NOTICE

1-';Thequaityofmbmicroﬂeheisheavlydependemmonmeﬁ_;
" quality of the original thesis submitted for microfilminy
o mmmmmmmwmmw__-'

»\ v
"\

-Every -

uqutédeceuemdépmdwmmtdehm

de lathése soumise au microfimage. Nousavommfaitw
-merunequaitésupéneuredereproducﬂon EN

mmtwedwithapoortypemﬂerribbonornmmf . dbsirer,

“SHty sentusminfedorphotocopy

Prevoously oopyﬂohted materials (joumal u'ﬁcles ptblshed'

tests efc ) are not ﬁlmed

R&productioninfuuounpartofmsﬁlm‘isgovomedby“_
CanadianCopyrightAct R.S.C. 1870, ¢.'C-30 Pleaseread : ' . .C-80.
. ':v”,,quIlezprsndrooommmdosformuesduMhaﬁqﬁqu
.. U e aTe N T _‘aocompagnantcettem SAL

“the’ authoﬂzation formswhich accomﬂmy this[mesis

THIS DISSERTATION S
HAS BEEN MiCROFlLMED fu
EXACTLY AS RECE]VED

-’_Lesdoamenmmﬂontdéjalobhtd'mdroltdmm(uﬂdes £

'/
'revun amonspub“s otc)neaontpunﬁcmﬂnés

LA THESE A ET!':'

MICROFILMEE TELLE QUE

~ NOUS L'AVONS RE(}’UE




" ithe fllm

Date of Burth - Date de: nanssem;e el

Oc‘/‘ 24, /%’G

Count‘ry of B:rth —,‘Lieu dei nalssance R R

-‘\Permanent Address—Résudence fixe': R
,(7 CAC'-P//‘C’S 5%
1/1/14'\ Aﬁ,«v) 0'\.*} (\c, * )

CANVADA. /\/05 Z Mo

v lc@zw

Tme of Thesns -—-’mre deta these - e

!
=
]

}75 ff/rn-v GWAA ’ cr‘

/\/?0 L)EL oF

e ET

_\

Unwers:i{g( %mversne / .

2 n u.w-i 7[7 a{'ﬁ/éwt

L Deg ree for’

CPAN

o el

'hach thesls was presemed —= Grade ponr quuel cette these fut présentée ".'_ e 5

FER
e

; ‘.-Year th|§ degr

/?J’

conferred Annee d obtention de ce grade

Name of Supemsor — Nom du directeur de these :!_—’1:} o

,‘éurx_c_..q‘n ‘ le‘a‘Aa- aSA

Loat

’ Permassnon is nere\ny gramed 1o the NATIONAL LIBRARY OF o
thus thesus and to Iend or sell coples of

CANADA to m;croh

The aﬁthor reserves pther pubhcatlon nghts and nelther the ,
~‘thesis- nor .extensive extracts from it may. be printed or. other- T

kuse reproauced wnth ut-the author s wrmen permcsszon

°

~L autonsahon esx par Ia preseme accordee a la BIBUOTHE- .
"' QUE:NATIONALE ‘DU CANADA de mlcrommer cetge these etde.

% ,-..préter ou de: vendre des exemplalres du-film. -

e ahteur se re’serve les autres droits de publlcatlon m Ia these
~ ni-de longs extraits de celle-ci ne:doivent étre imprimeés ou -

o autrement reprodunts sahs Iautonsatuon ecrite de T auteur

Date . : : Signature ' -
: . L : R e " , '- : :
- ‘NL91 (4/77) e '.\ ’ ; ’
: CLE \ _ 3 ) oy Lo
Sy - . .



ij SUBMITTED fo TBE FACUL%& oF GRADUATE STUDIES AND RESEARCB _fﬁ’

IN pARTIAn FULFIﬁLMENT\OFzTHE REQU;REMENTS FOR THE DEGREE

B RTINS S TR I
- DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY .

e

{













'..._'tYP1cal model are- . Identity Disorlentat on, Identity

3




graphically diverss

[
~
i
A
«
J
N
ot s
j
i ; ' »
) °
[ A
!




L tlb v&m w‘m -
”:“s.aﬂmu mumrm*“

Adams, charlon nobart, v} qPram, and oxtornal oxaminer, Dra
N \ °‘Loltor Kirkondall. Spocial thankn are due to tho dhairman
. of the committoe, Professor Gordon Hirabayashi. for - f\\

3standing by .all these years with invaluablo assista ce x ‘
hﬁ ~ and anoouraqement. o | ’ |
o I o not have a wife to thank for doing my choreo and
keeping the kids out of- my hair vhile I wroto, but I do o
/hav! a wonderful family of friends who haveroiven me - .h-,
'Jh:4intelleCtual and emotional support thxpuqhnut this projeot:

Jim Burger Gary s:.mpson, Drs. Barry Adam, e e‘ {Lavine"_,,: iv

'a.Martin Levine, Andrew Mattlson ‘David’ MCWhirter,

. ‘Murray, and Bruce Voeller.. Dr Jean Veevers was an\\

A

lmportant influence during my years ax the University o
 vastern Ontario. ‘The following professors at ‘the Universln
'of Alberta coached me through my apeclalization areas-
Drs. Sharon Abu-Laban, Txmothy Hartnagel, Robert silverman,
.~ and Rosallnd Sydie Addltional thanks are due to Professor ,

Laud Humphreys. From the beginnlng of the research he has

% N

o ' i».,' o vid



\'?-;‘;\

§ '

have beert fine'teacheis. I salute you

. . only hops I have




mmxx-“’

A #

; ‘Q e owlf"

mummu.‘ﬁ..."‘l’.OOUO'J;;A:i;;“U"’l‘;;“‘*...l;.;;l“l‘
The Search for a Heuristic Model pf Tdentity ~ :
confliﬂt mluti-m...Q-ttoUOD.O...notoooohcdooouoo’.'on‘""}
Puxaupt-:s ‘in Identity = i T

Bxanining Models of Identity. . e

Models of Sexual Identity = ) Lo
The Straun-smc-uimm uodal R -

Chapter Summary and Overview,.................

NOE‘. 0010.ocodvoﬂ/-.ooomc.booc.ongiﬁoeﬁqutno

CHAPTER 1T THE smuss-sm-mxmm MoDEL OF

mm ..‘C...'O‘Dt‘.‘.‘!.-OI,IHOOC.C.I...."'.OVIS

B . . B . « L.

Intrﬁ“ctionaoo;ololn‘l‘..;_-oot‘.:“pi‘o.6po.-mrumﬁo}u-.o.-ol‘ﬂool‘sV

e

AQ“IN strau,SQ . . cs e - o_. 00 L] . ..n .z;.. ..D ® eee '~.’; .-'.-.c olo e ‘vo . ot 015

G@ry ston‘..;"';\'.;.."‘V.l..‘...‘..‘Q..'?‘..‘.C"......".’i’..la;

.

m Rﬂimtef......-.véo.‘-.'.-.;...‘......-.‘-.,’...-...".'...19
waard the Syn,_esis of a Heuristic Hodel....Q;......}zz

Questions Raised by the Model
Identity Conflict Resolution and the
-, Relevance of Gay Pamilymen »
‘Links Between the Model and Data

¥

Chapter sueroiiootoO-b...‘caoooo.o.000.-000010.00-’.'-003.1"

.

NOtes.‘....l....0.'..‘..._..........:.‘..........‘......32

s . "



e

...".‘.‘..3.\3-.........‘-ip«.x-..c..s..‘.u..so

SRR - . : L L . H o . ”

9&#& or aanmrsrs.....;;;.;.sa
mttmcuwu'l,-oocc-c'otctu;od.co‘oncatcﬁmtqo-'oootoc0062
co 'tocﬁ;

Y

S s Utxif:;'u: cﬁtiﬁii.ﬁtézii‘ﬁi.ya.a -,

' ployed in Locating Wmu...,.
/ xnf.qrnl Vta-m Formal Interviews’ o ey
niitaty nnptni:ntiiviowﬁng..................‘......71

| Interview Schedule . . © ! ‘ o \ o
S . Sample Size - LT PO
. . 'setting ) Intexviews = . R w® ]
- . Confiden alit : . = R .
Initervi thhniquas " ' 7

. Difficult s 'in Conducting the Research R
mlyzing malit‘uh m‘..‘...'\.‘.“.O‘.‘......'.\".."87

Qualitativa Analynia in the Present study o Cm

- - Limitations of the Analysis . - _
to © Limitations of the Data = ‘ -« .

‘ ! Presentation of the Data

raphic Characteristics of Rsspondents.............,96
L ’ _"Respondents Compared to American Fathers,fgaiﬁ S

Religion ralsed in ' - ’ ; -

Educatxon o : . ‘ . S



cnamnvx

.

e

Nﬁt“.....................-.--c&o..»;.-..g.;-ﬁ‘a;b--s;-'.,1’26“{".'

. . 4
v e co . . - . ) e .
v L . . o

STA“ m: Inm:w ;“c".&o..-n
W

Gi the Gay World
*jgncou '

; Negativi Ahﬁlt,,v
~©. . Negative gay
MY Nmﬁm*w

Prediure f:om family and significant otha:s
- N6 'questioning the inevitability of marriage
, Social; €inancial and ocuupational motives o
‘. = Premarital pregnancy. -
. .~ Desire for children
- Lonelifess and companionship

Who Do I Announce Myself To Be?
How ' Do Others Perceive Me?

Percept;ons From Other Homosexuala
*Fiancees' Perceptlons i

. . l . X -
Chapt%r s‘mary.ooo.’...l.m...“O..Q.O.o'...o}.l..}o....0017‘3
;.o..o..viooootol'-l7s

onc.-o-oood'o;-;?--oo-c.157

Notes.boottinto...-.IO.............”Ii'

3
|

& Xi W' . ‘ . !

.

...-’.‘O"'.".‘Q..,0.......!.01‘67_




! . , AR A i Lo

(?CHAPTER VIT = STAGE THREE: IDENTITY AFFILIATIONo---o------131:

Intmductlon.0--.GCOQ\]Ql-Qo-o-o-..o..c-ovt-c--q-.0000.181

»

Who Do I Feel I AIn?V......,....-......-.-.-.;;--.f......18\6:":‘ v

.

‘ _ Who Do I-Announce-Myself 'o Be’*----------------------189A'"
'~fj_;; ﬁ»j} Heterosexual Announcement to Heterosexuals o

A0

Blsexual Announcement to Homosexuals L
Effects of: Blsexual Announcement on- Ide trty

': How Do Others Percelve Me?.------------v-----°°"°~"'1§?A;.:

. Wheh Worlds Collide 5.t‘>.‘ L k3
Respondents ‘Who ‘Remain Marrled After Dlsclosure

T

: Chapter Summary.......................................211,
) )

NoteS---.....-....-..-.l...--.....:..».."-'..---.----...-..213.‘

o Pj,, g

. ¥ : Lo A o S o

‘“-CHAPTER VIII STAGE FOUR- /IDENTITK ACCEPTANCE.............222"

IntrOductlon.....o..-q.o...-..-...--..-.--..-..-...-..222“'

'5f¢Who Do T Announce Myself To Be ;..;.;;;;....4;,;..;.¢23o‘

Assessment by Offspring and Fellow Workers
“Perceptions oOf- Gay Associates. : e

1Chapter Summary............@...,,,s;:....a.;l;.f......238‘
cg Notes..;......;.....;......;(;J;..;..;..,...;;..;.;,.;ZAQf,¢
CHAPTER X o STAGE FIVE E IDENTITY AFFTRMATION........T%X 242A
';gfIntroductlon....................g.,........;..........242
v ‘Who Do I JFeel I Am............................I»..;...244'
:,?who Do I Announce Myself To %e?..{t.tf...t%u..rf{.:,;,246(“ ‘
Announcement to Children g ' SR
’How Do Others Perceive- Me?...q........;.:;;;,3;;;....;253g_
~ Chapter Summary....t;,;.;.;,.;.;....;.;J;.;Lii.;,.....zss'

‘ ‘NOtes-.. '.o(? . o -ovoocolnvsv-'o't._o‘:-o-o “;A..,.,..‘.‘J...y' Vel ee ..A...‘._.ZYS.-Q'-

[ . . «,
v . - .
: T e o~ coe

V.iCHAPTER X SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIﬁNS ....J....i;f.;;tﬂ;ff;zso?

’ IntrOductlon. PR -‘7.-.. o‘ * ¢ w.e e o' e . e e e o o ". e e e e o'"o‘"" ol - - to..-‘l .o of"n'.'- o [} 260
‘ ijorklngS of the SSR MOdef-....;.;-t.-\; ll:.ooo.: ...-...Z‘. .261. ) N
»'Structural and Cultural Influences on Identlty R
DeVElOpment-- e v .-‘- * s oo s s 8 e e, -c .,.. . .‘o"‘o e -\-0 L3 o-uo.273
. \' - : & V ;
. X311 , '
L ° K 3

* Who Do I Feel I Am?.}.},......;g;.L.;;...;......;..;;;224 ft';”

‘How Do’ Others Percelve Me’....;,;L‘...,...............235f‘”



22 4

"} REFEﬁENcEs.?..ﬁ.....-

Chapter Summary.........

Notes..t-....&.o-...

I .

| APPENDIX. . :

[

el s e o se &

41VITAf,-,,.,..ﬁ;t.,g;;;(}.

-

1 o @ 9w e 0 000

eeteea283)

s o’e 8 08 o e

.Mq.;o‘o‘

e o 3.; * s

-

ewesw280
»;,5;.}28l.1

riaeesa3127
oei.ii322

JEAE T



T _,{-!k,

mable © - ‘. .- Deseription .

. I : o AR AR e,

SRS SRR Percentage of Homosexual Samples\WhQ Are ‘j‘-isf
= 'V Famllymen R ‘ o o 89

MRV fﬁf»7‘2e,'? InterV1ew Sample Slzes in Selected Studles R T
TR C ‘4of Sexual Mlnorltles T T e e

:Tekﬂéeﬁ Depth Interv1ew Sample Slze "\éelectegzma5fi7§;
o Studies of Stlgmatlzed Perso\ e T
T4 Selected Characterlstlcs of Gay Famllymen e
e [Compared to Fathers-‘ u. S 1977 e Yo

o

o oxiv



-
v

o




Pre-Interview Scheduld -

oo

TS
3 ° .
, R
W
f
‘. * ¢
.
.
ye i . :
~ |
i : ;
?
N M - .' ' ' ’ ( ‘l
‘. | o
- N : “‘ ‘
v . ’
' “ ;V " , | |
. v LI A - . “
K d o
- b ’ ‘ | | |
. e | ‘
v :
L ! :
‘ B LN ’ i "
“ * ‘ |
. ) \ | |
. . B o » ) t - B : y ‘ : (
. - - : . PSH i ° o
| | : o i ‘ ‘ .
s A | | | |
. - \ .'
S b : . . |
i ’ . K | | ‘:.. | .
. ‘ : | N V l
" 7 . LAY -
a . - . - : “ ‘ . | ‘
y.' .v | ‘l - . N - L ——
. N . N \ ' . ' : | |
) \ | ‘-
N ) . : ! ‘v | |
. - .. . L £ o ':‘ ) : : |
| | : : J s L1



this happens so frequently that the transxtxons become ;5 3"“'

rout1n1zed that they become,”second nature. _,;:;f§@i in:ti a@~

i




.’fQ to create a.tolerable and v1able identity, what steps.are

involved in the process, and how the varylng combinatxon




“ freseffeh pursues three'gteps toward this objective.;w"w

"

"fﬁFirst, it inéeetigates the scholarly literature to assess ',;‘T'?

wif?identity conflict j

‘T.what social-psyéhological models exist (or can be devel- ‘
4?foped from the writingsf to guide, structure,'and heuris- ih‘ e
tically organize'identity resOlvzng process?s.z Specifically,, =

; 5h1t looks for models that explain identity conflict in : ;g,,*-f:fj

{fhpth conventional and unconventional ideﬂtities, that uj“'fi -
fladdress both social and psychological variables.: 'ij

Second, 1" rder tO generate empirical d%:';¢ﬁilﬂv i

d resolution, life history interyiews ;i&a§15
‘7}'are conducted with a iargely middle class sample of gay i

:fhushands and fathers or gay familymen"t; (The effect of ‘f

“??fthis class composition on’ the findings is discuSsed 1n

‘Z;Chapters Four and Ten) Specifically, this question is ‘.
tresearched- How do gay familymen experience their two statuses

fs;and resolve conflicts to achieve a valid identity?

| e; Third; answers from the ahove two investigations‘arellti

1“;combined to assess how much fit or sllppage there is

'l»ﬂbetween the heuristic model and the gay familymen data.“'/\ \

~fgSpecifically, how can the data be used to refine and :

R R [ v . s ) : E o N e .



.‘ ﬂ?an& reeolution.

extend the model?2 In short, thih reﬂearch inveatigates
V:how qay £am11ymen resolve identity cdntliots to achieve a

: ‘f;ﬂve%id identity and this intdrmation ia employed towarda

;'completing a 'eneral.heuristic model of identityﬂconflict

In eddretsing the £irst question, this chapter |
reviews ‘the scholarly literature in social psychology,

,Vi,of identity conflictﬁand resolution. This search is'”

':discussed under the follo ing headings. AParameters in i

v Identity, Examini' Mode LS of Identity, Models oﬁgSexuel

-Identity, The Str’uss-Stone—Reinwater Model. The chapter
concludes with a chapter summary and an overview of the

vorganiqation of the dissertation..

L s

. ;THE SEARCﬂ FOR A HEURISTIC MODEL ‘OF IDENTITY CONFLICT
-_lm':som'rmu B T P AR Lo
';Parameters 1n Identity | |

A great deal has been written on identity. There are

\ ,iseerching for a heuristic model thet organizes the process .

I

'fj-works that deal thhureligious identity, national identity,‘

nd racial identity, ambng others. A reView of this :

R literature reveals no consistent definition of "identity.

. There lS little consensus on how this term is to be used
HAs Saram and Hirabayashi (1980 9) comment""Identlty 13,

"ﬂ-an elastlc\conbept‘that could empirically accommodate’a

wide range éf reference p01nts. For example, some writersij

BT S e
NI R

. B . N - s .
{ , ~ : : S
ot ' o - . P - .
\ . : . - . * . -



o da

'<¢‘ 1958) use ”idontity,” "idontification, "indu*to“

» 92’i£y with' synonymously. ptherl (Strauss 1959 Stone
3’1962 Rainwater 1970) who will be discussed later in thisv\
| fchapter disagree.,‘ RS 4 _ |
sy thsomsﬂdcsl franavorks within ‘the- ,f¢'

of psychology and sociology have been employsd in the
study of, identyty. Within sociology’ it has been o
R discussed" using the theoretical apprcaches of phenomenology;\\\

tstructural onctionalism‘>drf:Lturgy: and labeling, among

\others. (Fo a discussion of identity and various aspects
" of symboli interaction theory, see the. introductory )
‘chapter of;Haas and Shaffir 1978 3- 53 ) SOCLOLogists
have studied identity under the rubrics of collective
}behav;or, devrance, minorities, sociology of occupations,y .
‘and sociology of religion.' N _"; o fgd\ggV
' To complicate the problem, both' micro and macro .
-levels of analy31s are emplOyed by those who discuss »
\1dentity “For example, sOme scholars (see Freud 1959z _f
’Erikson11968- Freedman, Kaplan, Sadock 1975) write of |
,1dentitf ;as_ an intrapsychic phenomenon. These‘ S j ,i»} .3.7
psychoahalytic models involve inmraperscnal dynamics thatf ) /.“
are noﬁ readily subject to empirical investigation and "fi [”
have little relevance for sociology. By contrast,‘some
‘ politrcal scientists/commentators (see Levesque 1972

5
on Canadian and French-Canadian 1dentity) write about

'.*1denrity at a macro level of analySis.



resolution. ‘Th s, the folloudng disculsion dccls only

Y
with those levels‘and approaches that direotly pertain
“to social-psycholesical models of identity conflict g

‘.

resolution. l,,."

?\
\
Examininq Models of Identity

’ Social-psycholoqical discussions of identity are foundf\
-in the works of Lynd (1958) . McCall and smwﬁs (1955),
"and Garfinkle (1967} . ' 'In general, these. analyses follol
. the. concept of "self" developed variously by Cooley (1902)
'and Mead (1934) As wni be discussed later, "self" is
‘only ons aspect of the mean;ng of identity.i Consequently,
the heuristic utility of these works is limited
Literature on religious, national, and class identity
fhas been produced by Lofland and Stark (1965), Porter ;
"(1965), Haas and Shaffir (1978), among others. Althoughl-zl'f
i\\\not limited to a micro level cf analysis, their wOrk is _: f;

'fnot applicable to the concerns of this dissertation

=because\they are concerned With identity only in the
. sense of . "identification w1th 'a collectiVity (e. g.,’

L religious cult, social class)

-




H
‘} Lo
b

interchmq“‘él.y.. Klspp (1969: 39) mpioys a tri,pertite

RN .

2 : o AR B
» i

. Goftnn s wo:k on 1dont1ty (1963) m)tu tl«r thet*
he is mre cmemed th iuﬁn ot "spoi.lcd rtputetloh"
than with "iQ&\t:l.ty, llthouqh he tends te ,‘ se thn tms

1w-~~:w a‘r‘:*w ‘the one we ¥ "“"u\*lww
discuss ac tho 8trauss-$ton¢~nainweter modol.e Klapp

Jﬁnits its utility. hmver, becauu he devclops it only

' as it can be applied within the framework of collective .

SNy

The above approaches to identity are not applicable

" to the .question posed herein because th.ei.r 7"

7 conceptualzzation o: level of analysis ‘is inadequate as a

general social-psychological model to heurlstically

organxze ideht1ty resolving processes. The same is true K

of the discussion by Becker et a1.0(1961) of occnpat;onal
identlties. Other works by Becker (1963), as well as
those hy Lemert (1951) and 8chur (1965 1971) approach
pathways to devxance and dev1ant ldentity from the
labellng perspectlve.f Scheff (1970 10) suggests,

however, that ”deviant/devlance are terms that most f

- research respondents eschew and’ that 1t ls pre;udiczal

>

~ for social sclentlsts to apply such models over. the

objections of the persons thus desiqnated l Scheff suggests

that models of 1dent1ty acquisltlon which are broader‘than .

those that deal only Wlth devzant ldentlty,need to be devel-

= oped, although ‘he does not present a concrete alternatxve.,

e




7nro£ oenunl Ldentity devi*

uﬁdu tho ahove mux-p-yma.oﬂm uteutm,
there ie connﬁaereble zuneereh thnt addzen-ea the 1utue

4n the next. nmtmn. N

’ (1974), noney end 'rucker: (1975). ,; 'rheu e‘ bors, nowqb.r,-
do not focue on :exual orientetion identit . Inhtead,

they are interested in the qnquiaition of Z det identity.
They investiqete how c ldren come to eee thennelves es

' male or femele, meseu ine or feminine. Sinep gender ‘,"V
identity ordinenxly_stenilizes by the age of five and‘
éoes not'involve eonscioue‘processes of resolving tﬁo

- or: more.conflicting identities over the life span, the

'above reseerch hae minimel relevance to the concerns of ’

*
s -

‘the present investigation.
t’ Several works ‘have béen completed that laxm to :
1nvestigate homosexual 1dent1ty._ They are D nj(lQ?lL,
Warren (1974), Plummer (1975), Sawehuck (19 4), Ponse
(1978), Troxden (1977),iand Weinberg (1977). These ] . E
' 'authors wnite‘of 1dent1ty as’ synonymous wlth self conceﬁt.i 
_'When they apply thls formulatlon to thear pata on , |

homosexuals, thexr wrltlngs are llmited tq a descrlptlon
s

of how-people 1dentlfy,“.or eome to eee themselves, as
'homosexnelf ‘In other.WOids,.iﬁeir researohfis:simply a.

VAR



RES
fa

ducri.ﬁt"s.on of "coainq out. * M’f*wt 1 b-cm ﬁvi.dmt ‘uu: o
in this diulﬂrtttinn. thoy;bovu\roaoa&uh lddﬂi%:.n tnlg

. "Homosexual idlatitys Commitnhnt. adjnttm‘nt, and F

 significant other-.‘wﬁh*fgite its titls, the paper is | |
| concerned, not with the process o! idontity tormntion,‘ R

but with what factors corre;ﬂ#e with identity maintdnance.

Nowhere do they detine what they mnun hy ”idontity, .
alth®ugh it is elear that they are not cbncerned with the
process of ident#ty conflict and resolution.w Insteed, ~
their*article is a repllcatlon of Schwartz et al. (1966)y
testing six. causal modell of 1dentity maintenance thh
cress-cultural, questionnalre q'ta using multiple,’ |
regressxon and cor:elation analysis. This is relevant

: to the dlssertetlon question posed here in ley an 4

obllque wey.

The Strauss-Stone-Rainwater Model

As can be seen from this’ reVLew of the 1dent1ty 'f h.. -
literature! there is a’ scarc1ty of socxal-psychological | ‘
models of xdentlty confllét and resolutlon that have‘ |
\ general applzcablllty.' The wrltlng; of _Strauss (1959),

.Stone (1962), and Ramnwater (1970), however, prov1de an

'exceptlon to this deflclency The. foundatlon upon whzch

thelr work rests derlves from the perspectlve of SYNbOllC :



A S p“f_; ‘ ,'-‘Q' Loy . S
‘ﬂﬁlnteractlonlsm.t Thelr formulatlons grew out of thelr .
'ethnographlc and 1nterv1ew data on careers, Chlld and

[

ahadult sbcrallzatlon#’clpthlng and ldentlty, and black .

1dent1t;es, although thelr dlscuss10ns stretch to W1der

'-,‘1ssues.{ None of these researchers, however, detalls a»

;model of 1dent1ty confllct resolutlon .on a step-by—step

nba51s, rather they couch 1t 1n prose dlSCUSSlons, .The;.cd

”’materlal fof a: potentlal model lS fragmented across the

' ;wrltlngs of the three men.v It 1s pos51ble to. pull

together fragments from the three sources and to f
‘ synthesrzeka’lentatlve model of ldentlty confilct and
"‘rresolutlor;.x ‘.ThlS lSSPe lS develope&an é‘hapter Two,-
1where we’ descrlbe the dewelopment of these authors ldeas
‘and how they built on each other s work Weuthen show ‘dlyh -‘/
fhowsit ls possrble to develOp a heurlstlc model from EE
Zthelr related perspectlves, a model we refer to as the
Strauss Stone—Ralnwater (hereafter SSR) model , The Iater‘
part of Chapter Two evaluates the strengths and weaknesses,h<.i
».nthe remalnlng gaps and defrcrencres of the model. The -
aflnal sectlon of the chapter outllnes how a’ stud& of the
fprocess of 1dent1ty confllct resolutlon among gay d;_dcl

famllymen may prov1de data to flll these gaps and complete

"the SSR model

CHAPTER UMMARY AND OVERVIEW B
Thls chapter detalled the purpose and dlrectlon of

» the_research. 'The.three arms\of the 1nvestrgat1on are:‘

0"



“Jmodel

- \ . .
TLleo It attempts to develop from the soclal-_ﬂ'
‘psychologlcal llterature a heurlstlc model that spec1f1es
'
‘the’ process whereby people resolve 1dent1ty confllcts and

R

(achleve a valld 1dent1ty.

S 11

12;; Selected for thls research are gay famllymen. The““~=

"lnvestlgatlon seeks to dlscover how gay famllymen glven
: or

'thelr seemlngly confllctlng statuses of husband/father andv"

vhomosexual resolve 1dent1ty confllcts and achleve a valld

'1dent1ty. W' .
1

'f3.V In comblnlng the ahove two purposes, the research"

attempts to determlne the flt between the.model and the
Cdata and to use thls knowledge to reflne and extend the'°
Chapter One also presented a r§v1ew and evaluatlon of
the 1dent1ty llterature and culmlnated 1n prop031ng a

'closer look at the work of Strauss (1959), Stone (1962),

‘and Ralnwater (1970) for dlrectlon in developlng a “~,YNJ~E*T

1heurlst1c model of 1dent1ty confllct and resolutlon.
- Chapter Two descrlbes the rntellectual-and emprrlcal

tradltlons that lnform ‘the works of Strauss, Stone,rand

v

?

Ralnwater. Strands from thelr wrltlngs are brcught
';together to synthe51ze a heurlstlc model of 1dent1ty
,confrlct and resolutlon.‘ The strengths and weaknesses ofo
‘the model are enumerated and ten questlons are posed |
lpabout areas of the model that remaln vague." A plan to
E‘lnvestlgate these areas v1a research on gay famllymen "

concludes the chapter.



f ;selectlng the ‘gay famllyman respondents, procedures

SN !

*» Chapter Three summarlzes what ls publlshed about gay

?famllymen.‘ Thls llterature is cr1t1c12ed and promlsing

llnes of further 1nqu1ry are 1nd1cated. The chapter

‘concludes thh an Operatlonal deflnltlon of "gay famllyman."‘f

dijarlous components ‘of the term are. dlSCussed, and the fu

kg_ Chapter Four lS concerned w;th the methods of the
_research' Data collectlon and plan of analy51s areL_’

dlscussed Spec;flcally, we state the ratlonale ln{"

employed in’ locatlng respondents, methods of 11fe hlstory
wnfdepth LnterV1ew1ng, analy51s of qualltatlve data, and the |

: demographlc characterlstlcs of respondents.._.w

3T

Chapter Flve reports flndlngs on the lnltlal stage
; of respondents' 1dent1ty confllct and thelr attempts at.

.ﬁresolv1ng 1t V"Identlty Dlsorlentatlon descrlbes'thed’
, o _ ,
1
»flrst stage 1n the process toward acqulrlng a valld
_ R ol B! e o , T
. 1dent1ty ' - TP

Chapter Slx lS concerned w1th the second stage,»

| "Identlty MarglnalltY‘" The SOClOlOglcal features and

Apersonal adjustments characterlzlng this- perlod are'

FJ_"

“detalled
Chapter Seven dlscusses the thlrd stage toward

* ldentlty confllct resolutlon,‘“IdentltynAfflllatlon.

s

ThlS stage characterlstlcally lnvolves dlssolutlon of; SRR

Athe:mar;tal bonds;.

/r

o



‘fl Chapter Elght 1s concerned w1th the fourth stage,‘f>
“"Identlty Acceptance..~ At thls stage, acculturatlon of -
the famllymen 1nto the gay world is analyzeda " .
Chapter Nlne reports on the flfth stage, “identlty
E Affirmatron,; Thrschapter completes the developmental
presentatlon of the stages experlenced in resolvrng '
1dent1ty confllcts and 1n acqulrlng a valld 1dent1ty._
Throughout the developmental presentatlon, 1nformat10n

1s presented on the process whereby respondents develop

changlng answers to ldentlty questlons about thelr

confllctlng statuses.\ The 1dent1ty work" Of each stage

1s descrlhed as are the soc1al—psychologlcal dbrrelates .,ﬁ o

' that mark transrtlons across the stages.}]_"”’ )
‘ Chapter Ten assesses the fit between the SSR model
and the emplrlcal data. The research flndlngs are used

to answer ten questlons posed 1n Chapter Two about the fu

SSR model Suggestlons for further research are presented

g .

‘ especxally toward examlnlng the heurlstlc value of the SSR

model for explalnlng the 1dent1ty confllct and resolution ?'j

t

i 'of other SOC1al aggregat .-:
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°':_enhance discovery. While hypotheses may-develop in’ SR
. .employing the model, . its purpoge is to stimulate empirical U
;fresearch rather than +o generate hypotheses Eer se.dﬁ ﬁ_,«va'v\-

I 25 The process of mov;ng back and forth betwéen ths
}‘f~gheurist1c model ‘and.the data. h X

. /.is.a process ‘recommended. by, Glaser and ‘Strauss in ‘their

: j*,book, The Discovery of Grounded Thebry Stratgg}es for
'gQualltétlve ieseardh T1§37T. me B

L
e

I A heuristiq model is a Vehicle to organize}E

‘anhancemnnt

Hi

their: putua

R ‘\ ,m_ B v
.



Strauss argues that llfe‘ls'a process, and
S SR that process involves’the most fundamental
LR klnd of" change.-— the change lh 1dentity

-

~and :App lication ofﬁf{]fﬁy
sym501ic Eeractiondsm R

INTRODUCTION L

o e T R

Thls chapter dlscusses, 1ndiv1dually, the works of BRI

‘:T,Strauss (1959), Stone (1962), and Raanater (1970) as theY likt f
‘cfrelate to processes of 1dent1ty confllct\and resolutlon.ff:h+f3;.“

l”hifdstrands from each of thelr works are then comblned to form
t‘;and to syntheslze a heurlstlc modelv Strengths and "}:
['y@weaknesses of the model are enumerated and ten questlons;:hd'u
‘ ?are asked toward correctlng and extendlng certaln : R
”5voropo51tions of the model “The chapter concludes thh ;517*”
f\.;,.tffoutllne of how a study of the 1dent1ty formlng processes

T“gfof gay familymen may serve to 1llum1nate the SSR model and

- s*fvcommunlcate to other social psychologlsts 1ts potentaallties -hé'
_ n's*for lncreased understandlng of the processes 1nvolved 1n v HF
1 lsldentlty confllct and resolutlon.“sﬁ R
i:”ANSELM STRAUSS ;7r'“d5i;y't‘f*ii‘y'; ;{:"sariydnhdn; ;?E. hh.‘ﬂ/
; : Strauss, a student of Blumer who in- turn was a student _._;/
ﬂiiof Mead roots hls methodology, theor121ng,’and cr1taques el,”’fj
sﬂ.w1th1n the processual Perspectlve-f:d“hfi rtr‘7”1'ii.\i]4'iﬁr

1S



"ﬂ,.f1954 17) Even 1n studyxng the phenomenon of death

7ifp‘Strauss v1ews 1t as a process rather than 51mply as an. L

/“irconSLStently applles his concept of_process to his

;chan e :,th

specific

*‘5: o’rganizatlonal ideological ch&nqev" and he| a"te““‘ts t°

' texplaln ”the-directzons of Such change" (Strauss et al

| ;event (Glaser and Strauss 1967) Moreover, Strauss )-5_ﬁj

"Tﬁanalyses whether at the macro level Pf urban 11fe (1968)

:'h;ior the mlcro level of 1nd1v1dua1 development (1962)

,?subject matter 1s extended and updated

Strauss' earllest book—length treatment on hlS 1deas

"f_of process is errors and Masks (1959) where he dlscusses ffff*

.{factors 1nvolved ln transfbrmations of ;dentlty._ Thas

1n:hls later book,-’a

. Status Passage (1971), co-authored w1th Barney Glaser.f Vt;

VU;Strauss"empha51s on. process 1s complex._ To hlm,’

1'15 1mportant to p01nt out that 1n these two works, ,"rg”

‘roceSs

fls more than sxmple developmdnt . Process 1nvolves
bf.lnteractlon as a creatlve process.; Further, the personal
_‘hlstorles of 1nd1v1duals 1nteract‘w1th the soc1a1 hlstorles
T_;of groups- both the process of the 1nd1v1dual's own llfe

KA
.

. \ 0
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vnﬁ;he studies the pgrceived process rather than the actual

: '"*}gffc?ff

.:Tgl_approach.

se_::This roots strauss within the phenomsnological

R \

One of Strauss"significant discussions on process 1spu«

i}

u.yﬁhis descriptlon of "status passage. Following Arnold

[

l'hvan Gennep s Rites of Passage (1908), StrauSS defines 1

17

‘ Al RN R TRe I P , : ;.

an; tthe of the groups of which he is a part ccntribute to‘c“f‘.
'4fvfundefstanding his behavior.scg S ',_ ', L f’ e
% these works Strauss is interested in the identity |

)'5,§;proeess from the perspectives of the actors inVOlved Thug

. "status passages as important tran51tions, which occur 1n1‘

"”Jall our lives, impacting identity from one socmal position~<"

’jto another. Strauss tried to develop a formal theory

N

ﬁ:f'about these passages,'in order to show both how formal

lffstheory may be developed and to stimulate further research

_researching Ve
-"line" .or "tr jector
}characteri"
variables a

, ¥

:-;deny 1n31ghts into the nature of status passage which are

"u‘found 1n hlS work but 1t does not constitute a theory,.

1

flyrather 1t is a rich development of ‘a concept, a concept

ﬂ_that inherently dea15‘w1th process.}l

In summary, Strauss emphaSLZes the importance of

the movement involved the

ay 1n affecting identity
Qurther_development of these ‘ideas is

”in status passages. Actually, his'"theory“ 1s primarily a_“” g

’fdetailed discu551on of the concept 1tself. This is not to1 o

”tatus passages o determine the "career .

of the movement, and the important
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”wthat appearances mobrlize both with the self and with others.;_r"

b o ' . ; | L. :

C‘_ aisguésga~5s;ow'Ln‘aaa:easing,cﬁsgo;y35£ang-a;garg.‘

F;REGORY s'rcmn | | | | |
In an article tltled "Appearance and the Self”'(1962),

Stone assumes Strauss' challenge and attempts to apply his

‘formulations to the meaning of aPPearance and the responses‘»%

- Stone, however, lS critical of Strauss and oﬁher symbolic"*’

flnteractlonlsts for the lmprec151on of their formulatlons

and the dlfflculty of translatlng them Lnto emplrically

*verlflabbe statements. For our purposes, Stone makes two ’

"-u;lvaluable contrlbutlons toward the deVelopment of a

heurlstlc model of identlty conflict and resolutlon._‘first,

vehe outllnes the varlous components of the term "Ldentrty

‘,Identlty establlshes what and where the person
. is in social. terms., When one has identity he
- is situated-~that is, cast/in the shape.of a
_.'soc1al object by the ackno ledgement of his
'part1c1patlon or membershifp in social relatiers.
One's identity.-is established when others place
him as a social .object by a351gn1ng ‘the -same
. ‘words of identity that he appropriates for
- himself or announces. It is in the coincidence .
“of placements and apnouncements that 1dent1ty
‘becomes meanlngfukf(Stone 1962- 93).

Second Stone makes . clear some of the soc1al processes'

~_1nvolved in 1dent1ty achlSltlon. He says resolutlon of

;1dent1ty confllcts arlses from the lnteractlon between

-

‘;nd1v1duals and thelr env1ronments (Stone 1962 94). The'

1nd1v1dual acts in accord w1th the way he percelves hlmself o

and the sﬁrroundlng world.. The social structure regulates

the array of behaviors that others may take toward him.

- -
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.ﬂFrom his interaction with this sooial environment, he
N develops a peroeption of how he is regarded by others.
'fThese perceptions play a crucial role in the resolution

of identity conflicts, as well as in _the formation and . :
| maintenance\of identity (1962- 87 94). |
Unfortunately, stone does not proceed to use this :
Ef formulation to create a. model of identity conflict |
:resolution. ;ﬁstead he offers an. analysis of the role of
;appearance, clothing and uniforms, in interactions. He
discusses their effects through the reflected image of
"others back on the self : Nevertheless, his contributions :

ﬂ_ ;to the identity literature are Significant, a fact realized

LEE RAINWATE_R‘ " |

o '*Rainwater credits both‘straussgand Stone for his‘ideas
on identity.'”Firgt knowledge of'his'relationship'with

' Strauss helps in understanding the process of Rainw%ter s

‘:ideas.l Not only are he and Strauss personal friends but
-;Ealso colleagues, haVing co-authored The ProfeSSional |

J

' SClentlSt.-vA Study‘of American Chemists (1962) ‘In this

' work they chart the career trajectory and status passages

'.involved in becoming a profeSSional chemist ‘Strauss says
'their ideas .have been "stimulated and 7dvanced" by each
other. e I ;;_a |

— - For the purposes of this‘researc ,ﬂhowever, Rainwater's

most significant work is his Behind Ghetto Walls (1970)
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where he describes the identity difticulties of bllcks.‘
In this" work, Rainwater expands what he already developed
.\with Strauss, incorporating also the ideas of. Stone. -

“ Taking a lead from Stone s definition of identity,
"::Rarnwater further reflnes the concept.ﬁ Rainwater'asserts ‘
that the’ achievement of identity ccmas abont when a person -
“gains "an assured sense of .inner contlnuity and social

sameness which brldges what he was and what he is about to’

become” .and also reconc11es hrs conceptlon of himself and

' fhls communlty s recognltlon of hlm" (1970 374). Id&htlty,

1s.self-reallzatlon coupled wlth mutual-recognition from-
tsociéty.i Consequently, Ralnwater believes that identity .
is composed of three lnter-related parts-d“

A valld 1dentity is one in which the 1nd1v1dual
finds congruence between who he feels he is,
who he announces himself to. be, and where he
feels his sotiety places him (1970: 375).

o Ralnwater s dlscu551on of "identity confllctﬂ;is_alsou

' 1mportant for the purposes of thls research. ‘He -asserts
cthat malntenanceof a Valld 1dent1ty,1s a llfe—long task;

; beglnnlng 1n infancy and contlnulng until death" (1970 374)

’ Identlty confllcts durlng thlS tlme anOlVe the follow1ng- ‘

Internal or" socxal pressures at any time
.can cause xdentlty conflict in which the
1nd1v1dual is forced to call into question
the validity of the person he thought
himself to be....One of the deepest '
anxieties human beings can experience
occurs when identity conflict creates the
‘loss of a sense of identity. Such a loss
‘comes about either when there ' :
disjunction between the self béing announced
- and the needs. pressing for gratification or
when the announced identity is not validated
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by othcxn. In cithor ouan, thu idontity‘
 becomes invalid for the individual, once
he recognizes the state of affairs. For
IR ~ a time he may not do 'so, [resisting o
: . ‘recognition with intraps chic mochanisms,
‘ ‘in defense against internal invalidation
P - or by aelf—delusion about social validation.

Two important points are contained in the above
”qnotation. Firat. Rainmater recoqnizos that idqntity
A conflict is the result of disjunctions among: the three
‘_components of identity and, second he recognizes that the
pain involved in identity conflict and identity ’
-j»ginvalidation leads some people to adopt defense mechanisms

in attempting to reSist its\recognition., Rainwater follows

With a particularly pOignant example Srom his data of how

i these two pOints are manifested in the everyday lives of

™~
N

: ghetto blacks- R .‘\\i ;‘

The world of the sSlum dweller is certainly

one in whkich social and cultural processes

do much to challenge identity and little o ‘
to sustain it. 1Individuals are constantly '« = |
~exposed to evidence of their own. irrelevance, N
. and they experience much less guidance TN

—

toward self-validation than do typical . — o
middle~class persons. The identity problems S
of lowér-class persons make the soul- searching
- of middle-class adolescents and. adults’seem :
E like a kind of conspicuous consumption of
: psychic riches (1970 374) :

Rainwater does not spell out the proce S of solv1ng

\\ identity conflicts and valid identity, but e discusses

4
N\ _«-some of'the forces involvedr(1970- 377)-

_Once an identity is recognized as invalid

the anxiety which-descends upon the
individual pushes him toward. seeking )
another valid identity....Because a . e
tenable life requires a sense of valid:
‘identity the individual has no other
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ohoion than to try aqain. If hi- ezzorta._
'are outside the range of what is deemed .
culturally appropriate, he will be marked -
as deviant, but if he manages to formnlate
an identity and finds a group that
“validates .it,. even deviant life becomes
tenable. 'This is the situation in which
the lower-claes person finds himself.

The importance of this quotation ie th&t Rainwater”‘

'places the motivation for identity conflict resolution

1

in "anxiety ‘and recognizes that both conventional and

Q"deviant" identities are tenable if they receive group

support sufficient’to relieve the. anxiety and validate

the identity.' The next section brings together strands

_,from the writings of the above soc1ologists toward the
' synthe51s of "a heurlstic model of 1dent1ty conflict and

. resolution;

TOWARD THE SYNTHESIS or A\HEURisTIc MODEL

Employing 1deas developed by Strauss (1959), Stone

_3(1962), and Ralnwater (1970), tentatively proposed 1s the -

~followgngrheuristlcemodel pf Ldentity conflict and '

reSOIntfon;;

The - basic ‘unit of the model, and the source of
\

j_staballty and change of 1nd1v1dual/ident1ty, is the,

' fo;low1ng matrlx It con51sts of three elements.

S Ind1v1dua1 s perbeptlon of the appllcabllity of a

”bharacteristic to himself. ~ (Does this characteristlc.

’ accurately describe me?) . ‘ - , .

- 32) Ind1v1dual s perception of hls publlc presentatlon

'w1th regard to that characteristic. (Con51derlng~the
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oharucteriatic. wha d& I announcnmpnt myaolf to bo?)

- 3) Individual'u pcrception o! how othors vinw him 1n
"light of that oharaotoriatic. (How do they reaot to me :
'regarding that charactoristic?) ‘ RS "‘ o ,/

What are the ansumptions of the model? Ita assumptiona
are. comistunt with the. dwgumouc intorm%ionint ptxspoctim R
and the writinqs of Strauss, Stone and Rainwater. Reality |
is assumed to be a sooially constructed phenomenon, a realm .
in which meanings are problematic¢ rather than given.
Consequently, to have an "identity" is a trait peculiarv
fvto human:beings,, Resolyind idehtity cohflicts;andﬁ
”‘deve10ping an identity 1s a4comp1ex-orooess‘which includes'
the ablllty to symbollze, to thlnk abstractly, to 1nterpret -

evéhts and attltudes, to 1mpute motlves, and so on, EE“

lnteractlon with others (see also, Cooley 1902; - Thomas
1922; Mead 1934 Llndesmlth and Strauss 1968).

eA-central idea of the model is that termlnologles and
,bellefs about,the nature of things, including 1dent1ty, are .
-acqulred 1n the’ process of taking the role of the other and
1ncorporat;ng info personal perspectlues the classifications,"
criteria, ahd eéaluations of other people. The resolution |
offidentity conf%iots and the developﬁeht of ah identity,
therefore, require the presence of intelleetual tools 6£
resources whlch aid. people in their lnterpretatlons of, and
conclus1ons about "what is going on." According to the SSRd

model, however, it 1s not what 1$ golng on that is -

fundamental, but rather what respondents perceive is "going on"



that 1s relevant to 1dent1ty confllct reso!u;;on and
' : T I o :
‘development of 1dent1ty.% These factors are all assumed

by the SSR model

%ddltlonally, the model assumes that stablllty and

! |

‘dchange in 1dent1t1es are dependent on the congruency that

o

I

,‘.

idex1sts w1th an 1nd1v1duai 's perceptlons of himself and hlS
v’.env1ronment. It assumes a person may have a prlvate v1ew
edbof hlmself drfferent from the one he malntains publlcly
fIdentlty movement occurs when the 1nd1v1dual attempts to
_resolve confllcts and 1ncon51stenc1es 1n perceptlons of hlS_
own. feellngs, behav1ors, and others' assessments. f;- j'v;d
Dlstlnctlons among the three components dlssolve once.
‘w’congruency is reached and a valld 1dent1ty is thereby
"achleved | | o e ﬂ
0V:'Wh.y would a person want to remove 1nconsrstency and‘
'bconfllcts ln perceptlons of self/others? Accordlng to
‘Ralnwater, persons w1th 1nconsrstenc1es 1nqperceptlon‘
between self ‘and others experlence palnful confu51on on a
psychologlcal level concernlng who they are and Lnterpersonal
‘fvunea31ness, confllct and 1nterpersonal awkwardness on a ’
bsoc1al level When the three components of the matrlx are
‘congruent when the confllcts have been resolved a valld
ildentlty is achleved and the above dlfflcultles are”

'lessened At thlS p01nt ‘the 1dent1ty is valld to both
#he 1ndLV1dual and the social audlences. The 1nd1v1dual'
’/self perceptlons have been both personally and 8001ally
validated. .fA ERETE o »Qp

LIRS
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In short, w1th1n thlS matrlx there 1s a'recurrlng |

‘Jffunctlonal relatlonshlp among the three components The“

ﬁcomponents ‘re analytlcally separable, but they erm a
‘whole that is connected by feedback loops. The crlterla
for a valld 1dent1ty exist when the three parts of the
;‘matrlx are congruent ‘and 1dent1ty confllcts are. resolved
Homeostatic equlllbrlum among .the matrlx components,'
:however,-ls_problematlc as personal feellngs,_others;
perceptlons, d social audlences change : Congruency‘
“ malntenance Ezerefore, ‘1s held to’ be an ongo:.ng task for
.people. ";'--'x L | | H
Can there be more than one “valld 1dent1ty°" ThehSSR
amodel does not answer thls questlon dlrectly its:
»flmpllcatlon, however, is that a person may have many valld

ke

1dent1t1es (a valld sexual 1dent1ty, a. valld rac1al‘ _:'7;
1dent1ty, and so on), but w1th1n each'of theselsakégo;;esA ]
there can . be only. one. Xilig 1dent1ty. For example, a.
'"hperson cannot 51multaneously hold two valid sexual 1dent1t1es
or two valldjraCLal 1dent1t;es.: Thls_rs an 1mpllcat10n,of.
’_the"model‘ although none of its three authors;states‘this
fexp11c1tly. B ‘ | -

What 1dentity does an 1nd1v1dual have when the three
parts of the matrix are 1ncongruent or in confllct with each
other° At such a tlme, the person may clalm several rac;al
.. or sexual ldentltles, eachsone p0551bly to a dlfferent |
iaudience. Accordlng to the model however, such 1dent1t1es

-are hot personally or publlcly valldated Moreover, the

e o



person ln questlon 15 llkely to experlence both lntrapersonal
fand lnterpersona}/uneaSLness and confllct as a result of

“the 51tuatlon.r The resolutlon of these confllcts 1s the

process of acqalrlng ‘a val1d 1dent1tz._

Belng ln the symbollc lnteractlonlst framework the

-

.-

‘.

w;vmodel reCOgnlzes the 1mportance of perceptlons of
151gn1f1cant others v1ews and the SOClal nature of personal
jldentlty formatlon. In dolng so, 1t stresses the cruc1al
bllnks between d01ng and belng, 1ncorporating.a balance
'_ between determlnlsm and volunteerlsm. Wlthln a range of
~‘1:5001ally determlned respOnses, a perSOn may act to resolve ;;'
- or exacerbate 1dent1ty confllcts and thereby promote or
~f’-retard hls 1dent1ty development.'r | |
Ways of behav1ng may develop to a certaln p01nt w1thout
hzbeoomlng flxed or . stable, ‘and w1thout the development of f
"commltment" (Becker 1960 32), untll a pe;son acqulres an‘
1dent1ty of whlch that kind " of behav1or lS a component or -
'expre551on of support. The model assumes, however, that
. 1dent1ty is not "flxed" once and for all rather 1dent1ty
-confllct resolutlon and 1dent1ty malntenance are problematlc
'_and 1nvolve on901ng negotlatlon over the llfe-span..
| The model recognlzes that" 1dent1t1es may be operatlng
'at dlfferent levels Although soc1olog1cally focused the '
émodel is able to 1ncorporate pSYChOlOglCal elements and |

" can thus be seen as a soc1al psychologlcal model .

(
W

'Addltlonally, the model appears to be appllcable to people

iw1th a w1de range of demographlc and soc1al characterlstlcs.

1
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_gprocess whereby 1dent1ty confllcts are resolved and a

'Questions‘RaiSed*by the Model”“' ll" :f
“In’ splte of these advantages, the model has some ;"
\

:'problems.. Although the model malntalns that congruency is"

. l -

,.acqulred ln stages (1 e. identlty confllcts are’ resolved

in stgges) there lS no dlscu351on of the nature of thlS

-

process,- Strauss (1959 91 93 109? refers to "serles ofv |

.

E related transformations,' crltlcal 1nc1dent7"i "transformlng
*ﬁlnc1dents, and sequences of steps. Stone%(1962- 114,

/116) refers to "turnlng p01nts, and stages._. Ralnwater

(1970 374) refers to terms used by the prevxous two
’wrlters.. 5,,f .*.J - u_‘ f [y .

There 1s, however no- xnformatlon presented on

valld ldentlty 1s achleved.’ For example. . 1”'liufgl
| "l);-What are the stages° <.r‘¢>‘?fi {j:lfvv‘;y;-s
a,2)_“Are they dlscrete° .:J:f“ b‘ lli.c‘ e
43)‘[Are they»experlenced Sednentlally5 .
f4) Do the stages follow one another 1nev1tably’ )
ls),lDO they consume a. partlcular tlme period?’ :
‘ 6)L May some - steps be reallzed 51multaneously, merged
glossed OVer, or bypassed’ B ;»'".’ m t ?,_"1, -d7gﬂ"
7)‘ May persons secede fromlthe process w1thout
ach1evmng congruency,vwhlle Still exper1enc1ng 1dent1ty

i

confllct°
8) What comblnatlon of events (e. g self deflnltlon)

~.and condltlons (e g. subcultural 1nvolvement) corﬁelate ‘Wwith

 each of the stages7



v‘ganswers these related cbnceptual 1ssues. fﬁ-»

B !

‘through whlch people move 1n achleVLng a valld 1dent1ty

e J
hof gay famllymen (see Glossary 1n Appendrx for deflnltlon)

'becomes relevant.,,

3‘,e9), What events or.condltions mark the tran51tlon from

St
g

.'ﬁ*”one stage to the next° “;7¢5 ‘1Fj9f}ﬁf;pf‘” gfif?f?j;

‘}10) What factors (e g. marltal status, age) 1nfluence

\}flthe p by Wthh ldentlty congr\\nce is achleved?

&

None of the authors dlscusses the p0551ble stages or 'Tfh"

make the model v1able, the patterned Sequences }V

'h(l e. resolv1ng—4dent1ty confllcts) must be specrfled.g‘To;;~
?'idate, the soc1ologlca1 llterature has not done thls

\,Wlth these 1ssues ln mlnd ‘a study of the 1dent1ty formatlon

.

df Identlty Confllct Resolutlon and the Relevance of Gay
nFamllymen : : T ' :

Gay faleymen are a group from whlch data can be

"flobtalned that may help 1llustrate the SSR model of ldentlty
':confllct resolutlon and provxde 1nsxght lnto the ten questldhs A
'asked above._ Why 1s thls pOpulatlon approprlate to study |

vthe stages of 1dent1ty confllct resolutlon and 1dent1ty

format10n7 A key p01nt 1n the foregolng model 15 that,

b before people can have a valld 1dent1ty, they must have

L 9

.:.1dent1ty component congruence. Gay famllymen who also
: occupy statuses w1th confllctlng demands,-may be - a groupv
i'whose ablllty to. achleve component congruence (1 e.‘resolve
'lldentlty confllcts) 1s problematlc, hUS, the stages of thls

nprocess may' be clearly observable ‘in such a. populatlon.'

D imgtn o el g f LU



Qj{That 1s, gdy famllymen may have prlvate v1ews of themselves

 F;fd1fferent from the ones they malntaln publlcly or that are f"

o Qljipubllcly valldated by others.g By applylng the SSR model of

VV?fldentlty deve10pment to gay famllymen, data from this group

'”7fmay shed llght on the processes whereby persons achleve

'1';congruence, resolve 1dent1ty confllcts, and attaln a valld ’

m"jﬂldentlty may 1llum1nate the stages by whlch people in

'WfsSSR model.a

”'5*1dent1ty.. The stages through Wthh gay famllymen achleve e

{vgeneral achleve a. valld 1dent1ty and, theybby, complete the

R

What 1s the nature Lf gay famllymen s component

g71ncongruenCe and 1dent1ty confllct°-‘"Homosexual"[”'t"
Spouse/parent" are 1dent1t1es that are "master-determlnlng"‘%
‘:;to use Hughes' term (1971 8) That xg’ they are major

!fllfe-organlzlng 1dent1t1es. For example,_people w1th

%{i;famllymen 1dent1t1es (spouse-parent ldentltles) are‘“

B

fg“tgenerally heterosexual and organlze 11ves con51stent w1 h

.
P
LRI

33'not seen as compatlble and may even be v1ewed as

<

5”;eXpre551ng these ;dentltles.' By contrast’male homosexuals

V

- are generally not "famllymen,? but rather organlze llves ‘

.
: con51stent w1th expre551ng homosexual 1dent1t1es. y

"Identltles of “famllyman" and "homosexual" are. typlcally

'fantagonlstlc.;;Q* B _[‘hg .'; 'i-' . .#.”’{“= -

It 15 1nstruct1ve to detall how the SSR model applles
fto a research populataon who by operatlonal deflnltlon

Lo O
(see Glossary 1n Appendlx) are self deflned homosexuals,

{who presently are. famllymen, who have not rellnqulshed

z

o _*—'2‘9- b



;4511dentit1es.;nl”;}'”

| QfaLinks Between the Model and Data Jiﬁ?nﬁfﬁj%“w

e - -

by respondents 1n thelr achlevement of ldentlty component

1v§are addressed

e e . IR R e S T30
‘ \1 S ;kwlﬂu*;' j,,;»v,‘j“‘ _»v‘ U e T e

Velther identlty, and whp concurrently maintaln these two IR

Llfe~hlstory, depth lnterV1ews wrth a(purp031ve sample

Q?of flfty gay famllYmen are applied to the model 1n order

'”to see what stages gay famllymen pass through,ln resolv1ng

\ {

‘”ldentlty.confllcts and 1n achlrlng an zdentlty. The‘

;ilnterv1ew protocols are searched for common stages 1dent1fied

AN

"Sfcongruence.' To d;scover thlS lnforyatlon, the data are:

’

'”{ffqpestloned and gulded by 1ssues ralsed in the model ' For
'; example, these questlons, among o7hers,‘are asked-: 1) "How

‘.tirdld you come to see yourseif as homosexual’" 2)'"Regard1nq
_tyour sexuallty, how dld you try to come across to varlous

' Qgroups?"‘ 3) "How dld others regard you sexually’"

When these questlons are answered and the experlenCes
¢

@’dlstllled, the research notes are examlned for 1nd1cators S

o % o
’1of rébpondent-ldentlfled stages experlenced‘in ach1ev1ng

o ‘

-

d_ldentlty component congruence among the three part matrlx

_(1 e the stages of 1dent1ty confllct resolutlon)., By .

:i,descrlblng the respondent-ldentlfled stages through whlch

_fgay famllymen pass 1n resolv1ng 1dent1ty confllct and 1n.{

“~ach1ev1ng personal 1dent1ty, def1c1enc1es 1n the SSR model

e ey
R

'_ It is 1mportant to’ know what the patterned sequences

”dare through whlch gay famllymen move 1n the achlevement of

g congruence and of a. valld ldentlty 51nce these data are used

;-.;,-
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‘VHrto answer questlons of the sSR model. Future testlng of

’ﬂtfthe model by otherg may determlne 1f the gay famllymen s
'.'stages of 1dent1ty deVelopment gave external valldltY: and o

Vu'fﬁalso assess the heurlstlc ﬁalue of the SSR model for

(]

Tfexplalnlng 1dent1ty confllct and resolutlon of other

‘groups. f‘fQ 15-7'7

B _CHAPTER SUMMARY

Thls chapter has revxewed the works of‘Strauss (1959), .

B Stone (1962), and Ralnwater( 1970) as they relate to the |
' processes of ldentlty confllct and resolutlon.' Strands_'
_from each of thelr works are comblhed to form a heurlstlc

model The abllltles of the model are assessed and ten-

‘questlons are asked toward correctlng and extendlng certaln H~7;"

'ﬂlof xts prop051tlons._ The latter part of the chapter

.1ncrease our understandlng of the processes 1nvolved 1n o
o o : o .
,1dent1ty confllct resolutlon.‘» v ,‘_~ ‘ - /

The next’ chapter beglns the gay familyman research by

'3

;i:AprOposes how a study of gay famllymen and thelr ldentlty g

'.*rev1ew1ng the llterature44jbthe area and deflning terms to,g

rbe employed in’ the 1nvest1gatlon

*

;/"

' -“nformlng processes may serve to elaborate the SSR model andzﬁ’

e
¥

EC
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NOTES

; ;l In a personal interview with Strauss on March 31, 1983, .

.. Strauss related his close association with Rainwater. They
‘reqularly vacation togeéther with their families at :

Rainwater's home .in the south of France, Strauss is proud .

of the work he has done with Rainwater and says the cross- . -

,.fertil;zationvoffideas hés.begn'beneficialgto”them'both.'

" An empirical example of the ‘importance of perception in -
identity development -and its implications for. behavior is.
found in the.research by Quarantelli and Cooper (1966) .-
They found the performance of dental students more closely

. related to their perceptions of how others see them than to
.~how others actually regard them. R . .




CHAPTER THREE
GAY ' FAMILYMEN: LIT'RATﬂhE REVIEW "
~ AND DEFINITION» F TERMS

C —

- [Homosexuals] are sufferlng from a p ychologl Fl il
s . . disturbance and- none of them can ever find- th; '
Yo happlness ‘of raising thelr own. famlly. v
--J. Dawkins, Ph.D.;(1967: 76, emphasis added)
Textbook of Sex Education o »
INTRODUCTION
Untll recently, few soc1ologlsts carrled out research
on famllymen of any sort, let alone gay famllymen. (Some,

'=11ke Dr.‘Dawklns who 1s quoted above, may doubt. gay //
famllymen s(exlstence ) Saflllos ~Rothschild (1969 : 550),

1 complalns ‘that’ foc1ologlsts have so seldom researched |
fatherlng,ﬁathe soc1ology of the fam11y" should be renamed

.-"the soc1ology of w1ves and mothers " Her statement 1s L

jsomewhat of an- exaggeratlon. Although there are fewer books

on f thers than on mothers,lmany studies: touch on fathers as

l 'part of larger projects (e g., poyerty, ethn1c1ty) Llebow,
for example, studied black fathers (1967), Rainwater

bdstudled worklng-class fathers (1960 1965T> and Thomas and;
Znanleckl studied POllSh immigrant fathers (1918 20) . J";f

In addltlony Benson (1968) published ‘a summary of

research uoon ‘the father 01t1ng several hundred emplrlcal

N _works. Perhaps Saflllos Rothschlld meant to say that |
soc1ology dlsproportlonately studles mothers 1nstead of

fathers, and her point is well taken.' Regardless,

e . 733
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"considerable literature now exists on fathers (Rapoport, et

©al.1977; Lamb 1976; Green 1977; Biller 1971, 1974; Biller,

and Merediﬁh-4974)v In partlcular, Lynn (1974) and Ham;lton ‘

-;~(1977) provide overv1ews of approx1mately~700 socral-
-sc1ent1f1c works on fathers and" their role in chlld
development, Be51des.the 1ncrease in the»number of ‘works ‘
abcﬁt'fathers, therexls an 1ncrease in spec1zl studles of
'partlcular kinds of fathers- dléorced fathers“(Gardnerpfe
1979), part-time fathers (Atkin:and Rubin_}§7s),°single¥
parent“fathersk(Keshet and Rosenthal 1980?7Catley andL
'Koulack 1979),_custody fathers (Victor and Wlnkler 1977).

- The present study of gay famllymen contlnues and
'texpands a recent trend in soc1a1 sc1ent1f1c research that
docnments various: subcategorles of famllymen ’ Thls chapter
summarizes}whatahas.been publlshed_about gay'familymen,.it.
reviews and.discusses:this literature,‘and it'ind%cates'
prcﬁising pathsvof research' Withhthese COnsiderations
}1n mind. the chapter concludes with an operatlonal definition
_ of "gay famllymen.f, Varlous components of the. term are '

'dlscussed, as is the prec1se way in whlch 1t is emnloyed

:1n the present ‘work.

“_STUDIES OF GAY FAMILYMEN -
A When the present research was begun,'no soc1olog1cal
'investlgatlons were-publlshedvspec1f1cally on gay familymen.

Ideally, thelsociological study of the~family;shoul&“he

equally concerned with all cOmponents of the family and its

© o

relationships. In reality, study of the ﬁamilyhhas focﬁsedv'
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/ ~ on some topics and lgnoredbothers. For example, premarital
" 'sex among unlversity students and the actlvitles of
dellnquent youth gangs have generated an amount of research ‘
disproportlonate to thelr numbers in the natlon. o
Although one 1n every four Amerlcan famllles includes
’at least one homosexual member (Bell, Welnberg, and
Hammersmlth 1981: 2), the 1mpact of homosexuallty on® famlly
llfe has been seldom 1nvest1gated . Bryant and Wells
(1973~ 395), in thelr paper on ‘the: concealmen of dev1ance
‘ln the famlly, state. “Unfortunately,hllttle/research has
, been done on the 1mpact of"- homosexual dlsclosure on marltal
and family relatlonshlps.- s
. Four reasons can, be advanced for the neglect of the
L-study of gay famllymen.’ Flrst, toplcs selected for study

>

ordlnarlly reflect the preferences and 1nterests of soc1al
sc1entlsts:» The omission may be due 51mply to random
overslght, or it may 1nvolve selectlve 1natttentlon" in';
that per51stent av01dance by a group of scholars of
pertlnent %oplcs is not purely or chlefly accidental® =
(Dexter 19@8: 176).‘ Soc1al sc1entlsts may have neglected
the tOplG of gay: famllymen because it never . occurred to

them to reegarch the area 51nce.lt is outside thelr'area‘o}_

interest. "

A second reason for the neglect of gay fanilymen f'
research is that there has been a tendency to study persons:
w1th exclusive sexual orlentatlons to the neglect of those,

like gay famllymen, who engage in sexual behav1or with both
’



./

"-

'sexes: The study of gay familymen ls p ; se problematlc
since their behavmor v1olates established _norms, has been

‘ carried out secretly, andhhas exlsted w1thout off1c1a1 ' N

/
vrecognltlon. /

'-W# A third reason for: neglect of the study of gay fdmllymen
may be: the bellef that the famlly exclus1vely satlsfies the

members' emotional needs. Pagelow (1981) , Henslln (1970),

"'and Gll (1971), who respectlvely have studled spouse

L

beatlng, the famllles of su1c1de v1ct1ms, and Chlld abuse,
report data dlfflcult to obtaln ~= not because such behav1or
is rare, but because the phenomena show some famllles to be'
1nadequate, contradlctlng preferred 1deology about famlly :b
_llfe - We suggest ‘that the tOplC of gay famllymen may ralse }
51m11ar 1ssues*and thlS may account for its scholarly neglect;~
A fourth p0551ble reason for the neglect of gay s
'famllymen is that not only are they stlgmatlzed but the -
stigma may- rub off on those who choose to study them.. Many'
isoc1ologlsts look at 1nvest1gatlons of homosexual populatlons
- as 1lleglt1mate pursults, and popular deflhltlons deter
.scholars from proceed1ng/w1th such work (SSSP Task Force ’
Report on Homosexuallty {980) As with research on - women
and on ethnlc groups, some people have dlsmlssed gay- research
~as Lacklng 1ntellectua1 signlflcanCe and as a narrow area of
vstudy pursued by partlsan academics. ‘The present study is
part of a grow1ng movement (ASA Task Group Report on

Homosexuallty 1981; SSSP Task Force Report on Homosexuallty

1980; Plummer 1981 17-29, 211-230) that challenges this

LN
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perception and demonstrates the 1mportance of gay studies

~ for the field of sociology in general

. ; _;‘ The lack of attention paid to gay familymen by social 7;3
. At RETR 2

N scientists has been untbrtunate from several perspectives. |

v"In addltlon to being a relevant and sxgnlflcant topic in. 1ts.¢
own right, the study of gay familymen is also of theoretlcal
and pract;cal 1mportance. Such research provides an-

: opportunlty to 1nvestlgate the phenomena of adult

re3001allzatlon (Miller 1983),: mlxed marrlages, and the
Ampact of.Ei crecy on family relations. Practlcally, research ’
on gay famllxmen may provide courts with the necessary data

for the fa;r”adjudication of c%ftody,casesiinvolving ga& '

v » . ’

familymen.‘ (These topics, however, are out31de the focus
. _ o,

of this dlssertatlon )

Another practical 1mplicatlon of research on gaj‘

famllymen 1s that 1t may make 1ni‘stlgators 6f homosexual%,,

i

cognizant of more precise research de51gns. For example b

-

Dr. L. Hatterer (1970) claims to have cured homosexuals --
theAproof of this being that they subsequently married
heterosexual womer., ‘Bergler (1959' 4). defines homoseXualfty
as completely separate and dlstlnct from heterosexuallty.‘ ‘ Lo
The implication is that men who have marrled or fathered' o
.a child cannot be genuinely homosexual" Mathes (1966) takes
a similar position.’ She presumes that a sample of marrled
‘men provjdes an adequate heterosexual control group.for a
sample‘of gay men. Information on gay familymen may increase.

investigators' awareness that spouse/parent-and gay are not

J
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. mutuagly exclusive persons, but different roles that the same
person can play ' ;

The literature that exists about gay familymen can be

& .
grouped 1nto four categories. 1) psychiatric casé histories,

o

% 2)anecdota}personalaccounts and 3) scholarly studies that

2
briefly mention gay. familymen in mov1ng on to more general
gl;surveys;ofvhomosexuality. The‘%ourth category includes
»nx‘ ﬁour eméirical studiés, three o fﬂhlch discuss gay husbandsl
U**‘and one of which diSCusseS“gayagamilymen, the latter
’ completed reqently for a doctorate in nur51ng Thei{
literature in these categories is rev1ewed and its7

»implications for the present study‘noted below,

[

ial) Psychiatric Studies of Gay Familymen‘ B vya;iAQ
. i Psychiatric- studies relating to gay familymen consist
“:Of‘the following: Allen'l957' Bieber 1969; Imielinski 1969

ﬁééks, Derdeyn, and Langman 1975 Awad 1976 lekln 1968

general

T

Wlthout detaillng each of - these articles separatelyy

comments suffice to” summaréz-' eir style and substance\

-‘:"j-

These studies Drimarily addre gi'gay h;sbandsq onl%gtwo deal

A
with gay fathers (Awad 1976;»Weeks, QerdeYn,~andeangman‘” =

- 1975). Thewstudies on gay fathers have only one respondént
& -
each whlle the sample 51ze of the others r&éges to a highv

o

of 51x ré%pondents ' Generalfzatidhs from sucﬁ small sample

(
oy

Sizes are- problematimw None of the articles presents . the

demographic characteristlé% of the sample,'although 1t is

g§§ 11 ly that the populations ake biased in. favor of mlddlern

4o,
A : o
T : -
)



“to be.lnterpreted cautlously.: ‘ o

g from such a source would be expected to eV1dence

t

8 ) i o (r)l _“' / .
to upper-mlddle class men,,51nce all respondents were . \
/ o .
contacted through the authors prlvate psychlatrlc

: fac111t1es. In short,‘the samples are atyplcal of gay

famllymen, and resuxts from such. small, skewed samples need

- Most of the articles describe how .the men came to

marry and their subsequent marital difficultieSf It must

ybe stated however, that the artlcles are typlcaliy brlef,

| w1th a mean length of flve pages, 'so there lS ulttle room

for anythlng except sketchy, superf1c1al descrlptlons.,
The central flndlng of these studles 1s that gay

famllymen lead unhappy, ten51on fllled llves and.that there

. 1is con81derable psychopathology among thls populatloh.; The )

"finding" of psychlatrlc dlfflcultles, however, is not a.

}‘genuine "flndlng,f 51nce the saﬁples were- drawn from

psychlatrlc practlces.i Any group,‘gay or stralght, selected S

I .

psychopathology. The authors fall to mentlon thls seemlngly ,b‘

obvious llmltatlon. Wlthout a matched control group of

~

‘heterosexual famllymen in psychotherapy,vthe cllnlclans

.cannot say that ~gay famllymen ev1dence dlsproportlonate"

. adjusts nts ’ gif;»v, | jr‘ R

= PSychooathology ' - ‘ "ia;‘ ; L B '

/

The artlcles conclude w1th recommendatlons for therapy

2

and comments on therapeutlc effectlveness. Consplcuoudlyu e

85 20
absent from these studles are data on w1ves andéchlldmen,

& oY },

thelr reactlons, and thelr effect on'the gay- famllymé% s:

&
)

[
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“2) Personal Accounts of Gay Pamilymenit“

——

'Of the‘fourfliterature categories, "personal accounts™

has: the greatest number of references. Some of"the personalf{

o

accounts of gay famllymen 1nclude. AnonymOus~1979? Brown

1976- Babusc1o l977' Clark 1977 1979 Glteck 1979 Kelth

| 1974- Lynch ﬂ978 Mlller 1975 Standeford 1978 Voeller and

B Walters 1978- Wlllenbecher 1979- Gay Fathers of Toronto 1981

f Thls category also contalns the most sources for whlch .:';g

the authors are anonymous or pseudonymous -- one 1nd1cat10n s

. of the percelved stlgma surroundlng the status of gay

T

-~

famllymen. The style of thlS llterature is anecdotal and
autoblographlcal It varles between a. sob story"/ s

confe551onal tone and an edltorlal/polemlcal tone. Whlle'

many of the experlences are hlghly 1dlbsy ratlc, patterns

do emerge., early confu51on about sé ‘Eentatlon,

negatlve experlences w1th homosex, nltlally happy
marrlages turnlng palnful w1th t -a e’ of homosexual

feellngs and behaV1ors, the s#raln of.11v1ng a double llfe,~‘

|
_ psychlatrlc and legal dlfflcultles resultlng from

.

hOmosexuallty, problematlc homosexual love affalrs, gradual

emergence from the closet renegotlatlon or termlnatlon of

B

. the marltal contract bulldlng a gay llfe after dlvorce and

dlfflcultles in 1ntegrat1ng homosexuallty w1th father roles

’ Reactlons of w1ves and chlldren (seen through the eyes ‘of .

the gay famllymen) are typlcally 1ncluded features m1551ng
from»other llterature.. At the conclusxon of the artlcles,

here is often a list of.self- help tlps for 51mllarly

&
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51tuated readers and a statement of recommendatlons for o
soc1al pOllCY change to allev1ate.gpy famllymen s dlfflcultles.xl
" The chlef contrlbutlon of personal account artlcles
’about gay famllymen 1s thelr wealth of deta11 about the’

. life 51tuat10ns and coplng strategles.of these men, reveal;ng'h
the texture of thelr lives. One of the most artlculate'_

'l accounts, that summarlzes the glst ‘of. preceedlngQNrtlcles,

is that by Voeller and Walters (1978) Voeller,‘a Ph. D.
blologlst Executlve Dlrector of the Natronal Gay Task 3
Force, and a. gay father of three chlldren, talks ' w1th the

,;
edltor of The Famlly Coordlnator on views of gay famllymen.

Y

o Speaklng from hls own. experlence, Voeller asserts : a) gayv.

fathers are not blsexﬁal b) homosexual men are less 'j“ -
‘monogamous th omosexual women and more successful in S
thelr sexual efforts than heterosexual men, whether

parentlng or not c) chlldren should be ralsed to be ,f
‘nonprejudlced and nonjudgmental toward homosexuals,

d)\ homosexuals Can accept homosexuallty in thelr progeny

more ea511y than heterosexuals,ie) most gay fathers are

stlll marrled and thelr spouses dornot know they are .gay,

f) screenlng out homosexuals 1s commonplace in foster care,;
adoptlon,-and custody proceedlngs, qg) chlldren of homosexualsse
are not more llkely to be gay themselves, h) there‘can be |
greater openness betwedn chlldren and thelr gay parents than
that found between chlldren and heterosexual parents.

In summary, the personal accounts llteraﬁure is much

llke the psychlatrlc llterature in that both work from small
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"sample smzes and have deflnlte pOllth&l blases.. The chlef

=,

.

radvantage of the personal accounts llterature over the - “, L
,‘psychlatrlc l;terature ‘is the greater quantlty and quallty :
of detall 1n the former.- SRR : o S

',v"

;o

- 3).‘Scholarly Studles That Mentlon Gay Famllymen
| Scholarly studles that mentlon gay famllymen are llmlted
:~,to the folLow1ng sources" Saghlr and ROblnS 1973, Schofleld
1965 Hemphlll et al 1958- Dank 1974 Westwood 1960' Henry .
: 71965 Lautmann 1980 Gebhard and Johnson 1979 Bell and
'fWelnberg 1978 Spada ;979 Jay and Young 1979 A?Aifilknlf' y
: Force 1979 Humphreys 1975 - Troiden 1974' n% : o
These are not studles of gay famllymen E_ﬁ se, but ;”
vgrather surveys on other aspects of homosexuallty that

1ncluded questlons on respondents' experlences with marrlagej,

and parentlng The extent of thelr comment on gay famll.

'lS llmlted to a’ sentence or, at most, two pages.‘ TYplcall’f
“ithe researchers 51mply rec1te what percentage of’thelr
‘rrespondeng are marrled or parentlng ch11dren,,w1thout
offerlng detalls. A capsule summary of each of. these ;
studles gives an 1dea of thelr contrlbutlon to the area of
gay famllymen ;* 'ddt | | ‘”

Hemphill et al. (1958); studying British homosegual"
‘ prlsoners; found 40 per cent of . them had marrled onevor more
tlmes. ‘No data are presented on what percentage were fathers;

’ Henry (1965), studylng Amerlcan homosexual patlents and e

prlsoners, found ll 7 per cent (N 384) marrled one or more

& a
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‘tlmes. No data are gﬁyen on thelr role as fathers. Gebhard {
nd Johnson (1979- 4"?; reworklng the Kinsey (1948) data,
7=_found 29 97 per cent of the whlte sample and 47 per cent of ‘
fthe non-whlte sample of self-ldentlfled homosexualsfhad_; '
~,exper1enced marrlage. Dank s (1974) questlonnalres With |
'young homosexuals 1n Los Angeles 1n the late 1960 s found |
'25 per cent were marrled Spada (1979),v1n an Amerlcan |
'survey, found 17.4, per cent of homosexuals had marrled
Welnberg and Wllllams (1974) found 13. 3 per cent of the1r
fAmerlcan sample of gay bar patrons had experlenced marrlage.;“

y‘Schofleld (1965), 1n a Br1tlsh,study of homosexual patlents

-[; and: prlsoners, found 20 per cent heterosexually marrled

R Table 1, none ‘of the above researchers report whatV

: Harry s (1982) study of Chlcago gays found 16 per cent ”
marrled.. Evans‘ (1969) study of 43 men from a Los Angeles

gay organlzatlon found 5 per cent marrled As shownﬁ;n ’

@

eﬁcentage

:zof respondents were fathers;- ;, | o '3'ﬁ, ;

' Research that reports on the’number of: gdy respondents,'"“’
both marrled and parents, lncludes the fOIIOW1ng Westwood
f(l960) 1n 1nterv1ewsgw1th_Br1tlsh homoSexualijound elght;"
—per_vent marrled, andvéb per cent.of(theSe were'fathers.
-,Saghlr and Roblns (19731’i£ their éuestionnaire study'with

yfmembers of Amerlcan gay organlzatlons found 18 per cent

2

marrled 44 per cent of whom became fathers. Lautmann
_(1989: lSO)J studylng records of homosexuals 1n Na21
concentration camps, foundﬁ“at least 16 per cent" previously

 married (N$705).and approximately 15 per centlhad one or

- 2 H
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Qmore children. —The Gay Task Force of the American "
Psychologlcal Assoclatlon (1979 31),-studying gay male '
.hmembers (N-137), found 18 l per cent marrled (N 25) and

)
u13 9 per cent fathers (N—19) Gay famllymen w1th 1egal

icustody comprlsed 68 8 per cent (N—ll) of those gay fathers.,f

. h

"'.Jay and Young (1979) in’ questlonnalres w1th a natlonal
uAmerlcan sample of gays found 18 per cent marrled (N=779)
';:and 13 per cent fathers(N—SGZ) An addltlonal 12 per cent.
.p‘part1c1pate 1n ralsing chlldren euen though these men are

:'1not marrled or the chlldren s blologlcal fathers. Bell and

Welnberg (1978) in- thelr 1nterv1ew study of San Franc1sco

'ghys in 1969 found 20 per cent marrled (N—llS) and lS per.dff,

cent had been marrled two or more tlmes (N=17) Of the

marrled respondents, 50 per cent had one or more chlldren

'(N—58) Typrcally, only the more openly 1dent1f1ed gay

. amllymen ‘are avallable for studles of thlS sort,runknown

numbers of others remain untapped by such research.
St(dles of covert homosexuals suggest that)an .even

greater percentage of them may be famllymen Humphreys

.(1975) reports that 54 per cent (N—27) of hls sample of
"tearoom part1c1pants are marrled and 50 per cent (N—25)
’are fathers.r Tr01den (1974) flnds that 56 per cent (N—28)
'of men hav1ng sex at a hlghway reststop are marrled amd

_Q"at least"'42 per cent (N= 21) of them are fathers. Brown-;

(1976: 130) belleves the ma]orltx of gay famllymen remaln

hidden. A p0551ble reason for thelr covertness 1s the

';stlgma attached to thelr status. Fear of stlgma 1Soev1denced

3



‘Table 1

' .  PERCENTAGE OF HOMOSEXUAL SAMPLES WHO ARE FAMILYMEN

\

.
’

'Researchers (1958-82) _“Pe;VCept‘Married: Per'Cent Fathers _.'

|  ‘>Hemph1ll et al 1958 1‘ ‘ f:4‘4O\‘ , ﬂk:f' . —
  Westwood 1960 S :8;  ﬁi ’f'-~’ K H3;§
Henry 1965 '~7[  T ,'**;, 3_,  y 7-;_ff
~sého:ie1d 1965 20 A
|  ﬁVans.l969. - Coo  ,,_5-‘ ' -“‘__ '.“_’;#L
_Saghir and Réﬁ;ns 1913'W'   '- 18 f.v,\ | L .8
Weinberg and Williams 1974 T
CDamk1974 . . s L
ﬂTr01den 1974 ’  ;‘ I ’ssf . ' ”  ii 42 i -
.fHumphreys 1975  < 5'_ - 54 _ o " 50 n
;Bell and Welnberg 1978. S 20 o . ;.} : ;Q;f
“Jay and’ Young 1979 . ,f' .. 18 R ;1  13
 APA Task Force 1979 - o181 13,9 -
'”’Spada 1979 - »   174 -
‘.Gebhard and Johnson 1979 )  2§l97 (white) - --
§ _ .V 47;00‘(non—whité) --1
 ,Lautmann 1980° . - | _ ie | <1§

Harryv1982 : 'ﬁ‘_ - 16 S ,.;‘ -= .
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“by the relatively*large number of articles on the men and '
thelr families that are authored anonymously or o

pseudonymously (see References)

ta

.‘The only study located that glves a percentage of the

't_lnc1dence of gay famllymen in a«natlon,comes from Deggeller -
‘et al. (1969) . In a random sample of the total Dutch
populatron, they found 1.3 per cent of married men report
-to- be exclu51vely homosexual " All flgures about the

umber of gay famllymen on this contlnent are necessarlly "
guesses, although the Natlonal Gay Task Force u51ng census’
- data estlmates, in Amerlca, there are three mllllon gay

: husbands and fathers.‘.Thrs figure wasFS”to be corroboratedb

by further data. . -
| What conclu51ons can be tentatrvely drawn from this
"materlal?erlrst, accordlng-to these studles, 5 to 56 per
'hcent.of homoSexual samplés are'or have been heterosexually

married;-and;3/2'to 50 per'cent of hOmosexual“samples.are'

fathers: Second the wide variation in the proportlon of

the samples that are gay familymen can be explalned by, ‘the

-source and demographlcs of the samples.’ For example, samples

[

with more covert homosexuals have larger percentages of gay

-y

famllymen than ones drawn from overt homosexual groups.
Ironlcally, samples from homophlle organlzatlons tend’ to
have smallerxr oercentages of gay fam:.lymen than samples gathered
from locales that are not spec1f1cally gay. Samples from
_E%gfooms (Humphreys l975),'parks CDelph 1978), truckstops

(Troiden 1974), and prisons (Hemphill et al.'1958) have .
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“
larger proportrpns of gay familymen than samples from

overtly gay networks (Jay and Young 1979; Spada. 1979).

Thlrd, the younger the mean age of the sample, the fewer

'gay familymen respondents (Westwobd 1960}'Dank 1974) .

'fFourth, the larger the proportlon of non—whlte homosexuals

-

‘in the’ sample. the greater the percentage of -gay fafhilymen

respondents (Hemphr;l 1958; Gebhard and Johnson 1979). ;
In short, ompared‘to other homosexuais,'gay:famdlymen
tend to be“more covert, older, non-white, and.found in
marglnally gay settlngs.‘ Because the samples_on which*h,

these results are based are flawed,.conclusions should be

'v‘seen’as.only suggestive.g

4) Social Scientific Literature on Gay Familymen -

- Studies that directly discuss gayifamilymen include

‘the following: Ross 1971, 1972, 1979; Latham and White

1978; Boﬂbtte 1979,'1980 . Each will be discussed below.

‘In the late 1960 s, Laurence Ross, an. Amerlcan
5001ologlst, spent a sabbatlcal in Belgium, during whlch
tlme he 1nterv1ewed ten marrled homosexuals.s He does not‘
prov1de data ‘on how many were fathers.v The purpose of the
study was to describe how the men adjust to married llfe. |

RossAconcludeS‘most marr;ages were based on a failure of

‘both the husband and wife at the time of marriage to define

“,the homosexual partner as such. Admitted homosexuals married

because of social pressures, as a fllght from homosexuallty,

or on commltment teo a home-centered life. Confllct.tendedA
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 to develop over decllnlng sexual attention and the formation
of outside relatlonships. Three modes of adjustment are’ ¢
ldentlfled that avold separatlon- platonic marriage,
"double-standard marriage,” and. lnnovatlve (open) marrlage.
Ross concludes these adjustments are. not effectlve, be g
‘compromlsed by the conventlonallty of the respondents,
‘whose commitment to a traditional morallty‘ylelds both
marital stability and marital_ugpappiness. |
| Using the'same data, Ross wrote a second article (1972)
on the .topic, publh'hlng this one, not in a sociology

-

journal but in a popular format magazine. Thls article
covers the same material as the fir::/iitpzslightly more._ o
‘descriptive data and added policy recommendations. Despite
the.small_sample size, Ross' study:makes a contribution to

- the literature, Its main llmltatlon for the purpose of this
.dlssertatlon is’ that it fails to dlSCUSS the father aspect
‘of the gay famllyman status. . Lo ﬁ» E .>

. *iMlchael ﬂgss,,an Australlan psychlatrlst conducted a
study to discover why some gay men marry He questxonnalred
21 homosexual males still married and llVlng with thelr
:w1ues and 21 homosexual males- separated divorced, or
widowed.. He‘matched them to a control group of never-married
vhomosexuals, although Ross admits the. matchlng was |
methodologlcally 1mprec1se All groups were glven Weinberg
and Williams' questlonnalre. Results 1nd1cated not
surpr1s1ngly given soc1ally approved responses, the main’.

reason for marrylng was "belng in love." However, Ross
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gives no.statistics on how this reason varied across groups. S

-

Another reason for marrying, according to Ross, is perceived
‘ hostile reaction’to homosexuality {RQSS gives no ranking |
»for hbw important th'p reason was’ to respondents, but :
presumably it was somewhat important since he spends most of
.the paper q;scussing lt The strongest ne@ative expectatlon
was presented by nuspondents .who remained married; it was
lweakest for those who never married . No statistics are

: grven, however, on the magnitude of the differencsy Ross
concludes withQrecommendations for”therapistsjtreating

q

married homosexuals. His main point is that "desensitization
of fear of negative societal conSequences-may be necessary'
’ before an individual can live w1th his seiﬁal orlentation“

(1979. 151) . .Similar to the Laurence Ross paper, Michaod

o

- Ross' paper has ted relevance for this research since

he does not dealVggth identity issues or discuss the father

aspect of the gay familyman status. .
| Latham and White (1978),.two California psychologists,A'

’ 1nterv1ewed five couples where the husband was homosexual

and where the wife was cognizant of this fact. Then

researchers wanted to discover the coping mechanisms whereby

the couples'kept their marriages intact.“ Another purpose of

the study was to challenge the flndings of previous studies

that suggest a poor prognosis for marriages between gayi

men and straight women."The average.length.of marriag%/for'

;the'couples'stuaied was 12.6 vears, and all except one couple

had Children{"The prime coping mechanism for;these upper-

ey
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mlddle class couples was sexually open marrlages, buttressed

-

"by a llberal/hohemian ideology. This coping mechanism was

'not particularly successful,‘Judging from the extensive
tsﬁrapy and. numerous trial separatlons of the respondents, i
although the paper glosses over the couples' difficulties.
Recent prlyetepcommunlcatlon with Latham cohflrms this

suspicion. Since the paper wasVWritten, all but one of the

couples have divorced; and the wife who remains married to

 her gay husband is a "severe alcoholic." This experience
‘ ‘ : -€

suggests the need for lohgitudinal'data on the"marriages o
of gay men and cautions agalnst prematureaevaluatlons of
marltal viability. lee the other studles dlscussed 1n'
this section, this paper is also 1nadequate for the purpose
’of/thig/d&ssertatlon 51nce it does not discuss ldentlty

materlal or the fatherlng aspect of the gay famllyman status.

The flnal research to be discussed here is that by

1982)Bozette gives gay fathers tlps on how

h artxcles . publlshed subsequent to the dissertatiol



than any other cited here for the purposes o!fthie Qlﬁ“ Lo
dissertationi Thg largely descriptive nature of hisg study,
however, limitg, its theoretical utility for insight into -fb'
identity component congruence among gay familymen. ‘ ¢ %
Moreover, his small sample of gay familymen (N=18).is

composed largely of politically sophisticated San Francisco B

gays, probably an atypical part of the larger gay familyman

population. s . -
‘In'summary, there is considerable literature that : , iﬁ:

-reiates at least tangentially to gay familymen.z‘ Althougﬁ

much of it is'flawed'for the puboses of the present

4

research, it presents a history of the growing interest in

this topic. As we have se-", a sizeable number of men 1n

gay samples have been mar‘?fi? from 5 o 56 per centﬂ and
~ the number who arefat\*anges from 3.2 to 50 per cent‘ g
A éeneral finding in the-ﬁiterature is that gay familymen
have;unhaépy, unstaoie mafiiages and that hiding
homosexuality is a major comcern of those who memain wed., _°
‘Literature on gay famllymen s pelationships w1th
children is comparatively rare. Fear of rejectloﬁ/by‘é
'children and custody difficulties are_major reasonS'gay
familymen remain covert. Finally, the literature is
descriptlve and givesylittle analysis of the identity
difficulties of gay familymen. .However, this literatdre
rev1ew‘§rov1des insight to constructaoperational definitions

(]
L}
for terms to be employed in.this dissertation..

{/{" .
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g AN OPERATIONAL DEFINITION OF "GAY FAMI;LYOMAN "
T Cd

In formﬁlating a working operational definition of | -

-

"gay familyman," we take six aspects of ‘this .status into

: aqcount:i‘the problem of defining "gay" as contrasted with

"homosexual," temporary versus permanent - homosexuality,
bisexual»considerations, never married versus married

con51deratlons, soc1al versus blologlcal con51derat10ns,

and the sallence of famllyman status.3

The Problem of Defining "Gay" Versus "Homosexual"

To date there ‘is no deflnltlon of rgpmoeexual" upon 7

. S

whdch all;researchers agree. The follow1ng dimensions .
have;variquslyrﬁeenfemplGYed);51ngly'and 1n'comb1nat10nf
to assess honosexnal ori§nta£idn:‘ psychlatrlc assessment
‘.‘(Bieber;et al. 1962; Hatterer 1970) ; phalometer‘response
to erotlc slldes (Feldman and MacCulloch 1971; /Freund et
l 1973), MMPI measurement (Loney 1971 ManoseVLtz 1970),
'V‘dlshonorable mllltarxtdlscharge (Chlles 1972 Wllllams and
‘ Weinberg‘197l); convietions‘for same~sex~sexual’offenses
,Jr,(Ge‘bhar’d ;g_gﬂ. 19':65; woife-nden 19‘56)‘; ‘bieehemical, analysir,s_‘
w(Koleny ggiai..197i¢‘B}odie(et al. 19;4), nembershlp in
~"J'hom_ophile» organizarions (Saghir‘and Rob&ns 1973; Harry and
DeVallzi§7d);'reiati§e quantity of same-sex sexual behavior‘
oVer'time (Kinsey l948,»1952). Inkaddition, it might be
stsible~to‘define hoﬁ;sexﬁars on tne basisfof;sexual

N ’ : . - R

-_fantasy,'cultural‘identification,‘or_affectional attachment

/
i

(Goode and Trodiden 1974: 150-155).

e=}
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There are difficulties, however, with each of these

- means of"identifying homosexuals. Gagnon (1977.:° 261) takes

'particular exception to the methods that involve orgasm®and

0. S
act countlng- - . PR
Phy51010g1cal (sex) events are no more (and often
less) 1mportant as 1nd1cators of what ‘people are
-experiencing than the - statements people make about
what they (sexually) feel o ink. “The blologlcal
prejudices of Kinsey led him to{decide that .~ 8
physiological events both determine and are more
1mportant than the felt. expeﬂ’énces of 1nd1v1duals
Some, limitations of orgasm .or act counting (to .
determlne sexual orientation) can be suggested 1n»
the following ways: , :

1. Comparlng dlfferent amounts of act1v1t1es If
a person has sex nlnety times with a ‘woman and
ninety times with a’ man, is it the same as a person
who has sex nine. tl es’ w1th a woman and nlne tlmes
with a man? 7 '

24 Comparing dlfferent mlxtures of people and
activities: What 1f a person has sex twenty times:
. each with.five different women and flve tlmes each
with twenty different fen?

3. Comparing motivation with acts: What if a
person has sex with ninety men one time each for.
oney and nlnety #lmes w1th one woman for love’

4. ,Comparlng fa ta51es with sex act5°‘ What 1f
someone masturbates to. orgasm fifty times thlnklhg
-of one woman and has sex with flve men eaph ten
times?. :

5. Thinking. ab ut one thlng and doing another
What if a person has sex twenty times with twenty = w
_ people and thinks of the opposite sex half the time?

° .. 6. Sex acts with and without orgasm: “:what if a

' : person has sex /twenty times with twenty people and
has orgasm half ‘the time, and another person has
sex twenty tlmes Wlth twenty people and has no
orgasms? Lo L

Depending on how you count, it may all look llke
bisexuality (or heterosexuallty or homosexuality).
But what results is addlng up apples and - oranges,
,mangos, cucumbers, carrots, and artlchokes

» The point of this long quotatlon is to empha51ze Gagnon s

contention: deflnlng (homo)sexual orlentatlon is

?
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;problematlc, and there are no easy solutlons.

To c1rcumvent these dlfflcultles in’ countlng’and in thet‘
deflnltlon of terms, only those famllymen who 1dent1f1ed
themselves as homosexual were selected‘ Undoubtedly,
bthere was varlatlon in the respondents' sub]ectlve meanlnds;

_of the term, and there lS no - ultlmate defense for this :
procedure. Given homosexuallty s deflnltlonal problems,
however, and the’ nature of the 1dent1ty theory employed ¥
thls study, we belleve that the respondent s ‘own sexua?

:1dent1f1cat10n is an approorlate crlterlon for

-operatlonallzlng thls facet of the re@earch ' Moreover,'\b
the respondent s self deflnltlon has been used successfully

 ln sample se%ectlon for other gay research Warren 1974
Hooker 1965 Hoffman 1968 Dankv1974 "~ Like Llndesmlth
(1947), we conslder self deflnltlon w1th1: the respondents

,Aown frame of reference to be a centrally 1mportaﬁt crlterlon.

&

Followlng Bell and Welnberg (1978), we asked the men

to rank themselves on a comblnatlon of the four Klnsey (l948f

o . 2l

”638) . »sub.scales. (Seg Appendlx ) The scales were not

Af;\uSed 1n ldentlty assessment of respondents but only to

a

determlne the,past and present mix of thelr hetero to-d

qhomosexual fanta51es and dctions. (SeeJShlvely and DeCecco 1977)

It should 1lso be p01nted out that some reSearchers

(e g.} Thorp 1972) make a dlstlnction between the terms

“

CS
“homosexual" and "gay. ‘The "homosexual" ev1dences same-—

sex erotlc beh v1or and orlentatlon, whlle the "gay person

also 1dent;f1e and assoc1ates w1th a communlty of llke~_ N
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.. are used 1nterchangeably. g e ’ﬂ

of serial ambisexuality. At ‘the tlme of the 1n1t1al ' h*#}" £
) . . : *\,; . f((j

‘interview, however, each 1dent1f1ed hlmself as homosexuai¢

.'@

- : , ., |
minded individuals. Although thls isa’ usefuf’dlstlnctlon

for-some purposés,“it is not always pOSSLble-to separatej

pecple lnto elther one" category or another. COnsequently,f

v

1n thls dlssertAtlon, the terms "homosexua " and "gay"

5

.

N L . ’ ) \ &-

'Temporary Versus Permanent Homosexuallty ot .

There 1s no way to select with assurance ? sample of

gay. persons who w1ll remaln s0 throughout the rest of thelr

iy

‘llves.A All respondents have been nelther homosexual nor

' heterosexual excluslvely. Every respondent has a hlstory

*.

. o SRR &

.,BisexualfConsiderations

o

)

of homosexuality (See Clossary‘in Appendix‘)"Even

researchers who agree on u51ng the Klnsey scale (l9ﬂ8

a measurlng 1nstrument dlsagree on what Klnsey categorles

7

“to - 1nclude.' Klnsey deflned all those who are "3"7on the

r\_& ~-.,‘v

-scale'as "blsexual *~-Masters‘and Johnson (1979), however,

a

G

‘deflne alI those who are "2, “ "3, " and "4" on .the secale as

.”J

\DefinitionS'of bisexuality are as problematic as those

"blsexual : Kleln (1978) deflnes all Who are "1" tos"S" on

the §caLe as "blsexual. A.There‘ls_noyCOnSehsus;among
L e T b
researchers on this issue. . e i
i
Although the respondents 1n this study may hayb held

'blsexual 1dent1t1es durlng perlods of thelr lives, they

must have rellnqulshed thls 1 entlty in order to have been

. N
a
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,%ncluded in ghe present work. Sincevthis is reSearch-on'-w:<

i

n, 1t is 1mportant that the respondents 1dent1fy

themselues s gay, not as blsexual.. Bisexual famllymen '
‘may]bera'iegitimate focus of study butvnot‘heret
' . | . . o ' R ‘,', {y . » N ‘

Never Marrled Versus Ever Marrled Con51derat10ns

For the purposes of the - present research, alI

~\‘.‘r."e’s.pondentks‘are or haverbeen heterosexually married
Although durlng the course of the research we encountered
avant~garde, never—marrled\gay men- who became fathers 1n
uncommon’ ways (e g., by slrlng black—market bab&es, | |
prov1d1ng art1f1c1al 1nsem1natlon for a pald woman), they;
‘are excluded from the present sample. Qﬁese men mlght be
fcon51dered "famllymen," but thelr 1nclu51on in the sample
would have_unnecessarlly,w1dened the,deflnltlon,_ Persons
qualified as,respondents,oniy:if thefdhad(heenv

heterosexuallyemarr;ed at least once and had become fathers.

.‘;'w‘«

Soc1al Versus Blologlcal Con51deratlons

-For the purpose of the present research -an essentialr
‘ dimensionvin the distincti%n_between a familyman?and‘a”non;
.familyman is whether or not a person has aSsumed‘tﬂé social
role of a_parent.- It is irrelevant whether or not the
respondentihas-heeh a biological parent.- A'familyman‘is

. . "'
defined as one who has parented a child and has assumed

- the social.role of- father. Thus, males who have been

involved in the birth of a child who died a few days after:

" birth or who was immediately piaced for adoption are not

-
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n,',

famllymen. Conversely, men who ‘have assumed the role of
adoptlve parents or step Parents are considered to be ;'.\ ‘-

fathers.‘~ S e i s
el | L S
Sallence of Famllyman Statp . JL o . L

3

There is a varlety of dﬁalyman st les, some of Wthh\
1nvolve more: 1ntense father-chlld 1nteractlon than others.
‘Slnce the famllyman role is an 1mportant one in thls.
'iresearch it is cruc1al that respondents have more than'
-perlpheral 1nvolvement in 1t. There is some truth in’ the
statement, "Once a parent, always a parent," but it is. also
e - true-that the sallence of the parental ‘role dlmlnlshes.
"con51derably once the chlldren pass . adolescence,'after the
parent and Chlld no longer llve together, or 1f the parental
. ﬂ. 'role has been performed but brlefly Consequently, for‘the_-'
.‘,purposes of thls.research-a famlgyman is.considered‘to bev-
na,person who has performed the“paternalirole by living
with a preadolescent or adolescent child for‘at least five,.
years.' %though these crlterla are restrlctlve,fthey err
:on the 51de>of conservatlsm in finding respondents that
most people mlght agree to be genulne famllymena
This dec151on was made after the follow1ng 1nc1dent
-occurred early in the research A seventy—f;ve-year-old
gay -man marrled for the flrst tlme. His wife was a wldoq |
who had gﬁéfown daughter from a prev1ous marrlage. The
gay man saw hls‘new step-daughter " two weekends per year.'

Slnce he knew the sample lncluded gay famllymen who are

N
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step parents, he- wondered if he quallfled to be’ 1nterv1ewed

By the above cr1ter1a3 he did not It was clear that hg

1

had never occupled the famllyman status as hereln defined

w‘a

Wlthln the sample, there are three famllyman styles.
1y those living w1th w1fe and children, 2) those llVlng
.with chlldren full- or part-tlme, but apart from w1ves,-and

3) those 11v1ng apart from both wives: and chlldren\buk who -
. N J

.exerc1se v151t1ng rlghts to, thelr chnldren. ,

‘Summary Guidelinesvfor Selection.of the Sample '
. 9

Taklng 1nto account the fore901ng dlmen51ons of gay .

famllyman status, the follow1ng guldellnes were establlshed

:for the selection of men to be 1nterv1ewed. the“person~

»

would afflrm that he is homosexual. He would have been

'married’ atﬁleast once, to a woman. He would have become
a father and assumed the soc1a1 role of father by 11v1ng
w1th an adolescent or preadolescent Chlld for at least

five years. »No exceptlons to these crlterla were allowed

CHAPTER SUMMARY R

| | This Chapter has reviewed the‘literature onléaf
famllyman and” deflned the terms to be emoloyed in thlS
dlssertatlon. Spec1f1ca11y, -an explanatlon has been glven
- for the neglect of the’ study of gay famllymen. Next the
'fllterature on gay famllymen has been reviewed under four

catLgorles psychlatrlc case hlstorles, personal accounts,

scholarly stud:es of homosexuallty that mentlon gay

R 2
ERN

famllymen‘l 'nd“four emplrlcal studles, three
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:that'discuss gay huéb;nds and one that discusses gayif |
familymgn;ditectly. ;Central defi?ienciésvin the litéréture
include small sample siées; eQident bias, an avoidantéibf
theoretical issues, a concentration on the role of husband,
not parent. 'Thesé deficiencies limit the reievance of the

research

cited fér present purposes..

The latter ﬁprt of‘the chapter has presented an
operational definition of Qéy'familyman. Variouslaspeéﬁs‘ -
of the”terﬁ have béen explained and it has”beén'shown how
they affect the‘fesearch procedure. . The chapter concludes
‘with the eligibility criteria for the sélection of .the gay
familyman sample. ' In the next chapter, we4adetail the

methdds of data collection and the plan of analysis.



60
: - NOTES

1 In a half humorous critique of hbmosexuaf‘samples, W.
Dorr Legg, founder of ON Inc., the oldest surviving
gay organization in the nlted States, comments, "The
gays are either from prlson, from analysis, or from
Callfornla - (personal communlcatlon, January 1979)

> e [N .
2 Besides the literature reviewed here, there is o
considerable anc1llary data of relevance to gay famllymen.

. For example, there is literature on the wives' experlence

with gay familymen. and on the experiences of 51ngle gays
with gay familymen. Some of the material on wives of gay
men include:- Andersen 1977; Anonymous 1976, 1977; Hennegan 1978
Warren 1977. Like the personal accounts literature, these
works "have an autoblographlcal style. A central theme of =
this materjal is the dlfflculty in adjustlng to a homosexual

{

. spouse.

- Two reCent books (Malone 1980,'Naha5 and Turley 1979) ana

a number of magazine -articles (Pliner and Kleinberg 1979;
Stone 1981; Kay and Weiner 1981) discuss: relatlonshlps
between straight women and gay men.i Although they touch
on the issues of gay familymen, it is peripheral to their .
discussion of relationships between single, heterosexual
women and s1ngle gay men, a phenomenon pejoratlvely
referred to as "fag hagging.', Discussion of this issue

_is beyond the scope of this dissertatlon

Literature on the experlences of 51ngle gays with gay .
familymen is limited to Kinsey's 1948 research. He asked -

-

his homoséxual male sample how many of their sexual partners ¥

-were married.. Thirty per cent of the sample said none of

their partners were married. ‘Fifty per cent said they had

. 1-9 partners who .were married and 20 per cent said they had

10 or more. tners who were married (Gebhard and Johnson
1979:. 516) . his Yives some indication that the size of
the gay famllyman population is large enough to comprise
a major source of sexual partners for single gays.
3Thetterm "family" is an emotlon-ladén term subject to -
several definitions depending on one's value orientation.

Kis dissertation defines "family" according to Bell (1971: 6):

... .the famlly is a system of behaviors (acts,
communications, meanings, feelings) which arises’
among people who relate to each other primarily
.in terms of the statuses .of husband-wife or
parent- Chlld



4 .
used,

Throughout this dissertatlon, the editorial "we"
‘although it should be understood that the only

researcher was the author.

TR
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CHAPTER FOUR ' ,

DATA COLLECTION AND PLAN OF ANALYSIS

A
1

‘The experience gained here suggests that it would
be more adﬁantageous to focus upon a smaller
number of respondents in greater depth and to
place more emphasis upon indepth and urnstructured
interviews. By approaching the topic in this way
we Should be better able to uncover concerns of '
-respondents which. may have be&fi overlooked by
structured self-report questionnaires as well as
being better prepared to understand the.tempgfal

.- Sequences involved in building and handling /gay

- careers. Knowledge about these prccesgés can
only come through a detailed examindtion of 1life
higtories. " -/
: . --Neil Lindquist /(1976: 149)

. Adaptation to Marginal Status

INTRODUCTION

This research is based on data céllected from a sample
of 50 gay familymen. . JFrom 1976 to 1980 life-hiétorical,
depth interviews were conducted with multiple-source, chain- -
referral samples in Canada and in the United States. 1In “
order to contact these uncommo% persons, un;suai sampling
procédures were émployed. In this chapter we discuss the
approach under five headings: rationale in sélec&ing the
- gay familyman respgndents;'p;ocedures used ig‘locating

respondents; processes involved in life-history, depth .

'interg}ewing; analysis and-limitations-of the data; and
[3

demographic descriptions of respondents.

62
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RATIONALE FOR THE NATURE OF THE SAMPLE SELECTION

'Prohlems in Sample Se*ection ' .

The phenomenon of gax familymen requ1res that
unconventlonal technlques for sample selection be employed.
At least five problems are involved in sampllng this
dlfflcult populatlon Flrst, gay famllymen are
statlstlcally rare, certalnly constltutlng fewer than oné .

per cent of the general populatlon Second, the status of

gay famllymen is not ordinarilx visible. Consequentfy,

if a researcher meets a prospective respondent, he is

unlikely to know it.'-These first two lssues‘constitute
important problems- ;...the subject group should be both
large in numbers and hlghly vls;ble if the researcher is
tq obtaln-hls sub]ects with ease" (Sagarin 1975: 231).
Since gay famllymen conform to. nelther of these crlterla,

One can expect dlfflCultleS in frndlng a representative

sample.

Ideally; the method of locatlng people who have low ‘

‘v151b111ty because of stlgmatlzed tralts is to draw a

representative sample of'all fathers in the population, .
then;screen.the sample to locate and interview the gay
familymen. This method is_excluded‘because itfﬁould
obviously be uneconomical. |

‘ "A.third difficulty invoived_in°sampling gay familymen
is that, when the present research was begun in 1976, no
empirical’work had been reported on gay‘familyﬁen. We

were forced to proceed 'de novo.




“ﬁe 64

xual behavior stigmatized

~
ot

rican states) but, combined

- To' the extent that gay: #
famllymen pémpelveA,ommunlty dlsapproval and that negdtlve
characterlstlcs are attributed to them, they mlght be
reluctant to come forward to acknowledge thelr spc1ally
unacceptable status to a researcher. T g

Fifth, many gay famllymen fearlng rejection, may

be expected to conceal thelr orientation from w1ves, co-workers,

‘\
-children, frlends, or employers Consequently, even when.
§
a gay famllyman is located it is dlfflcult and rlsky to .
N I ';3 ,
4 arrange for a clandestlne interview. Efforts to flhd and ¥

@.?* .

to interview a representatlve sample of gay %amllymen )U »

would be expected to meet with problems . Hoffmam~(1868 21)
1
apologlzes for his small sample size of" one gay fam;lyman.

+

...marrled men who engage in homosexual practices are
. w * B 1

dlfflcult to get for the purposes of 1ntervnew1ng Sy ff% 'g

4, .
O N
' ‘ A i

The fact that persons in a partlcular social category ~-.<

say Jews, Chlcanos, homosexuals,.or gay fathersé-—&comprlse

l

only a tiny proportlon of the general populatlon ﬁpd ame
not easily found does not mean that they canmot be studled'
The problem calls for adaptlve technlques.: Many studies.of
theoretical 1nterest~have been carried out wlth nonnandom
sampling methods -- for example, studies on juvenrle gangs
(Miller 19585, mental patlents (Goffman 1961) , street corner

transients (Liebow_l967), and skidrow alcOholicsg&Wiseman

i 4

il
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)

1976). Although it may bhe difficult to test precise
hypotheses with nonrandom sampling, systematic availability
samples provide 'a legitimate alternative worth pdrsuing:

Although fully aware of the limitations of
nonrandom sampling, sooner-or later the
experienced social scxentlst will realize .
that some form of it is often the only . g
alternatlve to abandoning the inquiry. 1In
some instances, he may. be required to seize ' . -
¢ whatever opportunity ig available... :
"Availability samples are quite legitim4te,
so long as the inferences drawn from them are
accompanied by reservations which are made ‘
. hecessary by the ill-defined relation between
~universe  and sample (Mueller, Schuessler, and
Costner 1970 350) .

It '1s not 1ntended from the present data to generallze
about the populatlon of gay familymen. Rather, the data .
are used theoretlcally to indicate stages{fxperlenced in
ach1ev1ng 1dent1ty componeﬁt congruenoe. Con51der1ng the '
purpose of the study, the most approprlate sampllng |

technlque was deemed to be multiple- source, chain-referral

sampling (Blernackr and Waldorf 1979) or “snowballing."

Utility of €haiﬁTReferral Samples.h)

'Chain—referral samples. have beendemployed’with benefit_
by several researchers: Lindesmith 1947; Atkyns and
Hanneman 1974; Scharse 1966;'Becker.1966. Ponse~(1978-'18),
. an particular, recommends the technlque for researchlng
1,homosexuals "The pattern of contacts 1nto the covert gay
communlty was that of snggballlng...whlch branched 1nto'
b/contacts,w1th others." A

[ - . ! 9 ;
Chain-referral samp@gng'does not proceed automatically.
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S L LT, .. ‘ )
~Chains must be mgnitored with regard.
/o eadl _ A .

:qu&llty of data

\

'they provide. Control over the number of respondents in’

66

‘each chain,‘and\the pace-with which it 1s begun arfd extended;}

mnst-be regulated. At tlmes the pace requlres stlmulatlon
Tand at tlmes it must be slowed or stopped Ongo;ng_analyslsm
of the data governs dec151on on shaplng the referral
‘process. M‘ ﬁif o | |

Spec1f1c problem areas 1nclude-”“ R : : o
a) The 1n1t1al locatlon of respondents w1th whom
referral chalns mlght be started

‘vb5 Engaglng respondents to become de facto ’research

F |
. ‘a - ' \,- » 1 2
.a551stants to help locate other prospectlve respondents
RN "L . z . ﬂ ‘i . P.\- ¥
. who meet research crlterla .W_ I | "

, o~ 0 N .
,m_c) Exerc151ng control over both the‘types and slze
) of referral chalns

ey

d) Inlt;atlng new referral chains.

.e)deonitoring the development'of and informatﬁon;

E Vprov1ded through the referral chalns, pac1ng the‘

.developmental progress and speed of the chalns. .

f'fr' Termlnatlng referral chalns prlor to thelr belng

.

'.naturally exhausted (Blernackl and Waldorft1979)

- " ‘How these cons1deratlons were managedrln the present e

research is dlscussed in the follow1ng sectlon.‘

&
o AR B PR
PROCEDURES EMPLOYED IN LOCATING RESPONDENTS T

e o R4 o .

The search for gay famllymen that flt the operatlonal i

deflnltlon,(see Chapter Three) 1nvolved several klnds of

i : Y SV D N

#.
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simultaneous dhain referrals.’ Inltlally, word—of-mouth

\

requests among local gay people ylelded names of potentlal’

_respondents. Although thys was an obv1ous way to begin,

it was not particularly successful. \Typlcally, the ‘
suggested respondents were too'fewianQ;tooﬁgeographlcally

dispersed to makeiinterviewing‘them feasible. For example,
s » % o
_the flrst three contacts proposed llved in Montreal Fargo,

£

'N D and LOUlS Creek B C.- It became qlear that, 1n order’
s, to bu@id.@,large sample, we needed to extend 1nterv1ew1ng
fgcalég»out51de Equnton and beyond Alberta, 1nto the

~Un1ted States._ It also becan@ clear that,ﬂ;n order to mount
f: . this unfunded‘research' 1nterv1ew1ng losales would have to ‘
: be lrmlted to aCCe551ble areas, each ofﬁ\hich would have to%
»contaln a pool of prospectlve respondents._!'
- Several reporters became lnteresfed ln the research

and offered newspaner accounts of the orOJect. The tag
. 6 .

line toqthe ﬁtem was often an appeal to 1nterested

A S J(, ' Y ' Y
: respondentsf I . R e
. ‘ . .
News: ltems were carrled in the follow1ngsnewspapers
'the Ottawa Cltlzen, the Toronto Star the Wlndsor Star,

.~ "the San Francisco Sentlnel,.the*San-Franc1sco‘Chronlcle,'“

©
\

the Los Angeles Tlmes, the San Dlego Update, the Boston

Globe, ‘The- Advocate (San Mateo),xThe Body POllth (Toronto)

ﬂ:The Quad Clty Tlmes (Iowa and IllanlS) Edltors of several

\.
newsletters a,lso offere? reports on th/e research' Un1ve~r51ty

. ‘of Sheffigld (England)v"Blomedlcal Informatlon S rv1ce
: Report #m Sexuallty T%gay,""Natlonal Gay Task Fo ce Paper,"
el L g . o o

2
“ a

,.; \’\
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Sociolog sts' Gay Gaucus."Newsletter," Amerlcan lerary

e

Assoc1at'on "Report," California "Newsletter on Sexuallty,

o “'

Vo Canadia _“Newsletter on Sex Roles Research

We also "‘contacted potential respondentslthrough papers,
whlch we presented at fourteen academic, profe551onal
meetlngs (e.g.,'ASA APA PSA CSAA CPA -- see References) .
Some prospectlve requndents were contacted as a result of
lectures at Callforn}a ‘State Unlver51ty (Fullerton, |

‘Northrldge, and Los Angeles), Los Angeles Clty Colle e, =~

the Claremont Colleges, Occ1dental College, State o/ 1ver31tyu

- of New York at Purchase, and Neﬁ York Un1Ver51ty

| .
Prospectlve respondents were also sought through talks

. to the follow1ng gay organlzatlonsl: Gay Academlc Unlons

(Los Angeles, San Dlego, and Chlcago chapters), Edmonton -

. Lesblan and Gay nghts Organlzatlon, Integrlty (gay -

Eplscopallans of Los Angeles), Edmonton Gay Alllance T

quuallty, Commlttee for Sexual C1v1l leertles (Col mbus,
s & '

’xOth meetlngs) Whltman—Brooks Foundatlon (Los ngeles) v ;'
, {

,ONE, Inc. (Lostngeies), Natlonal Gay Archlves (Los Angeles),“
Mariposa Foundation (New York San Dlego)

The Varlous sources comolemented each other in

o

= ;
prov1dlng¢dlf£erent types of respondents. For exampfe\

otentlal respondents contacted by mall or phone from

/ news publlc1ty or in person at lectures tended to be
a
covertly gay, whllé those contacted through the’ gay

Y

organlzatlons tended to be openly gay Although éafflcult _

to employ,vthe method served to dlver51fy the sample.
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~_C51gary, London (Ont ), Toronto, Ottawa, Bost‘

‘diversified cross—national sample from a varjety of gay = S0

‘ communities, climates, ‘and city sizes. -

. - . 69
Besidesfemploying;the'help of localyéays}imedia:and
organizational‘channels to make contacts, we‘enlisted theL‘
help of friends across the4continent' We‘contacted them oy
by pﬂpne and by letter, explalned our research and asked

them to: put’ us. 1n touch with as many gay famllymen as

N p0551ble.; When the replles came 1n, we assessed whether

or not we’could visit a partlcular c1tyrto do depth
interviews: D1d we - have enough prospects demographlcally

dlverse or had we already 1nterv1ewed enough men of 51mllar

‘.Nbackgrounds? ' o _‘; S . . }[:f"i? o

,Q31ng chain referrals, we visited Vancouy

L

,Edmonton,‘ﬁa

W New York’ . -
BN

Washlngton, Columbus, Chlcago, Phoenlx San Dlego, 'LOB .

Angeles, anS San Francisco. We thereby obtained a

4.

-

& - - Lo e y : -
Informal Versus Formal Interv1ews

.

Media, . organizational and frlendshlp chaln referral

er,‘

,experlences e11c1ted the names, address, and telephone’ o !

" numbers of 141 gay famllymen., Attempts were made to

contactfall of them. Only about: 10 per cent falled o

~respond elther to letter or to telephone call.' The

,response rate is h1gher than for most studles of gays

(see Harry and DeVall 1978: 25) Most respondents in f

‘chaln referrals\\re\predlsposed to cooperate. h(In fact;f

SN

j‘many,were~grateful thatwwellsten%S to their hrstories. &y
: . '-\., o ) P ‘ . ‘ ‘ ‘ . : .',-\‘" ’
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&¥ methodology ) v

-’One said "Telllng my story mlght help me put my llfe
together.") We conducted short interviews (up to- one half
hour) ‘with %B of these men.‘ We 1nterv1ewed 54 men in
sessxons that averaged three hours ' Each.of the two sets
of 1nterv1ews is described- below “ R

Gay famrlymen w1th whom we carrled out short 1nterv1ews
dlffer from others in. three ways: ‘ Flrst the men who were

JA1nterv1ewed more brlefly were to a,large extent upper—

'mlddle class and largely profe551onal Slnce it was
dec1ded that it would not ~do to have a- sample that over—"

represented thls, grouo, few among the longer 1nterv1ewed

set were of thls 1lk ‘ (The fact that we met so ‘many people

@ & .

Wlth Qhese characterlstlcs does not mean that they are,

dlspropottlonately represented 1n the total gay‘famllymanf,

“ @

populatlon but is, more llkely a factor o* cha".in-rhef"err'al

s

;_ml Ll

?J QEcond~ manymof éﬂegﬁgqple 1nterv1ewed 1n brlef we

*

met at speeches, partles, bars, and conferences where'
fac1llt1es for formal 1nterv1ews were unavallable, where

'people ‘were unprepafgﬁrfor the chance contacts and were'

o &
unable to glve an 1mmed1ate 1nterv1ew. For several reasons,
\ . ST ke YRR,
prlmarlly covertness, 1nterv1ewstcould.not_be'arranged'for

]

-arlater.time. L o "f%“f

‘V?j Third, many of the brlef contacts were made by mall

or telephone (largely in. response to newspaper publlcity), . .

wgb'

)y T ®

e

_and we were unable to meet them 1n person due to geographf&hlﬁj‘

dlstance. '_, o 4]H N



We encouraged prospectlve respondents to~ the shorter
;pform to wrlte Letters about thelr experlences to
supplement our" half hour conversatlons. 'We recelved about ‘w
24 1etters‘%1th.detalls of their lives.z"we did-hot
tabulate materlal from the short 1nterv1ews or letters,
‘and 1t is} not comp1ned w1th data from the lengthler“

‘J.ntervn.ews .

The Same 1s true for - ancrllary data subsequently

?Eﬁygﬁi llected For example, durlng the past two years, we

e conducted a prlvate psy@ﬁqﬁherapy practlce where

Ly,

:-1ne of the patlents have been\gay famllyMen. We~thus
' became acqualnted with some cllnlcal features of thlS
populatlon . We- ‘also con%acted and 1ntenw1ewe§h17 w1ves

. and 14 chlldren of gay famllymen, as well as many gay 5&

-~

' fathers' lovers. This prov1ded data on varlous famlly
Amembersl perceptlons of . the gay famllyman. It corroboratélﬁ

statements made by the focus populatlon and also‘&llowed the

\. 0
researcher to see the famllles as whole, 1nterdependent ,‘m,

‘ systems.' As stated howev4r these materlals are not used
o o .

in the analy31s to follow. "

LIFE HISTORY DEPTH' INTERVIEWING o - SR o

e
) We hope that a fuller understandlng of the
S ' ‘complexity of the scientific enterprise will
: restore soc1ologlsts -sense of the versatlllty
and worth of the life history.
—--Howard S. Becker (1966: xviii) =
Introductlon to Shaw's The Jack—Roller

Llfe hlstory depth 1nterv1ews, not questlonnalres,

. were conducted w1th the gay famlxia%n fESpOhdeﬁtSp: : B

..o e ° ', o e
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Questlonnalres were not possible 51nce there was no prev10us K

research to }ndlcate what questlons mlght be the meortant

;ﬂfones to ask ' Denzxn (1978) says, unless one 1s researchlng

'a-~>

- an® area whlch is already qulte familiar to social sc1ence,'

o v P ¢

'one cannot have a grbat deal of confldence that one 1s, ln

fact, asklng approprlate questldg; Moreover, factual data<

t

collected by fnxed»response-quégilonnalres are of llttle

S

relevance in atte pﬁang to determ}ne the subjegtlve aspects
S FALEE & O R

of gay famllymenss 1dent1t5 s'and the 1dent1ty career ‘paths

: ¥ g f#
whereby they develop 1dent1ty comp@nent congghence 3¢ v

ok e
In addltlon to the llmltatlons-of questlonnalres in

‘v'o.
agc'

assessrng subjectlve factors and 51tuatlonal cont1ngenc1es,

2

it is apparent that questlonnﬁlre 1tems Wthh 1n1t1ar1y

&

seem approprlate and lnnocuous may in fact "lead the w1tness"
A ) .

v and be prejudlclal in -ways which. are at odds w1th

»V@spondents' worldv1ews. For example, Welnberg (1977)

asked his. gay respondents about %helr "sex w1th a man.

P _
His respondents were upset by this questlon since they

L

thought he should have iﬁied ex w1th other nmen. "-~'
9 \ ~

inq&respondents angrlly told- hlm that the fofmer questlon

1mplled that they were not men themselves. Bell and

Welnberg (1978) were 51mllan¥ﬂ§chastlsed by respondents

- foxr- the crudeness of the;ruqlsstlonnalre 1tems.* They -
. asked respondents 1f they had. told thelr parents they are
, ~ ‘

’gay; Many respondents sald they had told thelr parents,

~

sbut thls telllng was 1rrelevant since the parents blocked

the knowleﬁge, dld not belleve them, orngave noi

-
o . @
L8 .
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_potentlal respondents but fall .to obtaln the desired

. 3“9{ R >3 -ﬁk P

73

acknowledgement that the lnformatlon reglstered with them.

1 Respondents sald, if you want to know what percentage of

.

.gays are "out" to thelr parents, a much more sensitive

jquestlon needs to be askéd.

The p01nt of these examples'is'that structured
§
questlonnalre items in v1rg1h areas may not only allenate

G
',M;‘ "“‘ e

g

. 1nformat10n,*91V1ng mlsleadlng data 1nstead - Depth . ..

A

interviews lessen this p0551b111ty and allow responient& .
to present 1nformatlon they con51der 1mportant w1th1n %M@ﬁgg

4 SR " . : e
thelr ﬁorld V1ew. ‘ ﬁ”“ LSRR S m%4
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Interv1ew Schedule e v

16 4

The interview was semi-structured. To compose tid »
5 o : E . ' SAPE ':‘."

- interviewiSChedule, we‘modified:ﬁemert'sm(395111445€4¥6Y”

T . ) o s o EE A

suggestions for COnducting depth interviews~with'"deViants"‘

and‘KinseY's,(1948” 63-70) . suggest;gns for taking sexual

,life histories. Theoretlcal issues gulded spec1flc probes."

For example, respondents were. not asked dlyectly about

formatlon of thelr 1dent1ty. People not famlllar w1th

5001olog1cal terms cannot be expected to understand

.questlons that deal dlrectly w1th the development ‘of ¢
.component cbngruency ln 1dent1ty formatlon Instead,

}1nterv1ews had 'orlentlng questlons" (Den21n 1978: 214-255)

that encouraged gay famllymen to tell thelr own llfe story

in thelr own time, and in their own words w1th the focus

of attentlonAdlrected‘toward those.aspects of'thelr'llyes

¥
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of 50.
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A

relevant to their sexuai, marital, parental,vsocial ;

1dent1ties and thelr féellngs about them. Respohdents were
asked about how the; came 'to see themselves as gay, how
they viewed their homosexuality and the famllyman'status
at various times in t"ir lives, how they EerceiVed otpers-'

saw them at various points in their lives. 'R‘ss semi- -t

structured procedure allowed closer approximation of the

-

" version of reality constructed by -the respondents '

themsel@es. (See Interview $ghedule in Appendix.)
0
i 6 &) vy' |
£§ o
“The target group for gﬁe formal 1nterv1ew and - analy51st‘

comprlses 54 gay famllymen _ Only 50 of thls group were

' 1ncluded ‘in the f:Lnal sa?nple. Four were excluded for the

follow1ng reasons' One 1nterv1ew ‘'was cut short by a

*.famlly emergency and we were unable to resume it at a
“Jater date. Corre;atlve data on two ;espondents»cast P

doubt on their Veracity, so‘they“were,excluded. . One of

. e 7 » 5 )
these two was also evasive throughout the interview and
. . L : ‘ * ' .

refused _to answer'about 25 per cent of. the questions. The

. fourth peison Was'excluded.since he called in a'panic,a'

day aftef his 1nterv1ew and sald he dec1ded he was "hot‘

.

really gay after all addlng, "§omet1mes I just slips"

»

He asked to be:fEmoved frpm the study and to have his tape

destroyed. We were left with a depth interview sample size

AN

.‘Although;the present sample size would be[inadequate
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for some kinds of research, such as large-stale social

. v . :
surveys, the sample size compares favorably with other

indepth interview research. (See Tables 2 Ahd,ji.

Since we were interested in the gquality of the men's
experlences, we dec1ded that it made more sense to
concentrate efforts on an indepth examlnatlon of a small
sample rather_than to do a superf1c1al survey of a larger
one -— if‘it could be found. 'According to Lofland (197l§
91): |

The management problem [of materlal gathered in
this kind.of study] rs 'such that stud1es,p$1llzlng
qualitative 1nterV1ew1ng ‘tend to employ rather few
interviews. It is my impression that studies
based on intensive interviewing have typlcally
‘used only from about 20 to 50" interviews. Glyen
‘the material management problem, numbers in that
range seem qurte reasonable. . .

The materlal management 901nt 1s well taken.- In -

‘thls study, for’ ekample, %here are over 150 hours of taper
B o o

:frecordlngs. Full tra

crhptlon of an average three hour
1nterv1ew takes from forty to flfty hours, a process Wthh
eventually necessitated transcrlblng.only the relevant
portions of the tapes.7 This was difficult even with the
hand—mapping procedureASince,vas we said before, respondents
sklpped back and forth in time and in toplc in recountlng
‘their histories. \

| : Besides practical Fssues of‘sampie size, Glaser and
Strauss (19675 say sample 51ze may be 11m1ted for theorezlcal
reasons. They say once depth 1nterv1ews exceed 25 o

:

respondents, the. researcher gains llttle new 1nformatlon

PS



Table 2

INTRRVIEW SAMPLE SIZES IN SELECTED STUDIES OF SEXUAL MINORITIES

N
o~ A
-~

Respondents' ~ Researchers ) j'Interview Sémple Size
: ‘ ' Short Depth
1. Homosexuals A -

mmhwllﬂ

a) General Studies: ‘Hooker (1957) S . 30
‘ . Dank (1971) - 182 55
b) Canadian Studies Leznoff, Westley (1956) 60 40
B . Barber (1972) 20
o Sawchuck (1974) . 12
c) Lesbians Simon, Gagnon (1967a,b) ’ 11
~ " . McCaghy, Skipper (1969) 35
» 'Hedblom (1972) 57 *
Cronin (1974) 65
Ponse (1976) : 75
d) Impersonal Sex . ‘Humphreys. (1975) - 50 12
: - ~ “~Troiden (1974) 50 -
e) Gay Husbands Ross (1971, 1972) _ 10
S | S Ross 1979) , : 42
- - Latham, White - (1978) = 5
f) Lesbian Mothers Pagelow (1980) ' . ' ' 20
. . s Lewin (1981) ” ‘ 41
. ,Transvestltes Buckner (1971) = = . ”‘\g
B @Transsexuals * " Kando (1973) o - 1
Strippers . s Skipper, McCaghy (1970) ' 35
Abortionees.. - - gm,wﬂ.HéPslin (1971) - 5 S22
Swingers: ' : :
a) General Studies Bell, Silva (1971) .- - 25
varni (1972) . 16
Palson, Palson (1974 136
- b) Swinging Wives  Symonds (1971) . : 1o
: ‘ ~ Henshel (1973) ~ 25
Bisexuals . : Blumsteln Schwartz (1977) 150
8. Prostitutes _
a) Female , Bryan (1965) 33
g ' - Davis (1971) o : 30
— b) Male Ross (1959) LT 7

9. Nudists Weinberg (1976) 101
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" Table 3 *
> »
DEPTH INTERVIEW SAMPLE SIZES IN SELECTED STUDIES '
. OF S’I‘IGMATIZED PERSONS .
Respondénts-” , o Authors ' Samﬁle Sizes
‘l. Sex: , .
a) Wives of Gays - *  Hatterer (1974) - 17
b) Gays' Female Frlends;4_ '»warren (1976) - ' 15
). Transsexuals' Boyfrlends Money, Brennan (1970) 7
- 2. Su1c1de. . T . o
a) Suicide Vlctlms' Families Henslin (1970) /- 25
b) Wives of Sulclde Vlctlms Wallace (;973)v’ff _ ’ 12
3, Voluntarlly Chlldless ﬁg;;;\\Veevefs:kl973)“ - o 32

4;;'Ex-narcot1c Addi&ts ”?”*’[i B?llinGSOn-gs”él? 11969) 31

[

5. Pseudo Mental Patients . Rosenhan (1973) a8
6. Embezzlers. - fNetElerﬂ(1974)f - 5 \6
. 7. Pool Hustlers . - - " polsky (1970) . 6

8. Spouse Murderers - Chimbos (1976) " * . 34



' interview.

e e .18

"of theoret1@al SLgnificance. They call thls p01nt

saturation.: Aﬂdttional respondents, they clalm, sxmply
. o

By
s on the themes that the research has

. ) -
relate varia

W

already cl

'Eor these reasons, a sample size of ¢
50 depth in s 1s con31dered adequate ‘to meet the

~goals of th fesearch. .

setting Up“Interviews ° . . . A 1 :
é;‘ e depth interview respondents were%ontagted/
prior to the interview, usdally by telephone, and an

S : .
appointment time established. This initial contact served

other purposes as well., It helped us complete a

' prelnterv1ew schedule (see Appendlx) contalnlng bas1c

demographlcs of respondents. It also allowed us to

‘introduce them to the Study. Respondents were told that - = .

the research is on gay.familymen,‘their‘hiStory and how

they livquheir‘lives Addltlonally, they were~told that

:the interview would be audﬂo recorded, would last about

three hours, and that it would be prlvate and oonfldentlal,

SO no one else should be in the room at the time. Information
was kept.at a mlnlmum, and questlons'(e.g:, "What have-yoﬁ
disqovered ahout‘us'so far?P)twere delayed until after the
Flndlng a mutually convenlent tlme and place for’

1nterv1ey;ng posed a. problem. Interv1ews were done

largely during summer vacatlons, so we had only a fe;?;ays‘
\ * .

\1n most c1t1es ‘Also, 51nce -some respondents were

‘fearfully closeted interv1ews had a catch-as-catch-can
\ : IR

A

o T




v g . 7 9 J‘r'v'
o - . ‘
quallty,~and it was necessary to negotlate tlme and place.

[y J

'fOne interview, for example, was conducted at 7 a.m. in a

*hotel room and another was conductéd at 10 P. m. in a coffee .

a

‘shop, although tHe majority of 1nterv1ews took place in

noa

respondents homes. IR ‘ P
Making observations in situ has several advantages.

Since. respondents are on their own territoLty, ease in

discussingotheir privateflives is increasgd. Addltlonally,
,respondents have the oppontunlty to presgnt ‘to. the ' - .

1ntérv1ewer "back stage"“detalls that further illustrate

3

thelr llves famlly photo albums, mementoes, hobbles and
'pets. It also allows the regsearcher to make’ an assessment
of the ambience of respondents' homes,knzighboqhood.

environment, personal amenities, -magazin

.- P . . . . ! - . . ‘ - \ . S
that would otherWise be lost, to the reséarcher For : :

i -

! _—

example, one man showed us hls collectlon of sex toyﬁ,

s, and details

‘another his . books, and another hlS art.‘ Webb (1970 “calls B
N R "
this method "trlangulatlon of phy51cal traces" ;ﬂh ' : '

, recommends it for checklng 1nternal validity. ‘ i
%

Confidentiality : - ° : : P

In lnltlal telephone contacts w1th respondé s, as noted

\

prev1ously, we were careful to guarantee the ‘en Bbth - f

anonymlty and confldentlallty (In ‘a chaan eferral samplé

( e

it 1s espec1ally important to assure respondents that

nothing they reveal w1ll get back to the mutual acquanntance' e

, _ | , v Ly
in the referral chain. )’i,' : / S S S ,(

. . . . .
- . A L

— < . . : i
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Respondents were told- dlrect quotatlons from them mlght

be used 1n the dlssertatlon and subsequent publlcatlons,‘?

but no- names would be connected to. them One respondent

,_-—q- A

a member of the New York Socral Reglster, was espec1ally

h,~concerned w1th secrecy.; When we arrived to do. the 1nterV1ew.

\

he had prepared a- form for us. to 31gn swearlng anonymlty and
confldentlallty._ After we glgned 1t he was relaxed and
candld throughout the 1nterv1ew ! Subsequent to thls

experlence we prefaced 1nterv1 ws w1th several addltlonal

m

':sentencesfon confldentlallty and anonymlty so as to reaSSure'

5

: respondents about our f1duc1ary relatlonshlp.‘ (See, also,

Gelles 1976) 3 1f;fp B }f

The 1ssue of confldentlallty cannot be dlsmlssed

‘ cavallerly Slnce gay famllymen engage in not only

'stlgmatlzed behavror but sometlmes 1llegal behav1or -

[ 4

homosexual acts v1olate sod‘my 1aws 1n over half the

PR

Amerlcan states ——1respondents are understandably reluctant
to admlt such acts on tape. Wlth thlS 1n m1nd we: changed

—

not onl?‘all respondents na:Zj/in quotatlons, but also -

: place-names such°as stores; reets, ang small communltles

where 1dent1f1cat122j£/ght be p0551ble.’ "]_ "

AR |
s B

~

‘1 No one. has had access to the audlo recorded 1nterv1ews\“
or. fleld notes. - Tapes and notes are kept 1n a locked
\

flllng\cablnet and they are 1dent1fred by code number only A

There 1s no master llSt -Slnce only flfty respondents are: " -

'1nvolved, and 51nce we, came to know them well over a numbern

T of years through depth 1nterv1ews, it was relatlvely easy

. -

R
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~

to commit 1dent1fy1ng detalls to memory and to sort out
i -
f;,characterlstlcs of One- respondent from another by '

b

NS "
fam1IIar1ty. It ls understood that the precautlons taken.-.

; adhere to the guldellnes for the protectlon of human
. ﬁ .
~ subjects 1n research at the Unlver51ty of Alberta
Ce : ~ ,.z' : : C
InterViewing Techniques-;'.”j‘.' ‘ R s
~To start the interviews,~we usually had a'hOuse'tour,,f

then asked routlne and emotlonally-neutral questlons about
N o

‘respondents dallyrounds- nature ‘of thelr domestlc tastes

‘»and satlsfactlons wlth thelr nelghborhoods. After a brzef

¥

perlod we: relterated the purpose of the 1nterv1ew, sald

it would chart thei 1fe hlstory and that it would "begln

ry ..

at the beglnnlng by asklng about brothers[s;ster§7§arents o
\ :.‘/ o )
and thelr occupatlons., Startlng\out w1th demographlcs on kf

"

thelr famlly of orlgln, helped respondents rela& by ea31ng

a L

‘ 1nto ‘the 1nterv1ew gradually and by deflectlng attentlon

' away from thelr present sexual concerns, focu51ng 1nstead e

S :
on others and’ thelr env1ronments." .

- : " “

By <£i3 time, the tape recorder was runnlng and the

1nterv1ew was well underway.' The audlo recorder'was small

B

~with an unobtru51ve condenser m1crophone. No one objected

A

to the recorder, 1n»fact,'respondents dld ‘not even- seem

S aware of it durlng the 1nterv1ew. \(For a’ dlscu5510n of

the tape recorder 1n research see Gordon 1969 )

&

R ‘g Once respondents began relatlpg the narratlves of

L thelr famllles, they became caught up in the story-telllng



~
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-\\\§~- respondents than wit}

LA
L

and lost whatever.reticence'they may havé&had initially.

i
Interwlews averaged a length of about three hours, w1th a

| mlnlmum of two and one-half hours and a maxlmum of elght

hours (oompleted in two sessmons) Respondents‘were wllllng‘

e s +

-to go beyond the conflnes of the usual 1nterv1eW’51tuatlon
~and to reveal almost any aspect of thelr llfe in- which
1nterest was expressed The men- talked openly about thelr

experlences, even on aspects of llfe whlch would ordlnarlly
L )

© farl w1th1n the prlvate sphere. Most seem to have '

ant1c1pated that such would be the case and 1mpllc1tly
consented to such dlscuss1ons when they agreed to be . -

1nterv1ewed There are, however, exceptlons to thlS whlch

w1ll be dlscussed 1n the next sectlon on "leflcultles ln_

I- . ~

o Conductlng the Research S ;

\
-

AIn most cases;\lnteractlon w1th respondents dld not
3 i
end w1th tetmlnatlon of the formal depth 1nterv1ew.. The

three hour interviews were generally followed by a host- o

‘Lgueﬁt relatlonshlp lastlng for . another several hours, durlngjl

whlch time we were jOlned by the chlldren, w1fe, or lover,

Ny

N
although thlS 51tuat10n was more common w1th overtly gay,

covertly,gay ones. Often we-were:

Aal and, if tlme permitted, we

»

1nv1ted to stay foﬂﬁa

accepted Sevé?al respon n§s gave us: personaﬁly conducted

I

to\rs of their\c1t1?s, partlcularly thelr gay communltles,’

n

ﬁand%lntroduced us to frlends.' Thls post 1nterv1ew contact

& .

. was. almost as. 1nformat1ve as the 1nterv1ews themselves

Respondents’ 1nteractlons with sxgnlflcant others and peers
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. 13
. i
i

- in the future, they could llsten to what they sald years d"

‘was noted 1n thelr resldences, at part;es, hustlers*‘ .

before. . ey

. ¥ R .
S e

. ot 'ﬂo

;crur51ng spots, gay baths gay bars, and at a gay. church

13

All but one cf the respondents expressed willrngness

to be 1nterv1ewed agalnu-->e1ther in the near future or S

_1n several years - one ;ndlcatlon that the interv1ew was

p051t1ve experlence for them Several ?sked 1f we would

\‘ ‘.

83

o
£
.

L.keep the tapes and thought 1t would be 1nteresting lf RS

‘Notes of appnec1atlon ‘were Talled to all respondents.‘

These were malled dlrectly to overt respondents and’

through 1ntermed1ar1es to covert ones._ Respondents were
valso supplled w1th coples of research results.' ThlS
-served several purposes* Flrst, 1t helpeﬁ ease the gullt

the researcher experlenced 1n taklng so much from the

i o - R -

respondents. 1t helped us complete the research bargaln.i"

Second it helped us malntaln contact w1th about two—"

'_on thelr llves.f Thlrd _1t helped us obtaln feedback on '

) and clarlflcatlons that needed to be added (For/'”’

dlfflcultles 1nvolVed in such extended contact, see Mlller

and Humphreys, 1980 ‘and parts of th next sectlon )

leflcultles in Conductlng the Research 4;__

-
Desplte confldentlallty warnlngs” non—threatenlng

B
t

R

‘thlrds of the respondents and to recelve follow-up data'j_r'~..ﬂ

,the research flndlngs,.respondents suggestlng 1mprovements

1nterV1ew technlques, follow~up contact and much prevlous
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alntervlew experience, a. number of oroblems arose in.

~

',lmplementlng the research Several examples are c1ted

\One man was' espec1ally reluctant to talk w1th us. __ﬁ

A

.”There 8 nothlng about me you'd be 1nterested 1n,“ heosa;d
';fduring our. lnitial telephone conversaflon.}'”Surely there

© are others who can tell you more than me. I!m-notfsovgood
a talker-". Afte;’a few mlnutes, he sald '"Well, you ‘can

Rt

come by 1f you want but you re probabﬁy wastlng your tlme.

.1

”We made an app01ntment When we - arrlved at hls house he

"had’ ”forgotten we were comlng and was ln the mldst of

v l

-

. cleanlng out hls garage.; Hls w1fe came out on the back

C .

;:porch to see who we were.‘ ‘He. told her we haa come to
purchase some of thelr cast—offs. We thought 1t was a weak
'-excuse, espec1ally since we were carrylng a tape recorder

'and cllp board.v Nevertheless,\hls w1fe seemed to. buy the
sorye LT
To do the 1nterv1ew, the ga§ famllymen and. the

a.« -

researcherssat 1n hlS car. Crates, old furnlture and tools

A'f

&

were plled 1n the drlveway around it. The man se:??d L
t

S
O leave.

Jlttery andﬂWas anx1ous to know when we were1901n
“-However; once we. engaged h1m ‘in: conversatlon abo t h1m elf

.he became ‘interested in the toplc. He talked for two nd" {n
-'three—quarters hours. He told us of hlS struggle w1th hls ,"
'sexuallty, his marltal crlses and hls fears about the

'future.‘ At p01nts he angrlly pounded the steerlng wheel
dlscu531ng "losttﬂove._d By the end of the 1nterv1ew, he

fthanked us and apologlzed for taklng up our- tlme.'.Hevsald*

\ \\'\bv X - : ' &
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':personal questions can be thteatenlng, consequently,

(,?ﬂgterxal that upsets 1nd1v1duals'vsenses that\thelr llves,”“

. o % \ Lo
‘\ . ! ?;s, o t s

A stranger who wants an lnterview in which to ask

"potential respondents can make the Lnﬂtlal part of

.flnterviewing dlfflcult. Questlons can raise emotlonal

@ -

lhowever troubled are at least under control TO‘have

questlons asked about ‘the assumptlons oﬁ*whlch'bne bases

\ 'the person 1051ng control Indeed once some respondents

~Jdur1ng the 1nterv1ew._5

,5«4

jbegan talklng, years of - carefullyarepressed emotions came

tumbllng out, secrets that they had told no one. Slxty—-.

four per cent (Nr32) of respondents crled at least once
N R . . . .\ “

The research brought us in contact w1th people who

felt depressed trapped and wanted a. neutral llstener |

iWe found 1t phy51cally 1mpossrb1e to do more than two

' 1nterV1ews per day._ A part of thlS exhaustlon was an

Y

7",awareness of the ethlcal and 1ntellectua1 resp0n51b111t1es

" often’ emotlonally fraglle.~

' such a draln on. energles was compounded by follow-up

:contact, eSpec1ally w1th covertly gay respondents.f'

A3 ¢

',Subsequent to 1nterv1ews, some called to talk ‘about . comlng
.out to w1ves and chlldren, thelr reactlons, dlvorces,

*'su1c1dal feellngs, and custody battles. When there 1s ‘no

-contlnuang contact, no letters or phone calls subsequent

o e PR - 85 .
| talking to us had "cleared the alr ﬁor him. R r" ‘}dfﬁ '

‘one - llfe can be tﬂreatenlng\\\Théy may‘be 1nstrumenta1 in

‘}of deallng falrly and objectlvely w1th\respondents who were
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‘,;4‘- ,; to the 1nterviews, socxologists probably remain bl1ssfully
’*>: | lgnorant of the results of their obtru81ve research methods.
- It 1s seridus enough to be 1nstrumental in the openlng of

~old wounds and the dlsclosure of" burled motivations, but

the paln from those wounds contlnues to draln into letters
and mldnlght phone calls.v The valuable knowledge gained

from research 1ncludes relatlonshlps that can be painful

.to Jks::zrrned researcher. ' AR : ' \\\ .
'7’4 Other dlfflcultles in conductlng the research ‘concern

,utrlght refusals to completeﬂforms and answer partlcular

gu stlons. For example, one man refused to complete the

o K1 sey. Sexual Orlentatlon Scales.f He dld not “ent to

/dls

.to soc1ologlsts_ plgeon-hollng people" on such a chart.

ss his fantasy llfe, and he was 1deologlcally opoosed

Another was 1deolog1cally opposed to talklhg about hls

jformer w1fe s feellngs and réactlons to his homosexuallty._‘

R

"As a male, I cannot presume to speak for any woman, much
.,less my ex—w1fe. ) Although these respondents refused to
'comply w1th these research requests, they were surprlslngly
unlnhlblted in complylng w1th 3§her material requested
.'Both talked freely about adulterousshomosexual affalrs,;f
durlng marrlage,‘about how they.hoodw1nked 51gn1fxcant

-others,'and other seemlngly dlscredltable behav1ors.

. . <

It is lnterestlngtxnnoég that the deflnltlon of what

'constltutes prlvate experlences of too personal a nature

for free dlscu551on varles markedly from one respondent to
L another. SR S . ‘ ’
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More than others, two questions in particular tended

| to elicit squlrmlng, embarassment halting responses, and -

.

V///Why they e11c1ted 51m11ar emotlonal reactions. The two

in one .case outrlght refusals. The answer to these two

questlons was often the same for both, possibly expialnlng

Y
questlons were: "How did your w1fe discover your

‘;;4 fe. dlscovered my homosexuallty
when/& was arrested 1n -a tearoom Respondents\recalled
this as one of the most painful times of their llves and

did not enjoy dredging thelr mermories to relate deta11 of

the experlences.

[TY

!

ANALYZING QUALITATIVE DATA

o

We have found no work that prov1des lnstructlon on

. analy21ng qualltatlve, llfe—hlstory 1nterv1ew data.

’Fecker(IQGO)states that apaly21ng qualltatlve data is

- the most creatlve“ aspect of the soc1ologlcal enterprlse,

but he does not. outllne its steps C. W. Mllls (1958)
states that it is problematlc to reconstruct the cognltlve

processes 1nvolved in this exerc1se of the soc1olog1cal

r

T 1maglnatlon.u

Technlques exist for the analy51s of part1c1pant-
observatlon data (Glaser and Strauss 1964: McCall and
Slmmons 1969 Becker and-Geer 1960), but these are of

llmlted help in analyzlng llfe-hlstory 1nterv1ew data.

hSeveral studies have employed llfe-hlstory 1nterview_data



&

o

u“apd Lazarsfeld-(1961) and Séhwartz and Jacobs (1979).

~accounts of "phase analysi

' _.88

(Cavan 1928; Thomas and %naniecki 1918-20; Garfinkel 1967), -

but none of them sets forth the%ethods used to analyze

|

[N

their data.
‘ Merton states (1957: 390):

This part of our report, then, is a bid to the
sociological fraternity for the practice of
incorporating in publications a detailed account

of the ways in which qualitative analyses actually
developed. Only when a considerable body of such
_reports are available will it be possible to. codify
methods of qualitative analysis with something of
the clarity with which quantitative methods have
been artichated B :

.
N’

To date, howeﬁer,-nothing appears to have been/ done about
his request, as is witneSsed by the similar pleas of Barton
. . 4
'VTWLpfland (1971) bemoans the deficiency, but offers only
two pages on. the problem and few suggestions. as to how one

£y

might anélyze life-history interview data.. He calls the

- method "phase analysis:" "an analysis where a search is-

made for stages of movemeqt in.a particular social . - ) "

categoiy" (p. 39). .

Although we have not Been able to‘loCate any written

<

," it is cle&r that many
researchers have used thé technique without identifying it

as such: Becker (1953) finds three stages in the making of

a-marijuana user. Davis (1968) finds six stages-in the -

development éf a professional nurse. . Léfland:and Stark
(1965) find seven stages tbat evoke a millenarian‘cultift.
Cressey (1971) finds three stages in the creation of[anf
gmbézzler. Veevers (1980) finds t@o ways with,thfee stéges

A Y
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each in the development of a voluntarily childless couple.

Since we are looking for stages experienced in the

racquisition of identity component congruence, this format

should be similarly a?nrbprigto. o

None of the above cited édthors, howéver, reveals the
method whereby he/she has analyzed data to come up with the
stages reported. Davis comés closest when: he write 1 "(I
searched for] those feelings, states, innef turning points,
and ekpgriential markidgs which, frém the perspective of
the subjects, imparted a characteristic tone, meaning, and
quality to the way'they'saQ themselves over ‘time" (1968:
237). Possibly it is the largely subjective nature of such

anélysis:that makes methaaoiogical specification problemaQic;

Qualitative Analysis it the Present StudyQ
Data in the present study are'subjéht to "phase

analysis" (Lofland 1971: 39). By employing this method,,.

_the dissertation attempts-&o remedy some of the imprlecision

of past research that has apparently used the same method.

"From the;respandents"interviews, identity statements were

\

extracted and arranged in a time sequence. These working -

-

records were then examined for uniformities  of behavior and

regularitieg in changes concerning identity over time. We

searched the data for a set of stages that are relatively

common to the respondents in achieving ‘identity component

'congruenceu In the event that respondents display multiple .

sets of ,stages and sub-stages, the analysis takes the form

Y
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of presenting the various patterns of phases found among the
reupondents. '

A central question asked.-of the data concerns the
meanings that the respondents have given the process throuqh
which they have passed. The stages_searched for are
member-identified stages, phases that respondents have
already designated. Since the data'arecomposeg of life-
history interviews - and sihceArespondents did not answer
" direct questions, asked in uniform ways in a specxfic
format - responses are not as easily quantiflable as in
questionnaire datai This means that precise weightings
regarding the relative importance of eadh stage arefﬂ;t
bossible and that there is an unavoidably subjective.
component to the analysis. |

In the- process of analyzing the data, we were guxded
'by the questions raised by the SSR conceptual framework
Specifically, we followed the questlons,as.suggested in
the three part SSR matrix.w In seekingAto answer its first
‘question (see Chapter Two), we looked at pldces in the data
where reSpondents(talked about their earliest perceptions
of their sexuality, what words they used to describe it,
_their earliest sexual behav1or, when they found out the
meaning of the term "homosexual " how they)drew conclusions
relating themselves to their understandin@ of that term,
whether they tried to avoid the term, and their feellngs
surrounding these events. | . - | T

Concerning the second question in the matrix (also in

P
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Chapter Two), the data were saarcgié for statements on how
the respondants presented themselves sexually to othoro‘ds ’
various times in their iivep, hQw Fhey tiiad to come across
to different groups, wh.ﬁ bqhavio;s and feelings were
' . ~

associated with these events.

In reqgard to the third qhestion, detailed in ghapter
Two, data examination was guided by the following‘queries:
How do respondents think siénificant others perceived the
respdndent's sexuality? How'did others make this known to
respon&énts? What are the rgspondents' feelings about the
situatiqn? Did respondents mqke anf attempts to try to
change the situation? Where therglany chdnges over time?
What éxpér{ences were contingent ﬁpon these sitgatioé‘?

Upon summarizing these experientes, the research
notes weré examigeq for emerging trends as to the
requndeﬁt-identifi;dLsﬁages eipérienced in achieving
iden&ity congruence. The data are usgd to answer not only
the threé SSR questions and show the stages whereby-
identity congruence_is achieved, but to answer general

questions about the model's stageé for enrichment of the

SSR paradigm.

Limitations of the Analysis

Certain qualifications must be made aBoutithe analysis
and the resulting-conclusions. .Finding that gay familymen
idisplay certain sér}es of stages i identi£y fgrmation, it-

is problematic to conclude that these stages. are applicable

-
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to all groups seeking identity congrhcnce. Nor is it
certain that charl.atudyinq dfffcrant populntion; of gay
familgmon would find identical series of stages. For
example, Ha11*(194§-49) found t;ur stages, while Becker
et al. (1961) féund £hra¢‘ataqal in the ways similar
popul;tions*becﬁme medical doctors. Cressey (1971) aﬁd
Nettler (1974) come to diff;rent conclusions on the
stages experienced.}n becoming an embezzler.

The study, however, provides.direction and offers

\

tentative stages so that the SSR model may be retested by
“otbers using different research populations. Only by
such replication can the external validity of the proposed

regsparch be determined.
. ) . . F ol
. In summary, there are few methodological guidelines

for analyzing qualitative, life-history interview data;
and there is little empirical defense for this mode

of analysis. Gans, however, suggests a qualitative defense:
The findings (of qualitative research) have all
the faults of .the methods by which they were
reached. Often, the resulting generalizations
are examples of what Merton calls "post factum
sociological interpretation;"” they have been
developed after the observations were made and
are not tests of prior hypotheses. This, then, 4
is not a scientific study, for it does not
provide what Merton has called compelling
evidence for a series of hypotheses. It is,
rather, an attempt by a trained social scientist
to-describe and explain the behavior of a large
number of people, using his methodological and
theoretical training to sift the observations,
and to report only those generalizations which
are justified by the data. The %Yalidity of my
.findings thus rests ultimately on my judgments .
about the data, and of course on my theoretical
and personal biaseés in deciding what to study,
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what to see, whht to ignore and how to analyze
“the products. Properly speaking, the study - is
a reconnalssance,‘an ‘exploration of a communlty
to provide an overview, " guided by the canons of

", sociological ‘theory: and method,. but not attemptlng
- to offer. documentatlon for all the flndlngs.;_
. do not mean to cast doubt on the conclu51ons I

. reached (I stand behind’ them all) or on the -~ &

methods I used.| Interv1ew;ng—observatlon is the
only method I know that enables the researcher
to get close tol the realities of social life.
. Its def101enc1es -in produc1ng quantltatlve data
“are more than made up by its ability to minimize
. the distance betwen the researcher and hlS subject
.of study (l967- 49) : o .

iMany of Gans pon51deratlons seem appllcable to the research
. < o
butlined in thrs.proposal. ’
-leltatlons of the Data N &S

In splte of the general SUltablllty of the data for
the task,‘some llmltatlons are present Flve cautlons are
cited. First, the data are not gathered to test hypotheses
not

“perrsg.; The study, however -may. generate hypotheses\:or
Yy

fvtureftestlngu~ Second the research 1s explorator

'deflnltlveJJlltS analy51s of patterns for ach1ev1ng 1dent1tyf
. 400 .
\component congruence among gig famllymen.;~ “

Thlrd, 51nce respondents are frOm chaln referral
»sampLes, not randomly selected 'no'clalms:of
representatlveness can be made.h The universe“of gay
famllyment is unknown and, Ato date, unknowable.

A fourth ;1m1tat10n of the data is that*1t comes from‘
'life histories; Much of . thlS 1nformat10n is recollepted

‘data and subject to varlous klnds of dlstortlon to an

unknowable degree. F;fth, the data do not document the:

s -
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actualltles of respondents'vldentlty forﬁatlon but rather

J B ~ . 0

thelr p;rceptlons of . thelr feellﬁgs, self presentatlons, '
and others reactlons.‘ Identlty components 1n the model
.waever, recognlze the central 1mportance of respondents

perceptlons in ldentlty formatlom - The present research

de51gn has attempted to mlnlmlzé the 1mpact of these flve7

llmltatlons, and it 1s belleve they do not unduly restrlct o

the worth of - thls research AT :'“ = o ffiy‘

J

LS

Presentatlon of the Data,, é'

Represeﬁtatlve quotatlons are
the varlous klnds of perceptlons fqund. in the larger body
of data for each Assue.i Although there are twenty—one

‘respondents who capture the . majorlty of thexguotatlons,-"

/ ~.

each»respondentfls quoted at least'once;' These twenty-one'
-respondents are selected in- terms of thelr clarlty of/

‘ expres51on,/representatlveness, and artlcul;klon., on/

/ :
occas;on,/when there are only a few respondents in a. given
Q.

category or when each gf the quotatlons 1llustrate a-
slaghtdy dlffereht but 1mportant 1n31ght, all of the
quotatlons Mn a glven category ‘are presented Quotatlons

U
are edited to ellmlnate such sounds as "um," "ah, ”oh;“

redund(ncy, pauses, and other speech thkS.' These are -

both dlfflcult to translate into; prlnt and dlstract

readers from substantlve content
When quotatlons are presented to 1llﬁstrate partlcular

points, readers may assume that conclu51ons are drawn only

PR
-

P

resented to 1llustrate“



a-

) . | B . -

from these partlcular quotatlons. It should be kept in
m1nd however, that these quotatlons are used only as

representatlve gf the larger body o&iata - Even. though'

_other respondents may make 51m11ar comments, space does

v ¥

" not allow all respoﬁdents “to be quoted on all 1ssues.

o

It 1s also pos51bLe that another researcher w1th access

to the same body of data,vlncludlng contextual detall

. v
'seldom presented 1n thls dlssertatlon, mlght code and

Ty,

lcategorlze them dlfferently and thus dra ﬁferent
conclu51ons about the processes descrlbed\ ThlS is an "h:'
especially*crﬁcial-issue. Therefore, we have preserved~:>

the orlglnal audlo recordlngs of the 1nterv1ews It is

~four 1ntentlon to make avallable full transcrlpts of the'

‘1nterv1ews. All 1dent1fy1ng tags w1ll be removed ‘and-
the. transcrlpts made avallable for repllcatlon, secondary K
analy51s, and other research purposes.

»‘ Thls step is lmportant for another reason..-Much of
'the data collected is tangentral‘Uche present study and-
has not been coded analyzed or. presented Thls is . |
';*partlcularly the case w1th early chlldhood data and with

i

' _the anCLllary data from w1ves, chlldren, lovers, and

H L)

4
& _
'numerous other studles and 1t 1s 1mportant that researchers

"51gn1f1cant'others . These data: could form the basis of

',have acbess to it. .,if‘ PR .'f'_
. Y . . o ) ¢ : . .‘,bl .

.
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-DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS_

Because§respondents are from chaln referrals and are

- selected ‘in a purp051ve manner -- and because the major

focus of concern is upon Eyages of develonlng 1dent1ty

. ',/,\J,

-_component congruence rather than upon presentlng objectlve .

‘descrlpt ons generallzable to all gay famllymen, there is.

'llty in-a statlstlcal-ahaly51s cf,the depth

intervievs;~ Nevertheless, 1t is usefdi to. know the kLnds

. of persons who are 1nterv1ewed and to be able to Make at

least tentatlve comparlsons between thelr demographlc

‘characterlstlcs_and those of‘the general pOpulatlon:

'Respondents Comparedrto-American-Fathers;A1977*V'

" Every year at the Unlver51ty of Ch1cago, the Natlonal

<

V_Oplnlon Research Center (NORC) conducts .a survey of oplnlons

and attltudes held by a. representatlve sample of all persons

e

» prdv1de a sultable reference populatlon for comparison w1t

l'the group of gay famllyment respondents.' To max1mlze _f//”

e @

in the Unlted States 0ver the age of" e:Lghteen..~ (Detalls of .

the sampllng technlque and of the spec1f1c lnstruments used

are avallabie by contactlng NORC ) Data from thls survey»

/

o comparablllty, the total g‘FC sample 1n 1977 (N l 530) Was

- '

. restrlcted to only those persons most llke the gay famllyman

respondents -= namely those who are white,5 male, aged twentyu

-'flve to forty-nlne, marrled at least once, w1th at least one

"’chlld  (The year 1977 was selected since . that is the year

most of the respondents were 1nterv1ewed ) The result,;s a,



" Table 4 o o R
' SELECTED CHARACTEfISTICS OF GAY FAMILYMEN COMPARED TO .
‘FATHERS:’ Us 1977 ' - S \ : Co N
Characteristic S0 per’ ceat Gaﬁ"Per"CentGReference |
. . L ceoe : "Famllymen - Population of : '

.N-SO L ;Fathers,,N=185

N

' AGE

under 25 oo a4
25-29 . S 4 15 ~
30-34 oo 1a. 21
35-39 - T ST
s0-4a o 12 a4
45-49. . 200 .22
over ‘50 RSP L o 260 ==

‘ ?gMean‘Age S L .44 38

Age 'Range . T o 24- 64 - 25-49.

RELIGION RAISED IN . .

- Protestant
_Catholic o .4
.Jewish = S SRR
None S o
_Qﬂmr.»?'

~_EDUCATION o ‘f}"- w

vLess ‘than ngh School Grad == 2T
© ‘High 'School- Graduate o200 0 0 39

' ‘Some College ' - ST 8 R S &
Undergraduate Degree 24 < 0 T2
Some Post Graduate.Training 10 3
-Post Graduate Degree S . 38 LT

« : K ~ S
o . ) ) : \
: _ - " L SN

1

/

NORC data on a. representatlve cross section (N=1, 530) of S
total populatlon of the continental United States: sub- -samples
-of white persons, aged 25-49 .who are- currently married O are “ '
11v1ng with their spouse, and have at least .one child. Due to
_roundlng, percentages do not always total exactly 100 per cent



| “riTable 4 Contlnued

‘;:SELECTED CHARACTBRISTICS or GAY FAMILYMEN COHPARED TO :,
JFATHERS. us 19771 S

"Charactegtiétibs. R ,L,;’ f:: Cent Gay .1Per Cent Reference
TR s Famliymep ;y'iPopulatlon of . .
nE N=50 - ~ﬂleathers,.N=lBS,‘_T

jl

*;rMARITAL HISTORY AT FIRST INTERVIEWd

'f‘Marrled R '-‘f, 48_:,”5f‘ ,-*gﬁélf

e Prev1ously Dlvorced/Separated/

Wldowed PR o _52”f f?{" .;j'19¥:4, : "f ?t

SOCIHL;CLASS o

“Lower - .- o -— )
WorklngrSlZT/yr hlgh Fchool or AT : .
. less .22 750
'.~Lcwer—m1ddle-$12 20T/yr, some - .. .

: college . 22
_ Upper—m1ddle-$20 SOT/yr,,v-f' T T
.~ . college grad + = ~34 L .45 R
';.Upper—$50T+/yf advanced prof e DR

e degree g

-

22 3

| EMPLdYMENT STATUS . |
Working (full-time) ~ - ~ . 82 - . . g9 ' /
Working. (part-time) L o lde e 2
Retlred/Unemployed B T S T

- InSchool: ' | 0 ol ae e T T,
‘Other’ - ~‘:_.,» T e g :

lNORC data on a- representatlve cross—sectlon (N—l 5031 of IR
total populat&on of the continental United States. sub-samples'
of white persons, aged 25-49.who are currently married, are
‘living with" their spouse, ‘and have. at least one. child.,. Due to.

o roundlng, percentages do not always total exactly 100 per cent .
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Table 4, Contlnued ‘ V
SELECTED CEARACTERISTICS OF . GAY FAMIL '
OCCUPATION AND NAmIouALxTY e

;MCAQraCteriStiCs. g ,;fﬁw '.,“ﬁ”ﬂf Per C‘nt~6ayf5

99

JOCCUPATIONI”’: R Lotk L"‘

;Profe5310nal o S 40 1

(Professors, Lawyers, etc )

:»Seml—Profes31onal o | o 20:

(Teachers, helping profe531ons, etc )
,Managerlal/Entrepreneur '

" (Large) : . . L L 6
.Clerical =~ = <‘ S A 100

- Blue ‘Collar . ' LT
(Skl&led/seml skllled/unskllled) o 14
. Parming - LT , R

Student . .. ,'- ?.“}-'~“a”' SRl

‘:f'Unemployed/Retlred S A

jNATIoNALITY” R

" .Canadian

SRR - | 20 -
American " oo . 80

R
URR .
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‘ randggly selected reference.populatlon (N=185) whlch 1s used
for the purposes of comparlson w1th the group of gay famllymen

respondents (N-SO), as shown in Tahle 4. ,'a
4 N R
Age.' Respondents &ange in age ‘from 24 to 64 however,

4

the mean ‘age. lS 44 years.> Thls is 51x years older than the

’ |
- mean for the reference populatlon of fathers. f' ‘

Rellglqn ralsed 1& There 1s a range of rellglous

.afflllatlon represented Protestant Roman Cathollc, and
Jew1sh.f The "ﬁone category 1ncludes 2 per cent (ﬁ—l)
agnostlcs, whlle the "Other" category 1ncludes 2 per cent
(N-l) Mormons (see Afflrmatlon 1980) : Roman Cathollcs and
Jews are . somewhat over represented 1n the sample;

Educatlon. iAlthough the range of educatlon is from hlgh
school to the post-doctoral level most respondents (72 per
cent) have at least one unlver51ty degree There 1s an overj
presentatlon of hlghly educated people ih the sample. Thls f‘

is partly a result of the chaln referral methodology and. the
fact that hlghly educated people are more sympathetlc toward
and cooperatlve w1th scholarly research ' Also at the r1sk .
of soundlng elltlst highly educated people tend to be more

’~art1culate and ea51er to 1nterv1éw‘ ““'

Marltal hlstory at fr_st 1nterv1ew ' Forty elght per cent of

‘-.X;'"

the respondents weré‘%arrled at the’ t1me of the flrst 1nterv1ew
: and 52 per cent were prev1ously dlvorced separated or w1dowed
Compared w1th the reference populatlon of fathers, respondents
;1n thlS study are dlsproportlonately dlvorced separated or

widowed. Gay famllymeh 11v1ng with W1ves tend to be more covert
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" aboiit their homosexuality and more difficult to ‘locate for

interviews than_gay_familymen who are,dlvorced, separated or

-widowed.

socxal class, respondents are dlsproportlonately middle class

”employment status.‘

A

SOClal class. Comblning income with educatlon to measure

L3

compared tO‘the reference'populatlon of fathers. (See_Chapter

Ten for discuSsion on the effect of this bias). wOrking and

upper'class.each constitute 22 per cent of the sample while

: comblnlng the lower-mlddle and upper-mlddle classes gives a

total of 56 per cent middle class respondents. Gay familymen

al$o_tended to'describe themselVes as "middle—class."

f

Employment status. Respondents are remarkably uniform

‘in thelr employment status ' Elght-two per cent work full-

time and 14 per cent work part time. One respondent is

,retlred and one 15~unemployed None are full =time students.

Thls sample of gay famllymen most closely approx1mates the

reference populatlon of fathers'op the demographic of

Y

Occupatlon. A w1?e range of occupatlons is represented

" in the sample., 'In the blue-collar category, respondents

had such JObsvas heavy equlpment'operator, short—orderjcook,
bartender, and oil plpellne mechanlc, among others. Clerlcal
]ObS lncluded such employment as bank teller, secretary,'

and sales clerk among others The managerlal/entrepreneur

,category 1ncluded such jobs as real estate executlve, owner

of beauty salons, owner of florlst shops, and stockbroker,

'among others. .Respondents in the,teachlng~and helplng

@
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p;7;e551ons held such occupatlons ag parochlal school teacher,.
'clergyman, social work superV1sor,'and hOSpltal aide, among
others. In the category of profe551onals, there are

- university professors, phy51c1ans, and lawyers. Occupations
are included which glve workers the opportunlty to be open
‘about gayness (e.g., beauty salon owner) , andeocCupations
where there is minimal augonomy to be open about gayness
'(e;g., parochial school teacher)} More will'be‘said later in
the dlssertatl n about thls factor' s role in ach1ev1ng | |

71dent1ty component congruence.

~Nat10nality. .Eighty'per cent of respondents are American;
while 20 per cent'are Canadian Most parts of theaboth
countries are represented with the exceptions of northern and
eastern. Canada and the southeastern Unlted States. Referral*\\
chains in ‘these’ parts of the continent dld -not produce enough
gof a concentratlon cf potentlal respondents to make 1nterv1ew1ng
athere fea51ble. | . | |

Summarlzlng, it is not poss1ble to say how representatlve
) Al
‘the present sample of gay famllymen is of gay familymen 1n

general 51nce the unlverse of that populatlon is, to date,“
tunknowable ‘Certalnly, the present sample is atyp1ca1 from_
_the reference populatlon of fathers on a number of demographlcs.
~ The. sample is older w1th more dlsrupted marrlages. It is also"
better educated and has a hlgher soc1al class than the reference
Apopulatlon of fathers. Future research may dra; a more |

freprﬁsentatlve sample of gay familymen, although the present

sample'is the most diverse sample of such men collected to date.’
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CHAPTER SUMMAR;\

This chapteﬁ has detalled the methodology of the present
study Data collection and analysis were described under
Ithe headings of'rationale in selecting»the gay familyman -

\
3

'requpdents, procedures used in locating respondents,

Ty

processé’ 1nvolved in. llfe-hlstory depth interviewing,

£

. the data and llmltatlons of the ana1y51s, and

e, demographlcs ‘of respondents. |
" Any research project involves a series of calculated
compromises between the ideal design for the collection
and examlnatlon of relevant data ands the fea51b1e desxgn
whlch is workable under the non 1deal condltlons and \ o
‘llmltatlons of tlme and  money. The procedures outlined

-

here do not: prov1de conclu51ve 1nformatlon about the nature
‘of ach1ev1ng:1dentity component congruence among gay

, ' familymen,6 Starting with.an area of investigation
virtually untouched by family SOCiologists, however,
they do proyide‘a‘pool of qualitatively rich:data'fof
tentatlve suggestlon of stages experlenced : Even.under ‘
the 1deal condltlons of a very large research grant and
a large staff of research a331stants, the respon51ble use
of such resources would still nece551tate an exploratory

study such as thevone outlined here as the;flrst essentlal-

step. ’ o \
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NOTES

T

1 Although it might seem like an obvious place to begin,

‘we did not contact respondents through gay father .

organizations and no respondents at the time of the initial
interview belonged to such groups (although some ,
respondents have subsequently joined). We avoided such
groups because we wanted to discover how gay familymen
themselves construct their identities without formal group
support, without being given a gay father organization
"party line." . ‘ "

2 1n addition 4o these letters, we received six anpnymous

- letters. Two came in business envelopes with t ‘return

addresses obliterated, and the others came:with no return
addresses at all. The gay familymen knew that we could"
not reply without their addresses, but it was apparently

' more important for them to get concerns "off.their chests"

than to risk discovery obtaining feedback. One letter
that was postmarked from a small midwestern Amdrican city
and told a particularly tragic story began, "Dear Anybody,:
Is someone listening, does anyone caré?": Reading the

letter’, wehad the impression we were reading a .suicide

note, although we will never know for certain.

3 Data were aISQ'COlleCted on~never4marriédagay men who

'became»fathers’through“non—traditional means (adoption,

artificial insemination, etc.). Discussion of them,
however, is beyond the scope of this dissertation.

For discussion on additional advantages of the life
history method, see Howard Becker's Introduction to Shaw's
The Jack-Roller, 1966. .For discussion of the repercussions
sf—life-hiStory,research as a method of investigation, see
Heyl 1979. : IR o : :

5 Non-whites were excluded from the sample because of
inter-racial interviewing difficulties and to control
for the variable of race. : I

6 When Berelson and Steiner attempted an inventory of
the significant findings of the social sciencés up to
1964, they suggested, somewhat facetiously, that every
finding ought to be preceded with three important

104

qualifications: - "under certain ‘circumstances,"” "other things

o
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being equal,"” and "in our culture” (Berelson and Steiner
1964: 7). Although these qualifications are generally
left implicit, they are clearly applicable to all social
science in general and to the present research in
particular, giveshthe limitations of sanpling and - 9

methodology. . .

-/
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CHAPTER FIVE
STAGE ONE: [IDENTITY DISORIENTATION

To be nobody-but-myself -- in a world which is
doing its best, night and day, to make you
everybody else -- means to fight the hardest
battle which any human being can fight, and
never stop fighting,
--e. e. cummings
in Norman's The Magic Maker

INTRODUCTION

. This chapter discusses early developments in identity
conflict resolution teward forming a gay familyman
identity. Although respondents describe a variety of early
experiences leading to this identity, central patterns
emerge and it is the modal experiences that are described.
It is difficult to know St what point to begin
discussing gay familymen's identity formation. The
Strauss~Stone-Rainwater model indicates that identity
formation is a 1ife4long process, although it gives no
information on how and when  the process starts. The
respondents interviewed for this study were unable to
'relS£e earliest (infancy to puberty) identityrforming
txperiences, partly bec;use developing an identity is a
cbmplex process which‘includes‘the ability to symbdlize,
to think abstractly, to interp;et events and attitudes, to
impute motives, and so on (Cooley 1902; Thomas 1922; Mead

1934; Lindesmith and Strauss 1968) . Consequently,

whatever identity-forming events that occurred pre-pubertally

106



‘w1th respondents were not readlly observahle or ea51ly
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remembered by them ¥
,From an 1nteract1onist.stance, people'do not*instantlyw‘c‘

el

,and’obviously'"know" they are homosexual' Hence, the mosti

e

llkely 1n1t1al step in. discuss1ng the process of 1dent1ty

7_,development rests w1th the flrst ‘conscious understandlng in

whlch the person comes to see hlmself as. a dlstlnct
1nd1v1dual Regardlng homosexuallty, thlS occurs when the
person perce1Ves hlmself as’ p0551bly homosexual shaplng

and 1nterpret1ng sexual and 5001al meanlngs surroundlng

the de51gnétlon. People bulld up layers of meanlng from

'°:~the1r aSsocratlons andlnteractlons, modréy and negotlate

s‘ , £y

>
these meanlngs before they come to see themselves as

potentlally homosexual and adopt such an 1dent1ty For
& ’ ’
these. reasons, dlscuss1on of 1dent1ty development 1n thls

fresearch beglns at respondent s entrance to puberty.

In thls chapter,.as in: subsequent chapters, the
dlscuss1on is organlzed around the three 1dent1ty matrlx

questlons.‘ l) ‘Who do I feel I am? - 2) Who do I announce

myself to'be? 3; How do others percelve me°£

WHO DO I FEEL I AM?

The flrst component in the SSR. model concerns who
¢

'_the person feels he 1s There are a number of elements

in the soc1al world that may become 1nterpreted as sources

S
Y

for later homosexual 1dent1f1catlon. For example, at

Wpuberty, respondents report they began to feel "dlfferent "'7'

e ,z,,v_.
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(TWo say they "felt dlfferent for as long as (they) can
remember,ﬁ but for most thls feellng dld not emerge untll
' .puberty ) When respondents explaln “how they "felt _f‘
dlfferent," they glve the follow1ng klnds of- statements.
Respondents describe feellng “out of sync with other boys,i

.that there was ”somethlng in me that set me. apart."' These _h,

vsensatlons subtleand amblguous at flrst ‘are also descrlbed

F} /
i

’asj"allenated - § nagglng fear I was out of step w1th the.
rest" of the world " "the way I saw thlngs was dlfferent
;Vfrom the way others saw them.“f_ |

As can be" seen from these statements, the'differencem
‘was 1n1t1ally not attrlbuted to belng homosexual 3At~thisf~
. early stage, respondents did not know the meanlng of the'

.word, nor had most engaged in any sexual behav1or.‘ Thevh

dlfference was 1nlt1ally‘attr1buted to belng.a "S1ssyg*

often lnterpreted as - "shy,"-"unathletlc,' "bookish mooo I o8
"dellcate}f "sen51t1ve;“ de51r1ng to "dress up in glrls'
zclothes,f Wunmascullne,f‘"artlstlc " In short they

percelved themselves as, exhlbltlng behav1or 1nappropr1ate

 to thelriage_and gender role. The dlﬁference’was not

B regarded positively, but'rather'was'a”source oﬁﬁpain:;

I can 't bear to look at plctures of me at
that age{(twelve) "I 'was soO. palnfully shy
-and an ‘awkward mess. Klutz, thin as 'a rake. - "~s°
I had a facial tick and thick’glasses that
used to fall down on my nose all the tlme.

It may not- be polltlcally correct to say ‘this

but, - atAeleven,;I was a scared, little sissy.

My aunt called me "Girlie." She dldn't '

thlnk boys should like to draw.
L

\
!
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A noteworthy aspect of these data is that respondents,~

Fl

howeVer mascullne now, recount‘exten51ve hlstorles of
‘effemlnate behavror, eVen lncludlng cross—dre551ng ‘
Although other researchers (Whltham 1977, 1980, 1982 Bell
' Welnberg and Hammersmlth 1981- Harry 1982) note femlnlnlty in }
homosexuals' hlstorles, lnltlally it was suspected that dj o
homosexuals who 1ater became parents mlght have more :d:-’b_
mascullne hlstorles than others 1n the homos\xaal |
populatlon and report llttle or .no. effemlnacy ThlS
does not seem to be so.y As reported quotatlons show, B
‘effemlnacy before and durlng puberty 1s a common |
recollectlon.' C |

Slnce none: of the respondents,‘at thls stage, knew
the meanlng of the word "homosexual" (most had never heard
’ the word), none applled the term to themselves.” It-was -

4. P '

-at thls tlme, however, thaq respondents flrst began to
. f..~
engage in same—sex behav1or'—— strlp poker, clrcle jerks,

mutual masturbatlon.l
‘Scout " camp the summer I was thlrteen, that’
“when it all - began. “At that.stage of the game. .
" I'was still too’'young-to ejaculate, but I still
~enjoyed the dry-runs and before the summer was
- over, I was shooting along w1th the ‘other guys.

I started foollng around with a kid from church
My flrst love. Every Thursday - night after ‘choir
practice, we'd go down to the lumber yard and. =
fool '‘around under the loadlng dock where no one

© could- see us.., ~ oy

EVen‘at this-age; strong affect10na1 tles w1th peers'

were. formed by many of the respondents.
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I had two crushes in grade eight. One with a  °
“boy and one with.a girl. It wasn't really sex;
. I1'd wrestle with them and cum in my pants. The
i ... boy was our school, hero and the-girl was a tomboy .
- A couple of years ago, I ran into her at a gay.
Pride parade and %e came out to. each other. Do
- ..you think I subconsciously knew she was a lesbian
- when T was thirteen? -~ = . LT S
- The kid on the next block that I fooled around
- with didn't Know any more than I.- Each week. it
seemed we'd muddle into something new. We o
started out with ordinary strip poker, then S
Pprogressed. to body rubbing and beating-off - .
~ together. We finally stumbled onto the. whole
. works. ' I really enjoyed fucking- and getting -
-+ fucked (pardon my French), but my friend had
.. ‘even more-guilt and didn't like to do it much.
.. or anything.: 'He wouldn't do a thing with his v
mouth: like sucking cock or kissing.” Now I know
~why, because today he's straight as can be.... .
By the time I started high school,;I'd fooled" . o
~.around with half the neighborhood‘b0ys;;.,0n<‘"‘f“'
hot summer nights, I'd try to get as many. as. ., ..
possible to sleep:in_my_tyntzin‘myjback.yard“ R
I'd show them sexy pictures, but lots of times
' they. wouldn't do anything. ‘Even 'so, I got a
'+ kick out of sleeping close to them in- the tent.
I had a kind of girlfriénd too, but she was " :
- ,really ‘a front to get to her brother. .I'd go
. to ‘their house to see his sister and find a
~way to lay on ‘his bed. I got” off just smelling
his pillow. Unfortunately, the. furthest I got -

. was geeing'him‘bare—aﬁseqf .

vfi?éf;esponaenﬁs.héd§n¢ s§mé;éégiéontéct dﬁring:pubéity,if

1bﬁ£ théy_rémémber'mASturbéﬁihg{tb'ﬁalefféﬁtaéy imégés5 | |
© I was too scaredito actually do anything with

. any guys, but wi my imagination Israised .
 jacking-off to an art.form. I once remember

~using the vacuum.cleanér on my dick and a o
candle up my rear-end. I.*?Sikihkier1then"

.- mill: mer's underwear ads in the catalogue,

- naked natives in ‘the’ National Ge¢graphic, -and
.. photos of Greek sculpture in the encyclopedia ;o
- (laughs) . 7 R , el

~I.read a lot and it became grist. for my fantasy

s .":ThquuY_who,héd”an apartmént acrdgsithejhall“'-
: from ours was gorgeous. I don't think he '

. - " s < ey ) T
.,
S, : : } L
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Aexperlences.’

‘even knew T existed but, in- the summer when ljy
. he'd tan out on the grass, I'd go_ to.- my """" el
'-w1ndow and peek down at him and masturbate.f"

Two respondents recall nothlng about pubertal sex

‘),
O o
:

L I m not hedglng.‘ I serlously don t remember
©.- It's probably all for. the better because I
jhave :erellng that it was real. dlsmal e

I thi sexual- feelings were so terrlble that - .
‘I went into shock for a few years ‘because I . v
simply. can't recall much about the -early. days‘\‘ o
- I've. totally blocked it. Ours was a Frontier-" .
" ‘Mormon. communlty so’ you can 1mag1ne the antl- o
sex attltudes.,-v : S
L3

Respondents explalned away early same—sex behav1or as: -

o "foollng around " "experlmentatlon, cur1051ty,"_or-

v

everyone 1n my group seemed to be doxng 1t so.I went along ;.;

Atoo : Efforts were made to dlscount the behav1or as

.

‘1nconsequent1al In retrospect however, respondents do _’

6.—

'jvnot remember such act1v1ty as lnconsequentlal They bellevef7
| that, cOmpared to (preheterosexual) playmates, they thought/d]~s
‘ about males more often engaged 1n same-sex play w1th '

“hlgher frequency, w1th more boys, and. w1th greater'

*enthu51asm.A Several respondents descr;be—pabertal
-'homosexual thoughts as a "preoccupatlon i "obse551on "_ofv~,

5

4ibe1ng "cock-crazy"~7 ¥?1ﬂ‘ffp. ifh‘v‘ﬂ\ f;.}

‘I was the one who always 1n1t1ated 1t Yeah, '
-1 was kinda- cock—crazy, I suppose. At f;rst
- they ‘enjoyed it too, but later broke it off.
~ I wanted to- continue and embarrassed myself
~with one guy by asklng hlm.* He told me where‘
: _to go. ‘Then I got scared that he mlght tell
- -on me, so I stopped too.<“ ;

What made homosexual'thoughtsfpartiCularly_significantfd'f;



‘ls that they often accompanled romantlc crushes and daydreamspd'
‘of caresslng and cuddllng.‘ One man remembers how he "doted |
'fon" an older boy whom he "followed around llke a puppy " He

'lescovered the boy s blrthdate, compared thelr astrology

e

‘V:charts, and kept a newspaper photo of h1m in hls wallet

i

'The object of his de31res apparegtly hever knew about hls
':secret adm1rer,~and the love went unrequlted ‘ _ S
| Another gay famllyman lntervrewed tells of falllng 3‘
Afilnvdove w1th a heterosexual classmate.‘ Although he never\

‘rmanaged to have sex w1th the boy, he Stlll fantaSLZes about
“one adventure they had _ It was durlng the helght of the .
':hoola hoop craze.g He lured the desrred classmate 1nto ab

contest 1n Wthh they held each other 1n51de the same hoop

‘r_vand kept 1t splnn;ng for flfteen mlnutes.v»Thoughts of the.

'f‘scene exc1te hl% even today, Other respondents mentaoned

romantlc crushes w1th movle stars. Roy Rogers, Tyrone )

°

:Power, and Tarzan.2 S
: : : S S
_ In splte of “feellng dlfferent,” exper1enc1ng same-sex

E behav1or and crushes, respondents,'at thlS stage, dld not'“

buregard thls as havxng 1mp11catlons forthelr ldentltles.”ff'

‘; ThlS does not mean respondents had no dlfflcultles
'_”w1th the events Just descrlbed Interv1ewees report
'.-cons1derable gu11t and anxlety accompanylng thelr feellngsﬁ
h:}and behav1ors.1 Slnce respondents report no spec1f1c ant1—y>~‘
'”gay lndoctrlnation at thls stage (although they report“A v‘ ;-'
fexposure to no pro-gay materlal elther),ithe negatlve' )

'ifeelrngs may have been the result of general proscrlptlons}_f

‘-gv



agalnst sex and/or nudlty rather than condemnatlon of

homoSexual behav1or E _% Respondents' earliest memorles ;:T

of sexual negat1v1sm center on scoldlngs for "touchlng

Ll

themselves or from play;ng‘Doctor" w1th peers, w1th no

[P T

speclflc homophoblc refeances."One respondent said

"v

|-
It s hard to believe today, but in the 40 's sex
Wasn t even mentloned in my" house, much less
the word "homOSexual " not even to condemn 1t

ThlS polnt is underscored by Adam (1978 32) who dlscusses
'the New York Tlmes' pollcy whlch refused to even prlnt the' =
’work‘“homosexual“ untll 1970 ?*d' 'lfii:;“,. _-g;ﬂ»’,-,v i

A noteworthy aspect of these data 1S that people who\jih

'later become husbands and fathers report exten51ve ggrlx
\ homosexual hlstorles. Before begrnnlng the research
~Awas ant1c1pated that respOndents would have been "late »
| bloomers"wsexually, becomlng both spouses and parents before.

they had tlme to reallze thelr sexual de51res, and that

thlS would be a'malor explanatlon of thelr developmental .f*;\;f

hlstorles.‘ ThlS was true, however, of only a mlnorlty (N-S).

The vast majorlty of respondents V1v1d1y recalled pubertal |

(and to a lesser extent pre-pubertal) homosexual behavxors,'

fanta81es, dreams,_and romantlc attachments.j As sald |

prev1ously, however,\respondents d1d not vlew thﬁs at the"jf

v tlme as hav1ng 1mp11cat10ns for thelr 1dent1t1es.i_‘>

The Problem Wlth No Name‘

The prlmary reason why respondents d1d not regard thelr

¢

saﬁe-sex behav1or as hav1ng 1dent1ty lmpllcatlons is because .

s



"'homosexual' meant
gsex‘change,operatlo
- perceived "hom

 respondent sai

LA
AN

i”“‘_ﬂhey had no framework in hhlch to make sense of the sxtuatlon.r

\

';De3p1te the fact that respondents report compelllng same—sex
’de51res (Tpreoccupation;" obse551on"), they also report
:thEII sense of the srtuation was "nebulous,i amblguous,? f

m couldn t put my flnger on. what 1t All meant " Garflnkle

(1967 14), in another conﬂgﬁt, refers to thls phenomenon

-as a dlsjunctlon between\"underlylng patterns" and "1ndex1cal ‘

:fpartlculars. One respondent gave thls example. : e

... I-was corn-hollng for almost two years before T
reaered it had a name and it was bad. Of I
course, I'd heard-older boys. Joklng about . queers

*..and frults, but I thought they were just'general

" names of abuse like "twerp" and "creep.". I had

- no -idea that those referred to thlngs I was d01ng.
When I. made the connectlon later, the gullt
"washed over me. - '

vaor the first whlle it never cllcked that it was
.. '‘ano-no: I wasn't stuprd I,got good’ grades.
Y But with .sex I couldn't: put two and two together
:;kMaybe I dldn t want to.', :

’ Later in thelr teens when respondents learned the word

f“homéSexualr" 1t was deflned for them 1n stereotyplcal
terms;’ Since the accompanylng stereotypes dld not seem to

lfapply to them, they ea51ly excluded themselves from tH@

category. One respondent sald 1"At frrst, I'thought y

u wanted to wear a. dress and have a

nce he wanted nelther, he
1rrelevant to hlm.f Another'

: "homosexuals were dlrty old,,ﬂ‘

men:ih-park bushe ‘ : molest klds " Consecuently,v

:,respondents felt the label "homosexual" dld not apply to

-'fthem.ﬂ Warren (1974 155) comments._
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A[Slnce homosexuals -are] taught to recognize
‘homosexuals by lurid signs such as extreme,

. effemlnacy or a flendlsh, warped, or debauched
appearance, ‘they -are not equlpped to recognize.
actual . homosexuals [and it]" provxdes a R

. homosexual "actor with- ‘ways out of self labe11ng
as a homosexual aeee L

Co.

- At'itS'crudest level, the sylloglsm is:. "Homosexuaie are

y'bad people.ﬁ I am a good pérson. Thereﬁore,'I cannot be a - =

‘fhomosexual : Popular notions of homosexuallty serve to

,neutrallze the label as. personally non&relevant.

: Gradually, respondents come to gain- more. exten51ve

knowledge from- "authorltles“ and peers about the meanlng

-‘of “homosexual" and begln a’ perlod where they susgect

“varied, as thevfollow1ng_quotat;ons illustrate:

they mlg t be homosexual ’It remalns at the level of

susp1c1on, however, since 1nformatlon about homosexuallty

.contlnues to be remote, abstract, and dim. Moreover, the

nature of "feellngs".ls that they do not have clear emplrlcal

referents-and pubertal adolescents-have 1mpoverlshed
vocabularles with Wthh to artlculate feellngs. These
condltlons contrlbute to much uncertainty in answerlng
the questlon,-"Am I homosexual’".

e was Jumbled up 1n31de, the classic crazy,
mixed-up kid, I didn't know what my feelings
meant, no. sense of myself at all. And the
funny thlng is I didn't say a ‘peep about it
to anyone. At some level I must have known
it was even too bad to talk about

-

Ways of comlng to suspect personal homosexuallty are

-

My priest told me what homosexuals are so I
.prayed to stop. I tried to make deals with
Jesus, buy Him off. I promised I'd be good
and go to church if He'd only help me get thlS

3
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-homosexual they hope not
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monkey off my back I felt“so guilty. I didn't
kriow what 1'd done wrong to.deserve it.

. .
I flrst thought I might be gay when I read in‘a
"book =-- Burgler, I think -- that sissys are .
homosexuals and homosexuals are men that have
sex with men. I was ‘sort of a sissy and I had _
‘been fooling around, so it hit me like a ton of
bricks. I was floored

A chum I'd been having sex with warned me we'd
have to quit because it might turn us into
homos. - I don't know who told him, but I
remember being really hurt. I knew I was
dlfferent and when he tried to put a name on
it, it was devastating. And I remember that
was the last time. 'We never did 1t again or
even mentioned it. .

Confused Identities
Although ways of coming to suspect homosexuallty are
varied, one feature 'is common. None Welcomed the possibility

they mlght be homosexual all perceived it negatlvely ‘ ~

_Because of . the hlgh anx1ety and confu91on surroundlng thlS

stage, it is referred to as Identlty Dlsorlentatlon

| Respondents ‘during Stage One are typlcally upset
anx1ous, and sometlmes fllled w1th self-hate and despalr 3.
Thelr 1dent1ty is hlghly nebulous, they are in a state of
not know1ng who they are. Al though suspeot;ng they are

¢

Much psychlatrlc llterature on homosexuals (Hatterer

'1970- Bleber et al. 1962 1969) when descrlblng the lnlt%al

v151ts of homosexual patlents, descrlbes persons 1n the

, ldentlty dlsorlentatlon stage of 1dent1ty development

The patlent s anx1ety at thls stage is not over his

homosexual behav1or E r se (as’ 1nd1cated some respondents

x
14
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had done little more~than think about'homosexual acts) , but
lrather his inahility'to either embrace it or rejectfit.d
‘because'homosexuality figures so highly in hls consciousness,
("rumlnatlve obse531ons"), he is sometimes descrlbed as S
havlng~"homosexual panlc" (Socarides 1968)

I was terrlbly ‘depressed. I cr1ed a lot. Id.
. come home from school and. lie on my bed and
" just cry my eyes out. My parents and sisters
had no idea or anything. That was the first
time I attempted suicide. As I remember it,
I took five asplrlns.b Flve asplrlns. I was'
pretty dumb R e ‘

. I was completely fucked up, but trylng hard to
:‘act normal. Every day was a trauma. I pouldn t
walk down the hall at school without thinking
~ everyone was looklng at me and suspecting. Gay
feelings tortured me. I felt I'was the only
. one in thé world. I thought "Why me?" I gould
-wrlte a book about 1t . :

Others used technlques to try to denyAto themselves
.thelr homosexualztyjlhut success was llmlted Some told
themselves their homosexual 1nterest was the result of
physical or soc1al llmltatlons (skinny, short obese,
"51ckly, plmplyy shy,poor) and that they would be
heterosexual once they overcame these ‘handicaps.

"I.told myself I jerked off to muscle magazines
because I was fat, and I fiqured that once my

body developed I wouldn't need to admlre other
guys anymore :

I had the worst 21ts and was ashamed to say
boo to~anyone. Maybe worry ahout my -
homosexuallty 'gave me zits and the zits, made
my shy. I'm not sure how it fit todether,

but together they made me a social cripple....
As soon as-I looked better, I knew I could '
have the courage to date. ' - ‘

Other:common denial strategies inéluded:



both same-sex erotic behaV1or and same-sex affection that

'and attachments are commonly understood to_ lndlcate‘\\

. 118

I thought I was just over-sexed and that as
-8oon as girls would let me near them, I'd
stop doing other boys. Yeah, really. Of
course, I was kidding myself, but if ;anyone
had told me that then, I would have called '
tHem a liar.

I was convinced I was just going through a d
phase. I thought the feelings would go ’
away when I matured and became a man. . Books

said I would outgrow it, but the stage seemed
longer for me than for other kids, and I was
worried why it was ‘hanging on this long.

€«

Regardless of the‘denlal strategies, respondents had

a profound suspicion that there was "somethlng in ‘me that

9

| might be homosexual. Although many indicators of thlS‘

suspicion have been mentloned it is' the combination of

~
~.

™~
most sen51tlzed respondents to thelr p0551ble homosexuallty.

In Western culture (although not worldw1de), these acts

A%

S~

homosexuallty ReqPondents take cues from thelr cultural

understandings in developlng meanlngs about themselves._,
The tlme lap, however, between'the attachments/acts

and self -suspicion ranges from several months to several

years; hence the connection between the %ttachments/acts
t P

" and self—susp1c1on 1s-far from.instantaneFus. Thisvlag

is explained by the fact that'interpretatiOns of many °
behav1ors (but espec1ally same-=sex behav1ors‘}n Western
soc1ety) have a range of plau51ble explanatlons.' Durlng

the tlme lag, respondents "try on" several p0351ble

‘alternatlve 1nterpretatlons ("oversexed " "fat, "too////

,many z;ts") before allow1ng that they might be homosexual

S
SRY
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‘As said éreyiously, genital acts with and emotional
attachments to other boys are the primary experiences to

initiate subsequent_ponderinga-over‘potential homosexuality.

C Y ) -
These, however, are not the only indicators. Two respondents,

for example, came to suspect‘themselyes without any same-
‘sex emotional/genital experiences, These "homosexual
Virgins'"suspicionswere rooted in behavior which they
perceived as 1nappropr1ate for their age and gender role
("liked sew1ng§nuidre351ng up;" "I was dellcate"), from
reading books on homose;uality and from 1dent;fy1ng with
the homosexuals described therein. This suggests there
are several'sources for hohose#cal self-suspicion and also
several ways in which meaninqs are assembled and built-up.
With these con31derat10ns in mind, why dld respondents -
durlng stage one find labellng themselves as homosexual
so problemat1c7 Flrst the dlscovery<3fself as gay |is
vcompllcated by the fact that the: carrlers of gay identity
(unlike rac;al/ethnlc identity) are not usually one's -
biological parehts (Adam 1978 }§) That is, development
yof a gay 1dent1ty 1nvolves secondary soc1allzatlon rather
than primary socialization (seé Brim and Wheeler, 1966) .
Second in order to self label, it is necessary to know
the existence of the category "homoseXual " Third, the
' category must have a pos1t1ve connectlon before respondents
-attrlbute it to 2memselves. Fourth, private cognitions
about homosexuallty need to be reconc1led w1th publlc
bellefs about homosexuallty Mlsconcept;ons-about gay .

3.

e,
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life prevent such a reconciliation. Since respondents did
not experienc; these criteria at this stage, they did not
label themselves "homosexual." The following vignette
demonstrates how these factors affected the identity
conflict resolution of one resﬁondent. ?

An interviewee said that his parents were divorced
when he was tweive, and he went with his mother to live
in a mobile home park where he began associating with a
neighbor boy. The two of them were "sociai ontcasts"'at
school because‘they weﬁe from "the wrong side of the tracks,"
were poor, and had unmarried mothers. The respondent and
his friend became "inseparable" playmates and also began
engéning in mutual mastu;bation in a field near the trailer
park. The relaﬁionsh{P continued for "about two years“ when .
the neighbor boy's mother and father re-united and the boy
'movedtaway to "a nice area." It was not nntil this time
that the respondent realized he "loved" his friend, was
lonesome without him, and even hégan to havewdreams and
nocturnal emissions agnut him. The respondent believes
realization of his love precipitated a'"nervous breakdown"
where he engageé in rages and vandalism in an effort ﬁo‘deal
with his suspected homosexuality. . '

“Althouéh relationships among the many varjiables arei
confounded and there exist several;possible interpretations,
this viénette illustrates the connection between séme—sexn

erotic behavior and same-sex affectlon as part of the

process toward homosexual self-suspicion. Sexual meanings,
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as thls case demonstrates pre bUllt up over tlme.i’
o Also operatlve in thls Vlgnette is what may be called
R :
,a sp;ll-over effect " Events that have a relatlvely
v

- clear sexual meanlng (male-male mutual masturbatlon) arefio
.llnked,by the reSPQndent=t0?event5'wherevthe sexual meanlng~
is'unclear (vandalism) ~ In retrospect “the respondent

A'can lnterpret vandallsm as mascullne protest behaVLor

-and view 1t‘as _evldence“cto cover‘feellngs-of-effem1na¢y
and homosexualityl It is dlfflcult to dlscern whether the
_splll over connectlon was made durlng puberty or is’ merely
a retrospectlve (re)lnterpretatlon.- In any case, these-v

'fevents provided sources fo% subsequent worrylngs about e

lfp0531ble homosexuallty | From relatlvely 1nnocuous behav1or

j(mutual masturbatlon) and 1n1t1al sen51tlzatlon of dlfference,
experlences may become helghtened and acqulre 51gn1f1cance
so “that they prov1de clues for later ponderlngs about |
1homosexuallty S | lii'} 'wzyff;:'_l‘_. ‘**Q
‘It should be noted that the process of answerlng the

‘questlon, "Who do I feel I am’" 1s prlmarlly an

intrapersonal experlence. -Few respondents-come to,the’

vanswerythrough d;scu551ons'withvsignificant others;fnotu

even withstheir sexualfpartners" Most resPondents merely

think'about it‘to themselves Thls brlngs us to the second

part ®f the SSR matrix: - "Who do I announce myself to be’"



B WHO DO I ANNOUNCE ‘MYSELF TO BE? .

Since in. thls stage, homosexuallty 1s percelved as an

—

“unsharable.problem_ (Cressey 1971), respondents do not
j-announce themselves as homosexual

My feellngs were llterally unspeakable. When

' boys talked about sex, I was silent. They o
‘'were always there just under the surface and I
wanted to blurt it out many tlmes, but I knew
1t had to be av01ded like the: plague._;

‘Factors other than&ar of stlgma contrlbute to ‘thlS 51lence.
’Homosexuallty is regarded ‘as an 1ntensely personal attrlbute
("only-one—ln—the—world"'feellng), and others are regarded
“as_unllkely to derstand;‘_Longlaws and Schwartz (1977)’a7
comment : "fhe s xualvidentity that deViates from the SR
."jdomlnant scrlpt suffers from an absence of valldatlon as. P
well as from 1nva11datlon, or negatlve sanctlons 1mposed |
: by ‘those who. ‘assume roles in the domlnant scrlpt "
Addltlonally, the homosexual feellngs may be nebulous
and, consequently, there 1s an 1nab111ty to verbally;'f L
:communlcate the subtle feellngs and perceptlons. 'A.vr , i
respondent comments B | ' a |
;I was scared because I couldn t understand’ what
was _happening. You know what it's like when
~you're a foreigner who doesn' t know.the currency
: ~..and just goes ‘through the motions trying to fake:
s oo it Well ‘that was.me. I felt so cut off. '
Berger and Luckmann (1966. 141) go so far as to say thatj‘
soc1ety does not even proside language to properly express
the unlque feellngs of out51ders.' o
There is- no standard language to descrlbe orbj
express. experiences’ and identities’ which are

“not socially recognlzed., Consequently, it 15»'V

g
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'dlff}zult for 1nd1v1duals to communlcate :
about such phenomena. - But without such
. ‘commuhication, the validation of these
- experiences by others is- 1mp0551b1e,xand
their reality, for ‘lack of: verbal recognltlon,
3becomes shaky. ‘ L

If respondents do not announce themselves to be

homosexual how do they proclalm themselves’» They announcey"

themselves to be heterosexual or,.more commonly, they do:

not exp11c1tly announce themselves ‘to. be elther gay or

d.stralght, but 1mply they are heterosexual by maklng no.

o

"announcements to the contrary. They try to f1t 1n, be

llke everyone else,,and be accepted

"HOW DO OTHERS PERCEIVE ME°

Regardlng the thlrd part of the matrlx, the follow1ng

is relevant. Elghty—two per cent sald they had been o

"percelved as "51ssy" by 51gn1flcant others Onlytone
vrespondent however, felt he was percelved at thls stage -
‘as "homosexual" and thls was by classmates. A pos51ble

'reason why so few respondents were percelved as. "homosexual"

is because adults are reluctant to 1abel pubescent chlldren

"homosexual.r Adolescents are given "the beneflt of the

.doubt " and 1t 1s belleved that whatever 1t 1s about the

' adolescent that makes hlm dlfferent w1ll pass w1th maturatlon -

S

_ and he w1ll become heterosexual

Belng mlspercelved by others makes respondents feel

deceltful and as 1f they have "no real frlends,F 51nce no‘

.one knows what is on thelr mlnds., One respondent says,

'"Wlth frlends,,I.felt_a sham.- Pf they knew what I was



thinkinér‘theY'd hate'me,chThis'exacerbates earlier

experlences of "feellng different"'and of "allenatlon."

)

These data support Longlaws and Schwartz s (1977 11)

f comment. ."There 1s a- nlghtmarlsh quallty about haV1ng an

: 1dent1ty'wh1ch»1s not soc1ally valldated " k“" ?:4:5,.A4 bn‘ =

Uneasy 1dent1ty is slmllarly dlscussed 1n 5”ivliterature_’

' of the ldentlty d1ff1dult1es of blacks.v For example, the‘

absence of a valld 1dent1ty Ls expressed clearly 1n the;

e

. tltles of two books on black 1dent1ty, Elllson s- Inv1s1ble

Man and Baldw1n 'S Nobody Knows My Name. e RA"\‘
The 51gn1f1cant others durlng thls stage who are
‘ 'espec1ally cruc1a1 are parents, partlcularly mothers.;_x

4

Respondents recall mothersperce1v1ngthem as,"51551es"7"d
taklng steps tovremedy the SLtuatlon. Lofland calls peoplev ‘
| . ' take such actlon on the behalf of others normal o A ,
smlths T‘They are people who, through craftsmanllke skllls,
“,help restore and malntaln conventlonal 1dent1t1es for‘
fsuppOsed devxants-’ They deny (sometlmes in the face of
f; clear" ev1dence) that 1nd1v1duals are’ unconventlonal
‘(Lofland 1969 209) (Clergy and mental health profe551onalsh
'and thelr books also act as normal smlths ) They 1mpute
normallty" by telllng the person he is mlstaken, that he
‘will grow out of it. - They delabel hlm from the "slssy |
r_designation; For ‘the respondents in this study, normal
smlths helped respondents lsolate the dev1ant status and

'compartmentallze thEII perceptlons about homosexuallty

'Thls sets the stage for moving. on to part two of ldentlty



F:deveiopment,.identityfﬁarginality3§;t3;f.if'*”{t{e;uhsljpii/'i
- CHAPTER SUMMARY
Stage One marks the trans1t10n from asexuallty to L__h

jsusplclon that one i§ sexually dlfferent, nameiy that one )
N may‘be homosexual.t‘Respondents answer the flrst part of

'the matrlx w1th., (researcher s paraphrase) ‘"I was confused{,»
‘:about feellng dlfferent and I dldn t know lf thls meant 'fm
I was gay or not " The second part of the matrlx is- |

' typlcally answered w1th.] "I dldn t tell people about my

feellngs, but 31lence was, by default, a heterosexual

' mcannouncement. The thlrd part of the matrlx 1s answered(

'fkw1th statements llké thls.u'“Others.saw me as an asex al

Q-

h7LSLSsy who was pre heterosexual. : In short, respondents

’dld not have a valld homosexual 1dent1ty 51nce there 1s?d4
- lncongruence among the three parts of the matr1x."The~'
vnext chapter detalls the steps taken by respondents to

resolve thls ldentlty confllct. . I .]'\‘

_/,
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similarly, Weinberg in-his study of nudists (1968: 240-241),

fOund.respondents‘gave‘thé'topic oﬁﬂnudismalittle:thought; R

'“']griorutoubecoming*h~nudist; Fifty ‘percent said they’ had

'npt'really;giVenfitaany_thought."_'Invthe.wordsnof7MatzayM ;"

 «’(1964),%resp0ndentsv”drift"finto the}behgvior;fjHowgver;’

"<ﬁjwhileidrift'may{be*reSponsible«for,the‘initialfacts,11aﬁér;f

more committed stages are'aChievedxbympainful;§earching5-*3»f;i

- and negotiation Withmboth_thégselﬁfand-1a;ger.wor;d;f*;

2 Kinséy:éﬁfgl.*(1948ﬁ_624)*fepcrt;tﬁa£'36%‘offmalés;havé

. pubertaliﬁ3moseXual'experience-to the;poiht of orgasm, yet
only 'a small fraction of -them have a.homosexualAorientatiqnh'__

LSeeL:alsd,'Kirkéndall‘1961).prhat,‘if”anything,Z'- o

' [distinguishgslthejpubgrtal,homQSexual}experiencegof}preéay R
1f;oﬁlpreheterOSexualgadolescents?--Itﬁis,speculatedfthat}‘“5”'

the pregay ones attach an affecdtional componént to the -

activity, whilexthe_preheferoseXual;ones“eXperienCe‘ithcnlyjf”k, '

at a physical level. The data from .the present study

fshggest‘this'pQSSibility;~but‘ﬁhEYfare not§§ufficientutof-5

te

A ;.3

test. the hypot

deSisfandffutu;é;;esearéhfalbngftnis,line is /o

 This“isanCt?to-imply:thathguilt,bg confliqté;aboﬁt R
sexuality are unique. to hOszeXual;adolescents;jﬁHowgver,:‘

UhomoSeXualsiareflikelyato“feel'guiltfaﬁd‘conflict;aboﬁtﬁ S

~ their sexual orientationAinfadditionﬁtg%yhatever_reactionf

they may have to their sexuality per se (Kimmel 1978:°117).

\ .

'4_Léckfbf’phySicél”pEQWeSS:ahdinon-ihtereéfuin»sports for

‘males may be seen as indicative of atypical gender-role
, 'orieﬁtatiqni‘QWhen@gendér-role:orientation is confused ¢ -
.+ with sexual orientation, as often happens especially in
"popudar wisdom,” -homosexuality is suspected. This

.confusion. opens the Wayjfor;another'social,sourCe of "

. self and other labeling. =

LA T

5.An‘important;cdnéeptﬁal*pbint grows outaof the'quesﬁibh£

"If the three matrix components are incongruent at the end

- of this stage, then what is the respondents' identity? A -

' researcher taking Goffman's (1962)_ theoretical :stance-and -

/@0 others see me?" -

his concern with "spoiled reputatidon" might say the "real"

v]'person is,that*which_CereSPOnds-to-preValent_sOCiaI
‘categories and p

) _ace‘most_yeight'onlthg'answer,to:'1”How'.-

. .
~



B con81derat10n. ~The SSR mode

- end of stage. one, the respondents hold separate ‘identitie
 with separate’ audlences. - This" establlshes the interperso

L

. . T : " L o

By contrast, an.existentlal soc1ologipt (Douglas<and R
Johnson 1977) who locates the. "real" ‘person._in the. ‘actor 8-
,selfjperceptlons .would tend. to place the: emphaszs ‘on ‘the
. -answer" to-the questlon,'"Who do.I feel I am?" The advantage

.of the SSR model is that it %akes ‘both vantage poznts N«

_ maintains: that the answers\to:
. each matrix .question are all equally valid 1nd1cator N
"vadentlty. ‘Individuals do not. ‘have a valid. 1dent1ty,_ ever, -
until the components of the matrix are congruent. At the

 uneasiness' and other conditions for ‘moving to the second’ _
: stage of. 1dent1ty confllct resolutlon,‘Identlty Marglnallty.v
. . ; 0,‘



- CHAPTER SIX

o

B It happens often enough that the 11e begun 1n T
{self-defense sllps into self-deceptlon. L @

--Jean Paul Sartre’ _ .
Being and Nothingness -

INTRODUCTION R
Whlle the flrst stage prlmarlly anolves Sen51tlzatlon
;to "feellng dlfferent" and the thought processes surroundlngu
"gthat,‘the second stage 1nvolves a helghtenlng of the
:_puncomfortable feellngs and’ actlve ways of managlng them.j
i Soc1al meanlngs are bUllt up over tlme SO that respondents
“Vrecognlze the 1mpllcat10ns of thelr feellngs and behav1ors
‘and 1mplement act1v1t1es deSLgned to control both the e
Tbehav1ors and subjectlve meanlngs. In Stage Two, therefore,} _f'
~confu510n and turm01l are reduced iE only because they are'gv
:more successfully pushed down | | ; »
’ ‘ It may sound llke a contradlctlon to say”that in Stage
Two gay feellngs are helghtened ghd at the same tlme say
d‘they.are repressedv Thls, however, is the lroﬁy of secrecy.‘
fdeSCrfbed by Simnel (1950) When materlal 1s pushed down o
.through secrecy, he clalms, "an 1nward splralllng"'takes
: Place-n e | .‘ B _
” wFrom secrecy..;grows.the typlcal error accordlng
~ to which everything. mysterious is something. ,
- important and essential. Before the unknown,’man s
natural impulse to  idealize and hig natural" :

fearfulness«cooperate toward the goal:  to 1ntens1fy
'the’ unknown through lmaglnatlon, and to pay

7,y128‘
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"attentlon to it w1th an empha51s that is not
= usually accorded to patent reallty (1950 333).

Moreover, as Slmmel notes, secrecy is not sxmply an
intrapersonal event. Secrecy extends in 1mportance beyond

the secret 1tse1f and features of the secret world The

\

»_secret has profouqd;effects on the social relatlohs.of
rsecret-keepers ahdpaffects«the‘trajectory which sﬁch‘
reiationships Subsequently:take.T Thus, . secrecy affects
, both the 1nterna1 relatlons of the Deople\lnvolved and
‘relatlons w1th the larger world It is in thlS way that
secrecy 1mpacts on 1dent1ty development I

‘This chapter 1s divided into three parts correspondlng

3

: to the three parts of the matrlx- 1) who do I feel I am?
- 2) Who do I announce}myself to»be? 3) How do‘51gn1f1cant’
others perceive me? In'each part, there is discussion that

explains‘thevinportant role oﬁ'secrecy.in-identity
d.formatioh. L v R _'/ﬂ. |
WHO DO T FEEL T AaM? . ! )
/In spite of the accounts and-ndrmal smithing_of Stage
'One.and .the secrecy maheuvers'of Stage Two; respOhdents
'contlnue to report dlfflculty 1n answerlng, "Who do I feel *
I am’" Thls is explalned partly by repre551on belng a |

" common coplng strategy., ¥
' In'my heart of hearts, [homosexuality] was.
 there, but I wouldn't let it surface anymore

because it was too painful. I pushed it back,
_ way, way back. T .didn't have permission to
. _ _consider it. . Perm1551on from- soc1ety,
' perm1551on from myself

+
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'No, no, not me. I was determined not to g1ve

in to gay feelings. Shit, I was sure if I did

my life would be over before it even got

started

Unable to acknowledge gay feelings ahdflacking‘a'sense
of integr7tion into heterosexual culture)'respondentslfeel
theyrmay-be "biseiual." It is difficdlt for some to recall
detalls of this perlod, a fact p0551bly explained by

repre551on, or perhaps by the usual teenage process of
\ i
trying on'multlple roles and discarding them ntil one is

found that seems to "fit." It may also be explained by

g
the. passage of time or by the extensive use of secrecy and

pa581ng.

o Anythlng I say ‘about thlS is really ball-parkw..

If2I was there today, I'd say .I was possibly
bisexual but...but in those€ days "*bisexual” —_—
wasn't heard’of at least not in Ohio [laughs] .

...I didn't let myself apply labels to myself.

"L told myself so many. stories and they changed
almost weekly’ that I lost track of who I felt

I really was. My bralns were like a dog S .
breakfast. '

My sister, she was blg in the hippy thlng and
. she had all these; underground papers around...-
I always read the classifieds --a lot of kinda
bi sorts of people advertised, '60s stuff and
: I said, "Well, maybe I'm bi too." “That's what
, I said. It sorta jived. And it certainly’
' seemed better than being totally queer.

Deep dgwn, I knew. I knew what I wanted, but
‘with a little. practice I thought.T had it in
me to be both. I thought I could get away

with it. . . R %

For some people, bisexuality may be a fact, but in

retrospect, . these respondents felt that it was .an account’
to ward off homosexual identification. It was especially

popﬁlar among upper—middie class,respondents and it tended
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bto become:an increasingly~elaborate"aCCdunt,the longer
respondents held to, it. For example, some came to regard‘
hthemselves as part ofealatter-day classical Greek revival
‘or belleved they were among the avant garde cognoscentl.
_They buttressed this perceptlon by p01nt1ng to famous,
avowed bisexuals in the medla, and by g1v1ng selected |
attentlon to popularlzed theorles that clalm “éveryone is
’ blsexual ‘ By . empha5121ng that everyone: is like them
"if only they’d admrt it, "'respondents reduced feellngs of
allenatigﬁ and feellng dlfferent carrled over from Stage’

One and neutralized homosexual behav1or.

The account is further strengthened by respondents
aligning’ themselves w1th "tolerant llberals” who v1ew BN
) blsexuallty, not as a perver51on, but as an "eccentr1c1ty
According to respondents, the-worldS‘of the Vlsual and-
performing arts, especiallfvmusic, dance, and theatre, offer
supportive contexts.v (Afrespondent s. ex-wife reflectlng
on his bisexual period sald ."[Hls,blsexuallty] was rlfe
-w1th the hostility of the spoiled nouveau riche, '*Look at
me, I can have_everything.'") R rh ‘ oo

The mix of homosexual.to,heterosexual«behavior appears
unrelated to whether'or_not a person‘adopts a‘bdsexual label
(see,'for eXample,"Blumstein and Schwart2‘1976). At this
stage’some‘respondents were haVingzexclusive'homoseXual
eXperiences, yet they still called themselves "bisexual"

%ecause they believed they were potentially heterosexual:

"I thought I could make 1t w1th girls if and when I waqted to."

S
: . - - T T
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,Accounts to Av01d Homosexual Self- Identlflcatlon

Answerlng "blsexual“ to the: questlon "Who do I feel I
am’" requlred respondents to manufacture accounts which
buttressed this perceptlon. The use»of accounts-to justify,‘

~
explain away, and neutralize behav1or is not’ unlque to gay

!

familymen. W1seman (1970) refers to accounts by alcohollcs-
"I'm just between jObS. Cressey (1971) and, Mallman (1980)
report accounts by embezzlers ("I m only borrow1ng") and
.the obese ("I m merely blg-boned") | .

| ~In Stage Two, respondents adopted many accounts to

strengthen thelr answer to. "Who do I feel I am’\ ThlS

-research has detected primarlly six themes in. such accounts-

‘o

2

mascullnlty, sexual opportunlsm, dlffused respon51b111ty,
free splrlt restrlcted time space, and spec1al case, These
accounts serve to protect the bisexual ldentlty by warding
-of £ homosexual 1dent1f1cat10n. . o
'l% MaSCulinity, Respondents may claim that,either'they
or theirvpartner is "too masculine’to be homosexual.
Masculinity is perceived;in physical attributes {e.g., large.
' genitals, strength)r non—swiShy demeanor, or by playing
the trade role (insertor) in sek. |
A variation on' this account is that respondents
percelve they are "not really gay" 51nce they are attracted
to only heterosexual men ("GayS'weren t good enough for me "
"How could I be gay 1f just straight guys turned me on’")
| The reasoning follows that,51nce the partner is

Y

mascullne or heterosexual thls is not a homosexual act
N .‘”v . . .
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.‘and‘the respondent is, ‘therefore, not homosexual either.
Insulated-from-homosexual identity,'participants
teconceptdalize their}behavior as‘merely sexual release:
"getting myvrocks off," "relieving myself." »

2[ Sexual Opportunism.i,Respondents may c1aim't2ey
are not homosexualAbecause the? are not interested in men
per se, but rather any klnd of sex that is available (“I'd
fuck anythlng that moved") Slnce men are»percelved as more
sexually available than women, sex with men is merely a
function of easier opportunlty rather than indicative of any
'underlying homosexual orlentatlon Humphreys (1975: 119)

reports thlS ratlonallzatlon from tearoom respondents such as:

i=1

"I don't care if° it's a man, woman, or dog that's licking mﬁw*;

cock; all I;want is ashole. . Respondents may further claim
that it is "only natural® for.a man to respond to whatever
sexual opportunltles are avallable and ‘that this suggests
nothlng aboutnsexual orlentatlon.l This ratronallzatlont
mlght be credlble were it not for the fact‘that& on further
prohing, respondents reveal'they have sex’with'not'just any
man, but only with men. they deem "attractlve.

3) lefused Respon51b111ty Respondents may av01d
homosexual self- 1dent1ty by attrlbutlng respon51b111ty for -
1n1t1at1ng their same~sex behavior to someqne else They
may view themselves as ' v1ct1ms" of someone's premeditated
act. ,L;ke Elchmann, they may plead they were caught up in
anoth%r person's de51re and were merely swept along by the

5.

event . Trlangulated data 1nd1cate, however, that people

¢ Ha

1



stating this rationalizatioé are often skilled at seducing o
others into making the first move. g x'}’

Responsibility may be diffused by blaming another person

for one's homosexual behavior, or it may be diffused by

blaming the environmental context. People may excuse their

homosexual behavlor by attributing it to confinement in
‘ same-sex'set%gggs (boar@in§ school, armed services, prison,
isolated camé)” Men who come out through swinging someti?es
excuse their early homosexual behaviorﬂas merely getting
"carried awaY" in an orgy situatio#.

, Both the envi:o;ment and another éereon are blamEd.ih
some accounﬁs.’ For example, hemosexﬁal behavior may be giaf' g
‘_le.eadily'excused 1f it occurs in_ cgntext of -"slw"’-:er ' l“

k4

"drunkehess." Wafren.(l974:'156) refers to this as the
"Gawd ,-I-was-so-drunk- last -night-I-can't- remember-a Ehlng—we-?
dld syndrome. . The 1mp11catlon fostered by such accounts is
that if the homosexually—actlng person- associated’ w1th more-
, conventional people or in more convehtional centeth, Ehe ' "4/9

homosexual behavior would disappear

4) Free Spirit. _Respondents may avoid homosexual

>
Y

identification by eschew1ng "labels They refuse to refer . .
to either themselvesror thelr'behavior as homosexual: "I
~ hate Jlabels," "¥'m not a category." When pressed, it

‘becomes clear that these respondents prefer labels.that.
‘have imprecise allegiances: "I'm human," "I'm just myself,"
or as stated previousfy, "I'm bisexual." While these

statements indicate a "free spirit" attitude, ironically:

L
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rdrlven to do 1t ",

:the refusal to self laber

~not because respondents hate labels p_ se"lndeed they

' thelr behav1or 1s -only: temoy

dlggﬁcult to sustaln | ";

135
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~"respondents report thelr same-— sex beha%}or to ‘be compu151ve

or drlven.: "I dldn t want to do those th;ngs%ybut I was

{, A
e
g

W

Along w1th the free splrlt account, respondents report

'unstable self- concepts ~= One day thlnklng they are

’~homosexual and another day tﬁanklng they are not. It is

unknown 1f this is antecedentigbonsequent, or unrelated to

/‘/~ :
Reluctance tO label same-sex aCthltY as homOSexa.fal lS

-present themselves to 51gn1flcant others under labels such -

©

as'"student " "Chrlstlan," and "Canadlan., Rather they
‘dlsllke a label that calls attentlon to behav1ors they would

'prefer to forget The free splrlt account allows respondents

to av01d respon51b111ty for 1nvolvement 1n homosexual

behav1or and av01d homosexual 1dent1flcatlon. f;‘

5) Restrlcted Time Space Respondents may clalm“that

e
»ﬁ@ that 1t is llmlted to a.

/ JL', "

particular time period Respondenté may say they are only o

#

pas31ng through a phase," that thls is the sow1ng of thelr

}w11d oats,“ where they "experlment" and "try everythang once";

and w1ll soon out-grow 1t. ’ Theyassert~he1r hﬂ%osexuallty'
e

is not an 1ntr1n51c quallty, but rather tgmporary whlle they

/5 ‘i

"wait for the rlght glrl tdrcomﬁ along. Beyond adolescence,

the. cred@blllty of this account’ becomes 1ncrea51ngly

: Another difficulty with this account is that it encourages

Y
B
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' respondents to have a postponed 1dent1ty, and even to llve‘.
a. postponed llfe. Respondents are encouraged to dmscount

preseht llfe c1rcumstances as temporary, "not the real me.
v,

{’f’“Real llfe",ls judged to come when gay feellngs are

';ellmlnated and total heterosexuallty is ach;eved

Respondents subscrlblng to thlS account often come to see\'fr,
. gay feellngs as the root of all thelr troubles and that
::llfe w1ll be bllss when heterosexuallty is achleved ‘Theyix
may belleve that only the "curse" of gay feellngs keeps
:them from reallzlng their potentlal or when thls "blemlsh"~
is overcome, everythlng in their: llves will change for the
better. - Consequently, respondents suspend the present and;f
»llve 1n the future when ‘the. hoped for transformatlon to .

heterosexuallty (and happlness) wﬁdl occur.' Falth in the

o

,‘hnlllennlum sustalns respondents through thelr present
hdlscomfort Sald one respondent-""rfknew when I became'~
»straight, 'd be perfect " | U | |

Thls account has been noted wlth'other stigmatized
‘StatuSes.‘ For example, Mlllman (1980) says that obese people
often tell themselves that when they lose welght they w1ll
be beautiful and Loveable Festlnger et al., (1956) report
that ascetlc cultésts tell themselves that when the end of
nthe world comes they w1ll be . chosen by God to be near Him
1n.Heaven. The account of restrlqted tlme'space zsvﬁ

] - 7 ‘y. ' ‘ ‘3
partlcularly relevant tb homosexuadlty since. homosexuallty

—

1f at a young age and

.'*11-meanmg adults ‘that

\ "h
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.'percelve thls as a unique srtuatlon and not
homosexual because 1t does not conform to“

‘ they thlnk of homosexuallty at all th

137 -

they will'"grOw out'of it,"vthat 1t s a pa551ng stage.

"Respondents walt for a Eotentlal event bldlng tlme in
(‘ythe present 11v1ng in. a yet—to—be-reallzed fantasy world

‘where they belleve they will, at last be happy and'normal.

'Thls restrlcted tlme space account not only wards’offs’

.homosexual 1dent1ty, 1t in effect defers 1dent1ty .

6) Spec1al Case. Respondents may avoxd a homosexual

self identity by 1nterpret1ng thelr same-sex behav1or as

.fcmerely a spec1a1 frlendshlp. "In such cases, the person has
l'only one partner with: whom he has gay sex and belleves that

no one else of hlS sex could exc1te hlm. These relatlonshlps

G

are often close and hlghly romant1c1zed The person may

_eiye of it
lv"promlscuous" behav1or done by "degen 'notvby‘

people like themselves who aﬁe loyal and who love each other
% .
Ironlcally, the opp051tehof thlS account 1s slmllarly

powerful in av01d1ng homosexual 1dent1f1catlon. Respondents

1may say that since- thelr homosexual contacts are\fleetlng,f

promlscuous, genltally-focused and: non emotlonal they "d0r.

‘not mean anythlng" and therefore, the pgrt1c1pants cannot

be homosexual Thls latter example lndlcates the "loglc"'

_of accounts is problematlc.k Whether-the same-sex‘behav1or
.is-warmly emotional or cooly-mechanical /it can be 1nterpreted

“~as non-homosexual. Elther way, a non-dev1ant self—lmage is

‘gﬁéintained.

2
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However, for the part1c1pants, the *ioglc" is S

g unlmportant What ls 1mportant 1s the purpose the accounts’hf\

'=.serve: to avoxd homosexual ldentlflcatlon.. These accounts

'fwbecomes stralned or transparent, another can be adopted

S questlon;;"who do I feel I'amZ“‘}j"F.7b

o

'y‘he;p people deny homosexuallty whlle pract1c1ng 1t : They
:can continue to feel they are. non-homosexual 81nce the;;
E1accounts deny homosexuallty as an orlentatlon (number 5), 1f(
.aanot deny lt altogether (numbers 1 3,.4}‘and 6).

The accounts may be used srngly or, 51multaﬁeously or

they may be used serlally over tlme. ;As one account

to take ltS place.' Homosexual self-ldentlflcatlon,
therefore; can be. avorded 1ndef1n1tely (one respod&ent
'-recalls u51ng such *unt‘s for over forty years)

'Respondents Stlll need not answer."homosexual" to the

IDENTIT‘ AND THE DECISION TO M.ARRY

B When it ls known that a gay man 1s marrled some of thei‘“
:equestlons asked are-ﬁ;"Dld he reallze the serlousness of -h‘udd
J:7what.he:was dolng?“ ."How could he be so. deceltful?“'."Who
‘was hehtrying‘to-kid’"'(Young 1975- 195) In short how

iydld he thlnk of hlmself to motlvate such behavror° 'Thls

"
: sectlon addresses thlS questjpn w1th1n the framework\of the

Strauss—Stone«Ralnwater matrix's. flrst 1nqu1ry- WWho do I~ 9-@/’
feel I am’"

In the depth 1nterv1ews, it is dlfflcult to separate o

- out spec1f1c motlves for marrlage and' the perceptlons ﬁ”'f:-f‘/-”
RS ‘ o S _



"fﬁ? assessment of the “gay world 2) Romant1c12atlon of marr1 ge

{g made them reluctant to 1dent1fy and afflllate w1th it

~,surrounding them. Retrospective perceptlons are

re;nterpreted 1n llght of curremt llfe adjustments and‘v-

respondents"memorles of courtship years are llkely«
l'glnfluenced by events suBsequent to those years.‘ As_ o

Kresler (1977- 59) says, accounts are dlfficult to

©-

assess in’ terms of cause and effect~
‘jFlrst “action’ -- even de0151ons.-~ can be
precipitated by fortuitous ‘environmental or "
‘social“ conditions of which- the.individual is
- barely aware, or they may evolvé from earlier
. ‘commitments to a pattern of behavior. Second
hfattltudgs, valuesh and even. perceived ' :
~ incentives or constraints, which seeming y S
- led to an action, mlght actually have fo L lowed
from-them. Actlon must be viewed as a .
v;potentlal cause of . attrlbutes, perceptlons,
-.and other actions, as-well as: an effect
‘-lempha51s in orlglnal).q‘ “ ; : .

'1 Because of thls caveat only two gross categorles‘r*\‘
: of motlves are suggested to account for gay men s marrl ges,'
riboth of them 1dent1f1ed by réspondents- 1) Negatlve

P 'f‘
Vfand 1ts percelved beneflts

Lo

'!Negatlve Assessment of the Gay wOrld

Respondents negatlvely assessed the gay world whlch

;‘»Some mlght explaln thlS assessment by saylng respondents'é
.{ 1nterna112ed" soc1ety s antl-gay attltudes, although
psycholo@;cal processes such.as 1nternallzatlon are ‘not
:readlly observable. There are more par51mon10us)explanatlons

" to. account for respondents negatlve perceptlons. For v ;"'
:'example, respondents knew of soc1ety s antl-gay attltudesc -

W
[



‘ylh‘ and - dld not want “to. be rldlculed so they defen51vely adopted
m',Slmllarly negatlve attltudes.- Also, respondents belng
'5,'_, marglnal to the gaynmrld laCked lnformatlon about the gay f

‘world~7 - S
o i = : . : o
_. T -would have come ‘out before marriage, but o

I dldn't ‘know where to come out to. I- didn't

v“h’know ‘gay community."” I knew the bus depot o
“with t01leE—§E§T__¥ome out and risk everythlng

- for that? Not on ‘your life. .. =
vUnlnformed about actual gay llfe, responde:ts.accept the:'d_° |
‘k ;v; negatlve popular w13dom; _ ‘ »i. ,;' | A | Y
In addltlon, respondents had‘llves structured so
that they selectlvely percelved only ‘the - negatlve aspects
| of gay llfe.~ Furtlve forays 1nto the gay world for quCk

genltally-focused sex and then back to thelr heterosexual L

frlends, did not allow réspondents to make gay fflends or.
‘to vrew the gay world as a. warm, hospltable place. Even
'f“bh respondents who gllmpsed p051t1ve aspects of the gay
: / E world dld not questlon therr generally negatlve perceqtlons,
tdbut merely regarded these aspects as'"exceptlons" and
"icontlnued to’ subscrlbe to generally negatlve perceptlonsr’
Another aspect of respondents negative assessment&,
Tabout the gay world ‘was that they tended to v1ewi
v:homosexualltyxas&nutually exc1u51ve from: other 1mportaht
4t11fe goals.«Many openly gay people ‘lntegrate thelr
,fhomosexuallty lnto thelr llves along w1th occupatlonal
'soc1al and other goals. Homosexuallty is taken 1n strlde

'and does not drastlcally exclude or alter other prlorltles.

q”By contrast, respondents deflned the dec151on‘around

i L
/

I



‘dhomosexuality5as"a‘dichotony.- A person could elther be '

}‘openly\gay and organize a llfe around "1oveless promlsculty

t
and soc1al ;utcast status or try to be heterosexual and
organlze a conventlonal ‘respectable llfe wlth soc;al and
occupatlonal suceess. They could not see themselves
1multaneously as - worthwhile people and as homosexuals.‘gd”
JWhen the 51tuatlon lS conceptuallzed in such either/or
nterms, it 1ncreases the llkellhood that one w1ll not
.,1dent1fy oneself as gay or joxn the gay communlty.

’ Not only were respondents reluctant to afflllate wzth

the gay world they were actlvely ngzzie.:?

'Respondents recall characterlzlng the gay world w1th such
. . St
'lnegatlve evaluatlons as shallow, lrresponSLble,-_"bltchy,

"'f"fucked—up," superf1c1al " "tran51tory," "snobblsh L

_“unstab!e," "a waste of tlme,l "sw1shy,, "cheap and flashy "
:;"cllqulsh " ”full of blackmall and v1olence. Other :

'5respondents wgre more graphlc in thelr negat1ve~descr1ptlons.

/

“I dldn t want to grow up to be an alcohollc auntle in e
~§makeup Slttlng alone in a seedy bar.,f Another sald" ”There :

were only back-bltlng queens and me. . These negatlve
»_assessments fac111tated av01dance of gay 1dent1ty.2l-:
| Negatlve gay sexual exper;ences. Be51des negatively *
assess1ng the gay - world 1n general some respondents reserved

/

thelr negatlve assessments for gay sexual exper1ences;f?§”

5pec1f1cally.' Gullt and confu81on about. gay sex dlmlnlshed
1ts pleasure and made respondents doubt their homosexuallty

’Also, respondents.percelved they were homosexually unskllled,

e



a percebtidn”thét contributed to tﬁgir,awkwﬁrdnés§c  

. _ L o . ‘
‘The. sex was okay, but hardly‘worth“he'has%lev
I went through before and after. The guys,/I
- wanted didn't want me....I was  exhausted from.
. wandering the.streets#and_haunting the baths.
.. All the games and guilt took away the fun. s
Lo+ [Ql 1 figured if T'm this inept at it, then - -
: maybeAI'mrnot,really.gay afterall. . A
By contract, other fespondents'experienced‘more,gay~v

sé;'thah'théy;éould cope with, but;the':esuits were. the

"'Sémeﬁ unpleasant expérieﬁqés;'guilt,:and'rejection of the
_ gay_world;A'&" | ) ' | '
B I'd had it with gay'hédonism'up to mnyorehead.
Just mechanical, anonymous sex with too many ._
faceless tricks. I read The City,and.The Pilla;..P»/,
,and,feven-thoth I thought.it;was too flattering - e
- .. of gay life, it-;éng»bells, - Here I was from a -

. ‘respectable famijly -- my father would've died --.

- hanging around with irresponsible queens who'd .-

. make nothing of their .lives....I didn't want to .
‘be léd'arOund by my cock.. Enough was too much. - <
All,they@gave'me_was'“Whém;:bam, thank you ma'm,"
and I needed to be held and. touched and loved by

. aman. T o T

’_3Ahother respondent“halfrhumOroﬁély'descriﬁed his .
,pfeﬁéfiﬁal gay sex as’"nasty,’bruﬁal,_and short." Gay sex

bwészerceived'as'too'promiséuous%and'genitally;fbéused,to
R . S R . a .
. offer lasting fulfillment: ‘ .
' : S Sy : o
- It was a sewer of disappointments. No exaggeration.
It could only satisfy my dick, @nd not even that

very often. It was so demoralizing to have a ;o
~ trick at night and the néxt morning eat breakfast
alone. . R e P

Some respondents were dissuaded from embracing gay
_ j y TR 3 o . :
i ‘-titYJand-led,to_marry by quosexualxexperiencesSthat

.were traumatic, even violent. One man, for example, was

caught flagrante delicté_ﬁith an army‘friend'and dishonprably

1

J( ’
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discharged.after a "humiliating inVestigationl" Another

'.' was hospitallzed when attacked by gay bashers whlle‘

.; crulslng a c1ty park Another respondent experlenced
gay v1olence v1car10usly when his two closest frlends

' dled v1olently. One was murdered by a hltchhlker he
SOllClted for sex, and the other commltted su1c1de in a
. drunken stupor.; These events persuaded the respondent
that gay llfe "was not very gay and "a horror to be
‘av01ded at all costs." \

Besides negatlvely asse581ng ‘the gay world in general

. .and gay sexual experlences in partlcular, reSpondents even

"‘assessed thelr premar1ta1 gay love relatlonshlps as o :, v
unsatlsfactory, as. the next sectlon makes clear.

Negatlve gay relatlonshlps. Several respondents
. /

'h‘descrlbe premarltal gay love relatlonshlps that became'

unpleasant and whlch led respondents to see the gay world

as. unfulfilllng, to doubt thelr homosexuallty, and eventually,
to marry. For example, one. respondent recalled hls first
lover and he had "a heavy role-play relatlonshlp w1th

"lots of flghts ‘"Tb spﬁte me, he ran off w1th half my
Abelonglngs and marrled my ex-glrlfrlend The respondent .
nwas so."devastated" that he moved away and also marrled.
'Another respondent sald | |
ﬁEveryone was so so. closeted then. My lover

and I weren't out. to anyone except each .

other. You couldn't trust anyone else. It .
- was~the two of us agalnst the world. -

Relating out of fear isn't’ healthy’ and thev

~closetry and self- hate soon rulneddour )
: relatlonshlp. _ » 2
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|
Another respondent told about a lover who was killed
'in World War II;“He interpreted‘this as a sign that\gay
. life‘was”“lnherently tragicf¢and that he should.leave it bY]
marrying. o | i
Part of‘respondents' negatlve evaluation of gay
relation:;ips stemmed from the'fact%hat'before marriage,

few resp ndents personally experienced a: rec1procal gay love

relatlonshlp. Elther someone loved them that they dlsllked
or more commonly, they fell in love with someone who
h rejected them - For example, one respondent c1tes an

unpleasant "love“ relatlonshlp he had with a heterosexual
man-

he guy had a body I'd die for, so I let

‘him use me for two years as almost his
servante, He sensed I needed his approval
and exploited me left and right. I hated
myself so much for being gay, I was an
_easy victim. " And the 1nfur1at1ng thing is

- that not once did he give me even so much

. as a- meanlngful leS. Mindfucker. I still
b011 o

Before marrlage, thlS was the closesttﬂuarespondent came to

a love relationshlp " He thought, "If thls is what it's

° /‘
I

like being gay,. then who needs it." S
Falling Jn love with heterosexual men was a commonly
reported premarital experlence of respondents. This partly
explains why respondents seldom report rec1procal gay love
relatlonshlps. However, respondents usually fraternlzed
w1th heterosexual men, so it is not surprising they missed |
opportunltles to become romantlcally 1nvolved with gays.

By structurlng thelr gay llves in such a way as to remain
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undetected by llmltlng gay lnvolvement and by pretending

]

the non—v1ab111ty of gay llfe._
There is an irony here: to the extent that th closeted
homosexual is successful in pa551ng and making himself
1nv1s1ble, so he cuts himself off from and is removed from
| contactﬁwith'other homosexuals who could give sexual
gratification and emotid‘al support.' The closeted homosenual,
therefore, is in a double bind: the more successful he is-
at sav1ng face," the less successful he is at flndlng gay
love (Plummer 1975: 181) 'The absence of exper1enc1ng a
rec1procal gay love 1nvolvement appears. to be a necessary

condltlon in order: for a gay man to marry.

Pauc1ty of gay role models. Lack of gay role models

made 1t dlfflcult for respondents to view the gay world in

a positive llght, to see it as offering a viable l;festyle

-~

- for them, ‘and to see themselves as gay

I 51mply couldn t conceive of life as an
unmarried gay man. I just couldn't. I
didn't know anyone who'd done it. There
must have been some, but I didn't run
. ‘across them....Every gay man who wasn't
‘married to a glrl, at least dated them.
You got to remember it was a very different
scene than today. Who had heard of . loving
gay ‘couples? "Gay love" was a contradlctlon
in terms. ) - :

~ Besides lacklng unmarrled gay role models, respondents
report many role models of gay marrled men. They prov1ded
examples of how matrlmony and gay sex could be combined.
Respondents, therefore, d1d not see homosexuallty as an

1mped1ment to marriage: o e

» &



Another respondent who had been a prostitute for a
short while'reported

men, and he saw no- rea

H %

Let lne tell you ahggt a very important thing
that happened to . I was just thlnklng
about thl#‘last night when I was going over

what I'd tell you today. My brother-in-law
" is the dlrty dog in all this. One weekend,

the hous@'pas crowded -- this is before I .
was marri¥d --qnd I wound up having to share
a bed with him, First thing I knew he was
all over me. I mean nothing subtle at all.
From that I got the impression that all men,
whatever their desires, got hitched then made
do with whatever they could get on the side.

‘I said to myself, "Oh, so this is the way it's

done." . I thought my homosexuality wouldn't
make any dlfference at all....But wait, here's "
the kieker. [Brother-in-law] is on hls fourth
marriage now and still up to the same

- shenanigans and shows no sign of coming out

of the closet and I'm left hold;ng the bag.

-

wed and have gay sex "by the sly™ when the need arose.

'many of‘his clients were married

why he - could not do the same --

146

Several respondentﬁ were active in the v1sual and performlng

‘arts where they met men part1c1pat1ng occa51onally in sex
- with males.

similar lifestyle.

prov1de "the best of both worlds."

- - The above material makes clear the connections among

respondents"negative assessments’of the gay‘world its

They saw nothlng to stop them from having a

_.They thought thls arrangemenbamlght ’

: 1mpact on thelr sexual ldentlty, and, thelr decision to- marry.

Thls, however, is only part of . the plcture.

e

/o
“In understandlng‘

'v-ldentlty and the-decision to marry, it'is necessary to also

' assess respondents' positlve pérceptlons of the heterosexual

world
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ositive Perceptions of the Heterosexual World
i3

w istern society romantlcizes courtship and marrlage

(Hobart 1958), and gay. people ar not_immune-to such
x{influence. The reasons gay men ::;;\forvmarrying differ
iittle from what‘heterosexuals report.“ALove'for an
_ individual woman is ipportant. ‘Fgequently mentioned, as
well, are femily pressures,\tne_"ineVitabilityf of marriage,
occupatlonal and economic pressures, pre—marrtal pregnancy,
(‘a desire to emulate respected grienas and to have ehildren.
Finally there is fear of}ioneliness and need for |
companionship. |
Egzg. Oof all the‘reasons people-give for marriage,

L J
"love" is the most respectable. "The word, however, can be

1nterpreted varlously Respondents ‘tended to interpret

tﬁﬂﬁtﬁd thﬁnr mdrﬁ?%@;s as ! interest
X », e gt"’...,‘. "h‘ '>‘_ R =

=9

Thls 1% hard It“ 3 f&"ﬁ% “me to admlt,
st T don)t think I 1oved her the, way you
#ean, oF the way she Urfderstood it. She
”ns,my bes&-frlend my only friend at the
; e,‘and ‘Tidon't thlnk I lled when I told

r I: loved her.q
‘;,

"cerns as 1mportant components of love. One -
: hoWever, was equlvocal since the present colored
/_ AN . IR .
B ,' &.}) ) f

o E \ L
5 . LI ’ . : s 4
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. ~ .ot
‘his perception of past ‘love:

(Q] Not really. At the time it was romantic
.with hearts and flowers, etcetera, etcetera. ‘-
" The whole heavy trip. Look at me, you know
me, I'm a pushover for that sort of thing....
When I compare it to the loves I've had with
men, I have to say no. Sex was surprisingly
good with [Sue] and we had friends in ‘common,
but we were never on the same wave length.

I never trusted her....[Tom--lovér] taught me
what love means, not [Sue]....I told her I
loved her more than I loved anyone, which was
true at the time, but remember, I didn't have
much experience. My capacity ,for love has
expanded tremendously since tHen. .

With these qualifications in mind, "lové" remains a

significant reason for respondenis' marriages.

Pressure from family'and s iy

dficant others. ' Family <

3 . \ “y §

pressure to marry was es'peci&iptense for those reéponden't_s
from ethrdiae or highly religiousgsackgrounds} One respondent

°'§3id:' "Not to &nrry was an insult to God and our heritage.

You'd be ostrac¢ized from the whole family; you might as

well be dead.” One man reports a -relative left,é will that

made it essential for him to wed in 'order to collect his o
inheritance. Another respondent remembers:

When I was in college, my mother would send

me clippings from the hometown newspaper &f

, highschool chums' marriages. Subtle, huh?

o You don't know my mother. I got the third
degree on who my girlfriend was &nd badgered
about all the details. - My sister got in on

¢ 1t too and they were forever trying to set
me up with someone. It was done joking, but
I knew they were really very serious....I
wanted to make them proud of me.

We really got married to satisfy;ourzpq;ents,3
but we ,thought we had enough interests in
common to pull it off. But the fact of the
matter is that we were kids and never conceived
of failure and divorce. When you're 19 those
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f/‘ : S b/ o 14,_9
) : PR R R
thlngs just don't occur to you. At that age'
everything's p0351ble and you re g01ng to llck
the world, r1ght° SR . :
‘ ‘ .
Pressure from 51gn1f1cant others 1ncluded church /.

‘off1c1als, mental health profe551onals and frlends.~ As a :j

_ result of parents hearlng chlldren call  a son names,.a

—

'.respondent remembers he was taken to a mlnlster to be "saved

- The clergyman told hlm hls_"51nful urges would - dlsappear 1f

I establlshed a deeper falth in God.

Another respondent says.
My counselor turned out to be a semlnahy drbpout
. . who later earned a psychology degree so I had a =
double-whammy. The shrink told me what I was' ~  °
dying to hear -—_'A person as nice as/ ‘'you couldn t
be homosexual J

@

. The psychologlst told t§e respondent to masturbate to plctures

. of women and to find a woman w1th whom'he could practlce

001tus. He did th1s and even had pre-marltal/couqsellng
s

o with the woman. The psychologlst pronounced the respondent

/

cured " and although he dld not marry the woman with whom he

'had counsellng, he marrled another woman a year later.?i

A 51mllar case is related by Hatterer (l970- 137), al

: psychlatrlst who tells a homosexual patlent "I ve known,

a lot of patlents who ve: been successful d01ng srmllar

/. _ ?
ktnds.of things [courtlng women]. You should.getua

v

» subscrlptlon to Playboy.™ On the other hand Freund (1974 L

<

,32), also a psychlatrlst callssuch adv1ce "unprofe551onal"

o

and comments-'

'Men who have contracted marrlage out of
therapeutlc prodding seemed’ to be very happy
for about - a year ‘but, ln the course of tlme,v

!
L) . - /

&
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the heterosexual adjustment usually

~ deteriorated and they were left with a o

. virtually non-functional marriage and; ST
greater prob%ems than those Wthh they had

,'had prlor to therapy. o ) :

Marrlage appealed to those respondents who romant1c1zed

"the unlons of heterosexual frlends. Slnce respondents had
vsuffered feellng "dlfferent, thoughts of belng llke the
majorlty were compelllng. One. respondent sdld at twenty- : B
one he reallzed he had. never been 1nblove and he panlcked."‘

| pEveryone he knew and admlred had. been in 1ove several tlmes
and -he thought there was somethlng wrong with hlm, that he
;was "some klnd of un10veab e half-man: The respondent s -

7closest frlends‘were a married couple who symbolized to hlm

_"the way llfe is supPosed'u:be llvedz; o
. ).'

‘-I was pretty roma'tlc anyway, the type who's "~ 4
in love with love. That's probably hard for 3 Y\«

- "' you to Pelieve listening to me now, but I, was.
' SN - [This comment refers to the respondent s earller
(' ‘description of his involvement in gay group sex ]
R Weddlng bells were breaklng up that old gang of>-
mine and I wasn!t going to be left out of the |
group. -And I was jealous of [Bill] and [Janis']

marriage which made me determined to have one

too. I wanted/to be part of a couple, a long—
term couple, /blologlcal and emotlonal couple.,

The respondent set hlmgelf a goal By the end of the year,

‘he asplred to be marrled like hlS frlends andhe was. "t

Romant1c1sm\1n sex play was also an 1mportant»-w | |

consideration; Typiéaiiy,'respondénts'fheterosekual h-'_ A ‘ﬁ

behav1or 1nvolved affectlon, k1551ng and heavy’ pettlng |

ﬁ‘ © By coﬂtrast homosexual behav1or at thlS t1me was sporadlc,
ffurtlve,’non—affectlonate and genltally focused,, Both

‘.'1h¢these condltlons made it dlfflcult for. respondents to read

3
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gay. themes into hOmosexual'attractions.“’Limited hqéosexual,

experlence conflrmed perceptlons about the non-v1ab111ty

.

" of gay llfe and romantlc heterosexual experlence clouded

"

uplan whlch offers no tolerance for varlety Weinbergh(l973:

" in consc1ousness questlons addressrng sexual orlentatlon. :

el No questlonlng the 1nev1tab111tyiof marni;ge. lSoﬁ!a.

awareness of homosexual lnterest. Untll further, more s

_deflnltlve ev1dence was forthcomlng, respondents bracketed -

d

respondents report marrylng because they never questloned'

: the 1nev1tab111ty of. marrlage. o et

[Why dld you marry°] Oh Jesus, thé@'s a big & \'
-one. Let's. Just say in my family, no one ever -
_:thought not to. Marriage was assumed like :

breathlng.r\You breathe,. you.marry. Perlod

I'm so Jealous of gays today You have optlons.
In my day, I didn't even know there ‘was ‘an
optlon.; You don't know how lucky you a%e.

I marrled in McCarthy s '50s when the closet
was taken for granted. Thereﬂwasnft anything '
‘else to do. : . , o

LIt was wholesome and somethlng sxmpllstlc*
about it. I ‘though: marriage was what I
was put on earth for.; I followed the rules.

: f
: Some famllles 1nstxll in thelr chlldren a:unlllnear life
16) outllnes thls developmental sequence as chlldhood goxng g
to sdhool, graduatlng, gettlng marrled becomung a parent

I

maklng ‘a sum f money, dylng, leavlng the money to your

”,chlldren, an flnally belng forgotten. Imaglnlng a sequence]‘

dlfferent from the ‘one 1nstllled by soc1allzatlon was not

'prSSLble for many respondents- Questlonlng ‘the 1nev1tab111tys'f

'5'of marrlage is, theoretlcall the flrst step to avoiding

. - {
o . T

;vmarrlage, a step whlch respondents d1d not experlence.

i



1'5; -~ together, but people used to say .[Barbara] .

By themselves, such soc1al reasons for marrlage appear

e '
P . Lo et R

y Soclal flnanc1al and occupktlonal motlves. Respondents

_report belng otlvated to marry by the beneflts they belleve

."matrlmony bestows - publzc recognltlon, approva% and

\

,f respect. Whlle these qualltles are obtalnable out81de
_ A

marrlage, marrlage perhaps prov1_‘s them more assuredly

fand ea51er in our soc1ety than otherxmethods.v Commgnt;ng

-on soc1al reasons for. marrhage -a respondent saysz

All the t1me I dated [Barbara], I had a R
~boyfriend. I used to take: her home after a .
date, then go to, his houde for sex. -He was .
nmdrz fun for. sex, but she was' more fun: soc1al—ﬁ“
wise. " He wasn't dull, but we couldn't. go -
anywhere together and dance ‘and hold hands. .
and neck. . We had to sneak around and be

- secret. And I liked the feellng of .being out ﬁVgﬂ@f;

~-and about,* belng seen having. 'fun....No one.
ever said that my boyfrlend and I were cute ¢

- and I looked like we' stepped off the top of -d‘
" a weddlng cake. T : SO

P './'

e

”tr1v1al but along w1th other condltlons, they are, accordlng

to respondents, compelllng.-”‘

v

Flnanc1al seeurlty, status, and job prestlge are other

e,

,reasons glven for enterlng matrlmony-’ ’5.”»y T ;Q.gw;~

/ K .

_:ﬁfIf you'revg01ng to make 1t 1n bu51ness,
':gbelng gay isn't. practlcal And I was
'_gO}ng to make it.

Respondents also mentloned the help w1ves COuld be in gettlng ;

‘them through school and in- achlev1ng profe581onal degrees,

The men belleved -a w1fe was 1mportant for occupatlonal

’advancement,

.'7

- Meetlng a woman wealthler than they s0met1mes prov1ded

the respondents a’ darect flnanclal lncentlve to marry.
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T Although/ho one said money was. a Epf EX motive for .

'};matrimo 68% say they wed women wealthier than themselves.

d be interesting to know lf this v1olat10n of the

mating gradient" (Leslie 19674 ‘is disproportionately mo&e
L J

f common among married homosexuals ‘than marrled heterosexuals.s"

Premarital pregnancy. Fifty-two per cent of the |
g'respondents had fiancees who were pregnang\at the time of
;:pmarriage.- It may seen rncongruous that gay men would have;v
.such a hiqh rate of premarital impregnation. A‘possible-
'reason for thls was discussed earlier- “In order to lessen :

h'_fears of gayness and to prove” their heterqukuality, the
| respondents were strongly motivated to perform co;tus.i Such
» heterosexual over-compensation increased their chancesﬂof

early fatherhood

There were a lot of reasons I married but I
guess her pregnancy was the clincher.: ‘At the .
time it Qpppened I already felt guilty dating
her for o years, taking up so much of her:
~ .. time whén my soul wasn't in it. I didn't- knew .
.. how to break it off without a scene, but I knew
© 1 shouldn't lead her o .either. She was: getting
© antsy wanting to know ofte way or.the other.‘ S
~ . 'Since 1 was ‘the- guy -who- deflowered her, that was s
‘the big deal too.  While I was worrying whether @ -
~to marry or drop her, it was decided for me =~
she became pregnant - We married three weeks '
Ilater._\

' Des1re For children Central to marrying motives 1s.

.the desire for children. Respondents report wanting a

%"

_»sense of continuity that only progeny can offer (v1carious

_;1mmortality) It is important for some tb know their life

;_'w1ll not end with them, that their children will continue

: their genes or even their personality.b Fear of death is
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'fireduced by bellev1ng chlldren carry on their parent 8
. “u“
. .h e "“c'»" ‘ :
Ch;ldren aiso fulf111 deslres drzgeneratlvity - an

n"

»-rnterest in establishlng, nurturin and‘guxdmng the next V;‘*"

W P
generatlon._ Chlld care and teachlng;asplrat ns are more'

»readlly‘satlsfled with the captlve audlence of one's own"
offsprlng. O oo 5,
ce -

Lonellness and qompanlonéh 4 Other than “love," thee’
R ; <.

vaﬁd ddelre f;;}ébmpfnlonshlp. Respondents belleved only a
'_;;leg\I“’pouse co 1d ffer securlty in this regard.' From
":what they knew of the gay world at the time, respondents.
belléved homosexuallty could not glve them thelr deS1red.

f,freedom from 1on611ness.
- I was boardlng on [Elm] Street then w1th a
‘really nice Jewish couple and their little
~ girl....I remember I'd go walking at nlght
by myself and I could look into people's:
living/ rooms and see families grouped around
. the:'TV. My heart ached to have their sense
‘ of - companlonshlp. ‘I wanted a n1ce home, and
1'k1ds, and someone waiting for me at the door.
‘Remember The Donna Reed Show? That's the way .
.1 wanted it. I wanted someone  to walk with 4 :
through life who cared for me and wouldn't <
" leave me....A man who'd do that was an :
urithinkable fantasy. Marriage promlsed me*“
my: dream, so I Jumped at it

' She was away from“her famlly and I was away
fr m mine and we sorta clung to each other, -
‘ E w I could not find love in my
"~ _heart Tor-hér-and I told her so. I admired
¢ . and reepected her ‘and 'missed her when we were'
apart and I felt porry for ‘her and finally ST
' afterlon-agaln, o_ ip—talk we agreed to '
B marry ' .

.~ I don" t remembér how 1t happened exactly, but
‘I know .she hugged me and held my hand This-

154
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T L :
.is hard to say and it sounds 8111y, I know,
but if you were 'in my shoes at that time, ybu'd
understand that I was the lonesomest person
'allaﬁ ~=_half alive. . I thought she was dolng _
great favor, marrying me because I Had such
a bad opinion of myself....I had the misgulded
~ .idea that marriage would solve my problems. -~
. She meant a lot. Human warmth was absolutely -~
foreign to me. I had no one really who paid AN
that kind of attention to me.. I was starved = *°
- for it and [Elaine], she was lonesome too, e
. opened me up. I had nowhere to. turn and she -
~ sensed I needed to be rescued¢and she just .
' gave and gave and gave. Her hug put néw life ¢
in' me and I thought here is- the kxnd of sensrtive .
person.who would understand. :

"The fore901ng discu381on makes clear that respondLnts
denlgrated the gay world and romant1c1zed the heterosexual
world.‘ These powerful perceptlons led respondents to see

themsélveg as non-gay, and led them into heterosexual

marr age. It 1s clear, however, that respondents d1d not

‘ aente marriage fllppantly, but gave 1t con51derable thought

often after paxnful, searchlng experiences. leen soc1ety i_
g .

- antl-gay prejudlce and pro—marriage lndoctrlnatlon dlscussed E

3
above, 1t is surprlslng that more homosexuals do not marry

&

1 In the fore901ng reasons relatlng why respondents
ma-rrled{.6 four soc1al-psychologlcal mechanlsms operate to

reconstruct an 1dent1ty around the appropriateness to

marry These 1dent1ty-alter1ng mechanlsgs are-

o

l)' Selectrve perceptlon of the relatlve merlts of one

‘ world to the other. Rgspondents focused on unpleasant gay

A

:'heterosexual ones., Pleasant
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Z)s_Différential‘associationfresultinq;in‘physical

‘and psyChoiogical'isolation from c0nf1icting'world'views.

f
|

Respondents' signlflcant others were heterosexuals who
reznforced p031t1ve fealings about heterosexual llfe.
Respondents were only margxnally 1nvolved in. homosexual
11fe (genltally focused) so there was llttfe gay 1nput
to - challenge perceptlons._'

, 3) Verballzed accounts to neutrallze behav1or and
‘ dlsapproval of it. six ways have been descrlbed whereby
.respondents dlscounted thelr gay behav1or and avolded
stlgmatlc gay 1dent1ty. | - |
4) Structurlng part1c1patlon and 1nteract10n in each
of'the'wor;ds so as to conflrm existing biases (see also,
Veevers 1980) Respondents' gay involvement was llmlted
-'to'furtive; superf1c1a1" non-emotlonal, “desperate " j"
1solated anonymous qulckles.»- By contrast,_relatronshlps
h.ln the heterosexual world were characterlzed by warmth "
““humor," sharlng." t o .
These mechanlsms help respondents structure and malntaln

a self-ldentlty as-non-gay. They hebp push down gay materlal,

freezem it, or bracket it in consc1ousness. These mechanlsms,

however,'are nottotalLysuccessful in ellmlnating all gay
feellngs. Perlodlcally, gay feelings poked through and
tended tokbe qu1ck1y dlscharged by respondents in furtlve,
\\genltally-focused homosexual acts. These perlodlc ‘
1ntru51ons of gay feellngs 1nto an‘otherw1se heterosexual

consc1ousness lead respondents to answer "Who do I feel I am?"”
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with "I'm possibly bisexual." q

WHO DO I ANNOUNCE MYSELF TO BE? ,_,’

Unlike Stage One, respondents in Stage ?ﬁo no longer
keep silent and hope people will assume they are heterosexual
by default In thxs stage, respondents announce. themselves.
‘to be "heterosexual " In discussing this announcement it
is necessary to keep in mind the cr1t1ca1 role of secrecy
and pa551ng dlscussed throughout the flrst part of this
chapter. | | ﬂ

!

"Passing” involves keeping a secreﬂ‘so'that -an
\ : .
1nd1v1dual is accepted as "just like everybody else when

1n fact, if some aspect of the person's character were
known, it would serve to set the rpdlvldual apart from
others (Goffman 1962: 2) For respondents in thlS study,
ApaSSLng entalls the presentatlon of a stralght front and

secretlng homosexual desires and behav1ors. Passing

!.i"

1nvolves consc1ous management of whom you announce yourself

to be. ?é@ma% 3 'V . '_ - ‘ . o /
Lyman and Scott (1970-‘78) state that: passers develop /

/

a heightened awareness of ordlnary events and every-day
'encounters. Quick evaluation and a851m11atlon of marglnal
clues.gﬁwrequired. Passers take note of not only the1r own

&
dress’,Lgdemeanor and camouflage, but . that of ‘others. In
8.
pr%§e ting a conv1nc1ng front, they must be allve" to the

sﬂbtletles and nuances of communlcatlon, relatlonshlps,
and speech . Conversations that are relatlvely matter-of-‘
Dw‘& %“

™.
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fact for conventional‘people become for the discreditable,
"elahorate'eXercises of.impression mahagement. ﬁumphreys

(1972: 63-77) calls passing behaviors "skills of the
bppressed“ and uses this as‘one reason to explain the over
4representation ofvminority people in the acting profession.

Pa551ng strategles take con51derable effort initially
to manage, but over tlme people may learn to\routlnlze
them. For example, one respondent said his”’"passing"
Aeventually became "like second naturet" However, each new
”situation requires adaptation of passing skills to fit
the unfamiliar context and thempasqer cannot afford to
relax completely since manipulation of variablesfis still
necessarf.v Even thgﬂmost skilledvpasser becomes complacent
'at,risk.

As said previously, the heterosexual announcement made
by. respondents ln Stage Two. 1s a form of - pass1ng.. It may ;/
h_be executed by word, but mostly it is by deed. Primarlly,

- there are two k;nds of'announcements that maintain the non
gay imaget lllemphasizing other identitiesvandh 2) engaging
1n heterosexual datlng and comtus. , o

1) - Emphasizing Other Identltles. One way to manage
uncomfortable feellngs 1s to focus so much attention on
another 1dent1ty component that sexual 1dent1ty pales in
comparlson or is Smokescreened entirely. Respondents rﬁfer :
to this as puttlng my best foot forward" and flndlng "my /
gimmick" although it is generally more 1nclu51ve than these

Q
‘phrases 1mp1y The phrase from respondents that _Seems to
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more accurately capture the phenomenon 1s flndlng "my nlche.
Some of the homosexualnifflecting 1dent1t1es that respondents
remember empha3121ng include "big man on campus," rellgious ’
devotee, polltlcal agitator ("Shlt dlsturber"), beatnlk and
drug user 1dent1t1es. | |
I ThlS is not to say that all people who emph331ze these

"1dent1t1es are covering . homosexuallty, it is slmply to say
that some homosexuals flnd adoptlon of these ldentltles
particularly useful as part of a pa581ng strategy In fact,'
,that these 1dent1t1es are not seen as homosexual makes them
attractlve to gay passers: These alternatlve 1dent1t1es

cover’ homosexuallty by empha51z1ng other features of the
spersonallty, help respondents gAl? acceptance in a non-gay -
group, and reduce feellngs of allenatlon Antonovsky |
(1960: 429) makes a similar point in hlS cla551c artlcle,'
“lee everyone else, only more so: Identlty, anx1ety and -~

the Jew": "[Some Jews]‘have sought their identity as radicals

and/or intellectuals, not necessarily denying, but most

often not confronting their Jewishness" (emphasis added) .
| The follow1ng quotations 1llustrate how respondents

in this study used 1dent1t1es as class-clown "Mr." Joe

-

Cool," and "All-Amer1can—Dream~Son to deflect attentlon
away from and to not confront their homosexuel feellngs.

I was always musical and that was my door-opener
It let me into the Shaw Society, and I was drum
major. You have to do something; you know you' re
shltty at sports. You are the last chosen .for
‘teams and kids snicker; you know how cruel they
can be....Practically all through high school I
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faked a ter&ihal case of athlete's foot....
Being class clown worked too. The humor hid a
lot of pain. But, you know, I'could never
laugh at myself at all.. I remember one day,
a Thursday, I_started out to school wearing
a green shirt’ and I ran all the way home to
change., I was that uptight that they would
have any ammunition against me. '
. . . | - , .
This respondent, andvothers,’also,indicated that they .

{

developed a repertoire of witty sarcasm (“smart;putdowhsﬁ)

to'defe‘ dllenges to their newly announcéd identities:

-They'd cross me at their peril. TI/'d
been called a "kike" and nobody was going
‘to get to me with "fag." Oné was enough. *

An alternate identity that worked to help another -
respondent with his announcement -was:

My technique was. buying respect. I used
to steal money from my mother's tin can
and use it for treats for my friends.
This is weird; I just had a deja vu. I
'still can't believe I did that to my poor
old mother. I gained a lot of attention
giving presents, trying to impress with
my 'Vette. Mr. Joe Cool, obnoxious. A

_ few trophies I won in. track didn't hurt
either; I used those to the hilt. I
learned very early to survive by playing -
the game, it's‘hardly-anythingrto'brq@ '
about. o o T

DéVélopment of thése-passing’strategies,emphasiied other

identities so as to minimize respondents' homosexuality..
" A latent function of one strategy was to fush e
respondent to the top, to become exceptional:

. I started high school a sissy and ended
TP up president of the Student Council. I
- was determined to beat my homosexuality
) and feeling sorry for myself.

This respbndent is now an executive making‘in excess of $100,000

N

‘per year,fand'he feels he hid ﬁis gayness behind ;ﬂﬁshield 6f :
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y,w P !"“

'btaccomplishments“ and de§§‘§p' a repu%htlon as a,"super

achiever." thls nék ident' also served to mlnlmlze

\ i

his earlier 1dent1ty a8 "sissy“ and, as he says, to "butch
. it up" in his new identity. This is how the respondent
sees'ﬁimself'developing this new identity-

&
To show you how bad it was:, in the fxrst part
-of [school name] I was even too shy to go to
the cafeteria becaqse kids could see me and s
whisper about me, yé&s, so I used to take my
lunch to the\bathroom, lock myself in a cubicle
and eat there. Yes, that's the only place I

felt safe....Anyway, to make a long story short, _ an
~ I was caught eating in the can and sent to the o
principal and all that. Miss [Brown] took me oo

.under her wing 'and counselled me. There were ',
ne school counselors then. I'm sure the fact

‘that my dad was on the school board. explaxn@d - i;;;”

part of her interest, but anyway, she ;ust
worked and worked w1th ‘me and had me do;ng R I

o

“things and I just came out of my shell. “‘Just ° L%
shell, not closet. Within the year, she had" e
me so that I won the regional spelling contest . i a
up in front of a whole audltorlum of people.,“ L

L3 v .

- »

With this start the nespondent "gave myself qver tOwbecomingﬁw
’ "s ’ 1 %‘ ? v“‘f'

the All-AmerLcan-Dream-Son." He also became classvj““nt,fég SR

valedictorian and paper editor. He comments: b prograqped

4,_4

myself away from thinking about my problem." ‘
Reed (1972) refers to-‘this as “the—best llttlerboyiln-*

the-world syndrome.“ He says people with a stlgma. eel they
have to accompllsh tw1ce as much in order to be c nsrgered_
half as competent." As,thevabove respondent said:

I could never do enough. to feel equal to the

other boys. [Q] Yes, they did. Not know1ng X

my gay feelings, they believed I was a success,-

but I knew dlfferently and that tore me apart

~So painful were the earlier perceptlons of feellng "dlfferentf

and feeling "alienated" thatﬂit is not enough to be average. .

e

e e i

o et
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The. person must see and present himself as extraordlnary in

order to compensaté for and to banish the original feelings

*

(Reed L972).. Here it is clear’ that by emphasizing other'ﬂ

1dent1t1es, respondents were able to pass, to maintain £~g oo

' non-gay identity and, in effect, to announce themselvéé/
asvheterosexual. :
. : . . . ) [ ’ ~
'2) Engaging In Heterosexual Dating and Coitus. Dating
women is an . 1mportant way for men to establish heterosexual
credentlals. Consequently, datlng served as a relatlvely
effective passing technique for respondents to announce

that they were heterosexual. Respondents"crogégkex

N
relatlonshlps, however, were motlvated by companlonshlp needs

more than by erotlc de51re-8

Other guys were pantlng after glrls and I
couldn't get why théy were such a big deal.
I was confldant to some girls, but not
exactly anyone's boyfriend. People thought
I was a ladies man though because I hu\g ‘
around with a lot of girls; see. Girls®
have always been my best friends. They}d
tell me their personals, but I don't think
they thought I was sexy. I didn't think
they were. I was thelr pal; we had the .

- same interests.

As I look back on it; 1t started as a facade, :

" but, eventually, I got.into it. I was very .
sociable and danced like crazy, but dates ’
were more like. sisters. We kidded around and

- they didn't see me as exual threat at all, -
‘only very fun to be witll. Romance just didn't
happen. :

~
Heterosexual dating was q@hajor way for respondents

to announce themselves as non-gay Respondents who felt PR

*

"different” in the flrst place percelved tﬁby were under

pressure to be llke the rest of their peers. To offset‘
/ o . o
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homosexual susp1c1ons, they felt a need to prove thelr

v'conventlonallty, to. f1t 1n. ’

[v]

o Not all datlng was 1n order to: pass, however. Some of

1t was, as’ the above quotatlon 1llustrates, for frlendshlp

o e{and’recreatlon.~ Others report datlng to test themselves to

see if they were "really g " or because they were ‘d

'c1tlzen¥Y, récall peers exertlng con51derable counter f'r*;f?¢.”'/t

l

'genulnely curlous about c01tus- '"There was so much talk,\

v

E_I had to check 1t out." (Heterosexual sex is not’ an
._uncommon experlence of gay men. Bell and Welnberg, 1978

vreport almost two-thlrds of the gay males they studled -

A R 4.
. ’a

ehad experlenced c01tus ), Even respondents grow1ng up in
: 2
_Small towns and Blble Belt communltles of the‘l93OS and

*19405, where pfemarltal sex was severely condemned by the

+

9.y

o -

1

pressure to experlence c01tus.‘ o S ;»y ’} ig R C

.~ store and I got frie dly with the cashier, [Nancy

als'ﬁlaughs and demonstrates]. . ‘She must have been

"-,glrls in hlgh school and college, but I always

[At l7] I worked after school in a small grocery

Gray) and she had’ hude- tits, I remember. Huge '_ “‘_ /f

older although I don't remember her being - older"!";,_ S
but she/must haV¥e been because she. was able to. = . ’
get booze. _Whatever, one night after work we = - ~

> went out and got_loaded. She was more loaded =
than I wds 'afid. started ‘coming. on to me.. \,It was - - o~

.’ high- time I proved myself and thls was as good = ., .. .

-a time as any. " I don't think I was: very good at
it, but at least I did it. Con51der1ng the @ . S
,c1rcumstances [on a’'blanket next to the car by a .

" country xoad], I think I did- pretty good. [I: "

- How did you feel, about it then?] Okay, but it oo A

s wasn't nearly as- exeltlng as pther guys .had - . Lo e
cracgked it up -to -be, or as- good as the seng'df S
had with [Steve]. [Did this.tell you anyt! ng .
about 'yourself?] -Uh, huh, it told:me I was-a BT

. latent heterosexual and 1f I worked at 1t I'd S

. - soon be stralght. ' S , LT T e

1 guess I had’ one,[three, four sexual affalrs w1th~



- the fellowl‘g §trategles«,?1solat1ng themselves from peer
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5’n1pped them in the bud It was for everYone s

. good. When girls fall for me they get in too

" deep and it's hard to keep them at arm's length.
It was flattering in a way, but also a bother a@d

kdralnlng. ' : T |
. [Q] I felt really good [after flrst cod Qg» not so
- 'much because it was hot, but. becausarI' inally
~achieved something I'd been tangh; I shguld achieve. .
: I1'd finally entered the malnstream
T ‘ ‘more normal than I thought

The few respondents who av01ded premarrtal sex employed

A

presshvé byahedpmlng studlous and/or religlous,,a55001at1ng_

K w1th a "herd" of\mlxed-sex peers where no one dated anotherh”

N

specxflcally, but were "frlends w1th everyone-” lying aboutiﬂ5”'

sex --’suggestlng they were c01tally experlenced when they

/2

Were not. The strategy of most respondents who d1d not

) have premarltal c01tus, however, was ' to daté\"decent g1rls“,

/
whom they knew were vxrglnal and would place no sexual demands

on them. The&nappealed to standards that sald a g‘entleman/1
should be courteous and treat women w1th respect‘9§§
'; It may seem 1ncongruous that ‘men who report such strong

homosexual leanlngs are able to perform c01tus. ReSpondents

-report two explanatlons, -l) excess" sexual energy, and .

lmpotence durlng c01tus w7re mxnlmal-*;:l,_'

-
! : - ol

e Qembarraés yself,y tting it up, for girls was no’ .

. . \‘f
2) homosexual fantasy durlng c01tus. S '

\.

Flrst, respondents report hlgh llbldos ‘SO that fears of

- ,Back ‘then I always ha@‘a 24—hour hard-on [laughs]
’Ser@ously, I had to masturbate a couple times a. »,”ﬂ.

day just to keep 'soft in class so I"wouldn't: IR

‘problem a#™all; I had lots left over for them. IO
That- Was!,u' lea§¢ qg my worrles. L e

W+



"1"001tus "beefed up thelr heterosexuaac

'rwas erotrc to watch thelr frrend have lntercourse w1th the

; & . . / S . L t
e . g o o ',»7", . o | . )
. ’ L RIS S S . P

°
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w%eth r. thls respondent 1s exaggeratlng ‘is unknowable, the

*1mportant 1tem to note is that hls lack of heterosexual

°

41nterest was percelved not to 1essen hlS c01tal capac1ty

2

Second, respofdents report that thoughts of men durlng )

datlng prov1ded a prlmary mea7s to stlmulate homosexual‘

fanta91es whlle performlng heterosexually.'

1 always made sure that my glrlfklend an& _

went on double dates with good looki guys
_ and their girls. - The gquy would makengkt :
7. with his girlfriend in the front seat and .
) I'd screw my girlfriend in the back seat( . v

;and get off llstenlng to his sex sounds. | '&f”T‘j

Varlatlons éh thls practlce durlng mllltary serv1ce and.

/

"college years were related by others., One popular act1v1ty ;. /

- wa '"threesomes. Two men, for:gxample, m;ght pool thelr ,;5;;d¢f

) money and share a prostltute._ Respondents report that it

»

/

‘ woman and then to have 1nterc0urse themselves with th

- same. woman. The men dld not have sex w1th each other, so
' /
it was not a homosexual act per se, although respondents

d'-hreport flndlng the symbollsm of the,act homoerotlc and the

'other man s presence to be arou31ng.f The woman-S‘presence \hg

i,neutrallzed homosexual elements.~ The ostenSLbly heterosexual

"",ﬂacts Anvolved w1th these double dates and threesomes

(%

”:fallowed the gay men to buttress thelr sense of. heterosexuallty»

'hvwhlle gratlfylng homosexual urges._ Respondents could séfll e
_annoﬁnce themselves as nondgay.}OLQVj’t7t‘jy j.g{fvﬂbl€ [fj?];7°
B QIIn announcxng5ghemselves as heterosexual some

; .

o : BN

A
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respondents reallze they are not telllng the truth and also ,
reallze the conSLderable effort it takes to sustain such

‘® R : ' :
story—telllng._ S - : . B

‘The lies I told% ' Everyone, but my mother
especially, so many lies I can't remember.
Afterward I was tired because it took -so
‘much energy. .[Q} I justified it because -
‘'she was a snoop- and it was none of her- damn
,bu51ness. Anyway, I think she had strong

' suspicions or she wouldn't have ‘asked me- so' - e

. much trying to trip me up, but I wouldn't

- give her the satisfactitvh of giving in. [Q]

Well, sure. What happened was that I lost
,‘track of the. line between truth and lies - ..
'and I ended up. foollng myself RS f‘rﬁy R

-« - . . .
L1ke~ the method-actlng techn:.que,/respon ents cr*.fju }
and sustaln by thelr heterosexual announcment. an '"as lf"

world They 1nvent ways of seelng themselves and thelr i .

LA

relatlonshlps Wlth others as convxncxngly heterosexual

[

,By pretendlng as . lf they are. heterosexual they hope it

'acperceptlons and belleve they are genuinely heterosexual, so

- powerful 1s thls feedback loop.‘

w1ll become geallty.. In the words of Berger and Luckmann f{

(1966) , reSpondents "soc;ally construct" an alternatlve e

:'girea ity.

When these heterosexual self—cohstructlcns are
challenged re8pondents percelve the challenges,as merely

quirks,; unlmportant "accxdents,"k”they dldn t really mean

'that "a This flndlng Suggests that' there 1s a feedback loop y;?’“

between self-perceptlons and self-announcements so that

,"dlstlnctlons between the two become blurred., By the end of

d'; stage Two, respondents may come to doubt thelr self— *f

.0, :
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,',*aow DO o'rm-:ns ERCEIVE ME?

'Ji:niflcant others- szmilarly reinforce the heterosexual

ouncement, as the next section makes cﬁear.eﬂf
'/ﬂ~ua, ff,' R i,;ei'*vaf“

In the—symbolic interactlonlst framework, 1dent1ty grows T

. out of soc1al interaction. Major theorres of. development

'(Plaget 1932, Erzckson 1968) etress that people come to
‘:know who they are, 1n part by 1nternallzing the-perceptionS‘tfp,
'-others have of them _ Cooley expressed this. rdea clearly 1n |

,‘hls metaphor "the looklng-glass self “' Llndesmlth et _i. Aig’ =
(1977 322) malntaln that 1dent1t1es 'do not exlst except 1n T

gy

efa symbolac onaFOCLal enV1ronment from whlch they cannot be
f,separated . Idﬁntity melles others and cannot be separated

» from them Accordlng to Mead (1934, 164), "No' i v,ﬁnddh

W

»7; ffast ine cen be drawn between*ourselves and the selves of

' others. sincgaour own selwes exiéi,only 1nsofar as the '

T N
KN

"selves of others exlst "

>

In Stage Two, other;person S perceptlons are 1mportant
'"Vlnsofar as they relnforce ;!g;ondents' heterosexual i RS
,,-behav1ors. (Respondents do not report 51gn1f1cant others

"'%

Hsupportlng homosexual behavlors ) Respondents repo;

'afand respondents d1d what they could to foster thlsx'

E ".su;'group membership was heterosexual . and this membership

'ii'perception. '“I wanted thempto llke me. , Main reference

]

l:typically increased alienatlom from homosexual sel'es and

{reinforced heterosexual 1dentity.p

7y ‘. e




e

‘peers, and extended family were the main reference groupL <.‘“u

‘cited ‘as influencjbg this process. Eor example, as = |
“respondents moved from dating into.courtship behavior,~‘v;
;:reputations were established among reference groups and

,.1‘slgnificant others as "so and so s boyfriend' which further

enhanced heteroséxual identity.‘

-'eived as heterosexual° hOngm%espondent reports |
camgﬂs reputation as a "stud' so much so that the
ﬁxf 1'?s{dorm’f'ry had a notice on the bulletin board warning

el

?'iwomen studeﬂts tod eware of the<tespondent sincg he‘dihld

’vgtry to pressure y:em into intercourse on the f;fst date.w

pne responde_ reports having two peers ”kicke out of

'Vcollege"'“or making hpmosexual passes at him ‘(see Morln and
“uGarfinkle 1978) Another reports telllng "fag Jokes" whjch -
“;he belleved helped him deny his homosexual feelings and |

encouraged others to see him as he‘prosexual

1 cracked fag Jokes and they'd do the same -~ .. ~. - .

‘with me so they must ‘have - thought I was
straight.: I mean/if the thought I was gay
. they wouldn't say those %hings to my face 3 e
_would they? B o

spondents report, however havxng few or no close

‘ y*friends, either gay or straight, at this period They guess';'

15at ‘how - they were perceived by others. Among these guessed ”,»sijfff

*’nperceptions,,the thEme of. alienation 1s strong. For example,
;]frespondents report thinking signifrcantw sxsaw,ehem as.,
o . IQ ,_

»Jﬁ"snobbish,"."haughty,":"condescending, ahd aloof " At

'.foirst glance, lt may appear that these perpeptions are
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'otal%y unrelated tg sexual orientation identity. but

I didn t let people close to me. Remember .
I'd have those bad [anti-gay] experiences.... -
ﬁﬂ[Q] Maybe ‘[others. saw me as] a ghttle =~/
mysterious, strange, an enigma, okay. And
that was %¥ine’ with me.L Anythi'. was better
than queer.-~ " p

I was alienatedpgrdy the very people I wanted e
so much to acce - * "
with them go.I kept- a saf edig S T L

. rejected them before they could reject mb.f~*‘jtﬂ“““
[Ql . I can only guess. T was acpused of be 225
.standoffish bdt was /J.ust berlg, cgutious.

'
/

SR It is interesting that respondents recall significant

- othefs perceiVLng them as heterosexua} in spite of many
@ incidents that would indicate otherwise. - As stated "“7‘="

‘_, respondents had been attacked by gay bashefs,

."lyrdischarged‘from the‘militaryffor'
homosex .lity, experienced conSiderable homosexual sex,
been psychiatrically examined for homosexuality, had_i"

v1olent refusals to sexual advances; and so forth.a ;v7
Respondexp tended however . tﬁ.em ,isolated
events, compartmentalized and out of view of the btlk J
-of. significant others. Even significant others who knew
about the events were believed to- hgai fOrJOtten abéut
them or- to have dismissed them as"llﬁelevant | ‘

‘g‘\

Deni?l may- have: been practiced by respondents at thl&\

’ / * . v
time concerning significant others' perceptions.' Subsequent
~to "cOming out,_ respondents haVe been told by selected

) \S .vq,“
ZSignf%icant others that they had "strong suspicions” about

their orientation prior to marriage.t Respondents report,,_’ﬂig'h

ERARE ) [ . Lo e
SR ; K il L
Teg ol .
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however, that they were so intent ‘on escaplnq stlgma and

'w"norhalizxng themselves with adamant heterosexua;

c‘nnouncements that they refused to sée the contrary evidence
&

/ /
\ and\refused to belleve that anyone else saw it elther.
:I can tell you exactly how they saw me. I
_ was talking to [Joe Doe], my old room-mate
- . from [schodl] last month and we. were

-

‘\_. =

o reminiscing and he said he kmew all along.... T
o .~ . He remembered me as the most uptight person B
. " he ever saw. . He sald I was wound up tighter T
an a coil....He was big for _horseplay. and - e Py

‘'when he'd slap me or poke me,’ I'd )ump ‘a ;got.

was always” tlcklish then. . I wasn't’

i Vﬁﬁﬂ' comﬁg table- wqth anyth, ngiphysrﬁhl e saxd
S B vas ”flgid, that's ¥He"word he dsed. I
' .- - .dan believe it 8 true, 'put I don' t remember
e - it.at allt... L » T o . 4
' I: Walt, b4 m lost. : o S ~f’h‘?%;ﬁ’£
,.QRa‘ Well. I was....‘ R L L e R

. I:' Did his seeing you as rlgid have -anything A
to do w1th your gay»feellngs? N

R: Everythlng I put on a stramght 3acket to
'.keep them'in.~- : :

“AIn 11ght of these data, 1t is’ 1mportant to. note that

fperceptlons of how others saw rQSpondents while they were - S
”1n“stage Two dlffers markedly from, perceptlons of how -
“respondents th;nk others saw them from the vantage pélnt

_=of further stages.’ :

-

- Perceptlons From Other Homosexualsl,f"

Heterosexual frlends constltuted the bulk of slgnlf;eant }oQS

effﬁothers,maklngperceptlons from other homosexuals relatlvely '}w(
'hunimportant in 1nfluenc1ng how respondents thought about | ‘Z

hTfjthemselves.l Some ggspondents experlenced a perlod of gay

'r;1~ce11bacy Just prior to marrzage,I? repudlated the;r gay past

.
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and thereby 1nsulated themselves from the perceptions of

gay others.

[Other ho sexuals] ] abl saw me. as. your
: typxgglJEgﬁfused clo case, but we never ' ! -
. ~~ talked about it at all so don t really a‘i; . N
E know. I never got to know any very well. I '
. steered away from them. I didn't want people
i to think I was one too. -And they weren't
W "about to say -anything; they were in the same
boat. They were busy denylng the1r own urges

too. .gy'

R: [Homosexuals] used to come into the store
[respondent worked part-txmﬁ ‘in a camera store]
‘and"'I couldn't look them §p, the eye because I
-thought for sure they'd b le to. tell about
me. They make me so uncomfortable I got to . N
dislike them. [Q]' I was afraid, I was afraid. ooe
of..the feelings they aroused in me. They were : '
threatening, arous#ng. hg; threatenlng. R B

I: How do-you thlnk they saw you? - o Lf'

‘R: I don't think they did at all.: I didn’ 't
want them to. I wanted  to be 1nv181b1e-1\

Perceptxons of male seéx partners and other homosexuals d1d

3

-_not seem to be homosexually sallent at this time- for

respondents' 1dent1t1es except as‘a negatlve reference group.
~ . : ) ) \ ‘ T “ .
Flancees Perceptlons i

'

If respanﬂents denied others ~homosexual perceptlon

\m,_\/

there is evidence that at least one group of 51gn1f1cant

others’ -- fiancees -- denled homosexuallty in respondents. fd

L}

'Flancees were 1mportant others who . reinforced heterosexual
"ldent;ty 1n respondents. Thls isy the case even when | :‘.'> N
respondents dlsclosed to them thelr confllcted sexual feellngs.

4

qFor example, one Eespondent disclosed to hls fiancee after o

7c01tus.‘/i'
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I told her a -little about what I'd done in
the past. I didn't use any labels and T .

- said it ll#é it was all in the past. I
guess it came out like, 'Tell me it isn't
true,': bechuse I remember she took me in
her arms and said seductively, ‘If 1
haven't. got what it takes to hold you, then
I deserve to lose you to a woman or a man.
- Her exact words. And that was 1t' she,forgot
- ,all about it. ‘ - '

Since the 1nformatlon was conveyed in a low-key, obllque'
manner -- downplay‘d.as 1nconsequent1al -- and couched in

a heterosexual context (post. coitus), lt is. understandable

that the homosexuallty was denied.l4 %%_ . ,f'f

Another respondent tells of a 31tuatlon with hls .

W -~

flancee whlch 1nd1cates how the perceptlons may become '

& = . : K A
confused g g : : ’

Of 'all’people, I didn’ t.%hlqk I had to tell
... [Cathy]). She was sdgglstlchted and had been
.., .arodnd gay people. .Héll,owe were in-little.
%" theatre and she saw me w1th the other guys.
-I mean it should have been obvious....But
- she.was in love with me and believed what .
she wanted to believe....There were a lot of
'~ - mixed messages floatlng around too, and we
were both too insecure to challenge each
others' assumptlons. .

Respondents perceptlons of 51gn1f1cant others"
perceptlons are colored by the passage of tlme. Respondents
’1nd1cate, however, that the majority of 51gn1f1cant others,
both gay and stralght percelved phem as heterosexual- ThlS
served to enhance heterosexual i entlty amcng respondents
and/ moved them toward marrlage |

.:r N . /
{ o )
i

o~
9
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CHAPTER SUMMARY | ‘ 5 -

£
i

This chapter has examined the marginal 1dent1t1es of

gay famllymen post puberty and prior to marriage. By the

“end of Stage Two, the’ relationshlp among the three components

of the matrix is problematic. There 1s a dlsjunctlon to

varylng ‘degrees amarg the matrix components. Thls manlfests
1tse1f in unstable identities. Respondents osc1llate
between feellng bisexual and heterosexual The osclllations"

of these notions about*seig\(whlch can change rapldly) terd.

to correspond to whatever sex the respondent is currently

lzhav1ng‘the most satlsfactlon with . (1f the respondent is

women more, he tends to focus oh the heterosexual
A ] - L
annquncement and others perceptloﬁs. If the respondent
Py
is enjoying men more, he tendeto ﬁqcus on the blsexual

‘»DIQ SO
v el w

feeling. ) These osc1llatlons create a volatlle 1dent1ty

and are respon51b1e for cons1derable psychlc dlscomfort 15
Respondents may become confused about thelr 1dent1ty,

however, by the feedback 100p operating. between self-

announcement "and others' perceptlons on the one hand, and

feellngs about the self .on the other hand. The feedback

.loop may operate to emphasize the.heterosexual components_

angd. respondents may believe -for a tlme that they are
genuinely heterosexual. This 1s one way to explain

respondents' assertlons that at the tlme they married, they

~acted in good faith," they did not lle, and they felt they :

were heterosexual.

l 6 : ) 9
~Data indicate that,reSpondents answer the‘qnest on,

(-4
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"who do 1 announcefmyeelf to be?" with "heterosexual." 'By :

O T L 7 T

emphasizing &ther identities, respondents avqid public
declaretions about their‘gomosexuality.v Aleo; heterosexual

dating and coitus aid respondents in announcing themselves

LA

as heterosexual.\ ‘
The third part of the chapter answers, "How do

51gn1f1cant others percelve me?" with ”he rosexual "

*

‘ /.
Respondents percexve signlficant others’ a;e major flgures

in promotlnq heterosexual 1dentity and h terosexual ‘
¢

_marrlage.v Through deta1lrng*the answvers to the three partsn
of the Strauss-Stone-Ralnwater matrlx, the 1mportant roles

of secrecy and pa331ng are descrlbed " The nkxsb chater, ; \"

1

Identlty Afflllation, addresses issues of 1dent1ty

-~

development during respondents' marrlages and tran51t}on +

—_

to fatherhood. \\\;;;;‘ S S . X' :

#
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Verbalized stgl
been disc¢ussed ung
motives," - (Mills,
(Sykes and Matza
"accounts, " " (SceX
adjustment," (
the term "acco

stigma evasion (Goffman 1963) have
Buch headings as "vocabularies of

W) ,. "techniques of neutralization,"

7) ,. “deviance disavowal," (Davis 1961),
‘and Lyman 1969), and ”vocabxiaries of
bsey 1971) . This research ge rally uses
5" since it is shorter and more inclusive )

than the other “terms. . _ .

2

reasons
Sagarin

These samegneggtive perceptions of. the gay world and

for marriage were echoed by sociologist Edward
(pseud. Donald Webster Cory) thirty years ago in

his‘autobiographicalgintroduction,to his book, The

Homosexual in America (1952: XV):

" T would never find a man whom I could love.

1

Homosexual love, I told myself, is a myth.

There would always be the short-lived affdirs,

and then each would go to new and. unexplored. .
*ields. It appeared to me that I faced a life g
.of dissipation, a hopeless dead-end. Where

- could\ I turn? At the age ‘of twenty-five, after

3,»Them
identit
several

hardly

‘parenta

and brava

factors

. present

.| separat

\in_unst
[

determinjmg that I was capable of consummating

a marriagg? I was wedded to a girl .whom-I had - -
known from childhogd, a lovely and outgoing’ o N
person, who brought deep understanding to our. - AN
union and who shared many interests with me.

I resolved that marriage would be the end of

my sins, that I would sever my ties with the
homosexual circles...and build what appeared to
be the only life that might be fruitful for me.. -
I was not long in learning that marriage did not
reduce the urge for gmatification with men...

I needed my former panionships, but I would
not allow myself toi“¥dmit, even in the 'silence

of the thought pfo{ s, that I wanted them.

es involved in accounting for marriage- and gay , .
 avoidance are sg[ﬁntegrated and interrelated that .
\may be expressed/in a single‘sefitenc: .,fwithqut,"'ﬁ?"'
taking a breath,/this respondent quic ly recited
1l ‘pressure, comgfatible interests, youth), ignorance,
go as reasons“for marriage. .Rather than describing
in\ a clear apd orderly sequence, respondents often :
*aIQOnglomeéﬁtiOn‘éf factors which need to be - = ™
ed and analyzed. This is difficult, however, since :
ructurered”interviews, as in everyday speech, the-

4



1”offered in random juxtapesition, in 'free association, rather ‘
'than:separate points made independently. It does not make /

.( i ’ .Y ‘ —

v 176

N

* ' , . . " LT
flow of conversation is erratic. :A plurality of themes are

sense for the interviewer to ask which -of, the many related
reasons is the reason, or even, the most important reason. P
The factors related to_sqlffimage, to personality, and to
lifestyle are multifarious/and complex. - The precise analysis
of exactly how important fndividual themes are for particular
kinds pfjga?ﬂfamilymen_;ﬁaits-q.different and mucH more

- structured kind of data collection and analysis. This saié,

“also Veevers 1980: 16).

- receptive.and legs demanding.

/‘—s\:v;,

intexrviews with respondents uncovered ré;urrent'themgs‘;n £
accounting for marriage and gay identity'avoidance*and,these
themes, however imprecise, are related in this fesearch (see

Y

4 . Contrary. to psychoanalytic theory that claims all male §
homgsexuals ar¥e in "flight"™ from women because they fear, -

"the vagina has.teeth" (see Tripp 1975%\77fq0),'evidence‘from,.'
‘the present study supports Saghir and--Robins (1973: 214) ,
observation: S v , ; S ®

The ‘most frequently encountered emotional reactionm -
following heterosexual ipvolvement is that of o
indifference: 1It.is not aversion, nor aconscious
fear of heterosexuality, for most homosexual wemen
and men find no emotional aversjon and feel no -
- trepidation in becoming involveévheterosexuailyﬁ“ '
The determining factor in the subsequent.avdidance

. of heterosexual involvement is the 1ack_bf\emo:é§g§l_‘ o

gratification and true physi¥%al arousal wi
opposite-sex partners. .
4

Harry and DeVall (1978: 5) assert that QOmosexual°'rientalion o
is acquired "through positive motivations and rewdrding erotic -
experiences with same-sex persons rather than bei g fear-based - .
in origins." S S : : i ’( P

-The "mating gradient" (Leslie 1967) refers tb the sdcial
expectation that husbands‘be taller, heavier, glder, better
educated, and wealthier than their wives; Gay /familymen, |-
however, itend to viplate the mating gradient in these areas ...
as'well as others. For example, two-thirds of the gay ~ |
familymen married women who were taller, heavier, older, |

. :

~

‘better edﬁCated,cr‘wealthier than they,or women who had | —

health/emotional problems, or women from-racial and ethnic'
minorities (e.g. severe allergies, diabetes, physical
disability, obesity, epilepsy, first g herationwimmid}ant). _
Speculatively, the low’self-estgem~and-impairéd,marketability”
generated by-these characteristics may make the women more
content (consciously or unconsciously) to settle for a o
homosexual husband. Gay men may also pursue women with these
‘characteQQStics sincé,thefmen/parceige such women to be more
T, R EE

v
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mascullnrty or women who are " .eedy ,Hives who were ﬂ)/"
3 ' that dur;ng the course of the :
marrlaqe they ‘made themsel_‘ "tweedy " ‘in an attempt to: be
more attract1Ve to their ! gay husbands. Whatever the' :
dlrectlon of causatlon, more research needs to be done . on o
homosexuals' wives. To date,. the only ‘scholarly study
v sPec:.fically in’ thJ.s area s apsychiatr:.c lnvestlgatm.on by
' Hatterer (1974) . R _ :
6 It was 1n1t1ally speculated that adulthood" and .
mascullnlty would -be reasons. grven by. respondents for
- marriage. By some’ definltlons, a boy becomes an adult S
- when he marries. Husband status and "becoming a man" are
.closely ‘linked in our culture. Linking these qualities
" ‘makes marriage an lmportant rite §'pa53aqe in: that 1t L .
bestows on ‘the’ 1ndlv1dual a hlghl ~valued trait. e

‘h\ o Slmllarly, masculinlty in’ our soc1ety carrles consrderable
'tsymbollc baggage.. For example the: meanlng ‘of, fatherhood .
~is more a: ‘mark, of ‘sexual 1dent1ty thana: fulflllment of S
,emotlonal needs (Humphreys 1977: 747). Hav1ng a chiid, A
“especially a son, is a way to prove- one 's manhood, and some‘,j, P
~assume the more ¢hildren sired the more masculine “the ‘man. e
Marrlage and fatherhood convey not only the valued.traits of
adulthood and mascullnlty, but also the traits of maturity,
,'vrespon51b111ty, stablllty,‘mental health and morallty :
(Veevers 1980: 4) : _ :

By contrast; never marrled or: chlldless men may be percelved
‘as immature, 1rresponsrble, unstable, mentally unhealthy -
and immoral. Interestingly, all these traits are: 1ncluded 1n'
stereotypes of homosexuality. However, no respondent -
\\mentloned either adult status or mascullnlty as motives’
for marrlage._ Maybe these ‘traits arex"too. obvious" to - -
‘mention; maybe they are plausible only- theoretlcally, maybe -
the{ are. soc1ally unacceptable responses maybe they
-really.are unrmportant motlves for gays marrying - e
B Nevertheless, it is 1mportant to p01nt(§§irrespon ents’ g
non motives for marriage, espec1ally when. they contradlct R
popular assumptlons.mr.uv.m S TUn T T AR ,:[,_‘
'.7 Some schools malntaln a folk notlon that wearlng green -
on Thursdays 1nd1cates homosexuallty o

N T
~t.xf"
P

—

8 Concernlng the flrst heterosexual c01tus of homosexual fh
men, Hatterer (1970: "137) says: . ~

'Many confirmed homosexuals who are hlghly actlve
o . .  sexually and totally uninhibited can often v
PR .;mechanlcally perform very effectively on ‘their
©  first - impersonal heterosexual encounter -~ that is,.
-;;they are able to achleve orgastlc satrsfactlon and
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N Not only was the quantlty of relatlznshlps dlfférent between_ _
t

-

Disregar

\‘

P . ; . o R )
: . A . . - [N

£} ' -
F

N ’,4'4
Y L

givo it to the woman. However,,the emot;onal

]

component...ls abgent, and the. experlence usually

\15 ‘highly masturbatory ‘in nat te.;

.g thdjsexlst remark glve it t'tthe woman“

'Hatterer \s, comment is supported by this’ study*s inter—~l

v1ewees. Or 1 sex, ‘however , is largely missing frnm‘respon- f

o dentd
dlS

ke of cunnlllngus is the 11tmus test of" homosexua%xty.__'

.9_

One respondent s only premarltal coltus was Wlth hﬂs

.

repertoxres.J ‘One wlfe goes so far as to\say, "A man's

14

older 31ster, ‘which he" clalmed “doesn t count.

'}Q Lest these examplgs\g;ve the mlstaken 1mpre551onfthat
respondents are "heterosexual gymnasts, "’ it is 1mpoq&ant 5
‘to point out that respondents'\c01ta1 experience: was limlted’
Seventy-51x per cent (N=38) of the~respondents had’sex with
-only one or two women in their" entlre\llves, yet dpring this
perlod ‘had sex w1th "twenty or more" men.. Respon@ents re
being attracted to a very few women and to a largé number‘

‘of men. - . S .

. -men and women, but so was the quali
. heterosexual sex to prlmarlly SatleY affect onal needs :
homosexual sex to satlsfy erotic needs.,\

Resp dents repor

{

T

A

porth‘

0ver thlrty ears ago, thls observation was made QCory 1951-
y 225

217 empha51s 1n orlglnal%/

_ AV : ,[
'f,ﬂUsuaily these men - [homosexual husbaz\sq have A/
~never had a sexual relationship with any woman / .. .

11 -

theore
_ thelr

except the one [they married], in contrast to

' the many and the short-=lived affalrs with. men,. -
- ..On .a rating scale, from the viewpoint of . o

. acti v1t1es, they might be con51dered.more or *

~less completely bisexual;" that is to say;. they“'u
have ‘about as much sex w1th many men as with =
one’ woémah.. ‘But; from the viewpoint of desire,

- they are never aroused except by the onE—?EEEIe,J ,
'sznd they would have to be considered alimost ’

“entirely. at the homosexual side of the: ratlng
~scale. .Without going into the psychologlcal
conditions that make. possible a response to'one
-woman but to no other, let me emphasize, that
thls is a frequent occurenee...., \_,/ e

L e, -

e feedback loops among selﬁﬁperceptlons, publlc
announcements -and others' perceptions are not a new

B

ticali discovery. At least two novelists have noted

x;st?nceyears ago and the p;ofound 1nfluence they

. 4 .,
B



‘can exert., In Mother Ni ht, Kth vonnequt writes: 'We
become what we pretend to He, 80 we must. be vpry.pa~!ful
about- what we pretend to be. " ! In The Scarlet Letter, ;
Nathani HawtHorne writes; "No man, for any cons: erable
period, can wear one face to himself, and’ anothervto the
multitude, without finally getting bewildered as to which
may be the true._,'

1

122 Ponse (1973 58) refers to this phenomenon as ”the T :
" heterosexual assumption,f the politics of which are/poteworthy. :
"Persons favoring the assumption poiht to the: benefits it oo
‘bestows -on. persons with. same-sex feelings. The/assumption by
.society that such: people are straxght(gey/be comforting to"
these individuals in that they do not have %0 confront stigma
before they are ready to deal socially and- intellectually
with sexual issues. = The hetercsexual. assumption also -
" facilitates ‘secrecy for mosexuals in straight settings and
lubricates interac ion for ‘those not ready to discuss their
difference.xjkr e _other’ hand, some people: regard the .
hetero/exuéi asSumption as a de facto denial by ‘society that
_Aalternatives in|sexual identity and Ilfestyle exist. _
Christopher Isherwood (1976)% . for example, refers toV;he
assumption as annihiiation by blandness¢

. '\. ‘

-

-

'13 Respondents report long periods near the end of Stage 'l‘wo, :
where they have few or no homosgexual contacts. ‘A moritorium -
is placed on homosexual ‘behavior. - This is partly because -
homosexual partners become\ingreaSingly difficult to find.
‘Former partners are apparently genuinely‘peterose ual: and
pass out of their homosexual stage and refuse further

. homosexual "invitations. This lessening| of ‘homosexual =
. behavior is also because respondents want to minimize -~
guilt and reminders that they are homosexual-f b

_k»,ﬂber )time I had [gay] sex, I said it was
- ”.,901ng to be the last time. I said, "I need :
7 it'only: once more and it will be out of my
R system »for good and I'1ll be: completely
R : - straight." . - _

"educ1ng the frequency of homosexual cdhtact, respondents

s, the attributors of
fev er salience. N
14" 5ne interviewed ife 'said that when her fiance broached .
“the topic of homosexua ty, she was ""only twentY" and she had-
-~ "no idea what it meant, ‘that ‘she had "never, heard anyone
‘ -_talk about it before," and 1n\fact, she’ thought sex between
}V men was “"physically. lmpOSSlble _.Consequently, she entered
_marriage with little more preparatlon than if her husband had
'1told her nothing about his homosexuality at all. '

e

~



ﬂf’female character . sayS.}'HG!oﬂ‘

*“of a month o less, Part of this rush ma

" space of five weeks.. .With such/a:chain of - events set

}f;Denial may boxa factOr ap&mnoh'for’“‘”“iffw
'is the case in ‘the movie, The’ v of

'~'who can prov .

‘dfl§ ‘Once th. deciaion to marry is madec te!Pondpmta;act fﬁff~7
quuickly. Seventy per cent of respondents’ roport ongpqamo ts
£

ﬁtf i

it . .'A ‘ +

‘flpr;-marital iptegnancy ko -8
je ‘rush hoping that ifothe bocome gt &
- lanning” their doubts: will cease to troub a'th;j
‘Ees ndent describes a rapid unfolding of events:"'He U
completed his fihal exams and. ‘graduated’ from school; obtained
' 'his first employment, moved across ‘the continent and was T
. ‘matried in a ‘wedding ceremony with 600 guests ;all witsin/a/,- Kﬁ
‘motion, the respondent says. '"I didn't have tlme fo szoond
.thoughts._-,_,_ Lo R N

“‘ ‘ T '1"; e o ‘4,.-‘( /‘ L w - - QN} P \\ .
‘ ;16‘ Althouqh respondents ‘say they married 1n ‘good" faith" o
zthlnking -they were now. génuinely heterosexual, two cite

experiences. that are. difficult to reconci?e wzth such -
statements. For example, a respondent, one week’ before’ hls
marrjage, went on a camping ‘trip with a. male. friend during

.whlch time they had sex repeatedly. -Another respondent says

~that’'at his wedding rehearsal party, he furtlyely had"sex in

,.a pantry ‘with a male caterer.

‘"“.';Examples of " this klnd of behavior are also found in literature.o,

- Andre°Gide .in his journals (1951) 83117/8 "I'was in anguish toeg"._ .
.discover. that even on my honeymoon was surrounded by such L
boys....[My w1fe] ‘could not help but notice the boys who'

E -respondéd to my’ smlles, ‘and how - upset I was.by handsome

. youngsters. - She began to get headaches, whlch weren t heiped
'ifby the boys I brought to our rooms.“ R S W ‘_/

- L
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,The first end second Ltagqa of identity dev 1°?‘

and active ways of managing/the feeling. The third stage,elfﬂii}v

hqwever,’involves‘ecknowlgaging that homosexuality is u;gg‘ﬂyv‘
personally relevant at leest for pert of the personality.;:f:dﬁﬁff
How respondents come to this realization and how they ) ifﬁ7v?it
respond to it chpriae the content of the Identitz ii;g;fflifill
Affili‘ti°n St‘9° Which is discussed)helow; u_3.jy";3~”75735u?if5;
> nomosExual identity development is not a straight,line >':}
progression.; There may be breaks in the\process. One ég,dﬁj

hiatu* experienced by respondents is the‘period inmediately |
before and after marriagee& Deepite the two excgptions .';: g_ﬁﬁ
reported in Chapter six. note sixteen, most respondente | ,J§;‘l“
-i?port the first year of marriage to be relatively free

homosexual feel;pgs and behavior.i This arrest in gay

identity development 1s welcomed by reepondents.. Typically, “.f

~gay 1mpulses do not reeppear until the birth of the first
child.. The following example is a composite of a typical( , “,
sgenario during this tim% f».‘{'ff_"Q : vafcht*'gt;i’fﬂiiﬁf
. SRS . ST
; i - Y TS



:_"'cf the‘ world. e RN

togetber,.regardless cf the inopportune timing‘creating

"money pro }mns. Ken remembera uthat news cf her pregnancy, :

"knocked my boots off ioThe high schocl sissy was qoing to
he a father., It did grea{ things for my ego; * was on top

- . e

-

- - . . S ' . ]
Marital sex was pefformed "almest every day~ and was

enjoyed by Ken. He feels Joy "never looked beftqr' than

“_fwhen she waa pregnant and he was proud to be seen wlth her.,
”'He says, “I treated her 1ike a princess; 1 was ‘80 grateful

_because ‘she’ made me normal for the first time in my life.,p

e e . B S

;



Ken. Joy

tar lcen and J'uy d:m not havo ux. 'rhiu upnt ,
into tho hospital early to have hor labour

.'-
oy

_fmonitored since shs was haying difticulty., T‘*l wus the
'sfirst timo Ksn and Joy were partod since their wodding.
"During thisfperiod, Ken bonght a body building magazine L

and mastutbated}to“the\photos. He also reports he had

an overwhelmi‘g urgé’to haVe ajman and He did so in a

’:’public toiletfr'“I just did it and took oﬁf like a’ scared
‘-:rabhit . “ T ' IR

When Ken wsnt to the hospital the next day to see/Joy,

{he 'couldn't 1ook her in the eye becapse of. the guilt%

"fne speculates on the re-emergence of’his gay . feelings“

"'}“"It Was the first chance since we Anarried that I had time

"to myself, the only time the hous ,wasn’t full of commotion;l.

fAs soon as I had the space to . think and get in touch with

g;ﬂyself' ‘the gay thing came back. It was shaky;' I wasa

*"straight as 1ong as there were constant distrqctions.,

_ /
_MaYbe that's why sex [with Joy] ‘was such a performance. I

A vfelt if I did it w1th enough vigor,“I could scare away the

gay thing.

Several factors combined to alter the quarity. f 'Ken' s

.'.-
p



’fﬁi?wfimd nns *nnable'ever egein to lie her ll UQSY-: 51'°' th‘
o t.uodl incMmt intruded on un'l uxuel untnin even . -
g ghough n. tried ""to bury" tt ‘Tt was both enxiety provokinq

. enﬂ"mitinq mmwmm 'aidn‘txnownoweo

explnin "',‘»~‘

“k

L

The baby brought increeeod parental end £inlnciel .
" ] reddbed the intimacy he
4 goy bought a new,\n
larger house and moved to a wealthier area. The extre '
financiel responsibility led to Ken s working harder end
staying later at the office. Almost five months passed

before Ken returned to the teeroom. Joy thought he was

1”working overtime.” On this occasion, Ken received from his .

pel

, sex partner informetion about two locel parks and a bus

depot where he could find more of the same.v The size of

. his. gay world quadrupled In this way, through a combination

of planning and happenstance, Ken moved from a happilﬁv
married, heteronexually-ective man to a troubled, covért,
'but homosexually-ective femilyman in less then a yean and
a half.r o - o
Pour themes emerg from this material First,'

respondents report initial satisfaction w1th coitus end with

A\l

heterosexual married lifestyles in general Thus respondents _

.appear to have proof& for their stage Two feelings, ”I am

p0551b1y bisexual on the way tp becoming heterosexual "
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”Suoceuutul living as. a nerriea an convincee recpondente :
that thic trenlfornetion hee ocqprred and that they ere now '

heteroeexunl. ‘iage, the heterosexual liteetyle, and
‘their wite s pr ‘anoy convince them thet they have
. &
"arrived."l ‘ BT o / '

/. .

'Beoondi'eetting'up‘e}houaehoﬁd and starting a fnnily

create enjoyable 'conmotion' tor reepondente that dinplacee
" both eelf- and epouealéhxanination and keeps gay feelinge

._‘buried.c_ Thlrd birth of the ‘first child is“the catalyst

for the re-emergence»of homose*uel feelings.' Ironically,

A ywhile parenthood enhancec the nasculine and heterosexual
_image of reepondenta, parenthood also introduced changes

| .that weaken defenses which formerly held off gay feelings.

", These chenges center around the child's financial and time

demands and the resulting parental fatigue which tend to )
lessen the frequency of both socializing and coitus. (For
a general discussion on the traneition to parenthood, see,
Rossi 1968 For an pverv;ew on the literature of
parenthood as crisgs' see, Le Masters, 1977 and Leslie,
t1979 484-486.) > - S | -
. Four, Stage Three is a stage marked by instability,
volatility and ambivalence of - identity. In a short time,
-respondents report_moving from feeling‘they are-bisexual,
to,heterosexual to active'participation‘in homoeexuality.
Post-marital circumstances/ introduce dramatic'shifts in

respondents' lives which 1nf1uence their identity,vthe

salience‘of homosexuality can no longer be denied.
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the ottoet- *idcntity dmzmm 'rho dimoiom is

Who do I fesl I am? Who do J
“and How to otherxs porscive ln?

During Stago Threc, respondont- alte tc'hctvccn two

‘diftercnt answers to the question, 'who do I feel I am?"
Pirst, they answer the question by strqssing thcir fanilyman :
and occupational identities. Second, they answer the
question by saying they are hamosexual but smphasizing :
lthey are not like other gays. ‘

In stressing familyman and occupational identities:
("I am an. executive wi‘h IBM.” - "I -am Jane' '8 husband and
Jimmy 8 dad@." "I am the breadwinner of the Doe tamily. ),
respondents implicitly announce themselves as heterosexual
and underscore their ties to o veptionality. Emphasis on

4

;the occupational an ouncement is exemplified in the
workaholic role.

ubmergence of xelf in this role deflects f
avyattention from trthling sexual feelings. 'Respondents |
- skirt. ‘the painful isshe of sexual orientation identity,
| avoid confronting At directly, and comfort themselves with
'"normality. Becoming "devoted, "’"attentive" husbands and
fathers works to the same end, Respondents say, An Fffect, '

~ "There are more important things in life than gay séx.

Real fulfillment is achieved in my occupation and family

/

/
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. lumentl' second answer to
"1 am ho-oml. but dif!omt fram
o perception stems from ru’pondmu' : 4 |
. and mtioin the gay nozld. They tc’nd to have an. 'apﬂmli-‘ o

mity unqovorncd by tho rules of everyday life._ Kl
noqpondents“nre both attractod and ropollod by uhpt thoy
view as a world of poréotual. ea-y ux with no r“pontibility..
aoapondantl see thamnolvoa as more 'r.sponlible, more:

senaible, more 'praotical' than openly.qay people.« These
perceptions paychologically diatance respondenta fram the
.‘gay world and other homosexuals, and insulate them fron full
‘homosexual identity. r |

| A&gitting homo:exuality, even this qualified version of

“it, is initially disturbing to respondents since it threatens
their newly created lifestyle in which they have considerable
emotional, financial, psychological and career investment, |
'Various maneuvers are adopted by respondents to- leasen this /
threat and to’ make the self-admisaion of hamosexuality more
palatable. For example, one respondentoduring,the nines
. - years of his narriaoe restrioted his homosexual outlet
‘exolusively to‘masturbation ﬁith male photographs. vBe ﬁas
" inhibited from direct homosexual expressron by both inner
constraints (guilt, religious beliefs) and by outer
' constraints (geographical inaccess to gay institutions, lack

" of gay 1nformation networks, demands of family and career). «



\bnwlmuy dur:lnq mruqc ullih hhmm their ult—-

- A "diucrm !m ot.m hmnmu. | MR,
There are athor \‘wc I‘."Ml m- mmm

Lam- of "duhnnx tm otm hmmh. . m ml&.
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into an "homnl-y ulo. Appu'mux his tdn hnd broad

thoul.dtu and mnt.inq her from the mx for coitus (coitus

& tergo) facniutad gay male fmtuin, which udc coitmn

‘the gay world involved only 'hit-and-run sex, " a term that :

tolcrablo in lion of actual hononxual contact nnd :tin.

allowad him to see himself as 'diftoront from othor

homosexuals. 5 . ' f

-Respondents' interactions with openly gayvhnn also

serG!*to emphasize their separateness ind dift‘rence from

them. Por example, one respondent aayl his ventures into

confhys the sporadic, furtive nature of his homosexual
cg%tacts.s ‘He sayp this allowed him to keep 'one foot .in
each world';and,disganced him from opéply gay men.’ One
upaa:dlyanSi;en prqfessionally-employed)respondent had
gay’sex exclusively with lowet§class men ("rough trade,"
hitchhikers, street hustlerﬁ). He'éomhégts: " "They #ere
all poor trasp and h&d hothing going for them., .I knew ;)
wa;n't like them.™ (Structuring life in this way also

faczlitated the respondent's compartmentalization since,

ordinarily, the.two classes seldom mix. ) L

*

When-reSpondents'answervthe\question. "Who do I feel

e . .
m . &
-

R ) ’ . . b

~ .

¢
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! ?"’ ﬂﬂ: 'x am hml. but uﬁ-unt from mm qnyi." a0

’ my mimau the euiu of auonuiu common to puviw-

ctaqnﬂ Thiu tltouqtion frcnqqayn(ip a an;or obltucho

 imtexr-component eoumcaco and the achime of . yalm .

‘1dont1ty. It ap nlmo inpcrtunt to point out that :tlpondihtc

Thc next lcctxon dioéul-o- this aspcct of gay tnnilynan s

e

1dmntity dovnloqunt. : ~ .

WHO DO I mouuct mrsmronz? N

In Stage Three, the nature of the identity announccmant
is heavily inflgenccd by the compartmentalization whic§
typifies thi§ stage. Typically, respondenta announce '
themselves to heterosexual audicnces as heterosexual,’ but
to their expanding gay audiences as bisoxﬁal. This is

S
further COMplicated, as this chapter points out, when the

compartmentalization breaks down and it becomes necessary

for the gay familymgn,tu»announce themselveq as. bisexual

N tcnselected heterosexuals in order to explain away their *

,homosexual exposure. ) >

‘Heterosexual Announcement to Heterosexuals

The heterosexual arinouncement is made obliquély via
‘the 'social clues of familyman Qtatus, rather than by a direct
heterosexual declaration. Marriagevengulfs the men‘in a
heterosexual\role,‘and wife; children and wedding ring are

some of the public clueé of this rdie. Respondents report

a

"%3¢ruu other- hulntunutlnzhut alsé from
»hc%nzo:namnls with whom’ they ostemwsibly churg u lifestyle.:



+

con51derable commltment to thjlr w1ves and Chlld en, belng

dedlcated fathers and belng i volved in ch11d— and famlly-f‘

) Centered act1v1t1es (at least durlng the early part of the'4:

';:marrlage) 8 Slgnlflcant others assume respondents are e

CLr

e El

: heterosexual by thls ostenslbly heterosexual 11festyle and‘”'” b

”srnce no announcement is made to the contrary he<,

Y

“;heterosexual announcement 1s made prlmarlly in family and
x‘employment contexts, contexts wh1ch consume the bulk of P
'”~respondents commltments. In comparlng this- sectlon w1th'

“the- prev1ous one ("who do I feel I am’"), it is clear that

fatherhood lnfluences respondent s self announcement as

t - k

’heterosexual more than it affects the1§§self perceptlons.

' Fatherhood is 1nstrumental in respondents successfully

’announclng themselves as heterosexual but fatherhood does "

.

_llttle to alter homosexual urges.

operatlons.

As compartmentallzatlon 1ncreases durlng the marrlage,.
there lS a tendency for respondents to mOVe to one of two

extreme postures 1n announc1ng thelr heterosexuallty

fl) breastplate of rlghteousness (Humphreys 1975 135),«

: 1
v2)veccentr1c1ty. Both of -these are: dlstractablllty

.—_'" o A

:l) Respondents may. be so fervent 1n the1r famllyman :

: announcement that they present themselves as heterosexual .

: to a fault _ Humphreys (1975-»135) comments on thls

phenomenon, also found 1n hls tearoom sample, and shows

how 1t is functlonal to thelr llfe s1tuatlon'
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In donning the breastplate of rlghteous] ss the

- covert deviant assumes a protective shigld of
superproprlety.‘ ‘His armor has a part1 ularly i
shiny quality, a refulgence, whith tends tos
blind the audience: to certain @f his, practlces. :
"To others in his everyday world, he;is not only
normal but rlghteousk-— an exemplan’of good
~behavior and right thinking.’ Howe¥er much the 4
covert partic1pant may be. reacting to gullt in. '~
erectlng this degensive barrler, he is also
., engaging in a performance that is. jpart and -

. . parcel of his belng....Motlvated largely by his ,jﬁ

‘own awareness. of the di scredi¥able nature of.
h1s secret behavior; t ¢ covert deviant develops
ar presentation of self’ ‘that As respectable to

a fault, His whole life style becomes an
1ncarnation of what is proger and orthodox.-

. In manners and taste, religlon and art, he.
.strlves to compensate Tof an otherwise low
re51stance to?the shock/of exposure.

2) In contrast, respondents may announce thelr '
N
heterosexuallty in such an eccentrlc '"dev1l-may—care"

style that, they/dlsarm susplclons equally well

Respondents may present/themselves as "nudlsts, swingers,"

/ -
“free thlnkers" of/a sort.. Thls announcement 1s

typlcally one of mlfed messages," so respondents resemble,

-as’ one man states?/;a crazy qullt of contradlctlonsn

]

One respondént says hlS nelghbors "couldn t make heads .

"or talls out oﬁ’all the comlng and- golng around here,,lt

/

was ‘a tossed salad of everythlng."f Rather than. belng °

condemnatory, “the’ nelghbors smmply tolerated them w1th

4

"the klnd of gentle nod and wlnk you’d have for your daffy

old aunt. Another, a lawyer, frequently gave 1n51der—type,'

pro—gay talks to homosexual groups acc0mpan1ed by his

'spouse whom he always 1ntroduced as hlS "lov1ng w1fe,"

thereby confu51ng his audlences.k;He calls.hlmselfA“a

191
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movlng target ”_ Both these respondents enjoy word games ~‘“'l;
‘w1th questloners and w1th those who try to dec1pher thelr'
- eccentrlq defenses._ They also relish telllng "war storles"'
of tlmes whensthey bamboozled others with ‘gelr ;‘ :“5‘ '_f:;;ﬁf;
- announcements, tlmes when they were almost caught Ln - |
: ‘contradlctlons, but managed to gloss them over.
. Cory (1951: 219) descr;bes one varlety of eccentrlc; {"‘/
.‘fmlxed—message announcements-i' “ | | o

"[Some] gay husbands brlng theur c1rc1e of
. [gay] friends --  save those who may be
% * - apparent to anyone -- to the home, and t
'~ "7 two lives are intermingled in-all respect
except for the gratlflcatlon, when it does
‘take place, is arranged for elsewhere. That
‘one aspect of ‘the group life is kept from. the
wife. Thus ‘she becomes; unknow1ngly and
unw1tt1ng1y, a.part of the group...:In the -
circle she is often loved and finds many- of
° .the friends inspiring and charmlng, though .
.. she would be aghast 1f the entire scene were'
unvelled before ‘her. - Occa51onally suspicion -
may becloud her mind ~-. the preponderance of S
bachelors, the strength of a special. C
ywcomradeshlp between two . people, the momentary
__mannerlsm that can so easily betray»—- but
. the .entire thought runs counter. to .
.Hpreconcelved notlons of taboo.

B

‘ Gay 1nnuendo is: mlxed w1th heterosexual llfesty e in’ such an’

.unusual, confu51ng way that can only be seen by others as

>eccentr1c.‘

| Announ01ng\themse1ves as off -beat protects respondents

"homosexuallty by confoundlng condemnatory prov1nC1al R

'1Judgments with exotlc mysterles.. It lnsulates respondents -

‘ from standardJerpectatlons ‘and places respondents out31de
fthe crlterla for evaluatlon ln conventlonal terms._ The role

of the eccentrlc smokescreens respondeﬂt s whereabouts from



both heterosexuals and gays.;3

L | fj Absorblng themselves in a bustle of eccentric

’ act1v1t1es not only shlelds respondents from the publlc

1dent1fy1ng thelr homosexuallty, but also serves to_t' f R

?7 confound and obscure family bounwagmes and identlfy
o boundarles so that respondents do not have to confront
. thelr own homos xual feellngs oz behav1prs. A respondent

. / :
s re-lnter reted ese act1v1t1e as nlng awa from_»
_— P 7 y

f‘myself " .
V

a.

R Playlng the eccentrlc role also makes respondents

unusual 1n some ‘way other than sexual or1entation.' Sexual'

S

d,d ‘ ‘orlentatron 1s thereby trrv1allzed for both respondents

and thelr audlences by the over—rldlng'power of the }”':'

veccentrlc role.' Trlpp ( 975 134) comments- "[Some
paSSers] may be eccentrlc about whom the mentlon of
anythlng entlrely personal seems out of place and hls | ’
homosexuallty perhapSDthe least of hlS pecul1ar1t1esa" the
least blzarre part of hlS llfe.3 In short+_the eccentric co
role acts as ‘a cover. In. thls way - there 1s a, 51m11ar1ty ks

between both postures adopted by gay famllymen for

~ announ01ng themselves as heterosexual. - Both the breastplate

f

of rlghteousness and eccentr1c1ty are dlsarmlng ln belng s -/}' i

dlstractablllty operatlons.9 e zf.:' d R . 7/

Blsexual Announcement to Homosexuals

The blsexual announcement 1s made to homosexuals

-

o prlmarlly 1n soc1al/sexual contexts, seldom 1n domestlc f

¥




o . o E . . . » el 0T B L oy '. 4,".}‘\ " S e
S U e ‘f“~:ﬁ ‘ 'i G x"fl oo Le4
. B T | SEaS . i N ‘ R T &' _.w“ T

;:or occupational worlds._l(“Bisexual" 13 possibly the 2‘{q
pr;ncorrect word for twg_respondents who told others they |
.fgl”:were "just‘experlmenting and an explorer.;: Specifically,
vffone respondent told others he was "only goxné up ahd down
.f‘the se;ual ye-yo,s and the other said when anyone asked
‘*he explalned himself by telllng them he was’ 'confused ).;ff'h

k’}Inmtlally, the bisexual announcementjis made only to }3‘ i

I T

+ -y - s el

'se ected, male sexual partners.; It is as: speciflc as

t'v*,,;haVLng ‘o addl they are homosexual -5””'7;f‘}"; +

‘sapproprlate the blsexual label In“Stage.Two 1t was:-ff;v-f'-wfi3
mentloned that respondents felt they\wer p0581b1y L

i[to announce it. By Stage Three, howeVer, theyv_" A

A;fRespondents gradually'“drlft" 1nto the self de31gnat1.':~
'they have a chance meetlng w1th SOmeone who tells them
vabout blsexuality or they stumble across favorable literary

vﬁ.presentatlons of 1t._ov_},]'_i":'a1;“- E 7,; s ,f ibyn‘j S et
o ’My flrst sex w1th~a man [after marrlage] was f“'"
. with a; drag queen.* Hooker. ®Colored. 'Isn't.
that awful? 1 It ‘makes me $ick to think of it.
At some level, "I knew she was really a: guy,v.fﬁ?'
- but ‘I _didn't. want to let myself believe what
«I was doing. , It was her.who first ‘told me. I
;was bi. I wanted to hlt her I was - so mad

’Another respondent remembers 1n1t1ally learnlng to selfu'
fapproprlate the b;sexual label\through a [fllm] serlesf\
'at the museum T R

ooy



'._blsexual}magazines, kept arr;v1ng for the former tenant

"erirut 1 tottqd 1t oes, put obvioutly e
.planted/a 4eed| because by’the end of the hﬁw;

dn/'% %hink it was 50 bad.j»you e

-4 ing wrong with" it, hut it took &
- wh before lettmyaelf buy it.;._

"~;}aeries, d

QPreaident of the National Gay Archivea, Los Angelea, says S
';that many homosexually-oriented publications prior to
’vp1969 and the beginning of the modern Gay Liberation -

. ;"fMovement centered on bisexual themes, rather than .

: i

*'exclusively homosexual themes.- A respondent tells how s
-i-he dlscovered thls material and its effect 1n encouragiﬂ&
’ hlm to adopt a blsexual announcement-" The respondent moved

, Wlth his w1fe to a ‘new. apartment where the mail, 1ncluding

1

:::fThe respondent surreptitiousiy masturbated to this material,

vfand announcement of blsexuallty. Acqulrlng visible

lfheterosexual accoutrements (marrlage and fatherhood), make

and - from the publlshed stories gradually came to see the Qg;fﬁt

'hbisexual announcement as acceptable.,;

Other conditions of Stage Three favor self approprlatlon 3’

@hthe blSexual label more palatable.- Additzonal conslderations
:kthat contrlbute to Justlfylng the bisexual announLément

lnclude.p-love of w1fe, abllity to perform c01tus, abillty

to successfully pass as heterosexual male-male sexual

v:fanta51es, and homosexual behav1or._ Respondents feel in"

N Stage Three that thi?”unusual combinatlon of factors .

S




‘ i«g offending or‘hxiting further inhibits %ts introduction.;

NS

behavior markg a crucial turning point iop rasf“”“

f the realitx of the phencmenon and gives it increased

Being able tofdiscusa homosexual aspects of

behavior is kept to a minimnm.f Prevailing proprﬂeties |
and individual inhibitions tend tc impede conversation of
homOSexuality even,between respondents and their

homosexual partners. Ordinarily, there is little

opportunity or - occasion to discuss the issue, and fear of

In Stage Three, the public announcement of the sub)ect

: changes the Situation appreciably. Thi/‘unspeakable

b comes discussable and its shock" decneases. Taboo

'ves way to toleration as respondents discover they can

"_roach bisexuality with gay partners, discussing the
hbmosexual part of themselves, and gain information in,v’”'

.f conversation. Respondents find that discussion heightens

legitimagy._ The identity of the participants and

rationalizations of the practice become more ”respectable.‘-

_We were in the LiOn 'S Club and we got put together 3 )

,,:‘1n this contest to quit smoking. I never liked him
at first; he seemed square, kind of prudish ‘but.
_hexe we were, "the buddy system” they- called dit,

. and’I was -- we were -- to phone  each other wheneyer

~.we had an urge to smoke and get support....It

?-,‘* *  somehow brought us close. . About the third night -
- . we got to talking ‘about our. problems ‘and: dropping o
‘ _pins ‘and" it [bisexuality] cmme out....It was the B
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| {Mftirstitime'i evef‘admitted»to‘ . ther p;Q.on....°,

He seemed. cool ‘about it -which :ﬂs a nice surprise,

- but.I stopped on the way home and bought a pack ¢
. and went back’ puffing avay, T cﬁuldn help it. =
_ i Through announcument and discussion, the "strange" is "
‘5ihmought into. the.nenlneot the £amiliar sinoe it. can be v
«,paddressed within the familiar value system and thought | /
'pstterns of the discussants. Discussion of bisexuality, R A“‘i
even if ‘it is- cond/emnatory, l'%eightens credibility and "
feasibility of homosexual identity, and moves the topic
. closer to 1egitxmation and acceptability. Once respondents iss !
“-can announce themselves as "bisexual," they are more 1ike1y
to incorporate homosexual behavior into their lives rather

A <

‘tthan reSist it; as they do in previous stages.

HOW DO 'O'I'HE'RS PERCEIVE ME? BRI N
Iﬂ StagelIhrEE’“ justas ‘there are two main announcements

‘lof self, there are th\main perceptions by significant Lo

‘others° l) Respondents’believe that heterosexual audiences

' ‘tend to’ perceive them as eccentrically heterosexual

2) Respondents believe that homosexual audiences tend to

o perceive them as-"closet cases. e ﬂr" . .

l) Given respondents"extreme postures in announcing

themselves as heterosexual, it is ‘not. surpriSing that some

~ B

_perceive them a:/heterosexuals who are eccentric. This

s 'perception is fostered by those respondents who run an -

. experimental fa

at the edge of town,: keep -a high profile

"-1n several political/re iqious action causes, center life



.*f':believe others feel  as alienated from them as respondents

| around collecting rare and strange objects, participate in

=public scandal

198

;alternative consciousness therapies (yoga, primal scream),
4lplay the role of ‘the absent-minded professor consumed in
| esoteric: research, operate expensive boutiques that cater

W."to odd ‘tasts in clothes, foods, and mystical ideologies.

One respondent believes others perceived him as asexual "
as "too absorbed in‘my work to be.anything sexually.,

To be perceived as eccentric" rather than a "weird

"'misfit,” for example, requires considerable,social verbal

I) P

and personality skills and’ membership in relativeny tolerant

groups, usually the upper classes. Private idiosyncrasies

~are more likely to be tolerated as long as they are

- orchestrated with aplomb and discretion and there is no

11

Régardless.ofione's success 'in this regard, significant
-, A

others' perceptions are tinged w1th negatiVism. Respondents

,' feel alienated from others.

: Respondents' families also tend to see them as eccentric

and to feel alienated For example one respondent found

H

'that the only" wéy he could. masturbate to gay. erotica was

.to loeck himsel%/in the bathroom.’ Family members, irked about

his monopolization of the bathroom, made jokes to him about

- eccentric bowel habits and nicknamed him ”The Throne Kingu

i

:Similarly, another respondent found that the only way he

! ' ®

could arrange. cruising time was by squeezing it into his

existing grocery—buying routine._ Family members,_irked

‘jj : -
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about his tardiness, made jokes about his eccentric sohedule

and niokﬁgmed him, "The Hong'Kong’Shopper.‘i These examples

make it clear that heterosexuel others view respondents

_as heterosexual but as eccentric.:

2) Respondents believe that homosexual audiences do’

not subscribe to their bisexual annOuncement, but rather

view them as "closet cases“‘enqaged in denial

o they knew for years....It takes one to. know one

I alwaﬂs wondered if [gay friends] could see
through it and, sure enough, my worst fears --

Oné respondent who thought he was beihg dlscreet in

cruising the 01ty park by drfving around its perimeter

(rather than entering the park),. discovered that all of.

them [i.e., gays] knew about me" and that gays even had &

]oke among themselves that his car could only make right

turns .

This underscores that .respondents are not only

n‘

alienated from heterosexuals but that they are also

separated from homosexuals. Respondents report ‘such a

situation to be lonely and stressful

“The married [gay] man is a part of ‘no world at
 all, precisely because he partakes of two
- disparate ones. Living in two societies that

commingle without interminglihg, he seeks to
belong to. both and therefore falls short of
full integration in either. Wherever he turns,

he is a minority -- not only in the world at
‘large, but even in his small world of escape.

The married homosexuals I have known....
regret most of all the mask, the fact that it
cannot be discarded even with ‘the one with -
whom the hurdens of life are being shared ‘
(Cory 1951 220-221).

)

How;this'Situation is-resolved is discussed in the next{

*Whennworlds Collide;ﬂ

R . .. . I



\ ¥ ’ ’ ) ) . [
N S | SR 200

When Worldl Collide \\, - o ‘Svf

Over time, it bec es increesinqu difficult for
-E‘respondents to live witl the disorepancies between who they

L ' feel they are, who* tﬁey | nounce themselves to be, and how

S

, they are perceived by siqn ticant othexs. The intercomponent
~ incongruency in. the 'SSR mat ix dun%pg Stage Three makes for

| highly unstable, volatile identities, and substantial

v

J A
psychic pain.12 Although some respondents are able t

routlnlze compartmentalization«\others £ind sustaining‘the

necessary -maneuvers for secrecy\to be. excessively probl 'tic.r

\

Considerable energy 1s expended in the pursuit. Cover f
| storles are manufactured for w1ves, co-workers and frlends.

Fake Ldentitles,‘names, and employment are constxucted to :

prevent ldentlflcatlon by sesdual partners who mlght leak - \

the informatlon. Some respondents maintadin secret .post.’

A

offlce boxes and separate offlce telephones for clandestlne,

ﬂ g gay—related bu81ness.v Some keep hxdden gay magazxnes others

“,

haye addreSs book codes so gay actlvitles can be secretly
recorded and have separate apartments reserved for gay use.
Domestic confllcts are common w1th w1Ves who object to

the dlsproportionate time the men spend away from home,

neglectlng parental responsibllltles._ The: men express gullt

that thelr work - and sex sclHedules do not allow ‘them to spend

\

as much time with their children as they would llke. One

¥
respOndent called his chlldren "the consolatlon prlze" in e

what he saw as an otherwise unsatlsfactory 1festy1e.

- Consp1rac1es of 51lence and denlal w1th1n th families become
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incidents involved transferring body\}ice and venoral

v

strained if not transparent.

201
13
In fourteen cases, the precipitating incident for thc
family 8 discovery was the husband's establishment of a 1ove

relation-hib with another man. Other fecede-shattering

diseese from a hustler to the wife, and being blackmailed

, In one case a respondent came out to his wife in the course

of marital counseling. In seven.cases the precipitating.

'incident was the husband's arrest by vice officers. uxn‘;

such cases, the respond.nt did not: so much come out of: )he

closet as have the. closet involuntarily ripped frcm around

144

nim: Such unanticxpated exposure is devastating. The~ ‘

following example has an. emotional quality not easily

reproduced on paper-15

R. They let me go on my own recognizance and )
the first thing I did was drive to my parents....
My ego was down to zero and my nerves were

-/ about to .give out and T sat mom and dad down -

. .and ‘told theim ‘exactly what happened« I guess,

- I didn't know what" they d say, but T had to

" tell them. We hadn't been especially close -
because of a fight over my brother, money
actually, the year before and -- mom -- well,
it still wasn't patched up. -and'it was the.
hottest day of summer and humid and I was coIa

shaking. My hands wouldn't stop -~ from the ' _

‘handcuffs and also because things that had been

“'bottled up inside me for so long weren't belng ;
hidden very well anymore. 1I- should tell you;
my parents were in their seventies and just -

" honest, working people. "Simple® you might

~ say, but in the good sense of the word, you .

.. know. And I just laid it out that I was, ah,..
"ah, charged -- in a restroom, y'Know, all the _
grubby details. And they were so good. I mean v
supportive. It was beyond my dreams. God, we'

" held each other and cried -and sobbed and 1t .

- meant so much to me. It meant they loved me
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‘exposure. (Some respondents are surprised that their wives

{respondent begins er,inql. It...it was an"
incredibly deep, emotional thing for me. They
were there for me. I never knew they cared go
much and that we felt so strongly. Years of '

Lo - all that pain.and fights we'd had just, .just

disaolved (respondent talks while crying and is
‘almost inaudible]. I was transported I was so
‘ h.M" I.of;o-q.g PR . ‘

I: Wow.

R: That's right.. It was wonderful; I can't ever
forget it. They loved me, they really and truly
- aid {respondent regaining composure]. I'm sorry,

T apologize.. I d4idn't mean.... | ,

‘I: No, you're doing fine.

R: Do you know what I'm;saying? ‘Somj‘hhit like
this [washroom entrapment] brings up together.
Jesus, this world is fucked. S

::3

Wives as well as,responden¥s~arg suzbrised by ﬁhe_

are surprised since.respondenﬁsf;hought their wiQes alrdady

knew, anditabitly 5ccepted it.‘ This -underscores, the point

 that there are various levels of "knowing.") Initially.

. wives ‘may ggact with,aisﬁeiief and revulsion. This may

give way to a .fe'elinq- of “coup;'l'e solhj,darity.--that, "wé can
cqnquerAthe problem,tdgether.“"When’thisﬁis tﬁe adaptétion,
respohd§n$s~d6»no£ come out of thé*clbset §o much as takeé
their wives énto the ciosgt with ﬁhem;. : / |

T ] | o
Wives who had previously blamed themselves for

i

lgéﬁluster'marfiages, for their husband's irritability,

for his late mights, for his workaholic conduct, and for

his hyperactive busyness now have an explanation of

heretofore incomprehensible behavior. Wives #ay reinterpret

the past inrlight_of.the new information, feeling their.

husbands cannot now be trusted and doubtihg that they ever.

-
-

*
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loved thcn,_ One wife was so angry upon discovering her
husband's homo-cxuility that she "clawed the dzaggl."
Other wives exhibited a variety of psychological and
puycho-emntic reactions (hearing loss, ulcers, auicido
attcmptl) P . B
v1olation of tho expectation o! monogamy itnnlt Creates
anger. Wives report feeling “bctrayed.“ The fact that the
extramarital sex is homosexual, rather than heterosexual,
exacerbatesvtha upset. As one wife said: "If it had been
another woman, I'd know how to deal with it, but what do
you do when it's a guy?“ Another said: "It's not my
.fault I caq't éompete because I haven't the right plumbing."
Wives typically feel'the?gay announcement reflects
negatively on them ("rubbed my nose in it"). The wife,
-in guilt-by-association logic, may be viewed as inadequate,
‘immorai of even’homosexuel herself.® (rFor a discussion of
the concept ef-"stigma contamination," see Miller 1978,
1980. Birenbaum, 1970, also discusses the phenomenon, but
.uses families of the mentally ill as an example, and uses
“the terminology "courtesy stigma.")

. Couples try a variety of techniques to shore up the
marridges. Respondents maf seek therapy to "cure" their
homosexuality;l7’ Some men geﬂbﬁousLy of fer wives fhe
freedom to experience extramarital affairs'too, although’
it appeafs'this is done mostly to relieve respondents’ quilt
since they know .that w1ves are unlikely to take them up on

the offer. When wives do not put the offer to the test,
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resﬁbndents further console thelr gullt by 1nterpret1ng

~thls as ev1dence that the w1ves are "fr1g1d" or low 1n

"sex drlve,ﬁ although data from the wives dlspute thlséw

.sexual characterlzatlon.

vSome couples try: 1nst1tut1ng new sexual arrangements.

'::a menage a tr01s (husband—w1fe—husband's gay frlend), or

b,-the husband is allowed out one nlght a week w1th gay frlends.,

~In. the former Interactlon, w1ves tend to report feellng

°

- "used" and in the_latter, men tend to report feellng they '

are "oh a long leash."

| Sexual conflicts Splll into other domestlc areas.

' ”Tardlness or mlssed app01ntments lead to w1ves é?§p1c1ons
and - accusatlons and general marltal dlscord One man_y

calls thls compromlse perlod "whlte-knuckle heterosexuallty.'"l8

: LY
Edmund Whlte, in- hlS autoblographlcal book Travels 1n Gay

.

Amerlca, 1nterv1ews a gay famllyman who appears to ‘be
'experlenCLng the stralns of "whlte knuckle heterosexuallty"f

1 ve always been gay. I llke to suck cock. ..
[but] I don't want to be gay....I like the
'stralght life. I'm used to.it. I like
playlng bridge" with other couples too. -But .
- I'm afraid things are falling apart with my i
wife. .She's slim, she's a good dancer, she
knows how to draw people out, she's an ideal
. companion. But sex with her....For vears she
thought I was just undersexed. Now she knows.
,I m gay; I told her. We read The Homosexual -
Matrix out-loud to each other. We went to a
-marriage counselor. for- two months- {he was a
_real fool) .- My wife wants me not to jack
‘of £ or go to the baths, she thinks that will
make me so horny I'l1l want sex with her.
But it,won't. I wish she had a lover (White
1980 165) ' PR ERTE b

}gBy negotlatlng groundrules that relnstate partlal
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denlal and\by 1ntellectuallzlng the srtuatlon, some couples

malntaln for years the compromise period ‘Thls uneasy ‘
truce perlod ends if groundrules are repeatedly v1olated
and when the w1fe reallzes, l) that her husband f;nds men A
sexier than. herself 2) that he 1s unalterably gay, aﬂd 3)
that her prlmary»place as object of permanent affectlon ls
challenged lees mayvgradually come to resent romanceless
marrlages wrth men- who would rather make love to another
_ man, and the homosexual husbands come to’ resent, as one.
man sald belng "Stlfl d in a nuptlal closet ";. |
| Dlvorce becomes 1ncrea31ngly llkely as the men’ s gay
relatlonshlps 1nten51fy and they begln to reconstruct the
soc1al reallty of the gay world as. favorable I? Gradually

( sn\erpretlng heterosexual marrlage as unfulfllllng, these

\

e for: effectlng companlonshlp and soc1al stablllty It 1s

usually w1ves, however, who' take actlon to termlnate the -
marrlages by locklng thelr husbands out of the house or}ﬁ
by hav1ng them served with dlvorce papers.‘ Palnful as thlsw
experlence 1s, 1t tends to decrease the men s gullt from @t
least part of the respon51b111ty of marltal dlssolutlon.
It also brlngs the rellef of "closure" (Lemert 1967)

It would be dlfflcult to exaggerate the upset expressed
by respondents surroundlng thelr dlvorces. Words used to
descrlbe spouse and self at thlS tlme 1nclude-- callous,

‘ 1nfur1at1ng, hateful, and humlllated angry, and cheated'

Fantasxes of murderlng the spouse are reported and others.

E

men come to see gay culture as prov1d1ng v1able llfestyles‘fy

- e d
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.- whlch she became drun

. "her there all nlght ho’

e dlfferent context Cuber and Harrof

g'Slmllar adjustments-

“y
s

. o S R P
R recall day dreamlnq out severe illnesses or accidents

,~jhappen1ng to thelr s .uses-hj‘ -
"In the mlddl“of the day, st‘ 1
into my head: about [her] get
‘truck or the orakes going ou

. on her and I'd
& feel tremendo s relief thlnk'

ng about her: dead '

4

One man tells of carrflng h;s w1fe ~'me after a- party at.

Ya

and passed o] t He then pushed her .

AR over the edge of the p tlo deck 1n helr backyard and left

»He recounts hls dlsap 1ntment, gu1 t, and anger when he

h:woke up to flnd ‘her: br 1sed but al've. Respondents recall

-.the perlod from dlSClO ure to dlvorce as hlghly stressful

'fandhunhappy.

‘Resp0ndentsiwhobRema;n‘ arried After Dlsclosure

s

Couples who remai ”married after dlsclosure tend not to

;hayegrejected’diVOrCe, but rather have an 1ndef1n1te

postponement'of'ité‘ "after the Fhlldren have left home,

"after}the finances are'ln order, when thlngs settle down

" at work." Often these tlmes never seem to arrlve.»-Inva

?-They say that they "still love" or "sort of
love" or “"think they love" the growh—away -from -

~ spouse....There are those who frankly say that
‘they love their spouses mori than anyone else,

"~ but not enough to limit their companionship and

" sex behavior in ‘accordance t erew1th....[Love]

" has become synonymous with p?ty for ‘'some, simple

. acceptance of responsibility| for others, the need
to repay a debt for still others....And so they
continue, not rocking the boat: now but holding to-
‘the dream that someday theyv ay. And perhaps some

1 : -

/

1ng she woul be dead 1n the: mornlng;
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.;1nstruct1ve to descrlbe thelr llfestyles.

:}an exten51ve llbrary at home whlch con51sts entlrely of

207"

'day, faced with an "engaglng alternatlve“ they ,

.will, but in the absence of one, it is clear . .~
- that they. will continue .in the not—t00r’ IRt
_<<uncomfortable routine. e

‘°Slnce there are only three respondents 1n the present

sample who remaln marrled after dlschsure, 1t may *\ |

. Larry 1s a 11brar1an for a parochlal school. He is -

'fwell~organized and metlculous in- his work and self

f

d"presentatlon. He glves the 1mpre551on of belng low-key, -=".

even’ shy, but he descrlbes sexual adventures whlch suggest

'lhe is not reserved 1n all aspects of. hlS llfe.A Larry has

homosexual materlal largely'erotlca. It fllls hls two car

.garage and ‘the master bedroom whlch he shares w1th hlS

«

<w1fe. For two years, Larry has been 1n the process of

'bulldlng a w1ng on the modest house to contaln splll-over :

U

from the llbrary, but hlS spare time and spare money are g

n-'

scarce -sd' the progect moves slowly keeplng hls hcuse 1n ol

d

"'dlsarray. Larry has purchased a second hand van whlch ‘he

;.has upholstered in. men s worn denim jeans glven h1m by_ BT

?former sex partners. Larry cru1ses the streets w1th

‘his van and pleS up men mostly black and has.sex w1th

them in the back of hlS van. Larry“s wlfe 1s a part tlme @n}

_4seamstress worklngyouttgf the house.; Thls SUltS her well

because she has a phy51ca1‘dlsablllty whlch llmlts her.v"

moblllty. Among her many progects, she helped:Larfy

W

upholster hls van ' Last summer, Larry and hls w1fe went on

-

o T



LS
éhe coast:uathe van visltlng relatives and also

S ) I ‘ ' ;; o ‘ .‘ ‘ . ."‘- . . . ' . ; ‘

Rl 1 e RIS
gay bars along the way.- The wife claims shei"liked most of IR

V&

them".and enjoyed those ones espec;ally where the patrons‘=

,‘b“fussed\over me._- She and Larry had only one flght" during

. K -}
i

" the trlp.b It seems Larry left her "stranded'fon hours" infs" .

’ﬁaga bar while he had gex w;th a patron ln his van in the

',parklng loﬁ. Larry s7ys thelr marrlage 1s ”not good but 5?{,3"‘

‘whose 1s these days "/ and he plans to "stlck zt out "

‘«"The second respondent who 1ntends to emaln marrled 1s {”’
h‘Tom.‘ He has been wed for more than twenty—flve years and

k'kls ln hls m1d fortles.. He and hls w1fe have seven chlldren,

W

fﬂf;two daughters and f1ve sons, one of whom is. “retarded " All

vmare grown and have left home except for the retarded son.v

.}Tom feels gullty about thls son slnce he bellevesthathls

“-transferrlng venereal dlsease from a male prostltute

L to hls w1fe durlng her pregnancy caused the retardatlon.jzf'"
Tom has been arrested 51x tlmes for proposltlonlng v1ce

offlcers' ‘he has been termlnated from "more than ten" ]Obs i

‘”(for "botherlng" other employees. He has been robbed and

b”»;;assaulted by hltChhlkerS and others he has sollc1ted for

: isex., In one J.nstance he was. assaulted in the car outs:Lde hJ.S
L s e ar
,_;daughter s weddlng for prop051tlon1ng the best man. Tom._’

. v\u

j_regularly glVeS helter to homeless youths for a few days
‘at . a. tlme in exc hange for sex.k When this happens; hls w1fe'
a'leaves the hous and spends the tlme at her relatlves',:,

‘Q” re51dences.- The w1fF does not termlnate the marrlage for a N

'varlety of reasons., she is’ a devout Roman Cathollc and has

]

e il .'



1no DccuPational skills, not even a driver s license._ she'jn‘a"
, iﬁffdoes Jot have the resources to care for the retarded son by
i‘;herself and she has/also recently developed psychiatricyl‘gf,if:i<
1‘problems (depression, alcoholism) which undermine her S
confidence and make her dependent on her husbandj T°mf" .
f:acknowledges that he hAS had sex "a few times” with the-hn~f

‘nretarded son as part of his "sex education.__ The sex

~involved Tom masturbating the son when Tom tucked him in _f‘vgip-

i‘fat night. The wife does not know about this and Tom hasa
V-stopped doing it because the son would "cry" afterwards{f”y":ia
Looked at from the outSide, it might seem that these famiries :
. are leading lives of quiet desperation but both of the.
slgay familymen say they intend to remain married o }ffﬂjt;ir'
| | The third and final respondent who remains married after
vkdisclosure is Whitney He lives in a 1arge,]rambling house ‘
; With has Wlfe and one child The house is filled Wlth fine, o

Ioriginal art and sculpture., From time to time, the house To.:

'_also contains a live—in housekeeper (there have been five .

'iin the last ye'r), ViSi'ing performers in local theatre'o‘
. iiproductions,‘a seventeen—year—old god-da:l}ter who comes to.i
2 stay whenever her boyfriends expel her, Slx dogs, and two :
af.cages of gerbals.‘ Periodically, a local chamber ‘music group

ipractices in the house.lﬁ ay

whitney is an intellectual and artistic aesthete._ He
' j;is the director for a major chOir in the City and a. patron
{}_jof the arts. His dress lS conServative except for the i

\

| =1nclu310n of bright scarves and heavy Jewelry.e He has htd

e



. Yi"intimldated* in at

Caa

/. '

f'seVeral years of psychotherapy and diaplays inaight regardinq v:;fu
V}‘fhﬁs situation.u He describes hlmselt as a glad-hander“’who b

';" Ke says his

e

le at a distance..

-‘Q has "scads of acquaintences, bwt nO*friend‘
3tjovial demeanor is calculated to keep peo

fllne says that he cannot relate to gay men,;that he feels

uoaching and conversing with them._ Be

‘lfeels that h1s marqlnal positioh beéEEéh the gay and straight‘;h“;:

tworlds makes hlm vulnerable‘to be rejected by both He

- mlnimizes thls POSSlbility by distancmng himself from gays wed

l:and stralghts, yet keeps up appearances of lntlmacy w1th ;d
- back-slapping and raucous talk. with everyone .
Whltney says he and hls wrfe "lead parallel llves;" that

-g‘they "stay out of each other ‘s way;? Whltney 1s a member of

e fa gay motorcycle group and has hosted two blke runs on hls

..,s-"flster '8 party" 1n hls 11v1ng ‘room. f g

estate.b Hls sexual practlces include Hav1ng hls anus ,"
| penetrated by hls homosexual partner s hand ("flstlng")
-:The second tlme I 1nterv1ewed hlm, hls w1fe was ‘on a trlp

’overseas w1th a’ relatlve.and Whltney was preparlng a

In thls last example, economlcs ‘are a major force ;n

, cementlng the marr1age.5 Whlte (1980 165) glves a 51m11ar -

example from hls research that corroborates thlS economlc

Lo

5 assertion: - :f_'~ ‘.- o ST T l-’w

© My favorlte professor in college llved w1th
~his wife and children, his wife's admlrers, _
his own leather boys and assorted ‘strays in a
great house on top of a'hill -- ‘but this. menage
‘was built on the- wife's .wanting a complex, ‘
fasc1nat1ng husband and on the husband'

T

i
R

.v
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J\' ftireless energy in inventing and sustaining

'\\ ‘new forms for love. It. also depended on her‘
-'[-;considerable wealth.‘« . . R

together over time via economics is the "uptown marriage "o
A respondent tells White~ o

'{f;,,;I knéw many men who were- married and gay....
. -It's called an "uptown marriage."” ‘You live
. ,Afwith your: wife and childregn uptown and you
.1 keep a boy in the Quart-a#i;.It‘s a wvery New
c Orleans story (1980 240){ N <‘§ ' L

’

Whatever strategy the respondents seLect to. maintaln
'their marriages, the unions are further stabilized by the

'kfinability to answer two questions- first, am 1,certa1n that

. an exclu51ve1y gay 11festyle is what L want, and second,

I

;13 1t what I w111 always want? Answering such-questions

‘;with the limited gay knowledge available to largely covert
- respondents 1s espec1ally problematic. , ' 4
A From the small sample in the present st;dy, it is

imp0551ble to generallze about respondents who remaln

.marrled after disclosure._ The life arrangements of the .

V*above three men, however, appear unusual These arrangements

8"

"‘are in marked contrast to the somber llfestyles of ‘men- who

3 move to. the next stage, Identity Acceptance.~_--

: CHAi’TER SUMMARY

'7_During Stage Three, ents.come_to~acknow1edge;

lev

that homoSekuality i at leastvpart4of their

h'fpersonality'andfexplo corporate”it,yrather than

~eliminate it,~into_thei > .e-ReSPOndents*admit to -



VRN
themgelves that they are gay, but different from qther
homosexuals. They feel their familyman and occupational

R identities set them apart from other gays., Respondents-“

L tend to announce themselves as heteroSexual (albeit

:eccentric) to straight audiences and as’ bisexual to.
'ehomosexual audiences.; These announcements tend to alienateA
rfboth gay and straight audiences who perceive respondents as T;:
"closet cases And as “eccentric heterosexuals. . The - .

latter part of the chapter discusses respondents' disclosure

i e

to- family and the adjustments .of divorce and remaining
married By the end of Stage Three,'respondents have
acknowledged their homosexuality and have begun to

SE
i’ —

affiliate w1th the gay community
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. W . L R ‘ "
_l'Alaﬁ”Bell, co-author of the Kinsey Inétitpte's Sexual
Preference (1981) makes the important distinction between -
changing sexual behavior and changing sexual orientation. -

; U

He believes the former is easy to change, but that

- . ‘changing- the latter i's problematicy , ‘
". . It's very easy to change a person's sexual
behavior -- even to change sexual response to
s a giyen‘stimuiusn--But even after you've done
that, you haven't touched sexual orientation.
I think there are [homosexuals] who are trying
to change their behaviors, and in some cases
~can be successful. But very often, I'm sure
such people have pretty empty lives when it
comes to the kind of things I'm talking about.
They're missing elan vitale in their .
relationships, ‘although they may be acting
as they view it, responsibly as parents,
- husbands, or whatever. But very often I think
they do violation -to their integrity (Bell.
quoted innPrunty, 1981: 5). L o

Ross (1982: 25-29) in his study, "The:reffects of heterosexual

marriage on homosexual desire," comes to similar conclusions.

He finds that although marriage jncreases the heterosexual

. behavior of homosexual respondents, marriage does little to-
modify homosexual. desire. During marriage, homosexpal desire

‘decreased for only five per cent of respondents. Homosexual
desire increased for 25 per cent of respondents and homosexual
desire remained unchanged for 70 per cent of respondents.

'Ross’.concludes that in marriage, homosexuals find "there is ,
not a modification, but something more akin to a multiplication

&

of homosexuality, despite the fact that |getting rid ‘of ]
- homosexuality was often the most important reason for and
pressure towards marriage" (1982: 29). /Ross further asserts: |

- In the marriage, increase in the importance. of
homosexuality was usually against the wishes of
the husband and a function of the presence of a
homosexual orientation rather than of marriage
strains. This tends to lend weight to the
suggestions that homosexuality may be unmodifiable,

. and that marriage in’'order to de-emphasize a
homosexual orientation is ineffective (1982: 29).

For a contrasting view, see, Masters and Johnson, 1979. Data -
from the present study lend more, support to the findings of
‘Bell (Prunty 1981: 5) and Ross (1982) 'than to the findings

of Masters and Johnson (1979). - : .



2 SQme reepondents also may he inhibited from. homosexual
expression by either impaired percéption (i.e., they do

not" recognize homosexual clues) or by defensive peychological
blocking (they are so disturbed by gay thoughts that they
représs them) . . For example, one respohdent recalled that
durlng the early years of his marriage he and his wife lived .
in Greenwich Vlllage of New York C1ty. He, claims he "was so
‘into marriage" that he ‘did not recognize'that Greenwich
.Village had numerous homosexuals until years later after he .

_ moved away.and came out as gay. All the time he lived there, .
‘he,does not recall ever consciously seeinq .another - homosexual
,al@hough there are incidents he interprets in retrospect,

“as "heavy cruising,” but at the same time "they-.-went right

. over my head." Whether this reflects impaired perception

-

- or defensive blocking is not known, but it does illustrate.

" respondents® ‘learning experience in’ comlng to express
themselves nomosexually. . - _
‘ ‘ L #

i ¢

;3 Leslie (1979. 485), 1n rev1ew1ng»11terature on the lmpact
of the first child on marrlage, refers to it as a "trauma."
' He concludes, however, that "all lnvestlgators agree that .
the . tfauma’ -involved in early parenthood is successfully
resolved by most .couples within a few years." The re-

- emergence of -homosexual feellngs for respondents during
this period possibly exacerbates the.parental crlsis for
them and makes .solutions more’ problematlc.

4 The wor ahollc role, respcndents clalm, allows them to
avoid time with the spouse, to have alibis for secret
cruising forays, to gain family sympathy .for: apparent
.sacrifice to over-work .and to emphasmze occupational
identity so that.it. smokescreens or blocks awareness of
‘sexual orientation identity. Moreover, the workaholic
role, unlike the homosexual role, is accorded a degrée of
social respectablllty, giving respondents both self- and
community -esteem. In these ways. the workaholic role is.
hlghly functlonal for covert gay famllymen. o

S a variation of homosexual fantasy w1th1n heterosexual .
marrlage is related by Andre Gide in his journals (1949- 1951): :

- We: went\to a cafe to see [erlam] dance, and on

the platform beside her was her, younger brother:
playing the castanets....My friend whispered to -
.me as a joke: "He excites me as much. as she does."
With me. it was no joke. Later when I made love to
_Miriam, .I 1mag1ned her young brother in my ‘arms. *

Respondents report that after their lnltlal fasc tion with
coitus wore off, they manufactured excuses to hav& marital
sex as 1nfrequently as possible. - For example,'sgme report -
‘staylng up late- watchlng television. ‘until thelr wives fell



i

.,,.6

- asleep, staying away on overnight business trips and
conventions, calling late from a“friend's house and saying
that they were too drunk.or tired to drive home, These
examples underscore’ the point that homeséxual husband's"
marital sex lives are problematic. o ‘

) . v R .
S . ,

Just aS»sohé;ﬁeenage girls adopt technical definitions’ .
of virginity.(Réiss 1967) so that they can have. sex and
*still maintain their self-image. as "respectable girls," so
- too married homoseéxuals adopt technical definitions of .
homosexuality so they can have male-male sex and still .
maintain their self-im ge as "respectable familymen." Four
0f these technical definitions are: 1) If two men have sex
“together and one is non-orgasmic,; the non-orgasmic man is
not really homosexual; 2) in male-male sex only the
initiator is homosexual; 3) only the man who is the
insertee is homosexual; ' 4) if a married man has sex with
~another married man, this is not a homosexual act.  These
accounts help respondents believe they are faithful husbands .
who are not:homosexual. N

"~

7<Respondents;may distance themselves from other homdsexuals
. by saying that, unlike overt gays, their homosexuality is
only a "minor aspect" of their life which“they refuse to
~let "outweigh more important things.".‘This’may-be true
initially in the marriage, but as the.marria‘ge"progresses-,w
respondents find that gay masturbatory fantasies no longer
give the sexual satisfaction they once did, there is .a
longing for male-male physical contact, and as the gay =
sexual repertoire expands, the "minor aspect" account breaks
down. = Resporidents report spending time, effort, and anxiet

s s SN

" in rearranging schedules to accommodate gay sex, searching =~ _

for willing men, spending money on cars and fuel. to cruise,
_constructing intricate stories to ‘fool work associates. and

'+ . family, and buying wives penance gifts. They also experience

near misses with police and gay bashers. These facts erode
e credibility of the "minor aspect" account ‘and’ gradually

'5 ead resppndents to acknowledge the increasing salience of

R

N,

A\

\\

. a biography (1972) commenhts on how he tried to emphasize
. his heterosexual component and portray ‘his homosexual part

theiﬁ_homogexuality, and to admit that ‘they ma not-be so
‘different from'other homosexuals after all, re arding the"
intensity. of their same-sex feelings. :

°

>Au£hor, hquand,‘and fathér, Somerset Maugham, |in

as "only incidental: "My greatest mistake was this: I
.tried to persuade myself that I was three quarters normal
and that only one quarter of me was queer -- whereas really
it was the other way around." - I

. . N
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8 During the latter part of the marriage when homosexual
- activity crowds out fath-ring dutiea, respondents compensate

‘by buying their children penanco gifts" in what may be
called "Santla Claus beéhavior." They shower their children

. ‘with expensive items also to counteract feelings that they

have done a|terrible thing to their family by being
homosexualz "It's the least I can do forehaving ruined

their chance to grow up in a normal home." Using credit *
cards to manage guilt has many of these men in serious debt.
(santa Claus behavior is reported as a common guilt-reducing
mechanism for other stigmatized fathers.. See, for example,
Jackson, 1954, on alcoholic fatpers ) Guilt is alsq,respon—
. 8ible ‘for many divorced respondents giving ex-wives excessive
allmony settlements and child support payments. .

Oscar Wilde,. in his memoirs, candidly admits that his
homosexual activities resulted in neglect of his parental
and spousal responsibilities and increased family conflict:

- I was telling my two sons stories last night of
" little boys who were naughty and made their
mother cry, and what dreadful things would happen
to them unless they became better; and what do you
think one of them answered? He asked me what
. punishment could be reserved for naughty papas,
who did not come home til the early morning, and
made their mother cry far more (Wilde 1952; 152).

? The lnherent tension and drama in compartmentallzlng gay
and straight lives within heterosexual marriage has made

it a popular subject for literature, movies, and poetry:
Giovanni's Room, Butley, Advise and Consent, The Sargent,
That Certain Summer, and more recently, Making Love.

Oscar Wilde, author and gay famllyman comments cynically
on the compartmentallzatlon in The Picture of Dorian Grey
"The one charm of marriage is that lt makes. a life of .
deceptlon absolu;ely necessary."

Hector Arce is more serlous in hlS dlscu531on of The Secret .
Life of T¢rone Power  (1979: 285): "Ip vainly attempting to
compartmentalize his professional, family, and secret lives, .
;Tyrone Power tore himself apart 1nstead " ’

leew1se, Paul Goodman (1977: 229- 230) in Collected Poems.
expresses a similar sentlment-

Hls truck,he drives in day and night....
I ought,...because I love him a lot,
to brlng him home and let him alone
‘but I'd never be content with that,
and my wife won't care for that....
. 0 God, there must be’ some way
that- he and I (and many another)
‘can be a little happier.

\

?Whlle it is poSs1b1e that the pain in these literary accounts
. is exaggerated for dramatlc effect, respondents tended to

T~
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.describe their personal pain in c¢ompartmentalizing their
worlds with even more dramatic prose and while discussing

it .exhibited emotional reactions ranging from nervous .
agitation to tears.

10 Personal communication with Jim Kepner, President of the
National Gay Archives, Los Angeles, April 1982.

11 Proper public images have crashed for a number of prominent
men, husbands and fathers, who have been arrasted for
homosexual sex in public washrooms: Edwin Walker, a moral
crusader and American General; Harold Carswell, President
Nixon's nominee to the Supreme Court; Dr. Gaylord Parkinson,
President Nixon's first campaign manager; Jon Hinson, a
conservative member of the United States Congress. Possibly
the most famous example is that of Walter Jenkins, father

of six and adviser to President Johnson. Shortly after
personally issuing a directive to purge homosexuals from

the State Department, Jenkins was arrested in a tearoom

near the White House and forced to resign in disgrace
(Miller 1982: 39-40). An itdentity crisis of major "
proportions can be expected when the feedback loop between
self announcement and others' perceptions reveals statuses
so dramatically incongruent.

o

12 Crowley's, The Boys in the Band, has a scene that explains
some of the difficulty in coming out to one's wife:

Hank: I left my wife' and family for Larry....
Some men do it for another woman.

Alan: Well, I could understand that. That's
normal.

°

Hank: It just doesn't always work out that way,
Alan. No matter how you might want it to. And
God knows, nobody ever wanted it more than I did.
I really and truly felt that I was.in love with
my wife when I marrjed her. It wasn't altogether
my trying to prove Something to myself. I did
love her and she loved me. But there was always
that something there....I don't know when it was
that I started admitting it to myself. For so

: long, I either labeled it something else or denied

\ it tompletely....And then there came a time when
I just couldn't lie to myself any more (Crowley,
.1968: 80, emphasis in original).

“

13 Neill, Marshall and Yale (1978) present an interesting

study that suggests ‘complicated family -dynamics play an
important role in whether or not homosexuality is confronted



L : . . . ) i . R L e
in families. 'The authors investigated the husbands of 12
obese women who.had intestinal bypass surgery. To. the.
authors' surprise, they found that three of the 12 ‘husbands -
(25 per cent) Became openly -homosexual after their wives'

~weight loss. The dynamics of the situation may be this: .a

~man chooses a‘wife who is obese.. Such a woman probably has .

~low self esteem, feels unattractive, -and is probably less

- inclined. to. question infrequent marifal sex. . After weight

- loss, the woman's self esteem improves and she becomes more

sexually assertive, and the man is forced to confront his

disinterest in coitus and his homosexuality. "~ There may. be

many marriages where the marital dynamics mask the husband's

homosexuality until some major disequilibrium forces the

. -sexual orientatidn to the surface. ' The present research

" suggests that, besides weight loss, three other factors that

- may force the homosexuality to be confronted include
residential relocation, involvemerit in swinging, and the
‘wife securing independent employment and income., :

M rhe shock of discovery is chronicled in this melodramatic, -

front-page report from a black newspaper cited in Humphreys

(1968: 75): . ..o PR oL »

-its romantic unveiling as Mrs. Rider was -

. droused,from her slumber at 4 a.m. She did.
“hear a noise in’ the basement. She investigated

- and surely enough she did . see with her own eyes
'her husband and.a.young man lying. absolutely
nude -on the basement floor. R 2

E Thé‘heavens,fbrbid énd the firmament displayed' N

,——{St;'Louis Evening‘whirl
' January 9, I968 :

lS Likewise, Sandler'S-Making'Love graphiéally showsithe
emotions surrounding the coming out announcement (1981:
. 71-74, emphasis in original):. o L ]

Claire: Well...welcome home. Where have you been,
Zack? I've really been worried.... S S
‘zack: I don't know how to say it. I've gone over
it and rehearsed it and I don%“t know how to say it.
" It"s going to shake you up, Claire, but I've...I've
made a few discoveries about myself. I've had... .
I guess what you'’d call..."desires"...that I've been
repressing...that are starting to surface. I'uh...
I find that I'm...I'm attracted to ‘other men. I
suppose I have been all my life but I never knew
what it was, or at least I never admitted it. Or
allowed it to cCome through. I don't know how, or
why, or where these feelings cgme from but the fact
is I have them, and I've got to stop denying it....
Do you.undé;Staﬂd.;,at-all?v g o

L
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Claire: No, I don't. What dld I do, Zack? Is it o
me? Did I do spmethlng wrong? What-are you saying?
Are you telllng me. 1t s over...that our marrlage has .

been a. lie?

Zack: Don't. you see, I want to be your lover but I
don't know hows:..it's not right for me....I'm telling
you I can't: fake 1t in bed anymore._ It_s not falr '
'to either of us.: . ,

Claire: I can't. belleve 1t...I m dreamlng . .where
‘have I been? It's all been a dream....We've had .
ﬁnothlng....My God, I thought I knew" you....What was

I trying to talk myself in to... .I don't know you....
»Who are you? . ‘

,Zack- S I'm the :Q who s loved you for elght years.
' N

Claire- Loved Or loved u51ng me?

Zack: Don t Clalre. Please. Just llsten. I want
you to understand b o o

Claire: Understand7’ Understand what?? That I. was
an ‘escape?! ‘A’ safety valve?: ‘SOmething to hide
behind?! ' o

Zack.' No == I want you to- understand - f -
'fClairej; I don’ t want to hear thls.. Stog it!

16 Even though respondents in this research were not asked
specifically about suicidal ruminations regarding -
homosexuality, approximately two- thirds mentioned it in
‘describing their life situation. Typlcally, the prec1p1tat1ng
incident concerned’ c0m1ng out to families, employers, or
police. Rofes (1983::22) describes several cases of gay
familymen's suicides in his book, I Thought People Like That §
Killed Themselves: Lesbians, Gay ‘Men and Suicide.

The Los. Angeles Herald Express Sf June .30,7°1951
‘reported the death of psychiatrist Dr. Wllllam
Peake in a story headlined, "Accused Physician
Ends Life: ‘Beach Psychlatrlst in Morals Case
Takes Sleep Pll}s." Dr. Peake had been arrested
on-four charges/involving sexual activities with
teenage boys. At the time of his arrest, ‘he told
the officers, in the words of the newspaper, ‘that -
"he had had unnatural .tendencies 51nce early
boyhood"” and that he was aware: that "a cure of
homosexuality is not p0551ble. After wrltlng a
farewell note to his wife and daughter, Peake
went to a hotel room and took 100 sleeping pills. -

A

Often these cases bear a great deal of similarity
to one another.* The Los Angeles Tlmes of April 18,

y V

e,

2
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- 1953, reported "Skln Spec1allst in Morals S ag
Case Takes. Own Life." "Dr. Kenneth McLarand, '
age 47, wa%yarrested by the L.A. pollce and
‘ pleaded guilty to the morals charges. " He
was set free on bajl, returned home, and
wroté a note to his w1fe -saying, "I'm tired

- of it all." " He then took an overdose of
’sleeplng pllls.g ' :

- 'Lest one think that Suicide. upon’ eXposure is only a product
. ‘of ‘khe "unliberpted” 1950s and that such events’ have not :
“haph ened recently, see The: Body Politicg - (1975: 6). - The paper
desc: ibes’a husband and father who upon being arrested in =
an- Ottawa gay. bath raid and having his name reported by thei”
media commltted suicide by throwing himself out his: " :
- apartment W1ndow. Speculatlvely, closeted famllymen may

.be’ more prone to suicide upon . exposure than other closeted
‘homgsexuals since the former have had ‘'shattered a relatively
’.j more intricate: denial facade, and consequently, are llkely
to. feel greater anomle (see Durkhelm, 1951) ,

/

17 ‘One’ respondent, commentlngcnlmental health advise, says:
"[My wife] asked me to find a psychiatrist and cure myself.
- I told her that was like asking a whale to find the shore

and beach itself." Similar resistance to psychiatry (and:
other compromlses) is noted in Sandler s Maklng Love. (1981:
92) T . : ,

Clalre-' We'll get help. You 11 see a
: \psychlatrlst There's. a lot around who
' can. treat.... L : :

'dZack. Itfspnot a virus; I'm not éoing to
-change.--m S

~.Claire: ‘Then we'll llve w1th 1t l'm-sure
there are other marrlages..,.

o f’Zack No, Claire. I won't let us compromlse
ol It's not. fair. You're entitled to a satlsfylng
- sex-life. And it's not fair....

Claire:  And what if I‘sald'lt.dldn't]matter.'
Zack: Now you say it. -What about'in a year

- when all-that devotion becomes hostility.’ We
can't let that happen..,and it's not fair to
me either. Don't you see, I can't live two
lives anymore, one foot here, one foot there.

I want to start acceptlng who T am. - Let go.
For both of us. : :

. . S . n |

18 ‘The perlod of "whlte knuckle heterosexuallty" is dlfflcult
‘for the wife too, as revealed in the 17 interviews we
conducted with them (Mlller 1978, 1980). Other than Hatterer'
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'e(1974), there is- scant research that has sollc1ted w1ves' .
views on marrla e to homosexuals. -Tripp (1976: 238) comments. P

%

"How . 1nterest1ng it is == and h0w .alarming -~ that the

frlsks and comforts of the spouse are mnever mentloned ‘the '

‘”‘fmassmve llterature., COntalns not a word [sic] .on her behalf "

‘Homosexual (1972: 53)', "I have met a hundred women “whose T
- Iives. were serlously altered for the WOrsl_
-homosexual men.?' :

Hlstorz (1975: 138)

'fWe have been. ‘able to find several scholarly sources that "
., mention wives.. None offers deflnltlve proof of our claxm

¢oncerning wives' dlfflcultles, but they do’ support it For
example, Dr..George ‘Weinbergq ‘says in. 80c1etz_and the Healthy. °

T

British hlstorlan, A. L. Rowse comments fn_Homosekuals_in »f

S

In 1877 came the traglc eplsode of\Tchalkovsky s
marrlage....TchalkOVSky had been. seduced. . .by.

the wish to regularize himself and to appéar llke

ordlnary folk .He wanted "to cure" himself. agd
“also to stop gOSSlp... Marrlage drove him to -
_attempted su1c1de...[but] it was the woman who

ultlmately dled in a lunatlc asylum.

'fCharles Sllversteln A clinical psychOIOglst, recounts the'.
‘reaction of one of hlS female cllents on hearlng that her
sjhusband is gay- ' : , : B

L Then Burke came out to his wife. At flrst she.'

elt hurt by the news. .Then she got angry. For

*ars she had blamed herself ‘for her poor marriage,

1en-all along things had been going on behind. her:

ack. - She felt cheated of the. opportunity: to flnd

" a man who would give her the‘love and - support she

' wanted in her life. She was angry because it had.
taken twenty-seven iyears of marriage before she .
learned the truth ‘She demanded a dlvorce, and-
Henry did not contest it. He was ‘'sorry. that this
had happened, but he knew that it was’ better for
both of them. At least now she could; make a new - -
life for herself 'as well. " (1977: 147) L -

The tOplC ‘of homosexuals"® spouses, though rlven w1th research

lacunae, is an essential con31deratlon if gay familymen are
to. be fully understood. Gays' w1ves are also an 1mportant

.toplc in thelr own rlght,

13 aAll respondents in the present research who separated from

their wives. obtained divorces; none of the wives: sought -
~‘annulments because of homosexuality. Literature on annulment
however,. indicates that homosexuality is a widely accepted
‘‘ground for annulment.  See, for example, Glles 1962; ‘thty
-1963; Anonymous 1965. :



‘CHAPTER EIGHT

STAczﬂFobR:‘NIDENTITy]AcCEPfAﬁCE’_ ol e

-then I was’ flfty-one, I was hospltallzed w1th e
a heart "attack.”. All my life I'd-played by the
: rules do;ng proper and expected thlngs, but -
“this woke ‘me up. : M decided then that I didn’' t
.. “want to die in the closet w1thout ever- hav1ng
loved another man. - As soon as.I got well,
gradually eased- away from my marrlage and came : :
out gay. N S ' R
LT --Letter from a Gay Famllyman N

:;'INTRODUCTION 7d_lo¢77‘ sf»? ;.ff-wgv».;;-’ﬂﬂ;l',t {}

Thls chapter detalls Stage Four of . gay famllymen 5"y
kldentlty development“ Identlty Acceotance.; Slnce

.rrespondents are no longer 11v1ng w1th w1ves, thelr

,famllyman status contlnues through lnvolvement w1th

thelr chlldren.‘ Thls and other developments are_v{
dlscussed below, as is the lmpact they have on the

d’respondents 1dent1ty development. | |

R Erikson (1963 22)see51dent1ty as re51d1ng'"1n the‘

vﬁvcore of the 1nd1v1dual and yet also in- the core of hls

.communal culture." Thls ralses an obvxous questlon. What

‘ yhappens to those-whO'lack a-communal culture9 The answer

I

nErlkson seems to suggest is that 1dent1ty formatlon for

’such people is exacerbated.and protracted Whlle he. admltst
kY

~that identlty formatlon 1s a dlfflcult llfe long task for o

veveryone, lt lS rendered espec1ally problematlc for people
,lacklng a suppoztlve cultural‘pllleu. Consequently,athe

‘jh;storlesvof ethnic mlnorltles,'women,-and‘gays,reflect;*-

222
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fthe struggle of securing a. cultural context in whlch to q;g

".hassuage problems of self—worth and 1dent1ty.:

| In the transxtlon to Stage Four, respondents maln'
freference group shlfts frcm the nuclear famlly to the

:gay subculture, a shlft whlch represents an attempt to “

'_)COnnect w1th the "communal culture“‘and to soothe.

tfldentlty dlfflcult;es.f Cohen (1955) and Cloward and .\.v :3
Ohlln (1960), wrltlng durlng the same perlod as Erlkson,. |
1 ustate that, as’ one moves further into a subculture, one
'fdevelops a stronger 1dent1ty w1th the category of people.
;;iln it, and such ldentltles become more stable. : f',_. '; ;5h9

eConsequently, hcmosexuals 1nvolved 1n the gay morld are

b’llkely to have clearer, more stable self—conceptlons as.

e

F*homosexuals than those who do not become - 51m11arly 1nvolved /

€

\In addre551ng matrlx components, thls stage shows how ;

‘.,,]

'fvarlous cultural and subcultural aspects of homosexuallty

7rnourlsh and shape ldentlty formatlon. Wl?; SR \ ‘dg B

§ g . .7/—r‘

In Stage Four, respondents accept rather than tolerate-.
L S

"'thelr homosexuallty. Thrs lS often due to. the 1nfluence

”Aiof experlen01ng one or more reC1procal homosexual love :;gi

. relatlonshlps 1n the homosexual culture. The concerns and

Ltasks that characterlze thls stage center on relatlng to |
others in the gay communlty | | : ‘

| As Schwartz and Long Laws state (1977 6l):;5\:dl
’_Ind1v1duals must flnd some respon51ve communlty

with which to share'the formation of identity:’

" or suffer continual doubts. ‘and fluctuatlons 1n i
*self—deflnltlon (empha51s in orlglnal) T
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‘.fSuchsubcultural1nvolvement not only normalizes homosexuallty
'.for part1c1pants, but also valldates it as an ldentity and o
as an 1ntegral part of thelr llves.j Thls poxnt becomes

"*clearer as the thrée parts of the matrix/are dlscussed
: below., N

.' /.
£

WHO DO I FEEL I AM ?

Acculturatlon 1nto the gay world 1s hlghly-proble;pégg' ‘,
for respondents. The adjustments they face cluster around
three problem areas-g 13 dlsadvantages of late arrlval on ”;

\the scene; 2) the nece551ty of learnlgg new soc1al - -

definltlons and skllls, 3) the need to reconc1le prlor

v.ffanta51es to the realltles of the gay world "
Respondents who experlenced dlgflculty 1n the
LtranSLtlon expressed fears that thelr age or appearance.f:‘
"mlght dlsquallfy them from gay llfe.ﬁ As one man noted':f'
T was. in my mid- fortles ‘when I left: the -
. family == overwelght and showing my age.j
.. I had nightmare visions. of . being the old:
- troll at the far end of- the bar....Was I
o ,”golng to ‘be a fallure in -both worlds? “»

‘.The fear that he and others expressed was that they mlght

‘?ibe double fallures, lacklng the capa01ty to: succeed in v

elther the world of heterosexual famlly llfe or the gay‘world

p One respondent--referred to thls specter as helng "a man

w1thout a country.“ E

| Persons who percelve themselves as def1c1ent ln,

attractlveness or soc1ab111ty commonly find 1t dlfflcult

'to emerge -from marrlages and .re-enter the datlng-matlng

~



~'.5marketplace. These problems apply to heterosexual wldows

7(Ldpata 1978) ahd dlvorcees (&untxand Hunt 1975 Welss

u1978) as well as to gay famalymen.‘ .y;,“:

2 Respondents chhracterlst}cally‘met this challenge by

'f‘a number of strategles. Most note a welght loss and
vwlmprovement in physical fitness follow1ng dlvorce. Thls-'
-led some respondents to the dlscardlng of old clothes and
. the purchase of new attlre that conformed w1th fashlonSA

o encountered 1n gay 1nst1tutlons. Frlends and work

assoc1ates oftenfcommented on hom styllsh" respondents !

‘-ahad become. v' s |

o Those who emerged from marrlage after the m1d 1970 s,;:

‘when gymna51ums and health clubs became central»

'lk'lnstltutlons of the gay world, turned to welght llftlng

2

AN ,and other exerc1se programs to lmprove the:r phy51cal

;appearance and well-belng. One respondent sald he was
] greatly encouraged" by meetlng so many other gay fathers
. ~w‘at hlS gym. .In addltlon to the new-found attentjon to

' welght and musculature,_respondents turned to new hair .

' styles-and sw1tched to contact lenses. The concern w1th
_ ; .

o
appearance and the accompanylng rlse in self-esteem was

-fsummarlzed by one man in thls portlon of an 1nterv1ew-’

[When I was w1th w1fe] I looked. 1n ¢he mirror
only to- shave, comb - my halr, and tie my tie.
Now I even carry one in my glove compartment.
I know that- sounds vain -- but everyone says

I look ‘a lot better than when I was married.
You have to look at yourself more to look
better. : .

;Along w1th marked changesfin appearance,-Stage Four -

&2
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| demands the cultlvatlon of new skills in self-presentatlon.
-Not only is dlvorce apt to result in allenatlon from old
frlends and nelghbors, but accdlturatlon demands the
acqu151tlon of new soc1al and sexual support networks.
’Methods<xfmeet1ng, greetlng, entertalnlng, and malntalnlng
frléndshlps dlffer from one cultural entlty to another.

: In the gay world, for example, one establlshed way
of friendship formatlon is to meet another man in the
relatlvely anonymous milieu of a bar, bath or cru151ng
»area, to engage in a sexual encounter w1th hlm, and only
later to follow up Wlth conversatlon or a date in order
to become better acqualnted Thls model is almost 'the g
{reverse of standard approaches in heterosexual soc1ety
il Flndlng new frlends 1n the gay world ‘therefore may
requlre knowledge and experlence in- an elaborate set of
cru151ng SklllS.( One popular manual for gay men (Glteck
1983) outllnes 12 "ba31c pr1nc1pRes" of crulslng |
Famlllarlty w1th a varlety of seﬁual technlques can be
1 helpful in furtherlng -gay relatronshlps once contact has
'been made. Although some of these datlng—matlng skllls_
are varlatlons on basic methods learned ln the heterosexual

world others requlre technlques of 1nteractlon unique to

~‘the gay world .

-

A respondent in hlS mld thlrtles ‘recalls hlS flrst
experlence 1n a gay bathhouse-
Anyone watchlng me would have known I was

a real greenhorn and scared to death. I
'didn't know what to do with the key; I
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didn't know what to- do with the/towel

I didn't know what to do with the grease.,..

I thought the orgy room was the next thing

to the Black Hole of Calcutta. I kept

- trying to talk to people and they'd look
'at ‘me: llke I was nuts. -
One way to acqulre needed skllls, in the gay world
. as, in other cultures, is to read about the folkways of
' the new group. As the gay famllymen moved into new
' re51dences and away from the observatlon of w1ves,
children, and heterosexual neighbors, theyvbegan_to
accumulate gay newspapers} magazines, and books. Those
who -had not:previously read. extenslvely in antiiipation
of thelr new. llfestyle began to read vorac1ously on the /
_toplc of homosexuallty in- stage Four. o // -
One respondent tells of walklng into a gay bookstore

and charging §500 worth of materlals, all of whlch he~read
in two weeks. One might - Aay that respondents developed
a "more gay than thouy" attitude, trying to compensate .for
'paStVignorance of the gay,world.

" In the first year_of‘their post-marital lives, gﬁg -
familymen Teport joining gay‘religious congregations,f
soc1al clubs, and consciousness raising groups. They
tended to 1mmerse themselves 1nto the gay world with an
1nfén51ty or eagerness ‘that. parallels the enthu51asm with
thlch rellglous converts embrace ther; new—found falth |

~After moving from his 'home in a "bedroom" suburb into
:-the West‘Hollywood gay communlty, one man reports:
The first three months after I moved out, I
threwlmyself into a whirlwind of activity.

‘
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- be overcome, along w1th the problems of late arrlval and

228‘

There was some meeting or rap group-every. o
night of the week. I was like a. hungry child » '
in a candy.shop. . I wanted to go to bed;with -
half the men I met. Considering I wasn't . : N
very selective, I dld pretty well, too....*’ : :

At this poxnt in the 1nterv1ew, the respondent retrleved a
"sex dlary" from a desk drawer and proceeded to enumerate
34 dlfferent sexual partners he had recorded durlng that

three-month perlod

“; Just under half the gay famllymen 1nterv1ewed report

'a relatlvely promlscuous phase of everynlght,fever" that

‘ lasted from three months ta four years after separatlon

°

from thelr.famllles. This expanded social and sexual

-

fact1v1ty was generally lnterpreted by them as “maklng up

*

for lost time."

.

With such 1ncreased soc1al and sexual act1v1ty,

combined w1th 1mmer51on in the llterature and support.

qgroups of the gay. world respondents\ marglnallty decreases

rapldly. Such expan51on of knowledge and contact w1th the

;gay world, however, often results in a thlrd obstacle to

the need to develop new soc1al skllls. At this stage,‘

_ hlgh proportlon df the -men report a dissonance between the

" newly encountered "realltles" of the gay world and ‘the

l

fantasies that had entlced and sustamned them durlng the
marital confllct and dlsruptlon ofvStage Three. V_ -
% While 11v1ng relatlvely covert and compartmentallzed

lives w1th their wives and ch1 dren, thegay'fam;lymen

tended to view with envy the lives of "unfettered" men in
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the gay-Community. Gay bars, baths, and dlscos,lwhlch they

=1

«had seen only on rare and furtlve pllgrlmages, were v1ewed
as temples of sexual—and social celebratlon. They yearned
for the camaraderle and soc1ab111ty,_the apparent freedom
-and sexual conquest ‘;hey saw exhlblted there. Men w;thJ
‘thelr arms around each other wele 1nterpreted as being
lovers in the fullest romantlc sense. 'In'short,

!

respondents 1deaf1 zed. the gay world .

-

Now, in Stage Four, they confront the human realltles
experlenced by part1c1pants in any soc1al arena. Those.‘
-in the datlng-matlng marketplaces of. the gay world soon A';‘
1earn that soc1al and sexuai success demands pers1stence, |
preparatlon*\and a high tolerance of rejectlon. AS a ‘

respondent comme) ted-

I went through a perlod of real bLtterness.

: My dream was turnlng ihto a nightmare. If:

one more man rejected me, I thought I'd sCream.
,I didn’ t know: other quys were Jjust as 'scared
and inSecure as I was. They just seemed cold
and ‘aloof. Hefe were all those hunks 'I was
hot for -—Vand they might as well have been
wearlng signs: "Do Not Touch." I began to
understand why so-many [personal] ads [in the

. gay newspapers] began with, "Tired of the bars-

and baths...." '

One reSpondent who left_his family for a gax lover was
abandoned by the lover eight months later. = The respondent
‘was so upset-by this that he. requlred a perlod of
psychlatrlc hospltallzatlon.l

With the collapse of idealized fantasy, several otherv
‘respondents report becomlng depressed in Stage Fourr and

not a few gaveaserrous conSLderatlon to retreating back
, L . .



.
:‘into the more familiar-andfsociaily approved life of .
y husband and father. This reaction explalns the second
marriages of two respondents.3
For most however, Stage Four is a perlod of

prog;esslve, if someétimes awkward, acculturatlon.lnto_the'
v'gay,world.: They report_an-expansion of knowledge about‘
~gay life and the gradual.mastering'of gay skills. New
‘ 'friendshrps and love relationships_prOVide7welcomensupport
”;for this perlod of ad]ustment They see themselves as

truly g y == not only in the- sexual sense, as in prev10us

]
y

vﬁstages, but as_soc1ally andlculturally gay.
WHO- DO ‘I ANNOUNCE MYSELF TO BE?
Once respondents live apart from marriages, the
* degree of.compartmentalization‘decreases; HomoSexual
1dent1ty becomes more completely lntegrated 1nto everyday
. | .
L
1

' 11fe Durlng Stage Four, however, respondents'stlll make

two separate announcements: They present themselves as

heterosexual‘to empioyers and to children. To all others,'

"hpweVer, respondents tend to announce themselves as gay.
\\\Eesreey tends to per51st w1th employers, 51nce some

" employers are hostlle to homosexually 1dent1f1ed employees
and since respondents belleve the legal system does not
ppr&%ect thelr ;nterestsashould they be dlsmlssed for helng
. gay;\ (Research into‘theSe'areas.bdeouid, 1979, and
'ALevine, 1981, confirm that;these fears ‘are, for tHeImOSt
'part, justified;ﬁ Segmentation hetween work and social

.
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life is'difficult for respondents emploﬁed in fields
-where there is an expectation of blending the two and
where advancement may hinge on how well this egpectation
ls performed In this regard 'aﬁe respondent says-

I'm stralght only with the people at work. '

They're nxce, but socializing with them is '

a hassle 'cause when they visit I have to

hetero-proof my apartment. I used to worry

I'd bump into them in the [gay] bars. Now = =~
. I figure, if they're there, we're both

probably trying to kaep the same secfet

from our boss. v

'

Economic downgagd mobility is a characteristic of

o

- respondents in this stage, but it is unknown’if this is

due to the 5001al—occupatlonal segregatlon or to other
factors such as the added financial burd@n of malntalnlng
two households v1a spousal*support and chlld'support. | :
This. latter explanatlon is backed by studles of dlvorced '
heterosexuals (Bohannon 1965; Yankelov1ch jkelly and “Q
‘White 1975) that also £find financial downward mobility.

: The Spartan ex1stence reported by a dozen of the
respondents during Stage Four may be related not only to
economic.necessity but to what Adam (1978: 100) discusses
as "gnilt-expiation rituals." - In this pogt-marital stage,
.some respondents wlth substantial means move into
efficiency apartments with“little more than’a few}pieces
of essentlal furniture and the clothes on: thelr backs.
ALthough most dlvorced respondents report that "my wife
»got,everythlng" in the.-property settlement, 1nterviews

with the wives reveal that the gay familymén asked to keep

o -

<
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surprlslngly few of thelr common possessrons. ‘One woman ;

appeared confused by the gener051ty of her former husband :
. : . \ ( 1
I couldn't belleve_lt. He just packed up T
_a-couple of suitcases and took off.. The’

& first time I. dropped the children off at
@

his place, I cowuldn't believe my eyes.‘*I‘
mean he was all but’ sleeping on the- floor
It really upset me, made me feel guilty.
"There I was with all the é\sllver and cryst,al
- and antigques, and he was ating on paper
plates. ‘I offered him al{xsorts of things
to make his apartment: mor }_1vable, but
. he said he only wanted one table-and a couple
,0f bridge chairs. One Saturday, I just
packed up a bunch of things -- china, some
linen, pots and pans -- and drove them over .
in the [statlon] wagon.

3

Many gay famllymen spoke of the months follow1ng
separatlon as a tlme of "purglng. , They expressed a.
percelved need to "strip down" or "streamline“-their

lives.‘[Although‘they tended to view their past lives

:as_"unnecessarily cluttered," the themes of "cleansing”

_comblned w1th the flnanc1al ex1genc1es of leOJCe, alf?

L
e

and ?purgation" were unavoidable_in respondents' accounts

of this transdtional~stage.' An attorney remarked-ﬁl. N

It made me feel kind o iRy y¥to be'liylhgfﬁ”‘wsf‘\
in such austerity. I f&is like a monk in

a cell. . Of course I wa ﬁ“eadln .Play 1rl
insteadvof the Brble,wbut I. still felt .

_pure and, I guess,you d say, dlsc1p11ned - ’

The de51re to- purge thelr llves of old llfestyle patterns‘——

ony,
4“ o s L &
and chlld support - results ln austerlty qu most gay

famllymen in Stage Four. The l@tk %g sultable furnlshlngs

-and 11v1ng sigce lnﬂthelr new quarters often precludes

their h¥ving children stay with them for long perlods of

PR

time; however, they report placlng a hlghwvalue on visits

e
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;ith their children.
Not only are. respondents fearful of the p0551ble
consequences if employers and fellow workers dlscover thelr
gayness, but they also/fear re]ectlon from thelr chlldren.'

There is thus llttle openness about respondents'-

homosexuallty w1th thelr chlldren.f Typlcally, the fathers

7

announce themselVes only to older chlldren, lf at all "and

‘their sexual orlentatlon is- not con51dered a tOplC for ‘_'\
l\ ‘

general conversatiom. - - = ‘ g L

\Réspondents"fear of exposure generally centers' on theg

!
I

' ex-wife. As.the "offended party" in most of the dlvorces

¢ jconsidered”here, she may use knowledge of her former

husband's sexual orlentatlon agalnst him. Respondents may

. avoid dlscu551ng homosexuallty with . offsprlng out of l

concern that thelr chlldren mlght tellighe unknow1ng

- ‘mother.

By w1thhold1ng knowledge of thelr gayness from w1ves,
the respondents.av01d belng denled v151t1ng rlghts, at

least so.far' Moreover,’ fear of subsequent exposure and

o~

“loss of contact with’ chlldren through a new court order
remalns a restraint upon the'fathers .openness. One
respondent states why he remalned covert even after marltal
dlssolutlon- ’ |

I told my. ex w1fe S best friend that I was .
exhausted from nights .out in the singles bars. “}
In the, first' place, I did have .circ<les under P
my eyes from so many nights in: ‘the gay aths'—~%'
and our/frlend had . cqmmented thét I was looklng
tired./ But I-also wanted to gétxzthe word back

to. qane ;»;at T wasiihvolved idgpgstring of

o
P

3

1

7
/
//
g AN
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- in this stage w1th regard to belng gay, partlcu -
5respect to announczng oneself as gay to empl
fand chlldren Defen81veness 1n respondent

‘_about themselves tends to Splll over to other

},‘

heterosexual conquests. 'If she ever found out
I was gay, I knew she'd go back to court and _
‘get -an order forblddlng me to see the chlldren.'

Another respondents remarked-

After my youngest turned elghteen, I phoned my
ex-wife and said: - "Hey, I think there s
- something you should know -- I'm gay.™ She
about.shit. I krow it wasn't fair of me to
~hold back on this all those years, but it
~wouldn't have been fair for her to keep the -
.. kids away from me elther. e -

‘Once they are denled v151t1ng rights, gay fathers have
y;llttle recourse in regalnlng access to their chlldren.n
‘1Successful legal appeal for gay people 1n such matterslis

‘ problematlc, a 51tuat10n whlch these men percelve as

legally sanctloned "blackmall

As can be seen, a degree of defen51veness Stlll ex1sts

9

behav1o§$ and attltudes. They sFrlve to present a

Ta

Afavorable 1mage to the non-gay world and try to blend in.

234

w1th conventlonal 5001ety as far as possrble. They tend to -

b

!look down upon Stlll married gays and their “deceltful"
'arrangements and furtlve Sex, complalnlng that "they're the

"gones who glve the rest of us- a bad name.

Fra21er s(1962) descrlptlon of symbollc status
striving among the black bourgeoisie is
paralleled in many respects among middle and
upper-middle. class gay people. The emphasis
on~clothes, travel, sociability, and
a residential arrangements can be seen both as
C - symbolic status str1v1ng and as an attempt to

]
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construct a conventional facade forrpublicvu” N\

’consumptlon..‘[They believe] that only if gay |
people could "clean up ‘their act" (aM be more S
.like' everyone. else) most .of their dlfflcultles
would dlsappear...(Llndqulst 1976 104) i

It becomes clear that,‘whlle respondents 1n Stage
_Four announce themselves as gay to homosexual frlends andb
h_llve a/gay llfestyle in all respects except for secrecy
' at. work and’ w1th chlldren, res;dues of marglnal status
\and ldentlty dlfflcultles per51st Nevertheless, thev
'Jdegree of passrng and compartmentallzatlon of gay aﬁd
”:stralght worlds 1s much 1ess for men 1n thlS stage than

\ £

for those 1n\pfev1ous stages:
. I )
Often responden's do not reallze how far they have

progressed 1nto thelr new 1dent1ty untll they return

: lhome for a: v:.sn.t : Thelrmev:mus comfnunlty serves as

% ~

ra marker ‘to- record the extent of 1dent1ty Shlft The
| 1mpact is typlcally strlklng

,,'ﬂ I don t know what's - wrong. I can't talk to .
: ' [former neighbors] anymore.. We don t speak _
- the §ame language.v I guess we've just grown
apart. - I know moving here. [San Franc1sco] '
has somethlng to do with it -- . :

':Such recognltlon of allenatlon from respondents';former

::soc1al and Cultural mllleu thus serves to strengfhen thelr

new allgnments 1n 1dent1ty [ ' A i

" HOW DO OTHERS PERCEIVE ME? <y
Just as there are two . announcements of self durlng

: 'Stage Four, there are two perceptlons by others-' 1) chlldren

Q

D and people in the work env1ronment tend to see respondents'
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| thought to be 1ncompat1ble w1th homosexuallty.

: Perceptions‘of Gay%Assoc1ates~

a‘S'hetér"osex_ua‘l;-'2)_fel]‘.oﬁ:‘l‘vgaysperc‘eive respondents‘as~gay;_?;'

LB

Assessment by Offsprlng and Fellow wOrkers~

”

Chlldren contlnue to " see thelr fathers as heterosexual
Thls needs to be quallfled howeVer, 81nce chxldren tend
not to thlnE of parents 1n sexual terms. The fathers'

sexual 1dent1t1es are- not a sallent perceptlon for chlldren“

They 51mply do not percelve thelr fathers as sexually

dlfferent. N "','— PR 1,;‘ = ,ﬂ ' _5;_ysijir

Persons in respondents' work env1ronments tend to

percelve them as hetérosexual RumOrs may occa51onally

Ay e

-

01rculate to the contrary, although no rumors were
peﬁ51stent enough to result 1n any respondent s dlsmlssal.
Gay famllymen percelve that work assoc1ates generally do =
not questlon\thelr sexual orlentatlon but see them merely

as dlvorced heterosexual fathers, statuses that are often
.,.@

w

Durlng Stage Four, respondents report gradually mov1ng

away from marrled frlends and shlftlng thelr reference group
to fellow 51ngles. Thls is a commonly reported experlence =
of dlvorc1ng couples (Welss 1975 18), whether from a gay/
Stralght marriage or otherw;se.' In so far as both these-
groups are aware that respondents are gay, the Shlft away"
from old frlends is only partly voluntary It is voluntary"

in so far as respondents enjoy belng w1th thelr own klnd to

~share mutual gay concerns.' It is coerced in so far~as



R
-fyheterosexual frlends are upset,gbout a former "heterosexual" ‘\
"'V"'Aturnlng "traJ.tor by becomlng ’y Antonovsky (1960 431)
‘dlscusses a 81m11ar reactloh from Jews to other Jews who
.,theny thelr former alleglance. | L "t'cé‘y.
: _']f}what greater hatred is there than that of - B
. 'the;/"loyal" (to whatever cause or- group) “to -
: the/ex loyal the "formerly one of us” turned
;“traltor ?_ ‘ 4w‘ T .‘h ‘
‘u’In Stage Four, respondents are. qulte concerned about .
"how they are percelved by fellow gays.‘ They fear that
vfthelr ex-husband and father status could dlstance them
:from persons to whom they w1sh to be close.- Consequently,;i"
respondents tend to dlsclose thelr famllyman status to .,f:ﬂfi’
.Qdonly selected gays. They "sound out" audlences‘and dlscloseh~"
-'only to those they feel w1ll react favorably or: in a’
non—gudgmental way. : ) S& » _ N
ji Perhaps because of thls' soundlng," respondents report
- that they seldom encounter hOStlllty to thelr statps as |

dfathers from other gays. They do not however, perceive

s encouragement or. support for.- thelr father 1dent1t1es from."

‘thelr new-found frlends., Respondents feel they are
generally v1ewed w1th cur10s1ty, plty, or confu51on- 2

: They [gays who have - been told that I am a
- father] think it's interesting, but not very e
ulmportant, and that klnd of hurts. ‘ :

I've had them mostly say they feel sorry for el

me, ,yeah.  [I: Why’] Flnanc1ally, coming
--out late, maybe. I don t think most people
f_understand S i

:I told this one guy and he sa1d ‘"Are you
"bragglng or’ compla1n1ng°". Q

Chlldless gays, 11ke chlldless people in general



. 238

k(Veevers 1980: 62), appear to have a lower tolerance of f.‘ ,'ﬁ
‘or dlslnterest 1n, chlldren.‘ Thls 31tuatlon prompts gay
"famllymen to}omlt discussxon‘ofhthe parenting aspects °f¢'
thelr llves when 1nteract1ng w1th other gays.; They feeldr_~
they do not. have understanding others w1th whom they cang,
-'dlscuss an 1mportant aspect of therr llves, and thlS 1s
.:a source of sadness.sf: | |
R ThlS condltlon 1simorefproblematic for r spondentsvh
'w1th younger chlldren than for those whose cH ldren have
rireached late adolescence or. addlthood | As chlldren becgme'
vadults, the sallence of the famllyman status dlmlnlshes,
'and respondents do not feel as sharply the»""'
compartmentallzat;on between thelr gay and famllymen

1dent1t1es ln gay 1nteractxon. 'They are percelved by gay

. others, not as. gay famllymen, but 51mply as gay._-"

N ‘CHAPTER SUMMARY | | | _
In Stage Four, respondents £ el they are gay ' Although
uplagued with dlfflcultles, thelr movement 1nto the‘gay
.culture deepens and enrlches thelr gay self—concept In‘:‘.j
dannoun01ng themselves, however, respondents dlsclose thls
'feellng only to gay audlences and to heterosexuals whom
they feel can be trusted not to report the knowledge
1nd1§/r1m1nately. Respondents announce themselves as

— : . RZ

heterosexual in employment contexts and for. the most N
|

"part, w1th thelr 1mmed1ate famllles Respondents fear - loss‘r -

of occupatlon and loss of chlld—v151tatlon rlghts 1f



honosexuallty is dlsclosed to these two groups.

Generally, respondents are percelved as. heterosexual
‘“by chlldren and employers.‘ Persons w1th whom respondents
;\soc1allze (other gays and sympathetlc heterosexuals)
,yvalldate respondents as belng homosexual Only a m1nority
'\of gay others appear to view respondents as famllymen or to
.see that 1dent1ty as sallent - ;:w" -

It 1s clear that durlng Stage Four, respondents come

‘to accept thelr homosexuallty and move from the perlphery

" of the gay culture to take a much more actlve part in lt.

As the next sectlon explalns, this lnvolvement increases in

Stage Five.
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- NOTES

1 It is apparent that the data for Stages Four and Five are
less rich'than for preceding stages. There is an important
reason for this: Half of the respondents were in Stages -
Four and Five at the time of the initial interview; and,
because they were currently experiencing changes associated
. with these stages, they did not evidence the same kind of.
perspective on these stages as .they did on previous ones.
In general, respondents were uhable to provide critical
assessment of their position in Stages Four and Five.

Sexual solicitation patterns of respondents change markedly
after they leave their marriages. "Because gay familymen during
their marriages feel uncomfortable about their homdsexual urges
and cannot afford time away from home to play the sometimes
lengthy waiting games of cruising, they typically develop
forward, blunt approacheg to soliciting male-male sex. Married
respondents must be blunt since if they do not achieve gay sex’
on their rare "night-out", they may wait a long time for the
next opportunity. Consequently, married homosextals have a*
reputation in the gay world of lacking sensitivity and finesse
in cruising. In contrast, unmarried gays are freerer to
establish ‘their own cruising schedule and proceed at whatever
pacel is comifortable. For example, one of the first gay skills
respondents report learning ‘after divorce is "stroking".
Stroking ‘is a playful form of cruising midway between a
casual glance and a deliberate pass. .It*does not- lead to sex,
but merely lets a man know via visual clues alone that you
find him attractive. Before learning this skill, gay .
familymen, seeing homosexuality in only genital terms, '
‘interpret stroking not as a fun activity in its own right.but
as- sexual failure, "cock-teasing", or rejection. . Once
-respondents are away from their. marriages, their sexual.
solicitation patterns become more relaxed, more playful, .and

‘more integrated into their everyday lives. .

3 Two respondents who had relatively amicable separations
found that during this period "things got nasty" when

financial terms of the divorce were being settled. ‘Wives
in these two cases used the threat of homosexual exposure
and court restriction of child visitation. rights as levers

to extract additional financial concessions.

4 Lest one think that job discrimination against homosexuals .
is a thing of the past or that it happens only in remote

areas with uneducated employers, the following example is
noteworthy: After being criticized for interrogating a

job applicant regarding marital status and position on
homosexual issues, Imperial County (California) Supervisor,
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» James Bucher, defended hls actlons by statlng

1f you .want to label me anti-queer, I' 11-
proudly wear that label. I will not be a
party to knowingly hiring a queer. We are
talking about responsible county positions
here, not all Jobs....How would it look for
this county s top official to be a queer? .
(Imperial Valley Press, January 6, 1982, p. 1).

The province of Quebeb and the state of Wisconsin are“the
only two North American jurisdictions where job discrim-
lnatlon on the basis of ;sexual orientation-is prohibited.
For a summary of the research literature on job dlscrlm—
ination against homosexuals, ‘see Plasek 1983

»

~,5 " We witne sed antl gay famllyman hOStlllty at a gay
conference where a member, disapproving of expenditures
for a day-care fac111ty, referred to gay familymen as
the gay movement's "Uncle Bruces". Mager (1975) and Lynch
(1978) presént personal stories of their sadness in what
they see as the gay communlty S. lack of. understanding and
support for gay famllymen. » :

o



" CHAPTER NINE

RN

STAGE FIVE: IDENTITY AFFIRMATION - ¢

Our images of self are facilitated and

' restrained by the expectations of others; we
are sensitive to the expectations of those //
who are most significant to us. But our ;
selection of significant others is limited Ly
by our positions in ‘the varied institutions
of which we are members. Within these

- institutional limits, however, we will .
generally turn toward those whom we believe
will confirm the desired image we would
have of ourself.. and, if others' expectations

- and images of us. are contrary to our desired
image, we will try uﬂ reject them, and seek
only confirmation among more congenial others.

-- Hans Gerth and C.>Wri§ht
. Mills (1961: 20) .
. : Character and Social Structure

INTRODUCTION
A central questidn for socidlogists over the past few

décades has been the}effect of deviant status on individual

‘identity. From the perspective of interactionist theory,

AW

one's image of ohe's‘self_dgpends hea&ily upon the image

oﬁhers have of us. Identity dévelops through an on—goiné,
interactive process, as social reaction and self peréeption
follow each'other'inaaspiraiing fashion, as the individual
responds to and typically internalizes those sécial reactions.
Aﬁ amplification of deviance or "secondary dévi;née” |
(Lemert 1951) ﬁay result. B

- Although the interactionist perspective has increased:

our understanding of deviarice, the emphasis on reactive

aspects of deviance has blurred the active role of

242



'self-conCeption."b Tertiary deviants reject accommodating

" that they are not deviant

; ' | : 243

individuals in negOtiating their own social position, as
Kitsuse (1981) has recently explained Rather than'
pa551vely acceptlng others assessments, deviants may

actively . engage in creatlng!ﬁew deflnltlons of thelr

.i.ﬁ

own behav1or, deflnltions whlch may dlverge w1de1y from

04
the dpilnant perquqq;ve.

" Résponding to. this analytic gap, Kitsuse (1981: 9)

Y

uses the_term ?tertlary deviance" to refer to "the

'deviant's'confrontation, assessment,‘and'rejeotion of the

negativefidentityfembedded in secondary deviation, and the
) | ‘ » - ;‘.
transfogmation'of that identity into a positive and viable

-

Astrategies and argue‘that their difference is no reason to

abrldge their civil rights or 1mpugn thelr socral‘value.'

- .

-

ttemptlng to persuade others,

They redefine the 51tuat
hey "claim the rlght to go in:

[to soc1ety] and stay in just_like everybody else (1981:

10; - empha51s,1n orlglnal). This assimilationist stance
characterlzes the attitudes of gay familymen in Stage Four;
In Stage. Flve, however, respondents take tertlary
deviance one step further.A Rather than being’ content w1th_

simple lntegratlon into ex1st1ng soc1ety, respondents

deveiop a radical critique of‘socie , Condemnin their
. q g €11

—.

condemners and substituting a new weltanschauung (Mannheim
1952) that demands recognition as moral, or even superior,
people. A 51mllar stand is taken by thé Jewish

intellectua%,nalbert Memm;,rregardlng Jewish identity:
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;_WHO DO I FEEL I AMQ

'agnost1C1sm
&
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As a Jew I exist more than non-Jews! My .
uniqueness makes me exist more, because it
makes me more cumbersome, more- problematic
to others and myself, because my con501ence
is more painfully aware, because the
attention of others is more directly
foqgsed on me. (1973 .29).

-,

Respondents may redeflne themselves, not as deviants,

but as an oppressed mlnority. Consequently, they present

' thefir actions as polltlcal resistance and the1r dlfflcultles

with soc1ety as injustice rather than personal mlsfortune -

’deflnltlons crucial to the development of a soc1o- o

}politlcal movement (Turner and Killian' 1972; Cloward and -

Pivenol979)._ Their deviance is celebrated as honorable
resrstance and the locus for prescrlbed change shlfts from
the 1nd1v1dual dev1ant to the soc1ety Examples;of.this
development.arecilscussed 1n the 1dent1tyfmatrix'of Stage

Five below. o o o - .

& .
\h-thlgﬂstag ?%khdentlty develoﬁment
; M 3« s 3 ,
“of ‘divo

Respondents f

R b _: b -
d Erog alcohollsm. Merton

.(1968- 350)fﬁe;la}nsnéh%s'by%statingfthatﬁpeople who change

. their refemén%e group often flnd lt necessary to ‘adopt

' 'y
extreme R g‘ #és to both thelr former and. present groups.




- of his present feelings. ‘To gain an identity it may be
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group;" they need to take a stance of "compulsive alienation"
(Merton 1968: 350) . This reaction formation insulates the
man from comﬁeting alternative explanations, reduces

. o ¥ .

cognitive dissonance, and confirms in His mind the correctness

i

necessary to "go,overboara." Extreme postures fre also
adopted by teenagers aslthey develop identities.

, 4
The identity reconstruction that occurs in Stage Five

)

is manifested in changes in affiliative patterns and in
revisions in long-range plans and goals. One>respondent's
comments are typical of many in ‘Stage"i’Fiveﬂ:}

o - Things that used to be important to me aren't
nearly 'so important now -- like being rich
and famous. Mind you I've stlll got ‘ambitions,
;but’' I'm more interested now eing a whole
‘person. When I came out of 0. §loset as a
homosexual I also came out as® fuman being.

I'm more: honest now -- notilaylng those Jeckel

and Hyde . games anymore. : Jqmyself for. the

first ¢ime in my life. Do get me wrong:

I'm not perfect -- yet [laughs]. But I can

a4 lookvln the mirror and say, "[Frank], you're
a faggot and Pou're fabulous."

Another g&? familyman said:

I've always been gay it's just that I tr1ed
everything to prove to myself and the world
that I wasn't. At last, with all that pain
and shit behind me, Ixn living my way.

In more academlc language, Weinberg (1977: 505)

describes additional benefits of securing a valid identity:
- ]

To have a clear, firm, secure identity, free

of guilt and ambivalence, is not just a

matter of héw one conceives of oneself ahd

feels about oneself. It simplifies one S

llfe. To decide, flnally, what one "really"

1s, is a decision that in turn 51mp11f1es

or even entails automatically a whole lot.of
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other decisions. - It defines bne/s relevances .
‘and priorltles. It provides ené with criteria
for meeting -and.resolving all sorts of
situations. Not belng able .to make up one’s
mind about what one is, is not being able to
make up one's mind about what to do. Deciding
what one is-does not provide one with a
blueprint or script for dealihg with any:
situation or problem, but it does 51mp11fy

the issues. One now knows what is important
and what is trivial (empha51s in orlglnal)

. In part ‘the 51mp11f1catlon of lssues experlenced by gay
famllymen in Stage Flve centers ‘around their often intense
’rnvolvement ;n-the-organlzatlons and 1nst1tutlons of the

’gay community; In jOlnlng gay father organlzatlonsy far'
lnstance, respondents flnd an area where they can express
thelr 1dent1t1es both as familymen and as homosexuals.

vIntegratlng the two 1dentr§§es is’ 51gn1f1cant for them,

»

// '
.and is often expressed in the‘sentence,~"I m home."l,/One .
*fespondent expresses thls in p01gnant terms- . *//’°
, . /o
I always env1ed people who had close /

. families....but now I have my famlly. i
These are my people g

+

WHO DO I ANNOUNCE_ MYSELF TO BE?

“In Stage Five,Vrespondents annOunce themselves‘as gay. é«
'Thelr announcement of. self is. not only a personal
afflrmatlon,kbut a polltlcal declaratlon to champlon the _
?ay communlty. Announcement of self in thls stage comblnes )
lboth anger and pride an an act1v1st stance Most of the |
-'respondents eV1dence anger over a perceived loss of youth

over the games they were forced to play, over what many

see as "wasted life." Some work through‘thelr sense of

<
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‘loss and anger 1n psychotherapy, whlle many express these

feellngs in 301n1ng gay polltlcal organlzatlons and gay -
'}er,groups. It is nateworthy that the heads'of some -
N \
yor gay organlzatlons are formerly married gay men w1th

"nchlldren- Dr. Bruce Voeller, past Pre51dent of the Natlonal
Gay Task: Force; The Rev Troy Perry, founder ‘the
'fMetIOpolltan Communlty Church Harry Brltt San Franciscoe.
Clty Superv1sor, representlng the gay Castro area, Dr.

‘Dav1d McWhlrter, Chalrman of the Gay Caucus of the{’

~American Psychlatrlc Assoc1atlon.’ (See Lee 1977 )
' ,

Humphreys (1972- 142) descrlbes the polltlclzatlon

Athat gay famllymen experlence/ln Stage Flve as "stlgma

.

/

/ : .
In converting his stlgma, the oppressed person

does not merely exchange his social marglnallty

for pOllthal marngallty, although that is

[ Y

,conver51on"*_

one interpretation the soc1ally domlnant R
_ segments of society would like to place upon’
the process. Rather, he emerges from a . \ .
stigmatized cocoon/as a transformed creature, N
~one characterized by \the spreadlng of Co
.. political wings. At Some p01nt in the: process,
the politicized "deviant” gains a new identity,

B

an heroic self 1mage as crusader in'a political ~ '

cause.

The new-found pﬁide, thern, . is more . than a way of dealln&

-

with anger over past deprlvatlon. It is a manner of

< -

fmaklng proud announcements of the prev1ously suppressed

ldentlty. (See Turner, ‘1972, on "dev1ance.avowalﬁ,) .
Because men in this.stage"make themsefvesuhighly

;. visible as gay, they are~relativeiy7easy‘to contact‘for"

éhe purpose of interviewing.;kA%though these respondents

PIRN
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ﬂ*tome from a range of economlc backgrounds, they tend to

‘a

"}gﬁve hlgh soc1al and occupatlonal resources.- Some have'f
btwﬁerant employers, some are full tlme .gay act1v1sts,Ab
others are self—employed often in. bu51nesses w1th largely

fgay cllenteles.' Those who reach Stage Flve, therefore,’
.have elther dlscovered that employers or buSLness partners

will not re]ect them because of thelr proclalmed sexual

orlentatlon, or the ‘gay famllymen place themselves 1n
occupatlonal p051tlons 1n whlch announced homosexuallty

rrrs an,asset_rather than a llablllty.
% ; , - , _ b -

P2

rAnnouncement to Chlrdren,,
Men ln Stage Flve daffer from those in Stage' Four

by announc1ng thelr homosexuallty to thelr chlldren,&as.'n

well as to emplpyefs and other audlenCes. They report

‘chlldren s reactlons to be more—p051t1ve than had been

: ant1c1pated - As one. respondent states

» At worst I flgured 1nstant rejectlon, their -
, - .mother”or’ soc1ety would. ‘poikson their minds
Qﬁk . .agalnst me... At best I thought they'd be
b i -~ -blase. .. It was | beyond my fondest dreams to
< think telling my kids:I'm gay would’ actually
bring us closer together but it has. The
adjustment period was touchy at flrst but
noy their. acceptance lS amazlng..
Interviews wzth~ch11dren reveal a belief -that -their

father's.candor and honesty helped tb strengthen the

~

relationship,‘ A so, the father s comlng out tended to

'relleve some fam ly ten51ons Chlldren galned 1n51ght

into thelrfparen s' marltal problems and were: less apt

to '‘blame themsel es for dlfflcultles 'in the home. ‘Chlldren

. //‘ . v ) : ‘ . : o .
i B . . . . e . ) R -
] . . | . : . . . :

o



¢ L AW 249
who showed the gréatest acceptance were those who, prlor
to full dlsclosure, were gradually 1ntroduced by their
parents to homose&uallty through meetrng gay famlly*frlends,-

{readlng about 1t, and dlscu551ng the tOplC 1nformallyn-

w1th parents. - _f' : x o .\P e R l -& .
. M . l,é.

Negatlve reactlons to the father s homosexuallty
,con51sted of the follow1ng.' Two chlldren suspected yeags'
before dlsclosure and were: upset because they thoughtl

their’ father‘should have trusted them.enough to broach

-~

the 1ssue sooner. One'son in his late teens,; who had

st
g
<Tey

abecome a rellglous fundamental1st,"sa1d "I,don't,talk ' ~g
'.to hlm about my sex llfe, so why'should he'tell me about

_hi57f‘I m not 1nterested in that klnd of talk " Another
» dy '

son -- how self-deflned as heterosexual but who had had )
. [<3 y

”,two homosexual "experlments" durlng adol@scence e sald'

«dthat he was 1n1t1ally uncomfortable w1th his father s | 'lb @r

r?ﬂgay frlends but that this had 51nce lessened A daughter,_'

'whose father chose a lover about her age, felt "replaced
TN : . _
Another expressed amblvalence ‘ . ‘
R ’ ’ ‘ G
pad's comlng out has made me susp1c1ous if ' 4
there are a‘lot more out there.: I'don't like '
“having to wonder about my boyfrlends, other
.glrls don t. 'Things would be less complicated
cif I d never heard or had to think about it.
‘I guess I want to know, but I don't want to
know. : oo

£+

Mdre’tYP¥9alyfrom the children were-favorable,commentshﬁ
such\as'the following;,

I know. dad has: gone through a lot of pain.
He's sensitive. ‘Now I know I ¢an talk
freely to hlm abbdut- the thlngs that are
,1mportant to’ me, too.'u-



S SR
) , .
B . : :
I wasnjtvsurprised or shocked. He is Stlll
. my dad/and I still love him. He is still
the seme person he's always been. Well he
takes/ better care of himself and is more B
relaxed now, but I mean he is still the same
person 1nsxde.a Just. because he lS gay doesn t.
change ‘my love.’ : : : :

“a

I'm glad he came out to me- It started'us
. communicating. It made him more human. It
- was also the first time I ever understood
what. our famlly is all about and what it
 means to belong to it. Now. I understand how
we all fit together.', L - S

Supportlng ev1dence of'thls flndlng is conveyed in wrltlngs
of - three son's who sen51t1vely and warmly dlscuss thelr R
fathers p0551ble homosexuallty (Ackerley 1968 Nlcolson
_19-,3. Splke 1973) | |

Desplte ev1dence of a warm father Chlld bondi most of

the gay fathers dld not have custody of- thelr chlldren.

: Flnanc1al con51deratlons, such as those ‘noted in Chapter'”

Eight, domestid llmltatlons, career advancement day-care
vdltflcultles, fears abont custody trlals, and the nature
" of the relatlonshlp wy&h the wife. led most men not to
"seek custody The téb fathers who ‘waged and won 1nformal

custody battles w1th w1ves expressedﬁconcomltantly hlgh

.commltment to spendlng con51derable tlme Wlth and devotlon"
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to thelr children. ‘However,‘most of thegfathers who,llved )

-

with their'children did so only because the mother did not
‘want! them or the chlldren were of such an age that they
were allowed to choose for themselves and thus chose to

live w1th thelr»fathers. (See Hitchens, 1979/80.)

L

One gay familymanvsaYS,that his children have arrived

at the stage‘of acceptance where they are able‘to ﬁoke

T
o



about the unlque quallty of thelr family He say5’his
chlldren laugh at the idea of Anita Bryant praying for
) hlm and p01nt to men in maga21nes that gbey know he
.oflnds attractive. ‘A daughter joklngly”ta;gb "The only
thing I worry about is that we '1l1l be. 1§§compet1tlon for‘_
the same man. o o . _ﬁﬁjli. a.J}‘; g
| If any pattern in dlfferentlal acceptance 1s found
_1t 1s that daughters tend to be more accepting than sons
‘and that w1ves-tend to be the~least accepting of all.:
: ThlS dlfference is. explalnable by reference to the varylng
\commltment each has had in the homosexual denial system.
‘Over the years oftmarrlage w1ves -- for economic, ego,

and soc1al reasons -- tend to deny numerous clues lndlcatlng

' thelr husband S homosexuallty Consequently, when-thls

elaborate denlal facade is exposed the w1fe s confrontation.

7w1th hetr own self-deceptlon as well as her husband's
‘ﬁdecelt is frequently devastatlng. | i
By contrast, children. are-mlnimaily involved in such
denial. In fact most had not even thought of their
,bfathers in any sexual terms, much less homosexual ones,i
. prlor to the dlsclosure ‘Two children resenhted belng
forced to- see their father as a sexual being. Daughters,
more than sons,'tend to see their fathers"gay ' |

rrelationships in romahtic térms rather than sexual ones, %

htend to empathlze more fully w1th the emotlonal lmpact

of thelr fathers new-found relatlonshlps and, consequently,‘«

- are more favorably dlsposed toward them.

251



“\his gay lover or friends appearhto be an'isspefthat the
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‘Open displays of affection between the father and

-

- gay familymen‘are initially more COncerned aboutﬂthan

are the children. One respondent notes that

/

affectionate horseplay*amoné»the;father,vlover,tand'f -
children "broke the ice" for'them. Another states: p_ r§

Some think gays flaunt sex, so [my lover].
and I were maybe over-cautiouys when the kids
first came to live with us. We have sex -in

- private, of course, but now we kiss and
touch in front of them. It's important they

- know [Tom] ‘and I love each other and see us.
relate that way. There's.no reason we should
be any more modest in front of our kids than . .
stralghts are with theirs....Last Sunday e
morning, théy came into our bedroom and we

~all got into a pillow fight. It was
hilarious; but I was exhausted before the .
day even got started

The daughter and son of one gay father regularly jOln him
and.hlsAlover in the relative intimacy of a nude dip an
their jaccuzzi. These children reportibeing,relaxed‘ahout
“the affectioh'and appear Well-adjusted This.small
number of cases cannot prove that chrldren are unaffeoted
'by dlsplays of" homosexual intimacy, although it is’
1nterest1ng that observed7reactlons contradict popular
belief on the topic. - N
Tt appears that chlldren generallp prov1de p051t1ve'

Zresponse to thelr fathers announcement of thelr gayness.

It is lmportant at thlS p01nt however, to con51der how

,others respond to open self-revelatlon on ‘the part of

these gay fam;lymen.
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In Stage ‘Five, respondents tend to devalue heterosexual

‘How DO OTHERS PERCEIVE ME?

‘others and to give much more value to homosexual others.

"The oplnlons of heterosexuals outsxde the immediate famlly

4

'tend to be_dlsm;ssedz "Heteros can go fuck themselves."
Commitment to other gays is centrally important:

I suppose one reason I put in so many hours
“doing volunteer work at the [Gay and Lesbian
Community Services] Center -- I mean putting
*. up with endless committee meetings and so much
crap -- was that I was so eager for stroklng
- from other gays. It was the most lmportant
thing. in the world for me to get praise and
recognition from other gay women and men.

- Characteristically, the'menf—— proud of their'new-found
identity -- organize their symbolic world around gay culture.
Much of their leisure, if not occupation, is spent in gay-

related pursuits. 'Others tend to perceive,men in this stage

as not gg_x gay but flauntlngrln their difference. A
»respondent says: "I cannot have anythlng more than a-
perfunctory relationship with anyone unless they know I'm
~gay;“ One gay'familYman,'discussing another Stage Five
- friend, stated: "You know, he's the type who lets the
checker at the supermarket know he's gay. I'm not quite
.'that blatant myself." e |

These ﬁen, consedquently, distinguish themselves in.
ideology from respondents in other stages. For example,
.what the others refer to as "discretion," men in thls

stage call "dupllc1ty" and "sneaklng around." Moreover,

what closeted men see as "flauntlng,f openly gay
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respoﬁdents call "being forthright" and "ﬁpfront

‘Since réspondents in Stage Flve spend most of thelr
tlme Wlth other homosexuals, negatlve reaction and sé!&ma
are Limited. Men in this stage-rypically live in gay,.
."ghettos" (LeVineliQ79: 102), mixing with other gays who
holé to-a similar,ideology. They peroeiveﬂthat other
homosexuals are their.only "real friends" with whom theyl
- can achieve emotional satisfaction They not only have

a homosexual identity, but they belleve it is better than

a heterosexual 1dent1ty One gay familyman in his
fortles remarks w1th fervor

'd be. really thrllled if my son were to
turn out gay. God, I can't imagine a worse
fate than to be hetero. You know I'm going.
to love him however he turns out, but I
think it's just so much more ex01t1ng to
be gay.

Itvis_ironic, if understandable, that tﬁe'quoted\respondent
spent many.years in dﬁplicity and denial of his own
~ homosexual orieqtation while passing through earlier
stages of his iéentity'development
Gay famllymen s egéy951asm for the gay culture in

which they 1mmerse themselves may beseenby others as

involving a relatlvely partisan and uncritical stance.

For example, Suppe (1981: 85) remarks: .
It i often very difficult to distinguish
sel gftualization from "mindless conformity"
tOJﬁ) eviant subculture's values. For
exéhp e, are "Castro clones" "self-actualizing"
1néﬁv1duals or mindless conformists to norms
&£ “the San Francisco gay subculture? Do they -
enjoy "autonomy of self-worth" -- or are they

Q “psychological parasites? ,

]

il

*®
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_ !
These political end psychological dimensions of idep;ity
conflice resolution are outside the foc?s of the present
%reéegrchf but they may be worthy of consideratiop in
fuﬁure'inVestigations.' |

It may be puzzling that some people relinqdigh

heterosexual status and privilege‘to enter the stigmatized
gay world. Ceming out in the gay world, howe&er, offers
‘thebrespondents a publicly and personally cong;uent

. identity, rolé models, and affection in an affirming
community. Such expefiences easefthe traneition:by
.facilitating construction of a favorable gay world view.
‘(See also, Harry and DeVall 1978, and Murray 1980).

Respondents"effortslin constructing this
weltanschauﬁng are also helped by the Gay Liberation
Movement . Pafallel processes are at work, whereby the
buildinévof-a personal gay identity,is faeiliﬁated-by
/thé larger celtural context of inc;eas;ng gay pride apd‘
;diversifieation éf gay institutions and heritage;

o Ihdi&idual pérceptions‘and‘actions change...
with increasing integration into the
community....Personal development, in many
instances, recapitulates group development,

‘as the individual moves from isolation to
association (Adam 1978: 120).

Sagarin (1975: l44)fargues that the consequences of
adoéting such gay identities inVolves‘foreclosing
'aiternative'possibilities (i.e.,-not adopting heterosexual
or bisexual identities) and that this is a disservice to

the peépleAsoiidentified. S;garin, however, neglects the



other side of the argument: Adopting a heterosexu o

”1dent1ty also forecloses optlons, such as not belng able

to. adopt bisexual and homosexual alternatlves (Humphreys

v
e

1979: 239-240). Data from tie present study suggest that
~ not foreclqsing optlons can have consequences of dubious.
desirability. Herry and: DeVall (l978:_57f comment on
these possible consequences and are-worth‘quoting at
some length. - R | C L

[When a person does not foreclose options by
identifying himself as gay,] he declines to
adopt gays as a reference group. He u
associates with gays only on a selective --
-and largely sexual -- basis. Through ‘
maintaining flexibility of self-identity, he
declines the option of participating in, and
contributing to, the solldarlty of ggx_group,
whatever its sexual persuasion. He 1is in, ‘buf
not of, any group....He may also decline the
option of paired intimacy, since such pairings
foreclose options and largely imply a relatively
permarent commitment to a particular sexual
community. To the extent that many gays were.
to forego their identities as gay persons, the
result would be a collection of homosexuals
lac¢king in a reference group, the rewards of
indgroup solidarity, any ability to -neutralize
stigma, political organization and rights, or
the ability to resist the labeling. attempts

of such groups as the psychiatric profession.

Hence there are both social and psychological reasons for
announcing oneself as gay and being perceived as gay
for persons adopting gay identities. See Figure One for

< .
a complete overview of this development. /

CHAPTER SUMMARY
In Stage Flve, the self feelings, self announcement,

and public perception of respondents are that they are
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' gay; C‘nsequentlg,.theravis oengru%gcﬁ“iﬂ"the matrix of’

: |

identity components. Both omﬁahtmentalization apd -

AV §§'
1nterp rsonal awkwardness\a;' \ %ﬂ%ﬁ -anﬁ“ﬁh erson may

N T
to have d valid\identitg | | S e

may be more accurate to’ refer to this stage of

be sai

1dent'ty develOpment as Stage Five rather than as the

"fina stage."” 'Since identity development is an ongOing

prode s, it seems likely that there are further stages. "~ #
'There\are insufficient data,lhowever, in the present study
to articulate what these stages might be. It is possible
;that the “them-us" stance in Stage Five, where
heterosexuals are. aVOided or viewed susp1c10usly and where

homosexuals are uncritlcally exalted, might give way to
P ﬁ;i .
a further stage, where blending of the two worlds is

poSsible.without compr?miSing identity integrity. In,sﬁch o

a situdtion the homosexual 1dent1ty may not be v1ewed as

the identity but as one aspect in a life that has other'ﬁiv’“h‘”
important identities as well. The probability bf%such‘ f,“,x,

development is 1nversely related to the degree of antl—gay”J ‘o
hostility in the soc1ety as a whole; however, the e4di;15h Q.

- possibility remains for gay identity to be interfaced_with;

‘non-gay society for mutual enrichment.

Further stages of identity development for gay
famil}men require additional research. The next‘chapter“”ii Tfh‘
details some prom1s1ng research paths and hypotheses |

for such 1nvest1gations.
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- NOTES

.‘ * \\ , X
i 1 pank (1973: 192) believes the "at home" feeling is an *
. essential component in achieving a valid gay identity. Ny
" Adam (1978: 133) concurs: "The feeling of being 'at home' bf/
. strikes at the root of 'jemeinigkeit' which founds o
Heidegger's concept of 'authenticity'." 1Identity conflictsl
about being homosexual is resolved when the individual ,
achieves this sénse of authenticity. (For theoretical
discussiohs on identity authenticity, see Goslin 1969).

- ' 4
.

/,



- CHAPTER TEN

SUMMARY ‘AND CONCLUSIONS .

Sociological theory must advance on these

interconnected planes: through special

theories. adequate to limited ranges of

‘social data, and through the evolution of

a more general concegﬁgal scheme adequate

to,consolldate_grpup of Sp301al theories.

——Robert K. Merton (l957 XIii) .
Soc1alwwheory‘and Socral -
Structure

INTRODUCT ION
The purpose of thlS dlssertatlon has been to develqp ‘.‘ﬂ,

a heurlstlc model to explaln the soc1al—psyéholog1cal

; process whereby people resolve 1dent1ty confllct\and achleve

@ e

a valld-ldentlty; Speclflcally, it has synthe51zed such a l_ﬂ3~
-heurlstlc model from Strauss,‘Stone, and Ralnwater s works,i;
:enumerated 1ts strengths and def1c1enc1es, and’ posed ten

";'qﬁestlons about areas of the‘moFel’that remaln'unclear.;o

AN

‘A plan to emplrlcally 1nvest1gate these areas v1a research

-

on gay familymen. is proposed

— To thls end depthtlnterv1ews were conducted

*w"snowball sample of f1fty gay famllymen chartlng t e

i

Wtra]ectory of . ldentlty changes in- thelr llves " Re pondents
recount the process'whereby they developed changlng answers
'_to the questlons surroundlng thelr confllctlng 1dent1t1es

'"Who do I feel I am’",l"Who do I announce myself to. bé’",

N ~ h)
L L

:{and "How do others perce1Ve me’" o 4{ S \'_-f x
1\ezy

P4

3 leltatlons posed by the, constralnts of methodo

.‘>'\. e
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- and research feaSLbllltles preclude conc1u51ve
generallzatlons about stages experienced by all people in
'resolv1ng 1dent1ty confllcts and acﬁiev1ng a valld
:ldentlty. However, data analy51s reveals that 1dent1ty
confllct resolutlon for the respondents in thlsvresearch
lnvolves a sequence of flve developmental stages. These
and other flndlngs are dlscussed ‘in the follow1ng sectlon‘
there we answer the: ten questlons poseE 1n Chapter Two

o $ V
condernin the worktngs of the . 8SR model
e e

Ky

; ) - ‘ Mﬂfp}h“‘ 6 | ‘ »;31& . ]
WORKINGS OF THE SSR \MODEL ' e
1) What are the stages'>
The present research has 1dent1f1ed flve stages

through whlch respondents pass in acqulrlng a: VQ}ld

_1dent1ty°. Identlty Dlsorlenta 'on, dentlty Marglnality,

;vIdentlty Aff%}latlon Identlt Acceptance, and Identlty
_Aggirmatron;l Dd@lng the flrst stage, respondents bulgg
up meanlngs from 5001al clues in their env1ronments to®

dlscover that they are soc1ally devalued Respondents )

RS
are confused and amblvalent about thls sense of dlfference,

-and uncertaln about what course of’actlon to pursue. Slncei °
the feellngs are. nebulous reSpondents do not tell others
about thelr sense of self Slgnlflcant othersaglve
reSpondents the beneflt of the\doubt and 1nterpret the
51lence to be an ann6£ncement of lef c0nform1ng to the

~ conventlonal orde& 3 At the enq of Stage One,,respondents

\u‘ "
v

.. are anxious apd $EEEwa€out %hex%gldentlty ‘Their

b PO

al' : P .
< .
k>
o 2

\ \ N o ——— T REEEE SR
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a
-uncomfortﬁ le diSorientation leads~them'torseek viable
valtern?tl e ways of managlng thelr 1dent1t1es.-‘
o In Stage Two, respondents develop accounts to
‘neutrallze,therr sénse of deValuation and to normalrze
themselveslt'Such accountsyare'only lntermittently'
‘successful however;‘and*there is an osgillae{on between
".feellng devalued and feellng conventlonal Respondents
- announce themselves as conventlonal and are aided in this -
“by empha5121ng other ldentltles Whlch smokescreen or //
terlallze the devalued status. Slgnlflcant othets /
rpercelve respondents as conventlonal and are major flgures
:ln promotlng among respondents a. tenuous ‘sense. of

)
conventlonallty.;

G~

In-Stage-Three, respondents come to admlt to. themselves
that they are devalued although less deserving of
-devaluatlon than'others in»the'Category. 'Via the

establishment;of a reciprocal loVe relationship with a,

E 51mllarly devalued other, respondents come to acknowledge
that tHe - devalued status 1is relevant for at least part of
‘their personallty and explore ways to 1ncorporate it 1nto

thelr lives w1thout 1t comlng to. the ?ttentlon of

conventlonal signlflcant others. Consequently, respondents \\

N -

compartmfntallze thelr announcement of self admlttlng to

conventlonal others  that they are conventlonal (albelt

eccentrlc), and admlttlnq to slmllarly devalued others _gﬁ
i

that th%g share thelr devaluatlon 1n only minor ways

)
Conventaonal 51gnlf1cant others percelve respondents as
- r? :

'L’ ' »

R N



_gonventlonal but eccentrlc, whereas devalued others feel
alienated from resandentS- As accounts and comoartmentallzatlon'
break down and affectlonate relatlons w1th devalued others
accelerate, thg necessary anx1ety is generated to lead
.respondents to seek new_ solutlons in presentlng themselves.

In Stage Four,jrespondents come to feel they are |

devalued llke others in thelr category and mové/zrom the
perlphery of the devalued group to take a more actlve part

- in it. In announc1ng themselves, however,’respondents

" disclose this feeling only to similarly deValued others

. and to conventlonals whom they feel can be trusted not ol

to report the knowledge 1ndlscrlm1nately. To other ‘ "t%y'ﬁ
conventlonals,'respondents announce themselves as' _‘H
~conventlonal.i Devalued persons and otherilntlmates
perceiveﬁrespondentsfto be in the devaluedacategoryi)hut;
most conventional people still perceive.respondents'tojbe
:«conventiOnal. “%his reduced compartmentaliZation still"
éarrlesosome discomfort and is respon51ble for respondents
zbmov1ng to the next stage in search of a more v1able
1dent1ty | i
In- Stage Flve self feellngs,,self announcement and ,e‘ o
public perceptlons of respondents are that they belong to |
‘h a devalued category. However, the supposed negatlve
attrlbutes of thlS category are transformed 1nto p051t1ve
, characterlstlcs so that respondents v1ew themselves as

valuable members of soc1ety There eX1sts congruency 1n

the matrlx of 1dent1ty components, lnterpersonal awkwardness.f
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#n

is allevrated and the person may be sald to have a valld

,l
-

‘1dent1ty ' ,, )
Durlng the five gtages, answers to the three matrix
’dquestlons move closer to the new 1dent1ty The 1nd1v1dual
becomes less amblvalent and more certaln about his
feelings. leeW1se, announcements of self become.more
con51stent and compartmentallzatlon of audlences becomes o o
~less necessary. Consequently, others' perceptlons move
more 1n llne with self feellngs and self announcement.
ﬁ " . This process can vbe' summarlzed by listing the five
tasks in 1dent1ty confllct resolutlon 1) the dlscovery o ,§~
, of oneself as devalued 2) acqu1r1ng1ﬂuaab111ty ‘to escape

devaluatlon, 3). ﬁ’stabllshment of a rec:.procal affectlonate
¢ 4

relatlonshlp w1th a 51mllarly deualued person, -

4) connection to a support:.ve group, and 5) transf*ion'

' &
of the 3’ alued st tussinto a 51t1 e attrlbute SO one
&y ‘w atuss pg‘ qy
‘'sees oneself in a ‘new cognltlve category. These tasks

correspond to the flve stages%and clarlfy the 1dent1ty

¢
work that marks tran51tlons aﬁé?ss stages.

2) Are the Stages Discrete? -

’ig;‘ B Data from the present study‘lndlcate that the stAQe“%°f$w$%5T
Q; | are . not dlscrete The “d01ng" and "belng" aspects of® .
B yldentlty (Welnberg 1978 144) 1nvolve complex processes
w1th numerous gradatlons, resultlng in- the blurrlng of . _'pa

g ' llnes between stages. ‘The prec1se cuttlng p01nts between'

A stages are arbltrary. Ten of the respondents, however,i



vt
.

»have read the flndlngs oF this research and, seelng
‘themselves 1n the stages descrlbed belleve the stages
reflect thelr experleage.‘»

| ‘One exceptlon is of a respondent who agreed w1th all ~
the stage% except that he thought there should be an
addltlonal stage 1nserted for the "whlte—knuckle

heterosexuality" perlod when the. respondent is disclosed

w1fe, but to no other heterosexuals. Thev

the one respondent is. mlno;, althpugh it
core . Ehe fact that ‘the stages may net be
'd that the boundaries between the stages

need further testlng w1th addltlonal populatlons to .i%h

determine their”’ general;zablllty, therr external validityg

o

'3) sAre the Stages Experlenced Sequent:!.ally'> 1

* For respondents in this research the stages were

_ experlenced sequentially. Forpexample,_no réSpondent

?* announced his devalued status before he had already

W suspected it. That 'is, Stage Three'CQFes_before.Stage,

Five. .To suggest otherwise, is to suggest a logical
impossibility. The modal developmental sequence is:!
The respondent suspects he lS devalued, engages in

devalued behav1or, 1abels hlmself as devalued _changés

3
265

“hls conventlonal announcements to equlvocal ones and then o

to. devalued announcements (at least. for selected
audlences) Slgnlflcant others begln to. see the respondent

“'as devalued rather than conventlonal

-
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L Exceptlons to thls generally occur at the beglnnlng
of the sequence rather than the end _ For example, two
respondents recall engaglng in homosexual behav1or before
suspectlng they were homosexual and before labellng

, Athemselves as homosexuai ~ Another respond.ht'labeled

‘_-hlmself homosexual SEfore engagldg 1n homﬁpexual behavxor
(i. e.,‘"homosexual V1rg1n"):“¥ghese cases, however, are -
‘exceptlons and the sequence’as descrrﬁgﬁ in’?lgure One

is the modal development for respondents. v
‘ v ' , . »“ ‘b

g"w
"4)v Do the Stages Follow One Another Inev1tab1y9

ﬁ% “ »Identrty confllct resolution is not a stralght‘line
*E dqyelopment The stages toward ldentlty matrlx
congruence do not follow one another 1nev1tably.
M0vement 1s not unllateral There are many negotiations
s . back and th ln and out of the closet" to use gay
argottp.Respondents may double-back (The word- regress?”

. . ) 3
‘is'aVOided because'of its negative connotations.) For

_example, tw%respondents were expﬂed‘k’ for o ' ;;'.
'homosexuallty‘and the men remarrled other heterosexual$ s
~ women rather than llve openly gay llfestyl§s. One

K

_ respondent was marrled and dlvorced th?ﬁt tlmes before he -
came out. publlcly as gay. | \‘ T g
o Untll the feedback loops among the matrlx components

convey to respondents thelr lncongruent statuses and the

_awkwardness and pain assqglated ‘with them, and untll a

v1able éiternatlve presents 1tself, respondents do not

. - . -
' F . L . s

‘.w?
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*
mové to another stage. Put another way, respondents do
not move ea511y or acc1dentally from stage to stage ln
I resolVLng thelr 1dent1ty conflicts. Rather, each stage
‘\\LS ?chleved by a palnful searching process, negotlatlng
w1th bbth the self and the larger world. 4
An 1mportant caveat needs to be stated. Movement
across stages is assumsd‘to‘arise from an attempt to B .@ﬁ
reduce idehtity conflict anxiety. The assumptlon is that

1nd1v1duals have a need for con51stency in perceptlon.

It 1s clear from thls research however, that people

: a8 i"/‘
«V1a accounts, denlal ,and. compartmentallzat&on --"can

Ca "y

llve W1th many apparent contradnctlons for 1arge portions :Eig

. of‘thelr llves. Gonsequently,,ldentlty stagessneed not‘
: ' . - : ‘°.a . ° ,. . Y
- follow one another inevitably. = . : Leds “
5) Do the Stages Consume a Particular Time Period?
The stages do not consume & particular timefperiod

Some - stages may be passed rapldly and others may extend
A
through the life span. .For, example, respondents who

[S

ea51ly recognlze the "1ndex1cal partlculars"'(Garflnkle
l967 14) of devalued status pass more qulckly through the
,' confused perlod of Stage One than do respondents 'who do not
have &ccess to this 1nformatlon.' Also, respondents exposed
1n vice arrests tend to- have conventional 1dent1t1es that
dlssolve more qulckly than those who reveal thelr devalued

istatus ‘gradually.

Respondentsvwho fall in love(with another similarly



268 .

devalued person move out of conventional identities and

o 3

3into'devalugq‘identities more quickly than those who do
not experience this‘évént.“‘For?example,'one reSpondentr

was married approximately a year bgfbré he fell in love
with another man, disclosed his *mos'exué"lity‘:té his
family 'and moved out of mafriage into an openly gay - “;
lifestyle. ;Iq céntraSt, anothér reépondeht remained
cbvertiin marriagé for approximately thirty-five yeafs.!

5

before he fell inﬁ!o&e with another manﬁénd made the

same transition. In short, thé\duratiéﬁjof'eaéh stage

iy .

cannot be assigned a precise amount Ofi-time, ‘at least not
from the data géneréted by the présent study. 1More is
said about the timing ‘of stag#s inathe following sectionsj *

6, 8, 9 and 10.

6)?_May Some Steps Be Realized Simultaneously?

Some steps may be realized simultaneously, merged,

’

glossed over or bypassed.

?'?orféxamp}e, one respoqdent says
‘that he did pbt experience tﬁe stage gf feeling sexuaily
differentfin adolescence, that he never experienced these
feelings until after marriage. For this respbndent, both

giages One and Tw§ merged into Stage'Thfee. While this is
an unusual pattern, it does -indicate that some stageé may; -
be blended. For more on this, see the answer to quéstion
’two.in this chapter. - A

¢
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. i)
7) May a Person Secede From the Process?

"No, a person may not sécedegfrom‘the process without
achieving congruency. As Rainwager (l970§ 374) is quoted
on page one of this'dissertation,."The need for a valid
identity is fundamentai. vaeryone needs;to 'be some-’
bodyl,: _The'model isyclear that as long as a person:
is'living (and‘presumably not psychotic(or otherwise :

deranged)ihe"“gages in 1dent1ty confllct resolutlon

and works at\i htlty malntgnance

Ly za

' The only way a person may secede‘fromvthe process ’
of ldentlty confllct resolution lS through death. wFor
example, two respondents were 1n tranSLtlon to Stage v

-,Four.when they werevmurdered “KOn an anecdotal level, R

there are, blographles of famous (co@ert) homosexuals -
Errol. Flynn, Somerset Maugham Jg%%ntgomery Cllft -~ which
_lndlcatemthat they dled W1thout ever reachlng Stages
Four or Five. Consequently,kthey did not complete the
process of achieving congruency; D

vwhile living personS“cannot secede from the.process'
without achieving.congruency, not all personsyachieVe
n-congruency{v People may. be con51stent or lnconSLStent or
variously - equlvocal about thelr pronouncements and actlons
Wherl dlscrepan01es exist, people may not reCOgnlze them
1mmed1ately nor feel Obllged to resolve them.' Others do

not have the social and occupational resources to create

viable alternatlves and move to further stages. Mechanisms
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of denial, accounts, and compartmentalizatlon make 11v1ng
with séme dlsfrepanc1es tolerable although the identities
are likely to be brittle. These people, however, still

remain in the SSR identity process.

-

BY What,Events and Conditions'correlate With the Stages?
}ut another way, this éuestion asks "How do the
feat&res of self definition correlate with devalued
subcultural ties at ‘&ch of the stages?d- Taking the
' model step-by-step, the question can best be answered

‘like this: In Stage Onev respondents have no’ devalued :

subcultural ties. They have an "only one in the world

feeling." This exacerbates their confused sense of.
ide‘ In Stage Two, respondents' devalued subcultural
invoXs t is peripherals They Operate on the margins

gy

of the devalued world. Thelr self deflnltlon, for example,
is "p0551bly blsexual" énﬁ”therr gay sex lS furtive and
genltally focused. In Stage Three,’ respondents expand,
their contacts into more central areas of the devalued
co}Tunity,rbut conVentional commitments restrict full
-participation and necessitate continued compartmentalization.
This situation contributes to respondents' sense that they
may be devalued, but that they are different from other
devalued people in the category.

In Stage Four, respondents\are well acquainted with
the devalued subculture and part1c1pate regularly in its

,agt1v1tles. Compartmentallzatlon is 11m1ted to 1nteract10n

&
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with a minority of conventional others. Self identity
is aligned.with devalued people and is suppgrted hy |
significant others in the devalued subculture, In Stage
Five, respondents. are tYpically immersed in the devalued
subculture almost to the exclusxon of conventlonal-world
contacts. Respondents have a mllltant stance which
is,supported by this subcultural %nvolvement. In summary,
as one movés’through the -identity development prooess, self
definition becomes more assuredly aligneduwith devalued /ﬂ

others, and this 1dent1ty s supported by 1ncreased -

subcultural 1nvolvement
9) Wwhat Marks the Tran51tlon From Stage to Stage’ |
‘People do not lnstantly and obv1ously "know" that they y)
-are devalued. Rather, the knowledge is vaulred ’
cumulatlvely as respondents move from stage to stage : Foqd o
example, Stage One for respondents is typlcally experlenced
.at puberty, stage Two durlng courtshlp, Stage Three whlle
marr;edw Stage Four whijle coming out as a single gay perSon,
and Stage Five whikg,ZZving openly gay. Put another way,
comlng out to self consumes Stages One and Two, coming out
to other devalued‘persons‘consumes Stages Three and Four,
and coming out to additional significant others consumes
Stage Five. Whether or not theie events and cond;tlons'

\
characterlze the tran51tlons other popul

a valld 1dent1ty r@qﬁa"
howeverf,that the,SSR\moQ JOET e ei?k

T T
- ) \
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‘move more quickly through the process than.older enes.

7compartmentalization.

fto accelerate the pace is respondents mbetlng dthers whO;"

e e 272

bt . . ’

into rigid types. The dynamlc processual nature of the

model allows it to account f&r changes over tlme.

g oo . B
‘¥ X r

ace‘of Achieving Identitv

10) wWhat Infiuences th
' Congruence?

In the present%£‘ ch several soc1al—psychologlcal

and demographic charwlstlcs have been 1dent1f1ed which \

; E
_appear to 1mpede tw gace whereby congruency is échleved

For example, resp. u‘nts who move more slowly through t I
stages are those who tend to have greater rellg1051ty and

gullt geographlc lnacce351b111ty to devalued Instltutlons,

~negat1ve assessments about their physical appearance and

about thelr social skllls with other devalued pepple. The

l

. slower mov1ng respondents tend to be employed in dependent

occupat;ons,_percelve they . have poor health and are among

the lower 'socio-economic portlon of the sample._

-
+

Because of theécontrast between past and present ;

, soc1eta1 attitudes regardlng{homosexuallty, the reSpondents’

age influences the mode of coplng andq hence; the pace of
the developmental process. That 1s, younger people tend to

-

Respondents who continue to liveﬂwith their wives move more

-

slowly throughothe stages since marriage tends to foster

- As sald prev1ously, the s1ngle experience that tends

self 1dent1ty as gay, particularly lovers. Such gay

-

wy

ey
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'We now know, for 1nstance, _.what some of the 1dent1ty

' I
of identity confllct and resolutlon has been con51derably

- ‘\

. :
reference group membershlp appears to. be a crucxal varlable

)

1nfluenc1ng the pace whereby identity congruence is’

- achleved ¢ Still it is important to reallze'the tennous[

negotiated nature of the prdcess,'that uncertaintyk
characterizes each transitionm e

In providing answers'to*the‘foregoing—ten'gnestlons
this research has filled gaps in and extended the SSR model.

B

development stages are, the separatlons amdng them, thelr

,duratlon, somefof the factors that promote and retard

: idéntity movement, how selfrdefinition and subcultural =~ . %

involvement correlate with the;stages, what marks
transitions from stage'to stage’and what;factors'influengﬁ
the pace whereby congruence is achleved he utility of

the SSR model as a heurlstlc dev1ce to explaln the process

enhanced There are, however, some remalnlng dlfflcultles

with the SSR model that are dlscussed in the followin ﬁ%ﬁ
section. - P i

' /
STRUCTURAL AND CULTURAL INFLUENCES ON IDENTITY DE LOPMENT }

Since. the SSR model is grounded in symbollc /
interactlonlsm, 1t 1srunable _to account fqr wider social f ~!
issues that govern 1dent1ty conflict resolutlon and the |
achlevement of a valld 1dent1ty , Conséqueﬁtly, one

cr1t1c1sm of the SSR model is: that 1t fails to adequate}y

con51der structural condltlons that 1nfluence the 1dent1ty

» . -
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l:formation procefsu Thxs is. dlchssed below\along w1th the/
/v

lﬂ'points that the SSR model may be both culture-bound and

tlme-bound ‘I"X[”j,fvufll ﬁ : W‘ f,wnﬁ “;L};--f 1"'ﬁ;fi'
| There are prlmarlly four struétural condztlons thatv;
B 1nh1b1t respondents frbm self 1dent1fy1ng as homo exual
v,kand 1nh1b1t others from ldentlfying them as. homOSexual

(Plummer 1975 178)

coﬁcern the nature of

homosexuallty in Western socxety, and two concern w1der'

iy

| cultural 1ssues.__v ‘ b\‘
l) Sexuallty is prlvaklzed : Most sexual expre551on S

B : y

©inm Western soc1ety 1s/re1egated to the "back stage' reglons

_of peoples llves. Hence, the public has 11ttle concrete

evxdence of an ind1v1ﬂual s sexual orlentatlon.;

;4‘2)' Homosexuallty is generally 1nV131ble.' Unllke the

.phy51cally handlcapped whose stlgma makes them v151b1e,_

vﬂhomosexuallty 1s not readlly 1dent1f1able.';f

’.3) -The "hetErOSexual assumptlon (Ponse 1978° 58):,f'

frenders homosexuallty generally lrrelevant\for most people_

lmost of the tlme 1n Western soc1ety. People are assumed

'V“to be heterosexual untll a bulk of 1dence accumulates ‘ .

i

to suggest the contrary. Unless 1bo1cated otherw1se,:

-inpeople are—assumed to be heterosexual by default 'The"
7perva51veness of the heterosexual assumptlon (alonglwlth

. ,other norms of soc1a1 lnteract;on, such as a taclt agreement

»to accept 1nteractants at face value) make it unllkely

_that sexual orlentatlon w1ll be ralsed as an 1ssue.

Ps

4)1 Life 1n-Western.5001ety'1s segregateﬂ and

N
. i D . ’ : * ’ . o ’ . * ! v ! "’ -
. . N X . N s - N ~ N -.,'/\ :
Lo s s M . . X - . e . 3
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characterrzed by role oogpartmentallzation. Occupational
o domestlc, and social lives may be organized s0 they do "tﬂ
L cross.. Thls facilitates dlviding one' s life terrltoriall’:‘l@h
'temporallys,and biographically.\Sfew
thekfgaallty of one s life. '
.Qf- »
/

i

’
\peOple need to’ knowv
These four factors eliminate homosexualit from most

soc1a1 sxtuatlons and help respondents both tp av01d

deallng w1th their own hombsexuallty and. to avoid sharlng
1t w1th signlflsaht others.

The straln toward matrlx
congruency suggested by the SSR model therefore, is S -
/ . quallfled hy these structural condltlons, a fact that the .
B SSR model falls to note.‘,In short there is some sllppage
between the model and reallty o
Lo '/'J

A second observ&tlon is that- the SSR model ma
poe
trme-bound "For example ///age,E‘

/1
\‘ seems to be a recent
phenomenon madefpd/slble only wlth\thesadvent of the

modern Gay leeratlon Movement 1n Western soc1ety.

: The L
K rlse of gay culture and gay communlty are ooncomltant
developments that support gay ldentlty.
' Y

have allowed people to 11ve exclu510ely and openly gay

-

These qevelopments
w1thout compartmentallzatlon. Heretofore, such an 1dent1ty
adjustment was unllkely.

Future develo ments in the gay
world (and the domrnant soc1ety) may change the avallable
'\.v-

repert01re of responses and.the soc1al pressures to ~ DR

1mplement the responses.‘ What 1f any:\modlflcatlons 1n

\ the SSR model are requlred by these developments are unknown

‘A\" %The SSR model also may be culture-bound
b -

n

If the
/ - o



,cross-cultural literatn e oq homosexuality (Carrier 1976;
 Herdt 1991;'wQO 1982) is accepted, .u: appéers that
7 ‘mahy other cultures eschew exclusive homosexual 1dentitiee.'”
. and that they have conszderable tolerance for homosexual -"f;,»*

.'f”expression wﬁthin heterosexual marriaqe. These cuituree e

¢/),“ N TS

/h“i ['v“seem to be oheracterized by forced mate selection/ pro ”«_“:tn;%'
o | .~natalist lmperatives and the subjugatign of the role of -‘
,(iwomen.g In such SOCIBtleS,‘the development and expre381on‘h

of male homosexuallty/folt//e/a dxfferent course. ' For-

’d.example, Herdt/4I§§1) descrlbes a trlhe where virtually ;c;

/

;ff | all men’marry and father chlldren but.a substantlal majorlty;.,
' . » / ) T
" have- "kept boys" wlth whom they contlnue pedensstic -‘71* o

~relatlonsh1ps.' Later, the boys go on to marry and have
- kept boys of" thelr own ,’In su h a: culture, matrlx component

_1ncongr¢ence and malntenanCe of an exc1u51ve sexual

° _1’

orlentatlon 1fentity\\ppear to be non salxent.

]

Ih contrast, men in- Western socletles typlcally feei
R _v'-'attracted to the opp031te sex, dlrect thelr act1v1t1es ;~fﬁ[ {
.tod‘rd cbltus and report en]oyment from 1t see themselves 1\ \,,'
Qd? ‘ as havxng an underlylng‘heterosexual orrentatlon, adopt the‘]'

~_ - ,heterosexual role, and others valxdate thls self-perceptxon.va

v Cross-culturally, however,vthere is no necessary llnkage |

sexual behaV1or,§: ft y,»self-ldentlty, and object

’7f: _ _of affect‘onate attachment. E ”n\kn Western cultugg, whlle_'
: ‘,there may be a\\train t f7rd consxstency for most people.,

eQamong these componentS\Q‘ sexuallty, thls is not 1nvar1ab1y

-

. so. The ways these compouents change and the comblnations','



N identity and sexual oziontttibn aro cunpllcntdd’ M“lf%“-

'«:u-cessarily 1inhnd Th rch shows: s _

‘people asseible their sexuality and try to h:pt: nse oOf
the relationships among the above components.~ Present;y,

pit is unknown to what extent the SSR mmdel is dpplizable L

hto identity develo;ment (particularly homosexua)\identity - /

~development) in non Western countries‘y Furthér reseerch

47?m ght elaborate on'these processes ross—culturally in

'~more detail than the present study Eas/designe ,or?equippeé"v

" to do.;’ ; L & S
: O v

‘%

The present research s exploratory,both.as it stqdies s*
"‘the social histories of gay familymenv and’ as it i 3
’finVestigates the SSR model of 1dentity development.~-$ince-e

: corroborating data do not exist, the findings represent J

.‘speculative beginnings”rather than definitive conclusxons

VAREAS OF 'FURTHER INVESTIGA?ﬁON 1ff,‘f _._f - :r;vn"g;;,,,'_.[‘”

:'This section details promiSing lines of future research/to “.;\%.fn

. _ Y
: further investigate the SSR model._ S

Gay familymen is. only one of many populations that could

2

be used to 1llustrate and develop the model Further -fm

gtesting-with other populations that have seemingly

i

: incongruent statuses, yet w1th different sets of’life,’f'

- - . a



- (Grier and Cobbs 19,68) Y Native Indiens as a qroup,
however, appear tqgﬁe oﬁly beginning to approach this ,;»f,rg

R

-

B

ri*l'.:stage (Robertson 1970) Moreover~ srage Five may be ',‘/
o 1nacceseib1e to. some groups. For example, can pedophiles

as a group, grpen social hostility, ever reach Stage Five?v
"To enswer these questions, further researoh is required.,a;p

o
for addltional reseerch with respondents‘who are more

jaag”' The m;ddle olass bias in:the present sample calls 535‘*37

dlverse in socio-economic status>r The class bias in the g‘;f;ﬁg

present research, however, is not necessarily a disadvantage._;»

Tl<’ ' they are more likely to progress through the stages.._ |
B Consequently, hecause the sample is: largely middle class,,kuy”.i
we. have more knowledge about Stages Four and Five than we ‘~ 7 ’
would have lf the sample had been more working classJ *"jq\,?-
Speculatively, wo king class respondents would proviée little

1n£ormation for the model beyond Stage Three.‘ However,

AT T
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Loy

&

thrhe expen&ences*uxe analytically distinct. they form e

whole connected by feedback 1ooPsm The preeent research
demonsgrated thet these expetiences are importent ine ;‘T/
1dentity develoyment, but fuxther reeearch might be directed
tovaxa-discovering th& neture of these~interreletiondhips
enﬂ their feedback loops, and the precise,way in which' ; -
these omponents interact to pact 1dent”ty develogment.-' |

ngitudinal studiee in the erea ofgidentity are
needed.‘ This research fgllowed respondente for three
years to chart chengee_in their ideﬁtity; but this is a

relatively short period considering thL duration of 1ife.
Follow-ups at five year intervals with'such a populetion
could reveal important information ahout identity develop-

ment across the 11fe span.37 .,'” “"fatﬁf?,‘
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thc SBR—modul L: an interustinq and uuetul hnuriltic 3
dnviao fdr dinculting i&.ntity~dom!*&é. r-lolutian nnd ,
thq aphievumant of a valid identit ’ the model ia limited\"

.“,'.'_ :‘ i,
AN
bf‘its slightinq of structuraa conditions that affact

identity.%N;;}ther refinements in the‘model that addreks

this issue remain a task for additional socioloqical

/
I
/

/ research. -

2 ". : - ‘.- B
/ .'v, t . . B : ‘, ot _>
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» NOTBBV; .
T; It is 1mport¢nt to point out that rnopandentn & ically ’
" do. ‘not ‘see the dstail or stages described here. .
describe what neroly in retrospect as their life

course. They emphasize the twists and turns in their
‘'lives and the choicss made, both consciously an@
uncqnaciounly. in nxriﬁ&ng at thoir prqsnmt status, /

Likewine. 'iqnitieant aéhlrc seldom rteeqnize the aotailed

stages ‘through which respondents have passed and this leads

 to complications. For example, wives and children upon

‘being ‘told:.about the hohbaexuality often feel that tho
A\ly changed, been "brainwashed,” or "snapped.”
s behavior is "out of the blue" with no
. Prequ : ificant others comfort
s o y behavior as merely a
symptom of a mid-life ag is, and that it wil}l
. probably be transitory. Gay familymen may encourage this
interpretation by wives and children, -not disclosing their
"long histories of homosexual interests, since the men do
not want their families to know that for years they have
been deceiving them. -

L Respondents' transitions are often dramatic, ‘but . to _
. sensationalize them by placing them in the categories of

brainwashing or snapping is unsupported by the data. The
men's recounted lives did not involve a sudden,
discontinuous upheaval, Rather their identity conflict
regolution is a gradual development through which|they
ultimately express the hcm08exuality they feel they have .

i had all along. Respondents see themselves achieving -

COngruence between their feelings and lifestyles and

# g?ining the integrity to express it.

Another interpretation is that reepondents in recalllng

‘their histories are reinterpreting the past to conform with

the present and that respondents actually experienced more:

abrupt sexual orientation changes than they are willing to'r~

admit. Respondents, however, are able to recount numerous
incidents from their past which support the former ‘ '
interpretation of gradual development.' Studies over the

' (1981: 53-75) and.Altman -(1982: 39-78) on the debate
between the "essentlalists and’ the "constructlonists.

2 Further empir1cal research is needed on gay famllymen
per se. Such 1nvestlgatlons might profitably look at =~ .
several areas: If courts are to6 fairly adjudicate custody
.cases 1nv0161ng gay familymen, information is needed on the
quality of the relationship between these men and their -

chlldren. For example, do- gay famllymen raise chxldren who

- life span are- important to address this issue. See Plummer



- . organisations seek answers to-these qul

[ R
- ’ Y k ! : . ‘ Il

dinﬁropo?ti oly turn out to be gayy  Is it l.ik;ly ‘thit
gay familymen molest their childres? (Do gay familymen

: ) their children to ' '
R e
». ren 6f gay i foel abo
Besid¢s the bourts, adoption agencie

Research op gay familymen has broadet a plication than just
policy studies. The social histokrie) Of ga ‘familymen
 provide informaticn on the phencmench'ef fadult .

' rowsocialization® (Brim and Wheeler /1966). rPor example,
what are the processes involved, not only in coming out
late, but in changipg one's significant others, and-in’ .

- changing one's cultural reference g
- Although these issues have been add
present research, a more systematig
. . focuses on these il:uas'sg; se is

additional dynamics of pdu [t devalopment.

Research on gay familymen may also reveal tﬁe impact of
secrecy on family relations. Many families have some kind
~ of "skeleton in the closet" -- illlegitimacy, suicide,
alcoholism, -incest -- and by stud
homosexuality and passing and cov
we may better understand how dissgpmbling in general
influences social and intimate cohtacts. (A beginning on
secrecy research has been made by Handle (1967) in his.
book, The Psychosocial Interior of the Pamily.)

3 Longitudinal ‘studies are important|in the interest of
research economy. Wgen subjects are relatively covert and
inaccessible, efficient deployment of|research energies

suggests that the extraordinary time

to obtain samples and gain the trust /of
be balanced by studying respondents/over time in order to
maximize knowledge gained from the‘great investment of . -

essed inpart .in the -
investigation that
likely to reveal '

¢

-

d resources required

oup at an advanced age?

ing the effects of hidden
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- There are degrees of being in the closet. \

APPENDIX A . V ’

GLOSSARY

AMBISEXUAL: See "Bisexual." N

bB'ISEXUALz" »"‘p“ars,ona rho axg about equally \homouxual and
heterosexual in phéir‘oﬁ!it experieh&s‘Aﬁd/or;psychic
reactions. They“accept and equally enjoy bogﬁ:types of
contacté, and have no étrong'preferences.for-Qne or the
other" (Kinseya1948:-64l); ‘"Bisexqal," as described in
this study, refers more to'Ross’ defin;tion (1979:'50):
people who a:e‘"either defensive or gqilty about their

homosexﬁality or, possibly, in some;pésesf.slow to adapt

© to their homosexuality By first defining themselves as

bisexual, then as homosexual."

CLOSET;‘ Being séCretive about homosexual.desireS/béhavior.

|

-COMING OUT: The process of aékﬁowledging homosexﬁality to

oneself and to significant others (Dank 1971: 181). »

4
o

GAY: Homosexuals who.identify wi{h and associate with a

community of like-minded individuals (Thorpe 1972: 352).

GAY FAMILYMEN; A male who defines himself as homdsexual,

'who has been married to a woman at least once and who has

lived with a preadoleséént or adolescent child as a father

-y
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APPENDIX A, Continued

' for at least five years. "Familyman" is used as one word' in
order to make clear that it is the man with husband and
father statuses who is gay, not the family to which he belongs.

 HOMOSEXUAL: Same-sex "erotic attractions in regard to overt

X
A

" experience and in regard to psychic reactions" (Kingey 1948:

641).

IDENTITY: "Identity establishes what and where the person is
in social terms. When one has identity he is’situated -~ that
is, cast in the shape bf‘a social object by the'acknowledgement
‘QF his participation or membership is social relations. One's
" identity is.established when others place him as a sbcial |
objéct by assigning him the same words of identity that he -
appropriates for himéelfior announces. It is in the

coincidence of placements and announcements that identity

'becomes meaningful® (Stone 1962: 93).

IDENTITY WORK: Techniques, strategies and methods that have
. - ) A

as their purpose effectiqg a change in the meaning of a

particular identity, or a change in the identity itself.

S

_ 5 ‘ - -
LOVER: Partner in an intimate sexual-emotional relationship

between two homosexuals. - -

MATRIX INTERCOMPONENT CONGRUENCY: Identity conflict

resolution.



- APPENDIX A, Continued

AﬁQRMALiSMITﬁ§~ '"People who, through craftsmanllke skllls,

h help restore -and malntaln conventlonal 1dent1t1es for ’
,supposed devxants" (Lofland 1969--209) : Some examples of
Afnormai_smlths" ‘are : .clergy, parents, mental heaith

professionals.
, e Se

STAGE. -when respondents oive new ansWers‘tontheathree‘matrixv
components, in an attempt to resolve the 1nterpersonal |
uneas1ness of 1dent1ty conﬁllcts, they are sald to have
»entered another stage \ FlVe stages are proposed in thls
rdevelopmental sequence for‘gay‘famllymen- ‘Identity’
Dlsorlentatlon, Identlty Marglnallty, Identlty Afflllatlon,_‘
Identlty Acceptance,,Identlty Afflrmatlon. -
‘.STRAIGHT:"Tﬁeterosexuai,'sometimes withwthe-eonnotationjofx

conventional. - .. EE LT :

TEAROOM: A public washroomgwhere_Sexual_activity takes

h-place'(Humphreys‘1975);o
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' APPENDIX B

,

LI e e ! _
IDENTITY CONFLICT.AND RESOLUTION -

~ PRE-INTERVIEW SCHEDULE

1. Respondent's Name:

o

2. Address: L .
3. Phone Number: | / '

 4. Occupation: L : } - A N

5. Referred Byiv

dQ Age'(Approximaté):

7. Living with wife and children?,

3

Visitingﬂ?ights?..

%y

———

8. inte:view{AppbihtmenF: ‘Date ,'Time: - ‘Placeﬁ;

[
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APPENDIX C O IR
‘%DENTiTYucONFLICﬁ‘ANDERESOLUTIQN SR

o,
KAl

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE
MOdlfled Klnsey (l948~ 63 70) Llfe Hlstory
L. Soc1a1 and Economlc Data o RN B
' Date of birth, birth order e ce T
‘Occupation, parents' occupatlon. R L
- Residential. hlstory o W R
Health,. rellglon, 1ncome - j_' ' . 'T

2. Structure and Comp051tlon of Famlly of Orlgln

‘“v'3; Educatlonal Hlstory

4. Recreational Hlstory IRC I
: ~ Friends- S e
Degree of dlsclosure

. 5. Early Sexual Behav1or

- Feelings surroundlng this - ;" :
. Same- and opp051te sex: attractlons .
>‘;Fantasy life R
"Self ratlng on the Klnsey scales .

6. Datlng and Courtship Hlstory
. Premarital activity S Sl
Feellngs surroundlng thlS ' L T

7. Sexual Identlty Hlstory o
8. Psychlatrlc Hlstory R T

-_ag Marltal Hlstory ' R o

' : .Dec151on to marry (was 1ntended 1nformed of homosexuallty,"
1f recognlzed°) . : , ‘

Nature and quality of- marrled llfe o i R

Homosexual history durlng marriage. Feellngs'about this =

"Family life and children. Feellngs about parenthood

Salient issues within the marriage -

) .*yD;sclosure to spouse, chlldren, relatlves Thelr reactlons

:lO,b V1¢t1mlzatlon and/or Legal Involvement

,‘J. o . [ , Lo -



JWhat Informatlon Do You Thlnk Important to Tell

\ é»i?_PENDI{’X‘ C# Continued .
11, If Dlvorced,tﬁlstory of Dlssolutlon of Marrlageif
' Custody and visiting arrangeme.ntsrr\\\1 ,
, Current domestlc and parental situat on _
j""1'2,.".Current Sexual-Affectlonal Feellngs and Behav1or
13, ’How Do You See Youself Now’ For the Future°"
.14,

A

Gay Fam11ymen° P




 APPENDIX'D = - -

 ‘IDENTITY CONFLICT AND RESOLUTION ~

o

- ANNUAL INCOME (BEFORE TAXES) = . . .

e

| 4 Under $4,000 .
4000 -7,888 o
i 8,000 - 11,99
12,000 < 15,999 o
16,000 < 19,999 .
_ 25,000 ‘29,999 .
30,000 < 34899
R _35,000-39,995. L
  j ,.»' ‘ 32;g 1>4Q;006 —f4£;9§§'lflfL ff ;7L:7“«:' 
50,000 - 74,99 |
75,000 99,908

1w:$iOO;OﬁO of>M§re“:.*



_HETEROSEXUAL .- = R S

N e

... IDENTITY CONFLICT AND RESOLUTION =~
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S8

. THE KINSEY ScaLe .7

P
3 -

X

RATINGS

MRS Heterosexual hdmosexual'Ratlng Scale

o v R
e Based on both psychologic reactions ' "
and overt experlence, 1nd1v1duals rate as follows-"

IExclu51vely heterosexual w1th no homosexual et e Tl
-Predominantly heterosexual, only: 1n01dentally homosexualﬁ
Predomlnantly heterosexual but mOre than 1nc1dentally f

- ‘homosexual . _

- Equally heterosexual and homosexual y ’
_-Predomlnantly homosexual but more than 1nc1dentally
- heterosexual . -

Predominantly homosexual but 1nc1dentally heterosexual};‘-f

"Exclu51vely homosexual

L

O

‘1;> Sexual. Behav1or SRS *”2; Sexual Fantasy Attractlon? '

‘a.. Throughout your llfe o a. Throughout your llfe

"b. The present EEPEE L ] iFv b. . The: present
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IDENTITY CONFLICT AND RESOLUTION

A . pos'_rj-# INTERVIEW SCHEDULE -

Respondent s Name-°7~fﬁ"

',2 Phy51cal Appearance" L _v_f7-  N\

ey,

IS

3,_‘Emotibndl'ReaC€idnstuxin§ Ihtépview::

~ .__-» ov' .":ﬁ."

' 55. ?Descr1pt1on of House- Car, obbles ‘Momentoes, Neyspapérs;f

: ;Magaz1nes, Anythlng Unusual

DY

\:’f”.."v‘,“*¢J e i]';"f'F‘V - :f' 'ef‘”f .
5'6.f,Descr1ptlon of Slgnlflcant Others Met (Wlfe,_Chlldren,
‘;,Lover, Room-mate, Gay Frlends, Stralght Frlen&s,'.

fffNelghbors) f'*f\;,;




'1970 - 1974 - B. A.

: . | ‘
HWUNAME f,}: ,., ,e,'iev'ti:k Brian JameshM;i}
x‘ﬁfPLACE oF BIRTH-‘tIL; ' Wingham, ontario
*T:TYEAR OF BIRTH: . ':;: - 1950 Lo

"POST—SECONDARY/EDUCATION AND DEGREES°

'Q3Un1ver51ty of Western Ontarlo

London, Ontario-

y

‘UnlverSLty of Weste:n Ontarlo

London, Ontario

'-1_51974~- 1975.- M. A.'.

"~Un1ver51ty'of Alberta

Edmonton, Alberta

'1975 - 1983

1

f‘Marrlage, Famlly, and Chlld Counselor
'niﬁCallfornla State License’ #15470
‘ _1978 - 1980 ; -M.F. C Co

J”HONORS AND AWARDS.,'T“.

’thean s Honor Roll e "'fﬂ“
-v;UnlverSLty of Western Ontarlo
1972, 1973 s

-”Gordon-Hanna Memorlal Scholarshlp S
.Unlver51ty of Western Ontarlo, 1973

-
Huron Fellowshlp

W:.Unlverslty of Western Ontarlo, 1973,-

'»tDepartment of Soc1ology Scholarshlpf;

"UnlverSLty of Western Ontario, 1973

“public. Speaklng Award" EDRCRN T ﬂA' S

: Department .of English

I_UnlverSLty of Western ontario, 1973

'-UWO Scholarshlp

T'UnlveYSltY of Western Qntefio,f1974_

@ e
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”CResearch Assistant|
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