cultural evid^ce ofthe more violet nature ofmales, unconstrained by wom^ and ofthe
predatory nature of homosexual males toward boys. It would be critical to identifyexactly what
percentageofthe growingnumbers ofhomosexual "hate crimes" the nation witnessesannually are
directly related to such early victimization. How many "hate crimes" involvemen and boys who,
like women and 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 would argue that
such claims are distortionsofthe complex realitiesofsexual victimization.

" SeetheStatistical Abstract oftheUS 1992, USDepartment ofCommerce Libraiy No, 4-18089 for dataonthe
number ofmales over age 18. Estimates are based on a hi^er-end calculation ofroughly 2% 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 Obscenity Act of 1988, April, June
Ann August 1988; The International Child Abduction Act, Februaiy 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 full Reisman & Johnson report for detail on the
ccmiparisonofhomosexual and heterosexual boy-girl abuse.
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**With Two Men in a Relationship....500,000 Gay Men AreAbused By Their Lovers Each
Year" Report IslandandLeteUier

In conceit with The Advocate preferences for sexual sadism in their relationships
discussed earlier, most heterosexuals are unaware that after AIDS and chemical abuse, batteiy is
the third major health hazard for homosexual men and for lesbians (whose first hazard is cancer).
The homosexual mov^ent is well aware ofthe violence inho'ent in their daily activities and forms
ofentertainment,writing ofthese events regularly. Note Island and Letellier's data on the
frequency of homosexual battery and to engage in generallyviolent life conduct in. Men Who Beat
the Men Who Love Them:

There is no reason to assume that gay men are less violent than heterosexual men. We estimate
that at least 500,000gay men are abused by their lovers each year in the UnitedStates. With
two men in a relationship it is possible that... violence occurs morefrequently in the gay
male community than in straight America. One thing is certain: [Sexual] violence is
acknowledged, talked about, and dealt with more in straight relationships than in gay male
relationships.'̂ .... The gaycommunity needs to recognize that wealthy, white, educated,
**politicalfy correct**gi^ men batterth^ lovers "

While there always are isolated incidents of"skin head" bullies who just like to batter
anyone available, homosexual men are r^larly battered by other homosexual men, and by men
and boys responding to sexual harassment. On point, the homosexual press commonly reports
murders of"gay men" by young male prostitutes. What is left unsaid in these crimes, is that these
boys are commonly taking belated revenge on their "tricks." The "gay culture" is dangerous with
disastrous outcomes. The series ofmurders by a homosexual prostitute^ Andrew Cunanan, who
all^edly murdered the fashion leader, Gianni Versace in July 1997, appears to have beenjust such
a case in point Would Jeffi*^ Dauhmer or the many otha- homosexual-smal-rape murd^ers have
been classified as committing gay "hate crimes?"

THE FACTS ON "HATE CRIME" DATA

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

US.DiplKBiHl«! JMitt

VaffiBnOfaseBmttti - - - itarloaiBarttlikiie

woBCtm-m

Pttfataiy flpwilw 5JB2 iKMattiw B«!»1?B1
MR nfOrtM! lyneaAu7,X0 liwaftnus HtBdn fa) 4)1
PtnkjpiBBi ^EBGiK MittM 91 peMW flf te Ui.

1.-Ufa?litiCriMlifatil(9 UN

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 WhoBeat the Men WhoLove 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, S, 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 finds the following:

Fact: "Hate crimes" are not proven crimes but reported "incidents".
Fact: The "Hate Crime—1994" data (proven or reported) find racism causes most Hate Crimes.
Fact: 5,852 (.0003%)of 151,479,983 Americansclaimed to experiencea "HATE CRIME" in
1994:'^
Fact: Overall, 63% of the "crimes" involved "intimidation" or property vandalism.
Fact: "Gay" hate crimes accounted for 677, or, 12%of total incidents.

Figure 7:Hate Crimes Claimed Id 1994

HATE CRIME INaDENTS-1994

FBI Uniform Crime Reports Total 5,852 Incidents of 151479,983 Population

Rac^thnicity Bias
(4,142)

Sexual Orientation

(677)

Religious Bias
(1,051)

Sixtypercent ofthe incidents weremotivatedby racial bias; 18percent by religiousbias; 12
percent bysexual orientation bias; and 11percent by ethnicity/national origin bias..... Intimidation was
thesingle mostfrequently reported crime...'̂ .

If rape against women and girls werecorrectly designated "hate crimes"(as indeed they
are) all assaults motivated by racial, religiousor orientationcrimes wouldbe dwarfed by

The quotes are taken from the 4 page DoJ press release.
" U.S. Department ofJustice, FBI Uniform Crime Reports: HateCrimes - 1994, p.2.
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misogyny—^violence against women. However, thecurrent bureaucracy refuses to define rapeand
i^J sexual harassm^t as"hate."

Onpoint, toooften, when they become adjudicated, "HateCrimes" have been found to be
abused bythegroup charging hate. There have been records of male homosexual and lesbian
complaints of hate, themost famous of which wasthecaseof Axalea Cooley, a black, crippled,
all^edly lesbian woman in Oregon whocharged hateandhomophobic harassment in 20 separate
cases, crossesburningoutsideher home, swastikas on her house, deaththreats, and the like, just prior
to the vote on Measure 9 to eliminate special treatmrat for homosexuals. As it turns out, Ms. Cooley
and her iiiends staged these hate crimes in order tosuccessfully sway the vote on Measure 9.*®

False racial and religious claimsas seenin the recentconviction reported on the right. Here
alleged Jewish victims hadhired men to spraypaintswastikas on buses andsuchin order to obtain
monetary rewards. Moreover, as noted, these "hatecrimes" are often abuses of "intimidation" like
spray paintings which degrade a specific group, difficult at bestto trackandconfirm butcotainlynot
to be likened to the lynching of blacks, to which theyare oftencompared. Moreover, underthe
circumstances, it is strangethat rape-murders of boysby menare notcounted and identified as "hate
crimes" sincesmal-rape-murdCTer of boys,says the FBI data, are statistically homosexual.

PERCENT INCIDENTS INCLUDE UNVERIFIED "INTIMIDATION"

TheFigure 6 citations to 12 percent incidents of "sexual orientation bias"does notdistinguish
between abuse, vandalism or "intimidation," the largest "hate crime"categoiy. Nor is it clear how
"mtimidation" is defined. Out of 677 reported "Sexual Orientation Incidents" 497 alleged victuns
wa-e male homosexuals, 99 female. As noted, these "incidoits" included what the complainants
saw as "intimidation"due to their race, sex, age, etc. Somewould argue tiiat criminalizing people
based on "intimidation"as it is viewedby the ofTended party, opois up the nation to modem forms
of witch hunts. Whojudges whether this report, for example, describing data which couldbe seen
as critical ofhomosexual conduct, is not a "hate crime" but an attempt at "intunidation?"

As noted in ''Men Who Beat The Men Who Love Them," these "hate crimes" could also
include some "gay-on-gay" battery, an epidemic which has ragedamong homosexuals cross-
culturally and historically. Noneof this kindof mformation is included in books likeOne
Teenager In Ten.

Legislators andjudges are requiredto be aware ofthe facts. Pandemic gay-on-gay
physical battay is a bitterreality. While the homosexual movonentreports "intimidation" of 497
homosexual malesas "hate," the confirmed crimesagainst homosexuals are largelyperpetratedby
^iraged, cfysfiinctional homosexual friends andcolleagues Any decisions r^arding homosexual
"hate crimes"must face thesefacts prior to recrafting hundreds of years of lawand public policy
on hc»nosexuality.

[It bears repeatingthat] We estimate that at least500,000gay men are abusedbytheir loverseach
year in the UnitedStates. With twomenin a relationship it ispossible that... violence occursmore
frequently in thegay malecommunity than in straight America....Ineveryarticle thai has been
written ^outgay men's domestic violence^ one topic invatiabfy comes up: Silence. Sample
commentsfrom the above-mentionedarticles: **There is definitely a lot ofdenial" " It's one ofthe

" SeeJanuary 13, 1993 TheOregtMiian "And now, fw thenot-too-stran^ case ofAzalea Cooley."
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bestkeptsecretsin the gay community." "Noone willlisten. Noone willhear."...Asfor violence
in the relationships ofgay men, there is even greater silence and denial than there is about lesbian
battering."

Collapsing Race (60%) and Ethnicity (11%) into one "racial" categoryfor blacks,
Hispanics, Indians, etc, yields 71%of totalcomplaints. Evenusing the "hate"data as they
appear—uncollapsed 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: Sao Francisco "Gay on Gay Bashing" Reports 1991
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"Hate Crtmes* Nationwide

Comparing heterosexual "hate" crimes to homosexual "hate" crimes("gay-on-gay
bashing), finds the latter significantly more fi*equent thanthe former. While 500,000 homosexuals
as abused(basedon Kinsey's 10%gay claims) would be wildly exaggerated, on the otherhand,
1,200 annual phonecomplaints to San Francisco policeare a fair estimate that nationwide, at least
10,000 gay men annually assault one another as well as young boys. Moreover, when theabuse is
anal, AIDS death is often the result.

Domestic violence
hits gays more than

assault

•t* .i

A. Gay domestic violence is
underreported, experts say
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The Men Who Love Them base their outrageous estimates of 500,000 annually abused

Island, Ibid; 13, 14,8. and 36.
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homosexuals on Kins^'s estimates of at minimum a 10% homosexual population. However, more
reliable is the fact that the San Francisco police received fewer than 100 calls per month"^
from homosexuals reporting their current "lovers" are battering them. Logically, these 1,200
annual complaints (roughly 10,000 nationwide) are not "hate crimes" - as same-sex-homosexual
offenders not opposite sex offenders? Moreover, the San Francisco complaints are of physical
assaults^ not unvaified accusations of intimidationor vandalism. Seeabove.

But,suppose the unverified increase from 1994 to 1997 "hatecrime" clahns were
adjudicated as true (not at all thecase). If about 2%ofAmerican males arehomosexual, roughly 2
million homosexual versus 85-88 million heterosexual malesprovided the pool ofoffenders who
intimidated, etc., the reported 1,500 h<»nosexual males m 1997.

Statistically, these claims represent. 0017% of heterosexual males and .0750% of "gay"
males. Even weretheseproven crimes^ which theyare not Suchfindings invalidate any
discriminatory public policies against heterosexual socidybased onsuch non statistics. Forthe
rate ofhomosexual versus heterosexual predatorsis statistically significant indeed.

Thehomosexual press regularly reports onhomosexuals battered andeven killed by their
male partners, pickups, hustles and thelike. Histoiy documents thatunless males accept the
civilizing bond ofwomen andprogeny (orcelibate service to thechurch) they commonly become
dangoxHis and brutal, cross culturally and Cfx)ss species, to others and to each othe.

This raisesotherquestions. What percent of the alleged 1,566"hate crimes"in 1997
against homosexuals wo-e assaults byoth«- "gays"? What percoit of"intimidaticwn" etc, was a
result ofmenvdth homosexual childabuse histories responding violraitly to gay sexual
solicitations? When m^ sexually solicitor threatoi wom^ society expects the targeted victim to
respond aggressively, defending herselfwith as much verbal contempt and physical strength as is in
her power.

Society must not permit abuse of any innocent persons, whoever th^^ are. On point, the
most abused, insulted, intimidated, batto-ed, raped and murdo-ed people in our nation are womoi
and children. Such "hate crhnes" are statistically significant in the millions. Our laws are in place
to punish violet crime alreacfy. Our laws are notoiforced, andviolet rapists andmurderers are
paroled regularly to offend again, and again. If the justice system is as bogus as it is, on the
evidence, why would We The People p^mit any govCTnment boify be allowed furtha* intrusion into
our private thoughts and feelings? Would "hate crime" l^slation allow homosexual males and
lesbians to sexually solicit and/or threatai men andboys, or girlsandwomen, without retaliation?

Having defended youths in The Reisman & Johnson Report from the unsubstantiated
charge that they are genetically h(Hnosexual, many of the findings in The Reisman & Johnson
Report offa* flutho* aid in this case. '̂

^ Island, Ibid; p. 8.
29"Scatology^ and "f—kin^ refer to fecal acts andtotheinserti(Hi ofhand ot arm intotherectal area. While the
authors ^logize forthislanguage, these acts arenow desaibedteachers in many sdioolrooms. Written material
describing these activities were provided bytheNew York school system. TheNational AIDS Policy Coordinator,
Kristine Gebbie wasthe keynote speaker at sudi an event, which indudedminwsin attendance, on Mardi 25,1995
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SADISM ("HATE") IN "THE "1994 ADVOCATE SDRWEY

As noted earlier, the self report of Advocate readers represents the most credentialed,
respected and professional of all homosexual readerships, the Time andLadies Home Journal of
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 Classifieds, 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 te«i bedecked in chains with
enlarged goiitalia, linking recruitment, sadism and youth. Advocate photographs of youths being
abused are available on request.

As a highly visible surv^, it is safe to say that The1994Advocate SelfReportSurveyof
Sexuality did not exaggerate the bizarre or abusive aspects of this special group, but rather the
survey would haveaimed, as much as possible, to present what they saw as a mamstream posture
for its readers. Most sex offenders are on record in the Departm^t 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 TheAdvocate admitted that 21 percent of their nude respondents adndttedto
early sexual abuse by an adult by age 15, it could be fair to estimate that roughly double that
number wereabused by age 18(thecommon agecitedfor child sexabusedata), especially if older
teenage abuse was considered abuse. The overwhelming number of ads for youths and the focus
onyouth confirms theattention to youth well b^ond even that exhibited in The Washingtonian.

Moreover, the 1994 Advocate Self Report Surv^ of Sexuality unapologetically
documoits 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 bodyof data
fully und^ood by state l^slators.

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, "How To Seduce a StraightMan" (March 28, 1989, pp. 39-41)went intogreat detailas to
how to trick "straights" into sex via liquor, etc., while on Ae right is a typical ad (until recent
issues) in which film from "hidden cameras" are sold, showing men and boys stripping and
changing. On August 13, 1992 there were five advertisements claiming to offer film of men in the
nude taken with hidden cameras.

Such danger and exposure is, on the evidence, a regular part of the homosexual persona,
so that retummg to the "gay cultural" data above, what it says abouthomosexual reality deserves
our careful scrutiny. The demographic data on The 1994 Advocate Self Report Survey of
Sexuality, post the AIDS epidemic, defines gay" sexual culture, as over half of its affluoit,
professional, influential homosexual males using hurtful "dildos" rectally.

^ See"Media Mating," "Forbidden Colors, "MenWho Advertise for Sex," and"Permanent Partner Priorities," by
hcHnosexua] researdiers in John DeCecoo,Ed., Gay Relatimiships, Harrington Park Press, NYC, 1988.
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Few normal men or teens would view such painiiil, humiliatingand "degenerative" conduct
as the same as the shared emotions of love betweoi Romeo and Juliet or as equal to the
"generative" conduct of marriage and a family. Moreover, as noted. TheAdvocate^ nearly 50%of
its male respondents practicesex simultaneously 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 attam 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 enjoy sadism. The vast boy hustler ti^ffic
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 fiilly 100% of the respondents enjoying
varied forms of humiliating, degrading and harmful sexual battery.
Returning to TheReisman<& Johnson Report Summary ofFindings earlier, the data
supports The Advocate selfreport data finding 25% ofAdvocates in these In SearchOf
ads soliciting sadismversus 0.41% of Washingtonians doing so. (See fiill report for added
discussion). See Addendum2 for a discussion of"hate" as associated with the arguments
regarding the alleged assault upon homosexuals by Hitler.

"HATE" AND HOMOSEXUAL "YOUTH" SUICIDE

Figure 8: Transmission ofAn)S to Boys By Homosexoal 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%

Intravenous drug users 6%

Other 5%

The final issuecritical to address is suicide. These statistics are taken fi'om the study
"AIDS Among Adolescents," published in the October 1990 issue ofthe American
Journal ofDiseases ofChildren, The critical concern regarding homosexual domestic
violence or sadism and the like, is that ofyouthful homosexual suicide. Paul Gibson, a social
worker fix)m San Francisco is the source ofa often cited "govemmenf report on "Gay Male and

^ The 1994 Advocate Survey of Sexuality, August 23,1994,p. 21.
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Lesbian Youth Suicide" contained in Volume 3 ofthe Report ofthe Secretary's Task Force on
YouthSuicide, U.S. Department ofHealth andHuman Services, January 1989. Gibson's claims in
that document are consistently cited as a reason to encourage "the coming out process in youth"
thereby labelingyoungsters forever as non "normal" ifyou will.

Fact: Mr. Gibson's data on "youth" suicide are largely grounded in Dr. Alfred C. Kinsey's
irauduloit statistics for homosexuality found in Sexual Behavior in the Human Male (1948).
Since Mr. Gibson does not question Kinsey's work it is reasonable that his own work would be
similarly shaky. Not only does Mr. Gibson call "youth" anyone up to age 24, thereby skewingthe
youth data, he constructs the false premise of biological homosexualityand concludes that parents
and religionare responsiblefor teenagesuicide.If parents and churches would welcomethe idea
ofchildrenbeing homosexual, Mr. Gibson argues that suicidewill be radically reduced.

As noted earlier, the estimated rates ofchild sexual abuse by heterosexual versus
homosexualmales, based upon current data statistically finds for predatory youth seeking
homosexual males as common.(see The Reisman andJohnson Report for further details) .
Bachelors, with no interest in marriage, or in any womanly controls which tie men to family and
children,focus on youth. Any sub-culture with such a high rate ofchild sexual abuse, will be
precipitating many forms ofyouthful dysfunction, includingthat which is under discussion here—
suicide.

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

W

The University ofMassachusetts or the University ofConnecticut appear typical m their
support of programs which train teachers on AIDS and homosexuality and which injure America's
children. Certainly the UniversityofKentucky and those teaching about homosexualityand AIDS
in Kentucky are similarly dispensingboth 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
spreading rapidly throughout North America and Europe, researchers
saidyesterday at the 11th International Conference on 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.^^

Since the conduct "is spreading rapidly throughout North America and Europe" veiy 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"adolescaits" infected with AIDS by older men says The Advocate
(March 24, 1992, p. 41). TheAdvocate includedthe followingtable-printed verbatim-for its
constituoicy:

^ The Advocate, March 24, 1992, p.41.
^ The Lexington Herald-Leader, Lexington KY, July 9, 1996, A6.
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Studying TheAdvocate and The Washingtonian data, nearly15%of Advocates and less
than .05% ofWashingtonians seeking a teenager, vtiiile the Addenda in that report identifies the
massivenumbers of"gay*' words describing adult sex with boys and boys ("chicken", "rip off a
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

TheAdvoatte1994Survey
ofSexuaUty reports that

21% ofAeir respondents
declared th^were

sexually abused by adults,
before^ 15.

TheInstitutefor Media Education

Homosexual books in general, and
specifically those on boy prostitution such as
Understanding the Male Hustler and Male
Prostitution, confirm law enforcement professionals
and personaltestimonies, that the homosexual sex
trade is, as it has always been, myouthful flesh. Such
a treatment and perception ofwhat movement
homosexualscall "our youth" leads to high rates of
suicide and attempted suicide. Again, an extensive
bodyofdata and documentation can be marshaled on
this point as on all others. As noted in Figure 1: The

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

The Kinsmanviewof all children as sexualis taughtas "sex education" andas AIDS
prevoition, "safesex"andthe like viaDepartm^tsof Education "PinkTriangle" and"Project 10"
programs. Such events area step away from thehomosexual movement's campaign foradult sex
with childr^, "lovingly" educated inthetechniques of sexual conduct Thistheme is implicit in
schooh-oom education as it dominates homosexualnovels, poetiy, lito-ature and biographies.
Moreover, on the evidence, Man-Boy-Love" appearedbrazenly in all ofthe early issues of The
Advocate. Candid boysexualseduction is significantly muted in the last fewyears, especially
since the onsetof intense homosexual youth recruitment in the classrooms ofthe nation.

Forexample, throughout the 1970's The Advocate solda **Penetrable BoyDoll, available
in 3 provocativepositions. Choose the model that wiUfillyour needs,*,, Alwi^s up and ready.
EveryDoll Features: Realisticpenis...Realisticpenis that vibrates..„Realisticpenis that
vibrates & ejaculates. '̂ The"Boy Doll" was a silhouette of a nude underage youth, posed to be
used sexually. That theboysexdoll hada ready market is clearby thead's repeated presence in
TheAdvocate, over time. The boy sex doll would haveto havebeenpurchased in sufficient
quantities to beadvertised often inthesingle most mainstream, upscale, homosexual magazine.

While such advertisements, as well as those seeking"orphan" or '̂young boy" or "boys
under age 14-years" and the like have been quietly c^ored inthe new political climate, December
1,1992 The Advocate new Classifieds edition included a full page, color illustration of a small boy
about 6 years-old, sitting next tohis little kitten (not visible here). The artist drew the lad with
huge dark, lonely eyes, and with the artist's "logo," which heused indozens ofother illustrations
displayed underneath the little boy's pants. That logo isanenormous, adult, semi-erect phallus,
drawn as though theinnocent little tikewere notonly sexually aroused, butaroused as an adult
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malewouldbe, as thoughthis state was a normal little boy's nature. Whilesuch illustrations have
not appeared in Timeor any otha-mainstream h^erosexual media, drawingoversized bosoms
on a small child's body was a commontechnique in Playboy and other pornography imtil our 1985
Images researchalertedthe publicto that child-adult sex signal.

CONCLUSION

To changenational marriagelaws to fit the needs ofhomosexuals is contraindicated since
the homosexual life, across cultures and over time finds for a neopagan homosexual ''bachelor"
mentality dominated by promiscuity, misogyny and childsexualexploitative ideation. The
Advocateself-reportfullyvalidatesall ofthe Reisman& Johnson (K&J) findings. That is, evai in
the current libertarian envh-onment, heterosexual males and homosexual males differ radically in
their "marital" orientation. This is seenreiterated by the fivemajor findings of 2% ofhomosexual
bachelors"In Search Of time bound relations; 49% seddng a third partner, 63% prostitution,
explicit and implicit; 25% sadism, and 15%man-te^ sex;versushet^osexual bachelors
respectively at 86%seeking a time commitment, 49%non-sex interests; 5%prostitution withnot
even a halfperc^t of heterosexual bachelors seddngsexual sadism andman-teen sex.

Not mentioned in this short paper but of interest is that, in addition,homosexualbachelors
provided specifics regarding the sizeof bodyparts that theyoffeml or desired, whweas no
heterosexual bachelorsdid this. TheAdvocateself-report data validated our findings, that these
danographicalfy similar white, upscale, secular, urban, educated andaffluent heterosexual and
homosexual malepopulations are radically dissimilar in theirsexual lives. Het^osexuals sedctime
boundrelations with a single, matureadult woman who sharestiieirhobbies and int^-ests, withno
mention of bodysize or interest in sadisticactivityor payment for sex as a requirement for
meeting. Homosexuals sedcshortterm, immediate sexwith multiple youthful, even teen, males
with rare mention ofhobbiesand interests, citingprostitutionand sadisticsexual acts, as wellas a
repeated focus on bodysize as a requirement for me^g.

The R & J report found ''it is inaccurate to describe one as an alternative lifestyleof
the otlier..»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 violence are salient features for the
larger "gay"bachelor population, monogamy, fidelity long lasting, time bound relationships arenot
homosexual cultural features. Hoice, any concq)t ofhomosexual marriageas fiilfilling a pattern
ofhomosexual need-as a class-is based on a well-crafled politicalmythology and illusionand is
nottherefore grounds for changing American laws andpublic policies. Thenotion of homosexual
activity as "normal" is unjustified byscientific or social science data. While it is recognized that
someindividual homosexuals mayhonestly desiremonogamous ties, theyare certainlyfi-ee to do so
withoutthe nationaltmng its ideal,specificfavoring ofnormalman-woman marriage..

Nothing which may inanymanner further weaken thesacredness of those hard-won
civilizing ties, therights andprivil^es of women andchildr^ should bep^mittedto undermine
childrra'smoital, physical andmotional health anddevelopment, andthat of thegeneral welfare.
Homosexuals should be helped to und^^tand theorigin of theircurrent problms andto grapple
with the facts, commonly long hidden, so that theymaymove forward and livelong andrich lives.
Any further normalization ofhomosexuality iscontraindicated bythefactual dataandshould in
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goodconscience never be enacted as it would further undermine this republic by devaluing the
entiremeaning ofmarriage-the lifetime unionof one manand onewoman with the plan ofrearing
moral and reliable citizens of the United States ofAmoica.

ADDENDA 1

BACKGROUND TO THE MARRIAGE CONTROVERSY

On TheSecular Meaning And Purpose Of"Marriage'^

Marriage: social institution uniting menand wom^ in special forms ofmutual
dependoice, oitoi forthepurpose of founding andmaintaining families. In view of
the necessity for children to undergoa longperiodof development beforeattaining
maturity, the care ofchildr^ duringtheiryears ofrelativehelplessness appears to
have been the chief uicentive 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 intothrougha publicact, it reflects the purposes, character, and
customs ofthe society in which it is found.

Customs Although marriagecustomsvary greatly from one culture to another, the
hnp(»tance ofthe instituticoi is univ^^ly acknowledged. In somesocieties,
community interest in the children, in the bondsbetween families, and in the
own^hip of property established by a marriage are suchthat special devices and
customsare createdto protect these values. Infant betrothalor marriage, prevalent in
places suchas IndiaandMelanesia, is a resultof concern for family, caste^ and
propertyalliances...Jlfono^an^^ the union ofone man and one woman, is the
prototypeofhuman marriage and Usmost widefy acceptedform, predominating
also in societies in which otherforms ofmarriage are accepted, AU otherforms of
marrii^e are generally classed underpofygan^, which includes both polygyny,,,.

Ritual In most societies, marriage is established through a contractual procedure,
g^o^ally with some sortof religious sanction. In West^ societies thecontract of
marriage is often regarded as a religious sacram^t, and it is indissoluble only in the
Roman Catholic Church and Eastern Orthodox church. Most marriages are preceded
bya betrothal period, during which various rituals, suchas exchanges of gifts and
visits, lead to the final wedding c^iemony and makethe claimsofthe partners
public

SocialRegulation The taboosand restrictions imposed on marriage throughout
history have been many andcomplex....The traditional importance of marriage canbe
observed in the customssurrounding widows and widows^ suchas waitingtimes
prescribed before remarriage, thewearing of mourning clothes, andtheperformance
ofcermonial duties owed to the dead.

^ TheGmcise Columbia EnQrclopedia (1991), NYC: Columbia Publishing.
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Terminatioii ofContract: Most societies have allowed for some form of

divorce....The most frequently accepted grounds....infertili1y, infidelity, criminality,
and insanity.

Modem Marriage Because the family unit provides the frameworkfor most human
social activity, and since it is the foundation on which social organization is based in
most cultures, marriage is closely tied to economics, law, and religion....The legal age
for marriagewith parental consentranges from 12 for women and 14 for men in some
states to 16 for women and 18 for men in others. The required age for marriage
without parental consent varies from 16 to 21 for womento 18 to 21 for mai. A
blood test for syphilis is now required by most states, and many states require a
waiting periodof one to fivedays between the issuing of the marriage license and the
wedding cer^ony. Bigamyand polygamy are prohibited in all states, and many
states prohibitmarriagebetween first cousins. In most states it is required that the
marriage be formalized before a ministerof religion, or before a qualifiedpublic
official in a ceremonyusually referred to as a civil marriage, and in all states a

marriage certificate must be r^stered with the civil authorities.^^

MARRIAGE AS A MALE-FEMALE CONTRACT

And Judaism's Sexual Revolution

W Perhapsthe mostoutstanding brief historyon homosexual "marriage"was writtenby
Jewish historian, D^inis Praeger in his essay, "Judaism's Sexual Revolution." I quote Prater at
length hereto remind readers that the viewof homosexuality as a norm and thus the idea of
homosexual "marriage," is not a modeminvention, but a return to ancient, pre-West^ conduct.
Says Praeger:

WhCT Judaism d^anded that all sexual activity be dianneled into marriage, it
changed the world. The Torah's prohibition of non-marital sexquitesimply made
the creation ofWestern civilization possible. Societies that did not place boundaries
around sexualitywere stymied in their development. The subsequentdominanceof
the Westernworldcan largelybe creditedto the sexualrevolution initiated by
Judaism and later carried forward by Christianity. This revolution consisted of
forcing the sexualgenie into the maritalbottle. It ensuredthat sex no longer
dominated society, heightenedmale-femaleloveand sexualityand thereby almost
alone createdthe, possibility of loveand eroticism within marriage, and began the
arduous task ofelevating the status ofwomra.

It is probably unpossible for us,who live thousands toyears after Judaism began this
process, to perceive the extentto whichundisciplined sexcan dominate man's life
and the life of society. Throughoutthe ancient world,an up to the recent past in
manypartsofthe world, sexuality infused virtually all of society.

'̂̂ "Marriage," Microsoft Encarta 96 Encyclopedia. ©1993-1995 Funk &Wagnalls.
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Human sexuality, especially malesexuality, is polymorphous, or utterly wildfermore
so than animal sexuality. Men have had sex with womenand with men; with little
girlsandyoung boys; with a single partner and in large groups; with total strangers
and immediate femily members; and with a varietyof domesticated animals. Th^
haveachieved orgasm with inanimate objects suchas leather, shoes, and otherpieces
ofclothing through urinating and defecating on eachotherinterested readers cansee
a photograph oftheformer at art museums exhibiting theworks ofthephotographer
Robert Mapplethorpe; bydressing in women's garments; watching otherhuman
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 manimate, thathasnotexcited some men
toorgasm. Ofcourse, notallofthese practices have been condoned bysocieties-
parent-child incest andseducing another's man's wife have rarely been
countenanced-but manyhave, and all illustrate \*1iat the unchanneled, or in Freudian
terms, the "un-sublimated," sex drive can lead to.

Among theconsequences ofthe unchanneled sexdrive is thesexualization of
everything-including religion. Unless thesexdrive isappropriately harnessed nor
squelched-which leads to itsown destructive consequences, high^ religion could nor
have developed. Thus, the first thingJudaism didwas to de-sexualize God: "Inthe
begiiming God created theheavens andtheearth" hiswill, notthrough anysexual
bdiavior. This was an utterlyradical In-eak with all other religions,and it alone
changed human history.^*

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

Praeger points out, inhis detailed and scrupulously documented essay, that historically,
het^osexual marriage, chastity, monogamy andfidelity, vf&re hardwon victories bymen and
women toconquer male lustandto rechannel that lustinto a battle forsocial civility. This
"victoiy" included theelevation of heterosexual "love" to a place of import.

Now, since neither lesbians or homosexual males can naturally produce progeny, much
homosexual argument for legal sanction of "marriage" focuses on the"love" between same sex
partners. But, while the oath given mmarriage isto "love, honor and cherish until death usdo
part," the law has little intwest in"love" asa legal issue. The law never protected the status of
"love" while it clearly protects thestatus of marriage. Fora secular legal andsociological
consensus^ finds thepurposeof exalting man-woman unity ina marriage contract, is to ennoble
and sustain parenthood, soas to nurture, as Prater observed, a moral, well-balanced population
which will cany onand hopefully improve the stability, security, economic and social welfare of
society.

Biblically, marriage is instituted by God, honorable inall, an ultimate, permanent bond to
rise upchildren, expressing ^otic lov^faithful, centered inhonesty and obedi^ceto God, and
dissolved bydeath. The question may well be, what is thepurpose inlegalizing "homosexual"
marriage, and would this help orhinder thestability, security, economic and social welfare of
American society?

®Dennis Praeger, Ultimate Issues, PartI,"Judaism's Sexual Revolution," April-June, 1990, pp. 2-8.
^ SeetheJournal ofMarriage andthe Family, Quarterly Journal oftheNational Council onFamily Relations,
University ofMissouri, Columbia, MO., or texts sudias,J. Ridiard Udry, The Social Context ofMarriage (1974)
NYC: J.B.Lippincott Co., onthe body ofwritings onmarriage, family andparenthood.
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\ Legalscholar,RonaldE. Ray notes that "law points the way" toward whicha peoplewill
aim^°. Courtand l^slative rulings givethe stamp of approval, to whatjudgesand l^slatures see
as a national ideals and standards. So, if the nature of their rulings increase or decrease local
criminality and violence, than Courts and legislatures may needto revisit the morepermissive
nature of these decisions nationwide. Moral critics note that how lawmakers treat marriage,
adoption, abortion, rape and all sex lawswillestablish howsociety treatschildroi. Uninformed or
emotionally unstableand reckless judges and legislators, argue somecritics, havecreatedthe
unethical, even seditious laws and legislationwhich curroitly penalizeand traumatize the nation.

JUDICAL DECISIONS IN NEW YORK

For one glaringexampleof such a reckless judiciary, somepoint to the New York Courts.
In late 1970s, **the sex business [was] reaping huge profits inNYC,"^^ when a New Yorkjudge,
stating that prostitution is"recreational,"^^ freed a 14-year-old girl into the custody ofher pimp.
By 1981 NewYork's highest court legalized the ^ployment of children of any agesin
pornography (inFerber, allowing simulated or real sexual intercourse, sexual bestiality, sado
masochistic abuse, lewdexhibition ofthe genitalsand simdryother sex acts) if an adult guardian
gavepermission, a decision editorially heralded by TheNew York Times~snd unanimously rejected
by the U.S. Supreme Court a year lato*. Irate childprotection advocates scathingly accusedthe
New York Court of Appeals(and TheNew York Times) of v/idespread corruption, a charge which
gainedpubliccurrencya fewyears later, whenJudge Wachtler, New York's ChiefJustice, was
captur^ and admitted to violent, sexually criminal conduct, involving a child.^^

LEGALIZED "MARRIAGE" LEGALIZES ADOPTION

Another New Yorkjudge grantedtax exemptstatus to NAMBLA, the North American
Man/Boy Love Association, which advocates sex with boys,^ >AWle shortly thereafto*, WachtlCT's
judicial colleagues legalized child adoption by unmarried and homosexual "couples."^^ Some critics
wCTe enraged by the twin decisions, saying theCourtwasresurrecting thechild sexslaveiy trafHc.
NAMBLA (amongotherpedophiles and pederasts) wouldnowapply as "couples"to adoptNew
York children. With the epidemic increases in pedophila and peda-asty,^® thq^ argued, child
molesters will "couple" and therebylegally adopt as many littlevictimsas possible. As most

Personal discussion, Louisville, Kentucky, August, 1996.
New York rimes, July2, 1978, reprinted in TheCleveland Plan Dealeras "Sex Business reding profitsin NYC,"

identiijdng tax evasions, organized oime, blackmail andkidcbacks to public officials.
TTte PlainDealer, January 26, 1978, "Judgeassailed forreleasing ©rl, 14,as' sex recreationist;' saying, "Sexfor

a fee is recreational... the arguments thatprostitution harms the public health, safety or welfere do notwithstand
constitutional sCTutiny." Replied onediild protection worker "Between 60%and70%of thesekids(over 3,000in
nine monthsin a shelter]havebeen in prostitution....after being"abused, beaten,torturedand r^jed."
" Time, November 23, 1992, New York Times, March 30,1993,A13., involved blackmail andsexual harassment of
hisestranged lover aswell as"a lewd greeting card, sent directly toher14-year-old daughter^ who, themarried Chief
Judge Wachtler threatened tokidnap. Wachtler had been considered a serious candidate for theU.S. Supreme Court.
" New York Post, "Man-boy sexgroup canstaytax-exempt: judge," Frederick U.Dicker, StateEditor, early 1990s.

Newsdcy, LongIsland, "CourtGivesa BodyBlowto Marriage," November 22,1995.
^ The Miami Herald, December 31, 1995, "High-tech pedophiles: fix)m onlineto outof control?" Thenewcyberspace
temptations reaiiitdiildsexabusers enmasse. "And in alarming numbers, police say, they aretrying tosetuplive
meetings with real kids It's worse, mudi worse than when westarted. Nothing is slowing them down. Nothing.
There are more now Uian ever".
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"coupling" roads leadto children, any plansto legalize homosexual marriage mustbe viewed as
opening doorsto childadoption (or creation of *turk^-baster" babies). Had theNewYorkCourt
examined"unmarried adoption" fairly, scientifically, objectively, no child would have been
awarded to any malewhowas unable to commit his lifesexually, emotionally and financially to
only one woman.

For, evolutionists, sociobiologists and even creationists largely agree that the historical,
cross-cultural(and cross species)evidence finds males hardy adventurers, who commonly have
sought tophysically, verbally and sexually exploit available animate and inanimate objects.^® Even
today, scholars find cultures suchas Islam permitting mai to discard theiragingwives by spitting
three times andproclaiming, "I divorce thee."^^

ELIMINATION OF BACHELOR ADVENTURERS IN FAVOR OF THE
MONOGAMOUS MARRIAGE CONTRACT

Considering the religious and scientific agreement regarding the malepropensity for
promiscuity,'"^ one is impressed byman's masteiy ofhis impulses inaccepting andpromoting an
ideal offidelity and life-long marriage. For, as noted in the introduction, marriage, historically a
family structured, male-fonale business transaction, had littleto do with"love,"but evaything to
do with inheritanceand creating a more levelplaying field for womenand men. The marriage
cov^ant, if betrayed, involves legal p^alties for man or woman.

The man-woman contract called, "marriage," is a promissory note betweentwo partners;
woman grants lifetime fidelity, labor, sexual access and progeny in exchange for herman*s lifetime
fidelity, provision and protection. Especially in the United States,women whobargained their
virginity andyouth formarriage, gained inreturn thepromise of economic andphysical protection
ofher and theu* children, from rambling tribes of"bachelors" bent on mayhem, mountingand
murder. Chastity beforemarriageand fidelity within,avoided ven^^l diseases, protectedthe
general health and welfare of husband, wife, and theiroffspruig and guaranteed that their own
childr^ would inherit their mutual estate.

Thesehistoricalfindings shouldnot be seento demean the religious standardofmarriage
as theprimary, God-givoi institution andthecouple's covenant with God (hence their fearofhis
wrath should theytrespass their promise). For, true science supports the moral order, for the hard
data findthat the level ofcivilization is determined largely by the extentto whichman accepts the

" See, Kins^, Sex andFraud(1990), Reisman et al..,andKinsey, Crimes &Consequences (1998). Also seethe
aborted Ccmgressional investigation ofthe Kinsey dataforfimid andcrimes against diildren, "TheChild Protection
and Ethics in Educaticm Act of 1995."

See,forexample, Sociobiology and Behavior byDavid Barash (1978) London: Heinemann as a keyto the large
body ofanimal andsociolo^cal behavior studies. And, these disciplines will have todiscard most Kinsey-based
homos^ualitystudies and iBndlngs as hopelessly, some fiaudulent, compromised.

SeeAHistory ofSexual Customs byRichard Lewinsohn (1958). NYC: Harper & Bros, as wellas the broad
spectrum ofmaterials onIslamic culture, marriage and divorce law. Note theremarks ofAlice Walker, Pulitzer Prize
winner, "As jfor thosewhothinkthe Arabwwld promises fieed<»n, the briefeststudyof its routinetraditimal
treatment ofblacks (slaveiy) andwomen (purdah) will provide relieffrom all illusion. IfMalcolm X hadbeen a black
woman his lastmessage to the world would have been entirely different. Thebrotherhood ofMoslem men—all
colors—may existthere, butpartof thegluethatholds them together is thethorough suppression of women." In
Search of OurMothers'Gardens, "Tothe Editorsof Ms. Magazine" (1983). The Columbia Dictionaiy of Quotations

; > 1993 by Columbia UniversityPress.
Ibid,espedally the sodobiolo^cal history, and histories of wars,etc.
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rule ofthe Hd)rew God, and His requirement offidelityand the preeminrat role ofa woman and
j progaiy in man's life/'

FAILURE AND INJURY FROM '*NO-FAULT" DIVORCE

Manyradical feminists andhomosexual activists arguethat marriage is a prisonfor
wom^ iiuictioning as a form of l^ialized rape and prostituticm. Howevo*, the fact ronains that
the religious, cultural and legal beliefin the sanctity of themarriage contract, by the turn of this
centuiy, hadelevated American women to thehighest level on thegoiderplaying field, seen inany
human society^^. In fact, post 1970 to 1980, when 48 states adopted some form of"nofaulf
divorce:

[D]ivorced women andtheirchildren suffer an immediate 73%drop in their standard of
living, whiletheir ex-husbands enjoy a 42 percent rise m theirs. Forwomen, especially
young motho's and olderhommakers, no-&ult divorce is a financial [andemotional
and diild-rearing] disasto-."^

Any lawswhich demean malefidelity and lifetime commitment to women as a model for
Am«icansoci^ canonlyexaca-bate thisabandonm^t of mature male responsibility. Priorto
"no-faulf* divorce, women could leverage seriouseconomic and social contractualpower m marital
disputes, oftoi balancing outthehusband's greater influence andless^iing hisability to engage in
casual adulteryand/or disdain for his family responsibilities. The controversial and provocative
colunmist, Patrick Buchananrec^tly wroteabout the changingviewofmarriageand fidelity in
"What is a family truth worth?"

w He reported that, as in daysof yore, "alienation of affection" became the basis for a law
suit, whichresultedin a juiy awardinga North Carolinawoman a $1 million dollar settlement from
her husband's secretary(for adulteiy) whenthe secretaiy seducedthe husbandaway from their 19-
year marriage and their three children.

Likemost Americans, thejury condemned adulteryand firmlystated that they believe the
bonds of marriage to be criticalandofgrave import to the nation's freedom and welfare. Floridais
currently moving to end no-fault divorce andLx)uisiana hasjust crafted a new "covenant" marriage
law whichwouldstrongly supportmamtaining maritalunions versusthe ideaofsupporting
indiscriminate divorce. Ccmcludes Buchanan:

What that North Carolina jury, Florida and Louisiana are saying is,: What the Old and
NewTestament taught, that marriage is instituted ofGodand an indissoluble union is
not only a religious truth; itmakes a lot ofsense ifyou want topreserve a society,'*^

Seeforexample. Sisterhood is Global, (1984) ed Robin Morgan, NYC: Anchw Books; YoiissefEl Masry,
Daughters ofSin:The Sexual Trage<fy ofArabWomen (1963), NYC; MacFadden Books; June Haber, Women inLatin
American History (1976), Los Angeles, UCLA America Center. Therefore shalla manleave his fether andmother,
and shall cleave unto his wife: and they shall be one flesh." (Bible, Hebrew. Genesis2:24).

SeefOT example, Reisman, Soft PornPlaysHardball (1991) La&yette, Huntington HcHJse, pp.78-79, Diane
Medved, The CaseAgainst Divorce (1989) NYC: Donald Fine, Inc., and William Brennan, Dehumanizing The
Vulnerable (1995) Chicago: L(^la UniversityPress.

\j ^Medved, Ibid.
^ The Washir^on 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 centuries to
aid in the socioeconomic empowerm«it ofvirtuous wom^—especially as they birthed and reared
children and as they aged—in order to advance the social welfare. These briefbut material
conunents are small windows into the complex and rather ho'oic account ofwestern marital
histOTy.

MONOGAMY V. "LOVE" AS A LEGAL ISSUE

While homosexual males assert ^t they need special aid, alleging past discrimination,
white males have aKvays had rights long d^iied to womenand to minorities. White males have
been free to vote, to own, rent, sell or deed property and businesses, White males have always
be^ free to have a bank account and charge cards in their own names, to travel, to rater public
and private facilities alone or in a party. White males have always had the right to primaiy,
secondaryand advancededucation, to run for and to hold public office, etc., and most have also
had the right to divorce their wives. These and sundryother "male" rights were denied to women
largelyuntil the first half ofthe 20th Ceituiy. By demanding women's "marriage" rights and
benefits, homosexuals would a) repeal womrai's natural right to select frcnnthe total male gene
pool and b) hijackwomen's hard won contractualand socialmarital braefits, carvedout of
gen^tions ofwomen's strugglefor justice and equalityfor thraiselvesand their offspring.

"Love" is not the reason for the marriage ccmtract. The marriage contract was a business
contract which worked to balance the "war between the sexes," protecting an aging wife/moth^
and her children agamst adventurous, fickleor mean-spirited maleexploitation. There are no hard
data which find celebrating "love" to be the purpose for marriage laws. If"love" were so all-
powerfuland reliableth^ wouldbe no needfor marriage laws. One can oftoi fall in and out of
lovewith many lovers. To create laws for the purpose ofprotecting and celebrating"love" would
rendermonogamy-the protectionofwomen and children-null and void. Neither womai nor men
neednor deservelegalprotectionfrom the same goider. Males are not handicapped becauseth^
are males in their sexual dealings with oth^ males. Nor are females as a class handicapped or
victimized intheir dealings with other females, for same-sex sexuality isequal inthe marketplace.'̂ ^

ADDENDA 2

"HATE" AND "THE PINK TRIANGLE"

In addressinghomosexualsadism as a natural expressionofhomosexualbachelorhood,
judgesand legislators need to examine the useof "The PinkTriangle" as a symbol of homosexual
victimizationin Hitler Gomany. Nazism (The German National SocialistParty) has cost the
worldmillions of livesand untoldmisoy. Hoice, the use of its symbolsfor any purposewouldbe
extremely serious. To this end, a review of ThePink Swastika^ which addresses whathas been
called the homosexual co-opting ofthe Holocaust, is recommraded.

v̂ y Iftwo or m<we people diose to share quarters and objects, and wish acontract should one violate the agreements,
that canhe doneusingstandard rentaland purdiasepermits. Thiswould not be "marriage.**
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Mein Kampf: Hitler On Homosexuality

Fact: A groupof fascist homosexual bullies, organized under theirnationally famous homosexual
leader, Ernst Rohem, became the organization called the Brown Shirts, or the Storm Troopers. It
was this organized, powerful homosexual movonent which actually put Adolph Hitler intopoww.

Adolph Hitlerhad no aversion whatsoever to homosexuals or homosexuality, himself
believing in the supoman theories advanced by this all-male macho unit While th^e are hundreds
ofreferences in Mein KampfofHitler's plan to destroy all Jews, Christians, Blacks, Asians,
Gypsies and the like, there is no language inMeinKampf, not one word, which addresses
homosexuality or homosexuals as a problem.

Hitler never confiscated homosexual properties, passed laws removing their right to work
or to ownpropaty or to marry"straight"women, nor didthe Nazisconduct any kindof mass
extermination of homosexuals. No homosexuals were herded into gay ghettos, none were required
to wearpinktriangles in the public sphere to identify theirstatus,none hadtheirbusinesses marked
witha pinktriangle and there is absolutely no evidence of the publicbeing penalized for
patronizing homosexuals or their establishmaits.

All Germans were always required to register affiliationsof any kind with the government.
The pinktrianglewas worn not in deathcampsbut workcamps by a mere6,000 to 10,000ofan
estimated 2 million homosexuals allegedly registered when Hitler came to power. These 6-
10,000 incarceratedmoi includedHitler's politicalen^es. Communists,the abhorred "feminine"
homosexuals, pederasts (boy-man sex offenders) arrestedfor continuous, unrelenting public
copulations and the like. Homosexuals werepermittedto ronain in the army and to moveup in the
ranks, so longas th^ did not cany out their sexual acts too often in full view. Indeed, the main
objection of theNazis to homosexuality was the lossof theirprogeny to the superrace, and to this
end th^ conducted conversion experiments.''̂

The homosexualnewspaper. The Washington Blade (January 31,1992), in '̂̂ Time to
Give UpFascist Tactics," writtenby ACT UP leaderand founder, Eric Pollardreports:

I sincerely apologizefor myinvolvement in and myfounding ofthe AIDSactivist organization
ACT UP/DC. I have helped to create a trulyfascist organization that I now believe to be
among the greatest threats to ourfreedom and the healing ofour people ....[the strategiesfor
which] Mein Kampf..was studiedas a working model..

Pollard's remarks give pause. The undersideofhomosexualHATE CRIMES are those
Pollard hintsat, whichgo unreported. Thesecrimesare documented as involving both intimidation
and physical attacks on Christians, Christianchurches seenas "homophobic" and otherswho
suggest the possibility ofa fascist homosexual agenda.

Moreover, the macho nazi male, bedecked often in nothing but his Luftwaffe cap, high
black boots, whip and chest strap is a tellingsymbol which appears regularly in the homosexual
press and at homosexual gatherings, "gay rights" parades and gay culture in general. This nazi
imageillustration, in black and whiteand in color, is a regular featureofhomosexual "In Search

v y ^ Seefiill anddetailed documentation inLively andAbrams ThePinkSwastika: Homosexuality in theNazi Party,
Founders Publishing, Keizer, Qre^n, 1995.
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OP advertisements and in photographs. A copy is included hereofsuch a homosexual "nazi
wannabe'*'ad in a recent,Advocate Classifieds magazine but this same illustration appears
regularly either nude with a massive phallus, or with a spike studded cover over the phallus. I have
also censored this illustration to ^able a larger reading audience.

Fact: Whilethere is not one Jewishmagazine, newspaperor advertising brochure inwhich
sucha nazi symbol would everhavebeendisplayed, Nazi garb and nazisymbols are an accepted
value in homosexual life, in "gay culture."
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