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« . ABSTRAGT
. .
The present study’was designed to test hypotheses drawn
from‘the literature on'matginality as.they relate to gay people and to
explore the social situation of gay males in a'medium-sizedtcanadian
city (Edmonton, Alberta).: Ine use of a marginal‘man perspective as an
ijaidlto*understandiné‘gay minorities'reflects both‘an attqmptito extend
the appPicability of the perspective and a desire to approach the study
of gay people from frameworks similar to those employed when looking
at other minorities. A central concern of the research was an investi—
gation of the concomitants of di€£erential patterns of involye;ent with
gay and-non-gay'(cgnsentional)'social worlds. |
' Data was gatneced ftom 142 gay males by;means of a self-administ-
ered ouestionnaire and through‘observational work within the Edmonton gay:
community. Prhnary forms of data analysis emp loyed nere cross-tabulations

cw

and analysis of vatiance.

3

Results of the data analysis suggest that the appearance of

~4

:'marginal personality characteristics (MPC) among gay males follows
similar patterns as are found among members of othe; minority gtoups,
' namely, as a consequence of individuals! identification with conventionaIA
socihl structures and of theit perception of bafriets to’full acceptance
within the majority society. | - |

| An examination‘of the role of social involvement in relation to

’

the,development of MPC and other measures:ofapersonal and social adjust-
Lt . . ’ /
ment_SUggests'that participation with(both gay and nonJgay'othe:s is
positively associated with increasedfadjustment. Tﬁis association is
more consistent "and powetful;infthe case of'contact with conyentional'

. others. Most adjusted were thgse individuals who while highlyginonVed

with gay peers maintain strong to moderate ties with the non-gay workd.

iv .
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~with lessened personal and social adjustment;,

¢

High degrees of participation Mithin thé gay community, to the extent

they interfenewith conventional involvements', would appear assoclated

e 2"

s

Hhile both forms of social participation are related to increased

)

personal well—being the manner of association differs. Involvement with

gay’ ‘others provides individuals with an increased acceptance of being

Y

gay and reduces unrealistic fears associated with haidling gay identities.'a

'Conventional involvements are more directly related to adjustment through

their ability to satisfy individual needs presently unmeetable wichin

.an institutionally incomplete gay-community.

~In the sample under study signs of psychological marginality were

minimal with most individuals coping well with their situation./ The o

o« c

_ major effects of life in a marginal situation are most visible At the

/

level of Qvert attitudes and behaviors as: opposed to being manifest in

intra—psychic turmoil. These responses reflect in part a tendency for

- respondents to seek reassurance of their social acceptability through

&

the presentation and elaboratidn of conventional~facades and attitudes.
While.marginal man theory is seen as having been of value in
providing a framework from which to view the present situation of gay

minorities it is. felt that future research shOuld ‘be directed less to

Mpsychological outcomes and should focus mcre strongly upon the coping

responses engaged in by individuals as th‘ﬁ successfully adjust to

'y

marginal situations.i Methodologically it is felt that such research )

'should rely, at least in ‘the initial stages, more upon in-depth explora-g,

tion of 1life histories rather than upon survey research the former ,

.

_approach being more able to provide insight into the temporal sequences v

involved in. building gay identities and of the costs involved in handling g

and maintaining gay careers..
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CHAPTER'1

‘ * ADAPTATIONS TO A MARGINAL SITUATION

-

The development of this dissertation has been guided b

belief that thc advancement of knowledge will come .with our ability |

to see relationships where none were visible bdfore and through our

capacity to liﬁg?disparat ‘enomena.with~common explanatory schemata,
In 30 do e not only add to our knowledge of the phenomenon under
study, but are presented with an opportunity to clarify and expand our

t%’,

On a general 1eve1 this study is con;ernéd with -the social situat-

explanatory constructs.

fon and life adjustments of‘all those who do not fit easily into their
assigned slots in modern-day Canadian society, that is, with those in- '

- dividuals who for reasons of age, social disability, physical or mental
variation; ethnic origin or other cause‘are excluded to some degree from

.'fullofledged participation in the life of the society, irrespective of
'their.potential talents.or actual achievements; While‘the Specific

‘ group considered'here is gay males, it is hoped that an examination of T
” their situation will ‘be of value, not only to them, but’  to other simil;r-
" ly Oppressed aggregates. |
This study had been undertaken with the,assumption that the . .
difficulties experienced by gay people teflect their position as an -
oppressed minority in Canadian society, and with ‘the belief that the
oppression of any group creates a cIimate which makes more possible

the suppression of other groups which do not conform in varying

degrees, to the dominant mores and-ideology.' This 1mP11es, in part,



o"""' . o2
that 1f we are to work for a more frée society we must. recdgnize

that the fate of any one group is inexporably linked with the fortune

of all ‘others, This 1dea hnlbeen expressed by David SuzukL (1971)

when he suggeeted that.

Q ¢

~ . the strengtlr of our raclal group does not derivg from our . ;
. numbers or political power, but from a recogni on that

all groups categorized by race or religion are placed under
‘the same pressures. In order to work towards a society in
“which each individual 1is valued for his own worth, we must.
identify with all other potentially oppressed groups. Anti-
semitidh, segregation, squalid Indiin reserves arid ghettoes
‘are cofiditions we must. fight against with other groups. Many =«

of us breathe a sigh of relief as "other" groups are dis-

criminated against...How stupid to think that bigotry aimed

at Blacke or Jews is any different from prejudice directed

" at-us, The merest puff of a whisper can turn anti-semitism

to a fear of the yellow peril. o ,

a.a
o

~ While speaking of ethnic collectivlties, his remarks’ are applicable to -
all,groups whlch a;e devalued on. the basis of arbritary criteria, be
‘thesewctiterie ecOnonic,_ethnlc,fchronbloéical; texual,vor,other

fcause',  Until all are free none ate]tpuly safe.

4 _*FOCUS OF ‘THE DISSEM‘ATION
Specifically this research 1s- concerned with examining the

.utilityfef marginal man theo:y as an-explanatory construct,fot the
understanding of behaviotalvand'attltudinal vatiations~amnng gay
males. Marginal man theoty-, as derived from the work of Park (1928)
and Stonequist (1937) suggests that ‘when - individuals are ‘placed in .

position between two contzadictory’or 1nconq.ptent cultures or social’
structurea,‘they,will tend“toareact by developing a particular. patterm
‘ofipefaonalitf trait;. ,Mucn'of the work in tnis'area eince that time
has been devoted to attempts to trace the linkages between the sociazl

“‘position of‘the group and the appearance of psychol//lcal maladjustment

anong fts members. This will form a naigg/pﬁgtf:t the study which follows.
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In order to éccomplieh this goal, the marginal situation of gay males

, i :
 will be explored and specific hypotheses will be drawn from the 1lit-

erature'for testingL

The aecond focus of the dissertation liesii; the specific group

under study. It,is hoped that the application of the theoretical
- n

'-perspective implieu by»ideas of. the marginel man to thevsituation
fncing gay people will serve to highlight aSpects of the behavioral
"and attitudinal adaptations ‘of gay males that have been overlnoked
‘or slighted in past research and thus, help‘to increase our knowledge
one of Cana;a'a'lnrgest‘minorities. This is of importance for two
reasons. First the study of homoscxuality has usually been approached
‘“from different perSpectives perspectives which focus on difficulties o
and which seek to! locat% these difficulties within individuals ra&
_ than within the particular context of social relationships in which
gay peo;ie éunction. The’decr::sing productivity, some might‘say'
(rrelevance of traiitional vieus, as well as their’ increasing unaccept-
abiIity to growing numbers of gay people suggests the necessity for
alteréh%ive cdnceptualizations.-,Secondly, while there has been a-
great increase in the amount of attention being paid to homosexuality

OIS & ‘ﬂv V4
in recent years, only a miniscule proportion of this research has -

- _involved an examination of Cunadian populations. Thus our knowledge

of hOmosexuality in Canada is largely based upon generalizaticn from
foreign usually American ~data sources. While cross-cultural similar-
ities undoubtedhx'exist,»the extent of these similarities'can only be
assessed through empirical research 1 .and, thus there exists a'need
.for a direct exaninatioq.of ‘the Canadian situation.

°

~, This dissertation'is concerned, therefore, with two distinct but

. o
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. A~ '
related areas of interést, First, an examination of the psychologi-

al effects of OCCU#;ncy of a marginal situation - specifically being

gay in resent_day Canada. ' This would include an examination of
‘ . . . t
o£s which contribute to psychological dis-ease among members of

marginal»aggregates aS well as an'exploration of factors which might
mitigate or reduce somewhat the potential . strains of living in such

circumstances. Second, an examination of the more salient features

of the social situation facing gay peoplé in our’society."This work
is largely explératory in nature and 1s concerned less with testing:
specific hypotheseé than with the identification of problematic

features, and their consequences, of the marginal situation facing

~y)

=

gay people at present. -

A note on terminologx: Firsta for the purpose of ths study the term

homosexudl refers to- "individuals who participate in a -special community‘
of understanding wherein members of one's, own sex ‘are detined as the.
bmost desirable sexual objects" (Gotfman 1963:63)J Although“a number»
of definitions exist, Goffman's description moSt-closely.aﬁproachzs

the tonce;ns of this study in its -emphasis on inditidﬁals whqvhavé'
recognized thgt their primary socig—séxual attachment lies with membgrs
.bf their own ;e*;\that‘is, individualé who are aware.of'their‘dual |
status affiliatidns, wﬁile not making,unnecesééty assumptions contetn-
ing éithet'thé social qfﬁsgxual behaviorfﬂisplayed by those iﬁaividuals}z
Setond,lwhile the.terms géx.ot,hdﬁost%uai m;y be ﬁsed interchangeably

- gay 1s preferable, in part;bggatse it 15 the choice of‘those who belong
to the category invqueﬁtiop. ’Furtherﬁdre, it do;s.not carry with it the
clinical and psychiatric¢ (as welﬁ?asAsexga;) overtones associated with
the alterﬁative - COnnotationsfwhich‘tﬁis.study seek;.toAAQOid.3-



RESEARCH ON HOMOSEXUALITY: SOME DIFFICULTIES

.We have chosen to approach the topic of'homosexuality from the
perspective of marginal man theory. Such a decision,may be seen as
advantageous both for marginal man research'andifor the study of
homosexuality. To ‘the extent that ~marginality refers to a signifi-
cant area of sociological concern the extension of the concept to
include phenomena which while fitting the definition, are not of the
more conventional variety usually investigated would seem to present
an opportunity for further tests of the theory, particularly as it
relates to the development of marginal personality characteristics
(MPC) in individual members of the marginal aggregate.: Additionally
the examination of a non-usual marginal situation may help to shed in-
sight on.. those consequences of marginal situations which derive from
‘the essence of marginality itself and those which are specific to
distinctive types of marginal situations. " The eventual utilization of‘
a varié;y of'groups to explore the concept"of marginality may lead.to'
insights into aspects of the theory which have been slighted or over-
looked» Eor example, the_consideration of gay,people as a marginal
group suggests that greater attention should be paidtto the‘individual's
responses to the marginal situation in both an attitudinal and behavioral
sense,.in'attemptinglto assess the effects of'that.situation:‘

The major value to the use of a marginal man perspective, however,‘
.would seem to lie in the possible benefits which may accrue to our
understanding of homosexuality. While recent years have witnessed an
upsurge in the professional attention paid to the topic of homosexuality4
there has been some suggegtion (Sagarin 1973) that quatity has not kept

pace with quantity._ Wﬁy this is so is unclear;‘however, a review of
' ‘ ' A :

»*
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. the literature does point to certain factors. which may have contributed
to such a state of affairs.
A major factor retaxding research has been an exceaaiye“concern
with polemical and ideological issues. As ghurchill (l96l) has stated
our culture‘coﬁtains a strong erotorphobic strain whioh, while applie
_Eable to all sexual acts, is especiallyyevident in regard.to sexual
activity of a homo-erotic nature, and which has made it difficulc to _‘ i
approach such activity with high degrees of objectivity and value
_neutrality. A desire to score ideological points againat one's oppon-
ents - to prove that gay 1s good or gay is bad - has clouded assess-:
ments of more scientifically answerable types of questions in a number.
" of areas; for,example, diseussions ofuwhether homosexuallty really
exists, an ekamlnation of the concepts of sickneas and cure, and {n a failure
to separate qdestions of a scientific nature;frOm issues of social in-
»justice.s o S : : L {d : S )l
‘Similarly, Simon ;.nd cagnon (1967)' identified two additional |
~defects which. they felt characterized research on homosexuality at that
time, namely, that such reseatch "13 ruled by a. simplistic and homo-
geneous‘view of the pSychologicaI and socia} contents of the category
vhdmoaexual'"band that it 1§ "nearly exclosiyely interested invthe most /
dlffioult_and least reWardingdof all questions, that ;g etiology." -It |
. would be desirable to say_the ensuing years ha;e'rendered their assess~-
ment'invalld. Undoubteuly changes'haye occurred. The growth of gay-"‘
lioeration as a soolal movement has stimulated aociological 1nterest..
in gay people and their adjustment to theit social milieu. However;l
.,while new concerns have been introduced older ones have persisted and

Simon and Gagnon's statements still apply. Research on homosexuality is
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still grounded in tne“assumption that homosexuals represent a

Y
\

distinct category of personQ'oualitatively'¢ifferent"from hetero-'

*sexuals, and furthermore, that this qualitative difference rests upon |

<

something distinctive within the individual.. Epstein (quoted in Humphreys

1972 ao) has written-

They are different from the rest of us. Homosexuals are
different, moreover, in a way that cuts deeper than other
kinds of human differences - religious, class, racial - )
in a way that is, somehow,'more fundamental. Cursed without
clear cause, afflicted without apparent cure, they are
an affront to our rationality, living evidence of our des~
- pair of ever finding a sensible, an explainable design -
to the world. '

It is this assumption - an assumption of inexplicable,oifference,f
usually negative,'a;d presumably innate -~whiehfis"tne foundation upon
which most research on'homOSexuality, whether ioeologically provor con;)
o The direct or indirect influence of this attitude can be\seen in
a number of areas. The concern with polemical and ideological isaues,-\¥<,
for example can be directly related to an assumption of differences..
'Rather than attempting to assess 3raduated variations among people we
»have dichotomized the world into antithetical categories, gay and straight,g
and have engaged in attempts to evaluate their respective legitimacy.
By uncritically assuming thaz.something called homoseruality and people
called homose#uals‘exist we have not given sufficient attention to tne_
'alternative view that'these may‘be only‘eonvenientocategories used‘to
“divide realitp into manageable units. fAs\descriptions of«different
realities they mhy be of lesser significance than we have imagined 6

The tendency to equate different erotic activities with the :

essential nature of a person also underlies both a simplistic and homo-



geneous view of the category homosexual as. well as the excessive pre-

-~

occupation with etiology. Given unique differences between hetero-

_sexuals and homosexuals one can afford, more easily, to ignore variations

within the homosexual sub-set of the population (for these variations

v

are of undoubtedly lesser significance than_;he major variation, how-'-

ever defined, which differentiates the 'homosexual' from the'normal').

»

This has contributed to an unfortunate tendency for some researchers to'
-

| generalize from inadequate samples to the population as a whole. While

homosexuality may or may not be a master status for all gay people it
would appear to be one for many researchers. S ) L.“” M h,
In sociologically-oriented writings'the emphasis on the master

status is reflected in a tendency to use homosexuality as the key

-'explanatory Variable in accounts of behavior patterns rather than avai\\hle \

¥

alternatives.' For - example the interactional patterns of male homo- , o
i<

‘sexuals are attributed to or discussed in terms of a 3ay subculture rather

than in age-specific or class-related terms. It may well be that the

' significant aspects Jf gay subcultures are shaped more by Uhese factors

»than by the erotic activity itself. Similarly, in a psychiatrically

oriented vein disapproved behavjbrs are interpreted in intra-psychic

terms without due consideration of the societal cqntext in which they
G

‘occur. For example labelling the homosexual "a classic injustice collector"

]

enables one to ignore societal persecution and oppression- sﬁnilarly by

:suggesting that homosexuals are prOmiscuous and’ prefer impersonal

r-,ﬂ

sexual encounters one can downplay societal forces which work against

'mthe establishment of- long term relationships among gay males. In this

regard descriptions of gay life styles remind one of the "cultural" ex-

- planations applied to disapproved behaviors found among other devalued



_8roups, most notably the poor, ‘Not oniy is there a t ndency to confuse

or his culture in isolatipn from the larger context within which both
(&)

' operate (Valentine 1968 &yan, 1971).. I
e ~ '
Ihe consideration of homosexuels as a diqtinct hom%geneous

category has encouraged research into tbe etiology of the 'dfsorder'
While there is nothing wrong in attemptin& to trace the unfolding of
.a ‘behavior pattern, the relevance of much of this etiological concern

rests upon the: dubious assumption that what is undesirable about hOmo-

senuality is.traceable to these.formative_factors or,'asISimon and

.

o o A N
re-enactment of certain early and determining experiences.” It is

Gagnon (1967:177) suggest, "is a necessary”outcomeland:in\a,sense,
-doubtful, however; that‘knowing.the causes of homoseaual activity
will provide much insight‘into.uhat homosexuals do, if only‘because |
homosexuals do aAwide variety of things. ¢Furthermore if change‘is our
goal there 1is no necessaty connection between knowing the cause of

, something and. knowing how to modify i, nor, as the behaviorists have

Q-

pointed out is knowledge of causes necessary to change present conditions.

In summary, it is suggested that research on homosexuality has

'suffered because it has been grounded in the assumption that. the. homosexual

f.represents a. type of person qualitatively different from" the heterosexual.
This- assumption has encouraged an over-emphasis on etiological questions,
contributed to a. simplified‘iiew of what constitutes the homosexual
adl helped feed polemical and ideological debate, as well as con-

tributing to the past isolation of research on this topic frcm the

mainstream of sociologicaL thinki
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o An approach to gay life styles based upon a marginal man per- B
-spective 1is an attempt to ‘base study not i the differences, bue- rather '
the similarities which this:group shares with others; it 1is an attempt
to ' ;ﬁ; o ' L \H
B move from an obsessive concetrn with the sexuality '
of the individual, and...to see the homosexual in
- terms of the broader attachments that he must make
to live in the world around him (Simon and Gagnon,
1967 181). ' ‘ '
’ By taking this approach it is hoped that it will be possible to avoid
—\some of the previous pitfalls in research dealing with gay people and

to advance our knowledge of both gay life styles and marginal man

theory. -

STRATEGY OF PRESENTATION |

Tﬁe dissertation'is.developed along‘the following lines. Chapter 2

"provides an. overview of previous work conducted within a marginal man |

'framework Much of this research has been devoted to exploring the

relationship between occupancy of a marginal situation variously

defined, and the appearance of psychological dis-ease in individuals.

AWhile these effects are of importance it is suggested that emphasis

ahould also be given to other coﬁl!ﬁuences of being in a marginal sit—i

uation and to the manner in which people cope with such situations.

‘ Hypotheses guiding the dinquiry are prhaented and methodology is discussed.
Chapter 3 briefly outlines some of the more salient features of

" the marginal situation facing gay beople at the present time. The nature

of the social disabilities gay people potentially face are outlined and.

-an overview of the major institutions found within the Edmonton gay

. conmunity‘provideda‘ - ‘ -



Results obtained from the questionnaire used are presented .in
Chapter 4. The focua is on the patterna of Variables which give rise :
to feelinga of psychological marginality in the sample under study
and the relative efficacy of participation with both gay and convention-
al others in promoting individual adjustment and well being. \ |

- The role of subcultural and conventional involvement is explored
in greater detail in Chnpter 5. The attempt is made to account for
observed effects in terms of the level of structural development of the
gay community and to describe more specifiCally, the combination of

‘features composing the gay marginal situation.

Chapter 6 e_unnarizes‘ the findings of the study and offers some

- suggestions for further consideration.
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Cﬁapter I Footnotes

1.

To the extent that the behavioral and attitudinal responses of .
gay people are a product of intrapsychic processes there may be
some basis for uncritical cross-cultural generalization. However,

.to the degree that one assumes that these responses reflect the

particular socio-cultural context in which the individual finds
himself, such generalization becomes increasingly suspect unless
grounded to empirical research. ' :

While there are similarities between American and Canadian societies,
there are also differences in the situation which faces the homosexual
in the two countries; for example, the differing legal status of homo-.
sexual acts in Canada and many American Jurisdictions; the varying
degree of socfal and political organization manifest by the gay
communities in the two countries; differences in demographic character-
istics of the population, in police attitudes and practices, and. in

recent history. (The Canadian 8ay population largely escaped the

turmoil visited upon its american counterpart by the close associa- -
tion between homosexuality and heresy apparent in the United States
during the early 1950's). o R - ‘

These differences, as well as others, lead t0'2;2\§bg§estion that
caution must be taken when generalizing from one soci ty to the

other and point to the necessity for separate examination of the

- Canadian situation.

With regard to definitions two cautions mentioned by Churchill (1967)

should be kept in mind: first, that definitions of the 'homosexual"
areJessentially arbitrary in nature, with different people stressing
different elements, and ‘'second, that the term "homosexual® is both
noun and adjective, and that indiscriminate use of the term as a
noun often '"encourages generalizations that usually cannot be sub-
stantiated by reality". While not limiting 1ts use here to that of

an,adjéccive;'its use as a noun i{s not meant to 1mp1y reference to

-either a particular personality type or to a specific pattern of

role behavior, other than in the sense defined above.

The term gay- however, does carry certain political connotatiohs,n
implying in part an acceptance of one's sexual orientation and of
a way of life, which while based on sexual preference, transcends

. the physical. . . For example, Dank (1971) distinguishes between the

acquisition of a homosexual Adentity - the awareness that one poSseéses
a particular sexual orientation - and the acquisition of a gay

- identity - characterized by the acceptance of -onet's affectional

preferences and a movement intd a community of like minded others.
While there is a difference between being gay and béing_homosexual,
the exact nature of these differences have not been as yet clearly
defined by homophile spokespersons, '

As employed here the ter; gay does not imply either an acceptance

of one's sexuality or an involvement in a particular life style,
but is used primarily as a substitute for the word homosexual.
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"Gay 1is¥good," does not mean that gay is
. mean thit anti-gay is ba‘d'."“. S

13

Its use, however, does reflect an underlying perspective which

‘sees sexual bﬁientdti&nwaa‘a'grdup‘phenomena, as opposed to an

individual activity, and as a-‘categorization with potential
for certain, as yet undefined and ‘unrealized, courses of action.

Time (Feb. 3, 1975:49) writes, "In the past few years the 'love

that dare not speak its name' has become one of the compulsive
chatterboxes of the New York Stage." The increase in the pro- .
fessional literature has been equally noticeable. - Weinberg and Bell
(1972) 1ist over 1200 titles in their bibliography. These works
span a broad range of perspectives and include analytically oriented
works in the medical-psychiatric tradition (Bieber et. al., 1962),
sociological surveys and analysis (Weinberg and Wigliams, 1974;
Humphrey 1972), and psychologiéal'assessments-(Freedman, 1972).

In addition a mumber of autobfographical studies (Murphy, 1972)
have appeared, as well as a growing series of gay-oriented
magazines and newspapers. S o

For example, Sagarin (1973) suggests that one should separate
the desirability of a cure from discussion of ‘the conditions under
which such changes in sexual orientation can and do occur; similarly, |
one should recognize that the misuse of a concept, here "sickness" E
for political purposes is not an arguement against its scientific -
validity, just as "the fact that a kid gets beaten up as he shouts, .

g8ofd) although 1t may well \
w :

Lae

Although Sagarin raises his polemic éoncéfns_from a sténcefoppbsife :

‘to that taken here, his view being that the problem lies with those

who "advocate" for the rights of gay people, his sensitivity to the
role of ideologues. is worthy of note, despite icS'mis¢irec;ion.

Sagarin (1973:10) has written that it may be that:

there is no such thing as a homosexual, for such a ‘ -
concept is a reification, an artificially created

entity that has no basis in reality. What exists

are people with erotic desires for their own sex,

or who engage in sexual activities with the same

sex, others or both. The desires constitute

feeling, the acts constitute doing, but neither
_1is being. | -

It goes without saying fha: the same applies or should apply to
heterosexuals or to heterosexuality. :



MARGINAL MAN THEORY: PERSPECTIVES
HYPOTBBSBS NETHODS '

In 1ts broadest and simplest form marginal man theory states that
when individuals occupy an intermediate point between two conflicting
- social positions or cultures they will tend to develop a distinctive
configuration of personality traits. writings on the marginal man -

. are #thus of-interest to sociologists in that they are concerned with
‘the central sociological issue of the relationships between individuals'
' social positions and their behavior. This chapter will provide a brief
review of marginal man theory and outline hypotheses and areas of conCern

to be explored in later chapters.
~ EARLY mspzc'rr(/zs

Sociological interest in the marginal man was first stimulated by
Simmel's’ brief essay on the stranger. In "The Stranger" Simmel sought
to capture ‘the essence’ of a particular type of social relationship, one
characterized by simultaneous nearness and distance by the quality of
being in the grOup but not of it. He ‘writes:

In spite of being inorganically appendedto it, the
stranger is yet an organic member of the group..only we do

&t know how to designate the peculiar unity of. this position
othe than by saying that it is composed of certain measures
of nearness and distance. Although some quantities of them
characterize all relationships, a special proportion and . -
reciprocal tension produce the. ‘particular, formal relation )
to the "etranger" (Simmel 1969: 408). :

1 remained for Park to give further clarification of this unique .

constellation of social position and individuai response in his essav

"Human Migration and the Marginal Man" (Park 1928). Focusing onlpatterns
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Z of mass migration, Park stresaed not’ only their consequences for 'the

collapse of traditional culture and the growth of civilization, but also '

. their effects on the individual caught in this panorama of change. On'

the positiv3 side the individual ia emancipated freed’ foy new adventures,
betoming in a certain sense and to a certain degree a cosmopolitan, learn-
ing to "look on the uorld in uhich he was born and bred with something of
the detachnent of a strangar"-' negati\zely, the individual i "more or s
\ .
less left without direction and controlP becowing a cultur l hybrid g
, characterized by "spiritual instability, intensified aelf—consciousness,
. . = _ T
_ RPLY - : : SR I e
restlessness and malaise" ‘ v l‘//nl R L N '1~- '
:e.a man living and sharing intim;tely in the’ cultural
. life and traditions of two distinct peoples; never quite
willing to break, even if he were permitted to do so, with
- his past and his traditions, and not quite accepted, because
of racial prejudice, in the new society in which he now sought
to find a place., He was a man on the margins of two cultures ,.‘% Y

and two societfes which never completely interpenetrated and
'fused (Park 1928:354). | .

Hhile enlarging -upon Simmel's observations and extending the scope
of the phenomena referred to by the concept: of the stranger,‘Park'
:writings contain ambiguities which are also found in later work. HeA
| -specifically failed to define. the particular social position or situation ;-.
occupied by the ma/ginal man, and tended to. confuse the psych%iogical
consequences of being in a marginal situation or position with a socio-
| logical description of that situation.1
Similar confusion can be seen in Stonequist's‘(l937) work on the
marginal man. For him, the marginal man is both au individpal on the ,

periphery of_two.social groupings orvcultures and a particu&ar type of‘

_ RV \

personality. | Hiﬁwmm_meeeeeﬁueﬂ

‘The individual who through migration :Eucation, marriage
or some other influence leaves one socihl’ group or. culture ,
without making a Satisfactory ad justment to another‘finds
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himself on the margin of each but a‘member of neither. He
1s a "marginal man: - (Stonequiat 1937: 2-3). e .

‘The marginal man 1s one who is poieed in psychological '
uncertainty between two or more social worlds; reflecting
"in his soul the discords and harmonies, repulsions and

attractions of these worlds, one of which is often "dominant"

over the other. (Stonequiat 1937 8). :
' Whether the marginal man is seen as Ih occupant of a particular
'aocial position or a type of personality, or both, the essence "of the.
marginal ;ituation for Stonequist lay in’ the fact of cultural conflict.
.’Vherever there are cultural transitions and cultural conflicts there .
are marginal personalities" These cultural conflicts are reflected
in the mind or personality of the individual who has been unwittingly .
.‘.initiated into)theae two conflicting traditions, and are felt to be most -
intense where cultural difference is associated With racial mixture,
Despite the emphasis wbich he placed on cultural conflict as a cause
'of psychological marginality, Stonequist recognized that not all marginal '
situations need involve culture conflict. For example, in his diecuesion
of Black Americans he pointed to the discrepancy between Black aspira-
tions and White imposed limitations as forming the essence. of this particular
marginal situation (Stonequist 1937 112).

-Deapite difficultie32 Stonequist laid the basis for further analysis'
i of marginal situations and the consequences of such situations for their
' individual occupants. His work pointed ‘to common elements in the life
experiences of disparate groups and attempted to account for these in {
terms of a common matrix ‘of soclal relations in which these groups found
themselves. He provided'a model for viewing the psychological reactions
of the individual members of the marginai aggregate to their awareness

of being in a marginal situation, as well as suggesting features of the

situation which should magnify the individuai's difficulties in adjustment
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\
and his tendencies to display characteristics of a marginal personality
Gilpe. Fox example ‘he suggested that occupancy of a marginal situation
is most conducive to psychological turmoil to the degree the dominant
group restricts full social acceptance while permitting the transmission
of a common cultural heritage. ° He also- felt that the more fully the,
members of the’ subordinate group had participated within the dominant
culture in the early stages of their life cycle, the greater_would be
their difficulties in adjusting to limitations imposed at a later date;

Both are features which are Particularly true for gay people.

SUBSEQUENT WORK ON MARGINALITY . ) i

Following ideassuggested by Stonequist, a number of individuals
have explored the concept of marginality and its application to a diverse
range of social groupings including mentally retarded and ethnic min-
orities (Affleck 1966) Jews (Goldberg, 1941: Antonovsky, 1956),
Durban Coloureds (Dickie-Clark, 1958, 1966), American Indiansv(Kerckhoff
and McCormick, 1955), adolescents (Hann, 1965; Bamber, 1973), @igrant
. far; workers (Nelkin, 1969), Canadian lndians.(Lori, 1974), religious
minorities (Curtis 1954),‘foremen (Wray, 1999), graduate teaching
. assistants’ (DeMaree 1971), chiropractors-(wardell 1952‘and Angio-
Indians (Halelu 19645 Additionally, a number ot critically oriented
studies have appeared (Green, 1947; Golovensky, 1952)

The basic thrust of most of these studies has been-to describe
the marginai situation of a particular sbciai aggregate and to attempt °
to clarify the relationships intervening between membership in that
aggregate (the occupancy of the marginal situation) and the appearance

.of margingl personality characteristics‘or traits (MPC); In’most cases.

]

17
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the‘major.emphésis has been upon the_psychological‘aspecte of the
perspective, the development of MPC,’rather than upon the marginal
sitGation {tself and its overall ettects on 1ndiv1duals. o

In general, the resuits ot‘work-on margin;L man'theofy have
supported the outlines suggested by Stonequist ' namely, that indIVIGUals
do differ in the degree to which they manifest traits of psychologiCAL
marginality and that these variations bear a consistent 1f at times
'small, relationship with two major variables, namely the individuals
patterns of ;dentification with the different cultures or social group-
ings comprising the marginal situation, and the indivldUal's perceptions
of the barriers he encounters from the dominant culture or social group-
ing in attempting to reach his objectives.. |

Despite the interest shown 1n the concept of marginality, the
theory of . the marginal man has not generated an integrated highly
remarkable set of research findings. In part this may reflect the focus
tha has been given to the examination of MPC and the subsequent neglect
~f the marginal situation. In so far as the term marginality is intuitively
understood.by many people, it can, and has been applied to<groups and
situations without a clear'delineation‘of what' is meant by marginal in
this specific situatién or;in general and'without‘ciarityfng,the manner
or degree to which the group involved is in a marg1na1 situation. Con-
sequently the range of marginal situationsand marginal individuals has
been extended to such an éxtent that the concept loses all specificity,
leaving one with a search for a’ non-marginal group or aggregate (Howard

1974 Kiethrspiegel, 1973).
' COMPONENTS OF MARGINAL MAN THECRY

If marginal man‘theory is to be of relevance to the understanding
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of -a dive;se range of pﬁzhbmend_one must know what is meant by the
term mafginal,'whethe:'applied to situations or to individuals. This

requires a distinction amAhg théimajo:'elemeﬁté included in the theory;
- namely: .~,h . |
| 1. thé ;afginal‘81tuacion: the objective conditions of a

group. or aggregéte; the?gt;;p-relatéd,situation or~c6nd1tipn

in which all meﬁber; of a social cateéory find themselves du§

.to theirlpemﬁershlp ip that cafggory. |

2. theﬁméfginal'peiaoﬁality:- ﬁhe égpearance of certain personality

y : frai;s émbng ihdividﬁglﬁ who are found in a mérginal situation.
3. the indiQiduaPs subjective view of the situation: that is;

the individual's perception of the situation in which he

- finds himself.

The Marginél Situation

[
i

 A review of the literature suggests that the.term marginality has -
been‘employed with at }e;st two major and clbsely relaﬁed gmphaéi§ in
mind. vTﬁe-first sﬁresses the physical aspec§$ of thé marginal sicbafidn,
that is, marginal in the -sense of'being peripheral to a given soclial’
| néfwork; beihg on the margins of a given group or social structure. .This.
implication can be seen in the work of Bamber (1973), Mann (1965) and
Lewin (1959) with respect to adolescents, Affleck (1966) in her digcuséionb
"~ of the menﬁally retarded and.éthnicvminorities,‘énd Nelkih (1969) 1n
h;r examination of migr;nﬁlfarm workers. | |
v | The second major eﬁphasié in di;cussions of marginality has cenfered.
around chg‘idea.of cultural conflict; specifically, the manifestation of

group or. cultural conflict_as‘bsychologiéal conflict within the mind of
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the individual.® Stonequist, for example, speaks of the individual
as poised "in psychblbgical uncertéinty" bgtween conflittihg value
systeﬁ;: Mann (1958) defines the mafginal situation asvthe coexistence
of ; waht And a denial of that want: Kerckhoff and McCormiék‘(1955)
suggest that]marginal statuses are those iﬁ which the indiviéual is
‘subjected to forces cotidentify'with both- the dominant_and subordinate.
grotps, while matgingl men are those who use a non-ﬁembetsﬁip gtouh as
‘a reference'gr;up.3 | |

T@ere exists general consensus that patterns of peripheial
part;;ipétion (éxclusibn.ftoﬁ social ngtworks) and identific;tion-with:
cthflicting‘cultural valdés aretimportant aspects to tht ahaljsis of
marginal situatiqné.y.While thé existente of b;rriersvto écqepténce and
the presence of conflicting identificatitns may be uauall§ pregent in
’mtrginal situations; and while they may be'ngcessary conditions for the
app%arance.of-MPé,’they do ntt‘define'the marginal situation,as such,
As mentioned eafiier, however, most definitions of:the marginal situation
have tended to include veither patterns of e#clusion from group :eléti_ots‘
‘or patterns of cbnfliqting identifications, or both, thus ;tcluding the
consequences of being in a maréipal situation 'with the objective definitiﬁn
of that situat;On. The méjdf éxception to this pattern has béen Dickie-
" Clark (1§66) who has attempted to separate the'ﬁargipal tituation as
sotiologitél phenomenon from consideratidh of its psychologitél céncomftants.
He suggests that all marginal situvatfons have in common an element of
hierarchical ranking (this applies whether one 15 speaking of two roles,
two cﬁltures 'or two soc{eties). The particular featurés which make
‘hierarchical situations marginal lie in the nature of or existence ot

Joe—

inconsistencies among elemenCS comprising the heirarchy. That is,
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1f all marginal situations are hierarchical ones...,
then whatever it is that makes a situation marginal

- lies in consistencies between rankings, Where these
occur, marginal situations must result. So marginal
situations can be defined as those hierar.hical
situations in which there is: ‘any inconsistency in
the ranking of an individual or stratum, in any of
‘the matters falling within the scope of the hierarchy.
Whether a situation is’ marginal or not in this sense

" can only be determined empirically in each case by
looking at all matters regulated by the hierarchy to
see 1f there is any inconsistency among them. (Dickie-
Clark, 1966 b:39)4

A similar focus .on inconsistency was expressed by Hughes (1949)
in his discussions of marginality. He suggests thatxthe essence of
| marginal situations lay in the objective contradiction among status
B attributes simultaneously prespnted by the individual In So. far asrn
contradictory statuses imply incompatible normative expectations
(regarding beliefs, attitudes or behaviors), and to the extent that
the individual is aware of his "status dilemma" he 1s apt to experience
confusion with respect to his social identity and display signs of inner
turmoil or dissonance as one possible consequence of being in: the marginal
situation. The situation however, is defined not by its effects but by -
the possession of the inconsistent statuses. Marginal sftuations are
.

those situations within which individuals are potentially confronted
with incompatible normative expectations of belief, attitude and behavior
as a. consequence of. their simultaneous occupancy of two. contradictory
(differently evaluated)statuses. |

» Marginal situations refer to onevform of social situation character-
ized by sociological ambivalence: Merton and Barber (l963) define
sociological ambi)?lénce as ambivalence experienced by individuals or
brought to . their ejposure 'mot because of their idiosyncratic history

or their distinctive personality but because ‘the ambivalence is inherent '
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in the positions‘they occupy." A review of the literatnrefnonld suggest

5

that of the six fotme of sociologicai ambivalence they identify the

concept of marginaiity has been appiied to three of them, namely, am-
bivalence among individuals who have lived in two or more societies and
‘80 have become oriented to differing sets of cultural values (Park, 1928;
Stonequist,-1937) anbivalence invoived in a‘eonfiict of stetuses within
an individual status set (Hughes, 1949), and‘ambivalence arieing.from
the discrepancy between individual's desires for maJor cultural values
‘and their anticipation of achieving their desiﬂes (Affleck, 1966). The
‘range of phenomena torwhich the label marginal situation can be applied
is, therefore, quite large, varying from transitory inconsisteneies of
iinitedbscope, for'exampie, DeMeree's gradoate students,_to relatively
'-l‘pernanent sitnations affectingnlarge numbers of people in nany ways,
as in the case of oppressed minorities.0 These situations ‘have, however,
in common an ambiguity and inconsistenoy resident in the particular
' . status oonetellations presented by,individuals OCCUpying_the situation,
an inconsistency which; as one of its’consequences, contributes to the

development of psychological dis-ease among individuals involved.

Matginai Personality Characteristics

2

Merginalﬁmen theoryvétates that the occupancy of a metginal sit-
uation tends to give rise under certain intervening conditions, to a
predictable pattern of psychological responses (MPC) From the work of
Park (1928, Stonequist (1937) and q”hers Kerckhoff and McCormick (1955)
have drawn a composite personality profile ‘of the marginal man._ Individuels
'femiliar w&th the iiterature on homosexuaiity wili notice.points of

similarity'between.their desoription*of.mafginaf:individuais and-the
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personality traits said to.be frequent among gay populations. K

The marginal man {s saild to be characterized ]
by serious doubts about his place in any social
situation. He is unsure of his relationships with
friends dnd acquaintances and is fearful of rej- - -
ection. This fear of rejection leads him to avoid
many situations. He oftet wants to take part in
activities or attempt to do various things but is
stopped by fear of failure or rejection.  This am-
bivalence 18 also seen in- characteristic sudden shifts

. in mood and an inability ‘to make up his mind o act

decisively. '

" He is painfully self—conscious in the presence of

other people. He feels iInadequate and is convin-

ced that others can da things much better ‘than he.

He thus feels lonely and isolated most of the time -

and wishes he were more adequate and skillful. His

apathy and impotence are reflected in frequent day-

dreams. : : ,

. His hypersensitivity is seen in his excessive worry
“‘.about the future.. He/is characteristically apprehensive .
“: ‘about any new venture, and seems to be trying to find - = |

causes for being unhappy. He sees life as simply a .
bad experience. Things often seem to go wrong no matter
.what he does, and he finds it difficult to enjoy himself.
Closely related to this general gloominess and ambivalence
.. mentioned above is a restless feeling that gnaws at him.
- He feels he should be doing something about his unhappy
- situation, but finds it difficult'to know what to do.

All of the above leads him to be. highly critical

of other people and to feel that others treat him un-

justly. . Most people are seen as unreliable and often

antagonistic. They do not appreciate his better points

/ and seem anxious to find fault with him (Kerckhoff and™

McComick, 1955:52).
These characteristics should be seen'as occuring in degrees rather than
-all or none fashion, with individuals varying in the extent to;yhich their
behavioral and attitudinal responses reveal evidence of marginal personal-‘
'ity characteristics. The degree to which individuals manifest ‘MPC is seen
as u consequence of their perceptions of the marginal situation, particularly‘

their assesSment of the reactions of others towa#ds them. It is these '

perceptions and: subjective evaluations which comprise the third element in

‘
S

P
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marginal man theory - the intervening subjective variables which mediate
between the individual's occupancy of the situation and the development

of marginal personality characteristics.
The Individuals Subjective View of the Situation

Occupancy of a marginal situation by itself is not seen as sufficient
f for'the-appearance of specific psychological responses. Rather, the
situation must‘be defineo as such by the ﬂpdividual‘and responded to by
hinm. vaerlementswnhich‘have‘been identified‘are-the'barriers to
: acceptance (his perception of patterns of exclusion) experienced by the
individual in the marginal situation and the patterns of ithtification,
with different social groups which the individual holds. These date
from Stonequist (1937) who, in discussing the life cycle of the marginal
‘man pointed to a quiescent period during which time the individual
unaware. ‘of his 'status as occupant of a marginai situation, is unwittingly
‘ _initiatedointo tno or more moral or cultural traditions. With the later
"bekperience or‘awareness of"the'barriers which exclude-him from.the
'dominant society (the crisis stage) the individual recognizes his marginal
dilemma and experiences the clash of conflicting cultural elements on a
personai level. | | .
While a numbervof different operationalizations of these elenents

‘ haye.been used, they haye a11 sought to provide a measure of the in— |
“dividual's identification with or acceptance of the value patterns of
“the dominant culture and of the individuai's perception of the degree

to which he feels exciuded from full acceptance in that society or from
| the opportunity to achieve the goals it- offers. affleck, for exampie,

(1966) sought to- explore the subjective dimension by means. of a measure
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of the'discrepancy between the individual's desires for major'cultural
goals (occupational, monecar§, familial) and his anticibation that he
wo‘uid be able to achieve t:hese things. Kerckhoff and McCormick (1955)
employed a measure of the'degree to which their respendencs demoﬁstrated.
adherence to white culture patcerns, as opposed to Indian cultural values
v‘as an indicator of‘identifiCacion;‘batxiers were-operatiohalized‘in terms

of che'degree to whichﬂindividuals looked Indianflike.in-appearahce.
MARGINAL MAN THEORY: A FURTHER EXAMINATION |

Marginal man theory'deals with an-area of central concern to
sociology, namely,the effects of social structure on the 1ndividual'e
behavioral and psychological functioning. "Past research, however, has 
largely been characterized by an over-eﬁphasls on the psychological
end-states said to cﬁeraccerice the marginal man and by the comsequent
neglect of the macginal situacion as a phenomenon‘wprtﬁy of inve§tigatioﬁ
in 1its own right; - This is‘:eflected‘in the fact that it has taken alﬁost
30 years,fof the firsc cleer diSticction between the marg;nal situation
and_tﬁe subsequent appearance of psychological marginality to aépear 15 :
the'literéture, a lapse which has added te confusionesurrounding the
theory, by contfibuting to un;eceseary ctiticism and diecussio s over
who constitutes a merginal man, and by blhrring the relation‘éfp”cecween
marginality and other soclological concepts. ' ,' _ \\\\
| A cencentration on psychological outcomes has lead to a set of’
.tesearch findings which Dickie-Clark (1966:187) finds less than gratifying.

He writes that while it.is possible to characterize individuals as high

or low on measures of MPC this "bsychological‘marg;nality has no substantial



effects on'peoples' attitudes and actions in a number of crucial areas
of behavior.”™ |
| A.numoer of possible explanations for this state of affairs could
be suggested. ?or example, the theory could be in error. 'Alternatively;
while Stoneguist stressed'the importance ofAcultural_conflict'in pre-
-disposing‘the'individual towards the development of marginal personality
characteristics, these dual lovalties, in patterns of cultural identifi-
cation, have rarely'been investigated. Thus, while measures of cultural
identification have been obtained these measures have tended‘to be of an
either-or type; that is, the individual by scoring high on one set of .
values (his degree of cultural identitication with one society) is by
the nature of the scale low on identification with the other culture
as in the work of Kerckhoff and McCormick (1955) and Affleck (1966).
It may well be that "situations in which” acculturation is involved might
well produce the more serious personality maladjustment that Stonequist
insists upon," if\\\ | | |
'hlternatively it could be suggested that the marginal situation
may make its presence felt more in terms of specific and concrete attitudes
and behavioral responses rather than at the level of global personality
traits. Humphreys' (1970) discussion of the "breastplace of righteousness"
assumed by some individuals inv01ved in gay sexual encounters provides
one examplie of an overt behavioral response largely determined or in-v
fluenced by the speeific marginal situation in question. This would suggest
that in examining the effects of the marginal situation one should look at
'concrete attitudes and behavior patterns as well as global personality
characteristics, for it may be at the former ievel that the marginal

situvation: has its most meaningful and widespread influence upon individuals

within it.



Not to dolso is to overlook the fact that most members of
marginal aggregates do not display severe signs of _Personality mal-
adjustment, but rather appear to cope with difficule situations quite
weli.‘ Past research, by moving from placement in a marginal situation
to an investigation of subjective influences on the growth of MPC,
has tended to slight both the more general effects of being in a
marginal situation and _the adaptive capabilities of individuals in
such situations. '

While the awareness ot being in a marginal situation ma} be a
traumatic experience for the individual, and while all individuais
found within a particular marginal situation may be subjected to

‘:similar stresses and strains only a small minority would appear to
manifest many of the symptoms of psychological marginality. This
points to the fact that most - individuals find relativeiy successful
:means of coping with the strains and conflicts inherent in the marginal
situation, and would suggest the importance of examining the adaptive
capacities and responses of individuals to placement within a marginal
situation. | | |

An examination of adaptive responses should include not only an
investigation of the individuai's subjective states, but also his
patterns of behavioral invoivement in the two social groupings which.‘

/eomprise the marginal situation. While Park speaks of individuals
caught between two worlds, a member of neither, and Stonequist of move- -
ment from one group to another without integration into the latter, and
while many definitions of marginal situations rely upon the group's
'ﬁnarginality" in the sense of peripherainess to. and exclusion from
the dominant society, iittle attention has been devoted to the response

.

—
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'patterns of individuais, and the concomitant etfect of these patterns

on MPC | |

' This despite the fact that Stonequist (1937) pointed out _that when i
an indtvidua} tinds hinsert in a marginal situation a number of responses
are open to him inciuding reintegration with the doninant group, iaenti-

fication (and behavioral involvement) with the subordinate group or the -

- assunption of an intemediary rble between the two conflicting cuitures.

(AN
A similar list of adaptations or behavioral responses to marginai situa-

tions has been presented by Hughes (1949). 7 Both suggest that an individual

can attempt to cope with the strains created by the marginal situation in

a number of ways, ways which involve placing greater or lesser emphasis
on one or the other of their social worlds. The subsequent neglect of
this feature may reflect the concern with marginal situations in which the

aggregates involved, the more conventional ethnic and racial minorities

'nre more restricted in the options available to them than are certain other

AEN
~ -

groups, for example gay people. It perhaps also reflects a general
tendency to see the marginal aééregate as more homogeneous than in reality,
it is.: |

From the perspective of an’ outsider looking in on a particular group
or situation it may appear ‘that the members are extremely ho geneous -
the differences between them and.us outweighing possible var ation among
them.. Research on homOsexuality would. appear: to have defini ely taken
this view. In many cases this image may be erroneous and we should ‘
recognize that members of marginal aggregates tend to respond or adapt.

differently to placement in a marginal situation.

As stated, one form of adaptation open to individuals is to orient

e

4 :/
their life differently in relation to the two most; salient groups in their
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life, namely the conventional or dominant society whose culture they
share and the marginal aggregate of which they are now members. That is,
an individual can attempt to cope with the strains and discomfort he -
- feels as a consequence of being in a marginal ‘situation either by attempt
'at integration and participation in the superordinate status structure p
.‘by integratiOn and participation in the subordinate group, or through’ P
some combination of both. g \w
Faced-with cOnflicting‘normatiVe expectations as a cohsequence of
occupancy of contradictory statuses ~ and with the potentiallity for a
confused and ambivalent social identity - the individual may attempt tao
reduce personal discomfort through piacing varying emphasis (here seen
in terms of degrees of participation) on one or other of the statuses
involved a fact which gives rise to four hypotheticai types of response,
on a behavifral level, to occupancy of a marginal situation (Figure 2. 1).
Although artificial dichotomies, these modes of adaptation may be
assumed to be differentially effective in enabling individuals to cope
with the- pressures generated by the marginal situation and thus should be
. variably associated with ‘the appearance of MPC and with other indicies
of social and personal well being. At minimum they sensitize us to the
dual affilia_g}onsof :1:2 marginal man' and provide a framemrk from which
to approach and organize data gathered from respondents. | v

'3

Participation in L
conventional society . -

. High ' Low
: ' High | = elites - - careerists
Participation in ' ) . ' s
- gay - 3ocie:y Low - .. conformists - isolates

. Figure‘2.i, .Behavioral responses'to occupancy of a marginal situation
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HYPOTHESES

- The discussion of marginality suggests a r of general areas.

of concern which will be explored in the f0110win; hapters. These include,

an examination of the circumltances under which dividu;ls found within
1 ' .
" a marginal situation are most apt to develop pers

-nality cqaracteristics
indicative of nsychologiCal marginality, an investigation bf adaptive
responses (consideredvin terme of varieties of social invol ent) open

to m:?ginai nan and tneir relative efficacy‘inlcqpingrwith;ol 'eMent in
_ the maréinal situation ;asvﬁell as a-general examination of the'narginal
.‘situation as a torce impinging upon its occupants. These areas of concern

f will be looked at in reference to gay pgople specifically gay males.

/ ) : Yy
. . o “w - ’

' Marginal Personality Characteristics

A major focus.of marginal man research'has involved attempts to

delimit the emnirical relationship'betneen'membership in a marginai sit-
/
uation and the development of psychological trmaits said to characterize

the marginal man, That is, under what circumstances is the ambivalence

| inherent in the individual's social position reflected in the. form of

/

psychological disJEase or ambivalence’ In seeking answers to this question
attention has focused both upon the individual's feelings of commitment or .

identification with significant social groups in his life and his per- .

M)

ceptions of barriers which prevent his full }rt cipation within these
groups. v,ﬁb o |
In generali it,can.be hynothesized that - the greaterﬂthe'individualla

-

identification with conventional societxﬁand the greater his perception

of barriers to full participation in that society the;greater the degree .

[
’“*”EE”GEIEh he’ will diaplay evidence of NPC (Hypochesis 1)
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MPC will be most pronounced in those individuals who identify
with the‘larger, conventional society while simultaneously perceiving
barriers to their full acceptance in that society. It is these in-
dividuals who will feel most nncertain about the stability of their sign-
.‘ificant social relationships, an uncertainty which should be reflected
'in their psychological characteristicsd’
Hhile both patterns of identifiCation and perception of barriers
are necessary for the development of MPC the effects of these variables’
can be examined separately. To the extent that the individual in a.
‘ marginal situation accepts the perspectives or values of the larger

society he should .feel more uncomfortable with his own situation and

with himself. Thus it can be hypothesized that the greater the identi-

ficatiOn with conventional society the greater the degree to which the

individual will show evidence of HPC (Hypothesis la).

In addition to the patterns of identification one can also examine
<0 .
the effects of barriers to acceptance on the development of MPC The

existence .of barriers provide actual or potential evidence of the mar-
ginal man's lessened evaluation in the eyes of the larger society and

call into question the individual's place within the conventional social

4
2

ilorder. Barriers are, of two types, those anticipated and those actually
experienced by the individuall These need not be empirically related in
that the anticipation of barriers may be sufficient to constrain the

individual's behavior 80 that he has rarely, 1f ever, experienced actual
'discriminatory sanctions directed against him. Both however, threaten

the stability of the individual's social position and thus it could be °~

'suggested (Hypothesis lb) that the greater the preceived barriers

-

-,(anticipated or experienced) to full acceptance ineconventional society =

h
Y. - 15

the greater the evidence of MPC o . C&“ c




32

While both identification with conventional society and the
perception of barriers should be associated with increased signs of
‘MPC it should not be" forgotten that indtviduals are also involved with
non-conventional social groups. By shifting his primary allegiance to
“the out-group the individual should be less affectea by the possibility

of rejection from the larger sOciety. It can therefore be suggested

P

that the greater the individual's identification with non-conventional
: others, in this case, with the gay community, the less the evidence of

1
F

MPC (Hypothesis 2). . , , .
. » oy . : o v ivg
While recognizing the significance of exclusion from social graups

as basic to an understanding of the psychological situation of -the marginal
man, StOnequist (1937) suggested that this uncertainty is most severely

) experienced by the individual in situations where conflicting cultural - 3
prescriptions also exist. As Dickie-Clark (l966b) has pointed out most o
exapinations of marginad situations have failed however, to look at ‘

cultural conflic%s focusing instead upon identification with.and exclusion‘

“+

'from the dominant social group.' Assuming Stonequist is correct it can
T

,'be hypothesized that the.greatest evidence of MPC will he found in those

'individuai who identify with both the conventional and non-conventional

“n.

social groups simultaneously (Hypothesis 3). _ A .

“Social Participation

While attention has focused upon the individual's subjective view
of his situation In accounts of the development of MPC relatively little‘
attention has been given to patterns of. social involvement as variables

'intervening between occupancy of a marginal situation and consequent |

attitudinal responaes. It is assumed that these patterns'of social partife
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cipation represent attempts :J cope with the tensions engendered by
occupancy of a marginal situation; as well it can be°assumed that they
are differentially effective in achieving their goal. To the extent that
thia is true they may be seen as significant influences affecting
individuals' attitudes towards the self and other social objects. That
is, varying patterns of social involvement with both conventional and
non—conventional .subculture can be seen as having differential effect
on the appearance of MPC as well as influencing the individual®s overall
level ofradjustment and the pattern of attitudes he holds towards sign-'
c"ificant objects in his environement.

The role of participation within the gay conmunity has'been'the‘
subject of some discussion. Autobiographical ‘accounts and the writings
of gay activist spokespersons have stressed the importance of sub-cultural
involvement in providing the individual with the ideological and social
supports necessary to neutralize the_negative evaluations of the larger
.society. By’ means‘of participationvwith like others the individual
not only acquires a more positive sense of. .idenpity but is able to ground
that identity in a network of social others, thus minimizing the un-
certainty engendered by the marginal situation (Dank 1971).- On the other
hand, individua18~who fail to make this transition - who center.their
lives nithin the dominant heterOSexual society - remain in positions of :
continued social uncertainty and ambiguity, which should be reflected in
"their psychological characteristics. Assuming this characteriration is

~correct, it is reasonable to suggest as hypothesis &4 that bothiinvolvement

with conventional and‘non-COnventional society will be significantly .

associated with the developmenl‘of‘MPCi*but in an opposing manner, that is

4
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i(hypothesis 44); the gregter the involveggnt‘wigh‘conventiongg society

the greater the degree of MPC; and (hypothesis 4b5,'the greater the9

‘involvenent with non-conventional society the less the‘evidence of MPC.
The‘positive{influences of gay community life have not‘gone un-

challenged; A number of writera seé-the gay world as‘a'relatively

barren environment oriented around a limited range of activities - primarily

p
recreational and sexual - which .fail to provide a rounded and balanced

field of support for the individual. Hbinberg and billians (1974) suggest -
that while a minimum of subculture participation is necessary for personal
ad justment, increasing participation will have littlo further effect upon

: adjustment.r Myrick (1974) feels that to the extent that gay community
involvement interferes with participation in conventional society and the.
rewards it offers,-it is conducive to maladjustment; Tbus;-while parti-
cipation within a "deviant" social network may provide the individual with
a clear-cut image of his place in society it does so .at possible costs in
terms of personal happiness and adjustment. Similarly, while involvement
/with conventional social networks may expose the individual to increased
risk of social insecurity ic also provides access‘to reinforcements highly

“ valued b& the individual and is therefore conducive to oterall_adjustment;

In the'chapters to follow attempts will be made to. explore ﬁore‘fully the

effects of participation patterns within gay and conventional society,

_pecifically the relationship between forms of participation and social

and personal adjustment.

In addition to examining the relationship between social participation

and MPC and adjustment, attempts will be made to describe more fulpy the :

marginal situation and(its effects on individual members of the marginal

aggregate. In part this will include an examination of'tﬁé frequency and



distribution of "minoritx:groups traits" found among gay males. 1In his
classic_work on prejudice Allport (l956)_su§gested that all persecuted
_groupa»reveal a’pattern of defensivetresponses to thelr situation, what he
termed traits due to victimization. In an article published shortly after,
Hooker (1956) sought to relate some of the characteristic behavior patterns
of male homosexuals to the patterns of discrimination and hostility found Y
within the‘larger societv. It is proposed here to examine the frequency

of these "traits due to victimization " as one example of the more concrete
manifestationu of the effecta of the marginal situation and to see how

they vary among homosexuals differentially involved with conventional and

non-conventional social structures.

METHODOLOGY /\J ‘ S
This dissertation aims to test specific hypotheses concerning

the development of MPC in a sample of gay males and to explore the

nature of the. marginal situation in which gay maies find themselves.

. These goals, while complimentary, are not equally reachable by means_

of the same methodological approach and thus dual strategies were -

‘employed in the data gathering: .For the more structured questions data’

‘was obtained by means of self-administered questionnaires-'for .an overall

' picture of the marginal situation information was obtained through fie1d~

work techniques. fz; simultaneous use of survey and observational -

methodologies can be seen as mutually advantageous.g_ In this study

fieldwork activities were of particular value in addition to the data -

‘they provided in reassuring respondents about the nature of the invest- '

igation and encouraging them to complete the questionnaire.
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| The fieldwork consisted of extensive contact with members of the
-'Edmonton, Alberta gay comuunity over a petiod of approximately six months.
) Attempts were made to participate, unobtrusively, within as wide a
range of activities as possible. At no point was there an attempt to{F
disguise the fact that I was a sociology student working on a doctofai
dissertation focusing on ‘the gay community. In addition to informal
.contacts two gay conferences were attended one a regional Prairie meeting
held in Edmonton in May, 1975- the other a National Gay Rights Conference
held in Ottava from June 29 - July 1, 1975 10

Survey data were collected by means of a selfeadministered pre-
btested questionnaire (see Appendix 1). The questionnaire was left for
» pick~up at three locations within the gay comunity in Edmonton‘. Others :

.were distributed individually and people were encouraged to pass copies

A albng to friends and acquaintances.~
Composition of the Questionnaire

The final version of the questionnaire consisted of a humdred
.items designed to provide data on the major variables under consideration.

£
Wherever possible the dﬁecific scales used to operationalize the major

' ) concepts- were drawn from the'existing literature;iwith an aimitOWardS' ‘
maximizing reliability, validity and brevity. The use of existing

: indicies, in. addition to simplifying the work involved also increases-
‘the possibility that meaningful cowparisons cen be drawn with existing

work in the field. Prior to final distribution the questionnaire was

pre tested and modifications made in response to comments from respondents.“
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Spetificibcelei*i‘

v

1. Involvement with heterosexual and homosexual society

The objective of both measures of social participation was ,to
capture the degree to which the individual was involved in regularized
ties with both conventional and non-conventional social structures. No -
assumption was made as the importance of specific acts or. types of
.participation for the individuals involved- nor is it assumed that the
_:measurea of involvement represent a unidhnensional construct in that
- available evidence suggesta that intercorrelations among types of eocial
'.participation are relatively low (Teele, 1962) |

Involvement with conventional (heterosexual) society was opera-
tionalized by means of a nine’ item scale modelled after Teele (1962) -
and designed to tap participation in voluntary organizations, churcb
v_attendance, ‘and involvement with relatives and heterosexual friends.
(Itens 7,8,9, 10,11, 12 13,14, 20a). - | | ' |

Involvement with gay society was m:asured by means. of. an eleven
item scale designed to tap involvement in diverse aspects of the gay
»community, for example friendship patterns membership in homophile

organizations, attendance at gay bars, and reading of gay literature.

'M(Items 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24, 100).

“~

Y

* The numbers following the scale name indicate the items of the questionnaire
used in composing that scale. See Appendix 1 for a copy of the questionnaire.
A measure of internal consistency was obtained using :

_ . , : —(’2 )
p-1

(Ammor 1974 22)
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2, ﬁhtginal Personality Characteristics

“MPC was operstionalized as the individual's score on Mann's
"Revised N Scale (Mann, 1958; Dickie-Clark 1966) a fourteen item
' cumulstive scale (reproductibility .95) This scale, similar to
others in the literature is based upon Kerckhoff's (Kerckhoff and
.‘McCormick 1956) work in operationalizing Stonequist?'s impressionistic
writings on the marginsl man. It was chosen over alternative forms
‘(Affleck 1966- Banber, 1973) due to its 3reater brevity and reliability.

‘.(Items 26 29, 30, 31 35 36 37 38 66 69, 80, 81 83).

;f3. Y_Identification ﬁith Conventional'and Non-conVentional Society
| Identification with conventional society was operationalized
.t‘by means of the individusl's acceptance of stereotypic attitudes towmrds
homosexuals (Steffensmeier and Steffensmeier 1974)._ Acceptance of |
stereotypic attitudes was seen as one measure of the degree to whicn
the individual views his situation and himself in terms of evaluative
frameworks provided by the dominant society (27 82).

A measure of. identification with non-conventional society was
-'obtained using Hammersmith and WEinberg s (1973) "cmuniUnent to a homo- |

_sexual identity" scale (54 e ﬂ .82).

4, Barriers to A¢¢§p£§n¢5'
' eExperiencedlbarriers‘tolacceptance.haue Been Qperationalized‘as
. 'the individual's score on an eight item "rejection scale' adapted from |
the work of Farrell and Morrione (1974) (51,52,53, 64 65 ,43, 44 46: q==e7).
: Anticipated barriers to acceptance‘gnre operationalized as the
individual's score on a three item rejection scale derived from the work.

'uof Weinberg and Williams (1974) (59 60, 61: o =,72).
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5. PsvchologicalhﬁdjuStment
Ad justment is a broad, multidimensional concept. . For the-purpose
of this study attention hae been focused upon the ptychological asoects
of adjustment more specifically on the degree to which the individual
Vesteems or accopts himaelf. Adjusnment has, therefore, been opetational-
ized using Rosenberg s "Self Bsteem Scale." (Roaenberg, 1965: Weinberg,
11970, (25,28,34, 40 ,61,67,70,71,79: o =.81), ‘ |
According to Rosenberg (1965 31), high self—esteem scores in- :
dicate that: - |

os.the individual tespects himsalf considers himself worthy,
- he does not necessarily consider himself better than. others,
but he definitely does not consider himself worse; he’ does
not feel that he is the ultimate in perfection, hﬂt on the
contrary, recognizes his lnmitations and” expects to grow and

improve, -
Low self-esteem ‘on the othet hand implies self-rejection,

o self-dissatisfaction self-contempt. The individual lacks
respect for the self he observes. ' The self picture is dis-
agreeable, and he wishes it were otherwise. .

The utilization of a measure of self-esteem or self-acceptanee as an )

indicator of general psychological adjusﬁment is justifiable ‘on the

/

basis of the central role attributed to". self-coneept in both the
~N

-vpsychological and sociological literature. i
‘;“ . . .

6.~vMiscellaneoue items.

o ‘In. additidn to the above measuree the uueetionnaire contains
items desig ned ‘to. provide data on eemographic and socio-economic .
”_characteristics (2,3,4,5,6,95,96,97 98), sexual orientation (94)
: disclosure of sexual orientation (Myrick 1974; weinberg and Williams;
1974)(63), self-stability (84,85,86), ‘alienation (Middleton, 1963) |

'(48 49 SO 75 76) and the. frequeucy of different types of minority

e

3roup reactions (ttaita due to victimization). o -
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Limitations
.Both theinature of the‘population under study and the time

constraints of dissertation research encourage the use of anﬁbnymous
self-report questionnaires,as the major‘means of data gaﬁhering._'lt
is recognized, however, that this type of methodology places;certain'
.limitations on the type of data available for analysis. |

While survey research is a convenient way in which to 3ather
information concerning many aspects of the presént state of the pop-‘
-ulation, the data obtained provide but limited insight into the nature
of the temporal and/or causal processes involved in handling ‘gay life
styles. Thus, the sequences of events implied in later chapters must

=~ K

be seen as largely assumed rather than resting upon detailed examination i
‘of life histories as revealed through in-depth interviews. f o
Additionally, a reliance ‘upon complex and relatively long written
questionnaires increases the possibili;y of alienating segments of the
total population,and leaving a sample biased in terms of individuals of
‘higner sociofeconomic status, Furtnermore, the self?selected nature -
of theAsampleiraises the probanilit; that the sample'is over-represented
| witn.individualsvmore involved within the gay community and more accepting '
of and.comfortanle with their sexual orientationi Wnile attemptslwere
u'ﬂ%de to obtain a sample‘of respondents representative of the larger |
'population it is recognized that the final sample falls short of this
.goal to an unknown-degree. For further information on the difficulties

- involved in research with gay populations the reader is referred'to work )

'by Hooker (in Faberow, 1963) and Warren (1972 1974). .
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Chapter 2  Footnotes

1.

4,

Two meanings of the term marginal are apparent in Park's writings,
a psychological one; in which the marginal man is marginal in that
he carries within him two conflicting cultural systems, and a

sociological one, in which the term marginai situation refers to a

' social position midway between two clearly defined social positions.

or cultures.

A number of criticisms have been leveled at Stonequist's work,
criticisms which in large part yveflect his failure to clearly
differentiate the marginal sfituation from the consequences of that
situation. For example, Goldberg (1941) argued that the Jews

. were not a marginal group, as suggested by both Park and Stonequist

in that. they had developed a "marginal culture' which served to
protect them from the marginal situation, and thus, did not display
the characteristics assumed to be associated with the marginal man.
On a ditferent level Green (1947) has attacked the circularity. in-
herent in notions of culture conflict.. For a comprehensive review
of marginal man theory see Dickie-Clark (1966b).

A third usage of the texrm marginal is also found in the literature
namely, the idea of marginal social roles. For example, Guber (1940)
speaks of marginal individuals as those occupying a peripheral role,
f.e. one between any two differentiated and largely exclusive in-
stitutions, cultures, complexes, or other cultural systems. Wray
(1949) in his discussion of the roie of foreman, suggests that the
existence of cross pressures makes the role a decidedly maxginal one;
Wardell (1952) feels that the roie of chiropractor is marginal in

" that it is peripheral to the well institutionalized role of doctor.

In this case the marginality or ambiguity is built into the social

role of chiropractor, rather than being a function of conflict between

two -social roles or cultural systems as is the case with most other work.

1 one assumes that the elements regulated by a hierarchy fall into

two broad areas, socilal acceptance and status placement within the -
dominant society and cultural similarity (culturai values) with the °
dominant group, one can concelve of a number of basic types of idcon-
sistency or types of marginual situation. For exampie, those in which
inconsistencies exist between different degrees of social acceptance
and status for different matters, or those in which there are different
rankings in terms of cultural similarity, or finally inconsistencies
between elements of similarity cultural and soclal acceptance. The
latter case is the most common type of marginal situation discussed

" in the titerature and the one applicable to the situation of most

cultural and/or racial minorities.
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3. Merton and Barber, (1963:96)vdistinguish the following forms of §
sociological ambivalence:' ' : \
1. in its most restricted sense, sociological ambivalence refers to /
conflicting normative expectations socially defined for a particular
social role associated with a single social status, i.e., intra-
role confiict, . - ’
4. ambivalence involved in a conflict of Statuses within an individual's
~ status-set. . o i _ o
3. conflict among several roles assoclated with a Particular status,
- i.e., inter-role conflict. | ' R
4. contradictory cuitural values held by members of saciety.
5. the diajunctionfbetweén culturally prescribed aspirations and
-socially scructured avenues for realizing these aspirations,
6. ambivalence among ihdividuals who have lived in two or more societies
and 8o have become oriented to differing sets of culturay values,

" 6. Dickie-Clark (i966b9 suggests that marginal sicuatioﬁé vary along

- affected by the situation, the criteria (ascribed achieved) for -
- membership, the duration of the.sitpation,'and the nature of the
particular inconsistency in question.: S \
4. .
7. Hughes (1949) suggests that:

l. A1l such persons could give up the struggle by retiring into
the status with which they are most ‘stubboraly identified with
by ‘society. . o ' . .

2. One of the statuses could disappear.

3. Persons of marginal position might individually resign from the

- status which interteres with their other status aims. - __

4. One or both ot the statuses might, without disappearing, be so
broadened and redefined as to reduce the inner diiemma and the

outward -contradiction.

participation with each. The specific terms
"elite" and ''careerist” were taken from Wareen's (1Y72) study of
gay community. While 1t 1is recognized that this division .ot
~-8ay populations is somewhat artiticial and highly oversimplified
it is.felt that it does point toWards significant variations and
1s useful as a Starting point for analysis., - LT




9.

10.

‘The regional conference was attended by delegates representing
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Hershall et. al« (1975) suggest that a‘dual_approach'servesptb
increase confidénce in data obtained by the aiternative method,
enhances completness of the data and aids in monitering the data -

ddata collection process. »Simﬂlarly, Sieber (1973) points out that

a combined approach provides reciprocal benefits in the areas of
study design and data collection and analysis.

Q

" activist groups from Alberta, Saskatchewan, and Manitoba. 'It’

11,

sought to provide a forum for the sharing of experiences among
Prairie gays. The National Conference involved representatives
from gay organizations across Canada and was primarily focused upon
the establishment of a National Gay Rights Coaglition, as an organ-
izingrbody to coordinate the struggle for gay civil rights. Travel
funds to attend tpis conference were provided by the Canada Council.

An additional measure. of identification with conventional socliety,

- Comrey's "Acceptance of the Social Order! was also included in the '

(32, 33, 87, 88,. d .74)

questionnaire and will be referred to in the data analysis.

»
«
B



caprr 3 . C
| | THE MARGINAL snulnoﬁ%r THE GAY MALE

"'Previous chapters haveiprovided an introduction to the nature
of research on homosexuality and marginality and presented certain
'hypotheses and areas of concern which willﬁbe explored in Chapters 4
| nd 5. It has been" suggested that our understanding of homosexuality
and gay life styles will be beat advanced if we focus not on the"
‘differences which supposedly mark off the homosexual trom the non-
‘gay person, but rather on the points of similarity which gay pgople
-share with ‘other members of the society. Central to an understanding of
homosexuality is the realization that gay pe0ple constitute an oppressed
‘ minority in present day society - that they are occupants of a marginal

situation,- and that the behavioral and attitudinal responses supposedly

1

due to gay culture or homosexual personality tra}ts are in fact a reflect-’

- &
ion of and a response to societal oppression and persecution.

Chapter 3 presents an introduction to the social situation facing
gay minorities, outlining ‘some of the forms that societal oppression

: can and does take, and identifying thevmore salient features of the

~ gay marginal situation. The intent is~not to provide a detailed document -

_ ation of specific cases but ratber to offer examples ilLustrative of the

'J

nature of the difficulties potentially confrOnting gay. people. As well

~an outline of the public institutional arrangements found within the gay

community in Edmonton 18 presented.

| ’GAYS' AS o‘c_cupms OF A MARGINAL SITUATION

- : L Ut e .. :
‘As stated in Chapter 1, homosexuality  as @n-area of study has

P Y , : . .
. Lo z L . s o . ' . A
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most often'been'appxoéched from a medical or psychiatric perspective

-—

emphasizing pathologicol personaliCy‘devélopment. More'recéntly there
’ ﬁas been an increasing focps on thé tnterpérSonaiiaspects of;the situation
‘anéréo ottempt to relate the study of homosexuality and Bay, life styles
towthe broader societal'ftamework implicit in-studies of minorities in
' geoeral. Ironically, among the first to do so were noc sociologists
.trained in: intergroup relations, but rather a gay spokesman and a
1psychologist (Cory,” 1951 Hooker 1956) It was Hooker, for example,

who suggested that such psychological traits as in-group -hatred, passivity ﬁ}
and dependence should best be seen, not as part of a homosekual personality
syndrome, bugirather asla consequorce of the oppressive‘social situation

in which gays find theﬁselﬁes; a oituation comparabio in some ways to'
'thatjfaéed‘by Blacks, Natioe indians or other oevaluedvminoricies.

'While still a minor part of the total output on the topic of.homo-;
sexuality, the éroup relations approoco is grooing in importance. Recent;
ly, both Kameny (1971) and H~cker (1971) have‘dgpicted the homosexual
as a member'of a minoriry group. -Kameny for one suggests that gays fitv\
the criteria of minority group‘béloningnoss in thatwgheiqpoSSess a dis-
tinguishing minority characteristic, oxperienoe prejodioioﬁ and disorimin-
atory treatment on the basis of that charaoterISCic,_are reactéd to in-*
gvdeperso;alized>manner (as_;n'aggregate rathér than as individuals),

And as a consequence have Cendeo to-develop a distinctive suboulture with
:; sense of oommuoity and belongingneso among meﬁbers.
| ‘The lasﬁ point, the degree to which a gay community possessing o_

distinct subculture exists, is debatable. If one sees this characteristic

as essential ro a definition of minority groups it may be pteferﬁ to -~ }4\

/ . :
. o » Y] _
//speak of gay people as possessing a "minority group status" (Hacksf 1971:

253 or as occupants of a marginal situation, What 15 not debatable b
(20 {‘ 3 ’;' .
&

-

i)
-%l.
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v
15 the fact thatbgay.people oomprise an aggregate which has experienced,
- and which continues toc!xperience,significant social disabilities on
account of their socio sexual preferences. All gay people, regardless
of their overtneas, co-exist within an environment which views being
- gay as inconsistent or incompatible with most other statuses they may
possess and which reserves the possibility to deny, on the basis of this
status, rights and privileges entitled to then‘given other<statuses they
hold. The two sections which follow review public attitudes towards |

homosexuality and outline patterns of potential exclusion faced by gay

people as’ a consequence of their gayness.

]

PUBLIC ATTITUDES TOWARDS GAY PEOPLE

'A numhgr'of studies suggest that attitudesvtowards homo-erotic

. |
y"activity andrgay people:arefertrenely negativeli Simmgns (1965, 1969)
found‘thacjhonosexuals werehnorehfreduentiy mentibned‘than'any other |
A-j‘_icategory.in openended responses to the questions “"Who is deviant?,
| and that' the most frequent traits characterizing such individuals included-.
sexuaily abnormal, perverted mentally 111, maladjusted and effeminate.

Steffenmeier and Steffenmeier(1974) found that 88 percent of their o

respondents characterized male homosexuals as sick ‘while 61: percent

saw them as dangerous. In a social distance rating of out31der groups‘-
gay males ranked 39th exceed in undesirability only by lesbians and
Nazis (Keith Spiegel 1973 571), a finding similar to that obtained
..by'Simmons.(1969) Levitt and Klassen (1974) report that nearly 50
vpercent of thedr sample believed that "homosexuality,.as a corruption
of society, Can cause‘the downfail of a civilization“, while 83 percent
agreed with the statement that homosexuality is obscene and’ vulgar.v

4 S . R

[ SR
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‘Canadian data are\somewhat more diff{cult to find. Mann (l97l)
~reports that 24 percent of a Yotk University sample feel that homo-
‘sexuality is inherently wrong, sinful, and physiqally harmful (if

- engaged in frequently), with.another 27percent regarding it as not“a good
idea. In a study of preferred legal sanctions Bopdell and Grindstaff
(1972) found that 407 of their respondents advocated some legal sanction
for ‘the performance of a homosexual act, with 15 percent suggesting that
the mdst frequent penalty should be a period in jail.

“In addition to‘attitude surveys, other more impressionistic data
‘concerning public views on;homosexuality and.homosexuals$are readily
available, for:example, in mass media presentations, letters to the ‘r
editor,'comedv acts in.nightclubs, and in theArange.of potent swear-.
,‘words and insults available in our culture; Although’negative attitudes
towards certain acts need not reflect the ultimate reaction the individual
may face from others for engaging in these acts (Kitsuse, 1962) and
while the general view of homosexualityxmay be. undergoing a rapid change_ }
."in the direction of increased tolerance. CYankelovich 1974) the overall
or prevalent attitude towards homosexual acts and towards people who
engage in these acts would still appear to be largely negative,

Whi. the individual gay, or any other individual in possession of
a devalued trait need not sha:2 the negative evaluations of the surrounding
community, he cannot help but be aware of them,"and their implications.ﬂe
presents or could present were his complete status configuration known
‘at least one signiflcant attribute which could be. erd as a basis for ex-

" clusion from rights inherent in other statuses he holds.

'PAITERNS OF EXCBUSION

While %g%ginal situations are defined by the existence of a shared
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pattern of contradictorily or inconsistently eVsIUated attributes, they
~derive their significance for the individuals involved from the system- |
'atic differential treatment these individuals experience as a result
. of holding the particular set of attributes in question, that is, as
a result of institutionalized patterns of exclusion and oppression.
These patterns ‘of exclusion may be seen as taking three forms —'
denial of legal rights, denial of.occupational security, and denial of
'one‘s basic humani ty. Humphreys in his discussion of the "intolerable
' reality" of gay people refers to these as "legal physical oppression,"
"occupational financial oppression,r and "ego-destructive oppression,"
respectively.2 |
These forms of social disenfranchisement are undoubtedly relaced..
For example, a denial of civil liberties contributes to occupational
insecurity while a- denial of basie’ humanity justifies or makes easler
‘restrictions on legal rights due all "decent people." For purposes of“
discussion they may be treated:as three separate.areas in which societal

}

attitudes concretely affect the individuals involved. The illustrative
material presented is largely anecdotal This reflects both intent that
the goal is simply to acquaint.people with the nature of the situation
and necessity; ‘namely, the fact that statistical documentation of the '
extent of these difficulties'is unavailable,»particularly_for'theﬂCanadian
"case at the present time. Further information on the scope of the problem'

can be obtained from an examination of the. major homophile newspapers for

example, The Advocate and-The Body Politic3, as well as from a few recent

[

publications, for’example, Greenfield et. al., Open Doors: A Manual of the

Discrimination and Prejudice against Gavaeople,(l972)c~
. A
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Denial of Legal Rights

‘In his discussion of legal-physical oppression facing gays in

America, Humphreys points to the existefce of»legal prohibitions against

homosexual acts and the'suhsequent "gecondary crimes” which this situation
. may give rise to;'for.example, hlackmail and physical‘assault. ‘The
Cansdian‘situation is,somewhat'different.from that found in most

American jurisdictions’in that sexual acts among consenting adults,”

over 21 years, and in private, were removed from the criminal code in

o

1969 4 With the exception of the present Lnnigration Act which is.
undar revision there appear to be few, if any, references within the
Crljﬁ$al law or other legal statutes which single out homosexuais for
differential treatment, |
The iegalvditficuities faced by gay people tend to‘involve not

thennresence of‘discriminatory statutes, but rather the absence of pro- \
tective provisions within the law- sins of omission rather than commiss-
- 1on. The absence of the term "sexual orientation" in any of :hevpro-
vinciaI or federal human rights legislation severely limits the gay

N

person's ability to combatrdiscriminatory treatment encountered within

a variety of situations for'example housing and employment.

n the absence of protective legislation courts and other quasi-
Judicial bodies have tended to interpret sitUations 1n a manner which -
.discriminates against gays. For example in a recent case custody of o v
children was awarded to the father on the grounds that the mother was
unfit an unsuitability demonstrated only by her lesbidnism (gggx-

gli ic, Sept/Oct, 1974); similarly, the strict interpretation of prison

regulations has meant hardship for gays within prison settings (__gx
2211&1& Sept/Oct, 19765 and dirficuLties have been enconntered by

a

~ gay’ social clubs in obtaining liquor,permits.in various jurisdictions.
B T SN i : : ‘ B ‘ .



The general poaition of many governmental leaders uoulu appear to be
that the public is not ready to protect the rights of gay people. While
.perhaps a correct. reading of public Opinion, it does suggest a strange
view of human rights legisiation; namely, that such legislation can
or should only be enacted when?go lqnger necessary.s |

The intent in stating that the major legal obstacle fecing 3ay
people was not the presence of discriminatory statutes but rather the
absence of. protective legislation, was not to impiy that there exists
«no regulations which - adversely affect gays as" a class. -These ‘do exist;
additionally, certain statutes are felt by many to be interpreted dif-
terentially when dealing with gay people and are thus oppressive in '

‘nature. .’

This irivolves both the strict enforcement of petty rules and

(-2

, regulations, as in the case of ticketing people for jaywalking in front |

\

of gay clubs or the over~zealous concern for parking infringements in
similar locales, as well as more the systematic harrassment of gay .
institutions and socio—politica1 groups. These activities would appear‘
to represent both indivdua1 1nitiative on the part of specific law | .
enforcement personnel as well as the informal policy of organized bodies B
‘within the larger society.§5 The extent to which discriminatory re-
gulations exist\and the degree to which these and other rules, ostensibly
: applicable to all are utilized to control gay people has not as yet been

v adequately documented although Gays ofOttawa (GOO is - presently preparing

a publicationton the matter.7
Denial S£ Occupational Security ' o - R

‘The vulnerability engendered by the absence of protective legislation
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is felt moet acutbly by gay people in the occupational sphere.

In considering occupotionally related difficultieu, the extent
to which gay people are actuallz disCrimineted against in the occupation- :
| el arena, ehould be diotinguiohed from the degree to which they could.
face potential sanctions were tbeir sexual preferences known.

The John Damien case while not a unique incident io more the

exception than the rule. (Body Politic, Jan/Peb,‘»197§: Body Politic, :

hHay/June, 1975) 8 Hhile the actual incidence of job-related difficultiee
among gays is perhaps very low, this does not necesearily reflect tol-
erance«upon»the part of the general pnblic, but rather tbe individual'e '
ability to keep his sexual-orientation.oecret. ‘It 1s in the area of
occupational activity that the double life of the homoeexual is moet
apparent. As Table 3.1 reveals a larger percentage of employers are
unaware of the respondents sexual orientation than any other category.

| Other data gathered suggests that only about 12 percent of the' sample

| have or would want to disclose their sexual preferencee in the uorkplace.°

The necessity for concealment is indicated by data provided by
.Levitt end Klaasen (1974), who report, anong other things, that 59

'_rpercent of the public believes that" homosexuals pose a security risk

for government jobs, a view shared by Canadian officialdom as well

(Section lOO of the Report of the Royal Commission on Security) while

38 percent feel that homosexuals tend to corrupt their fellow workers "
sexually.~ Additionally, there seems to exist a widespread desire on
the part of the public for the exclusion of gay people from a diverse
renge of occupatione (Table 3.2). In view of these figures,‘theidesire .,‘f
. ,onlthe_pnrt ofineny reepoqggnts.to,cQHEeal beinglgey'fromwemployers.b

does not eeemmen unrealietic'assesement of the soclal situation.’
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 Table -3.1. Others® Auaroneae'of'Reapondentei‘Seruaiﬁbrientation -

Mother Father - Siblinga Best Friend Enpioyer

Percentages*

~ Knows for aure | . - 40 29' 39Z»‘ 53 | 1l
Knows or. auspocte ‘50 46 61 o B 2 "31

j*Number of: cases ranges from 99 to 142. -

)The interrelationships between socio-sexual prcferences and
occupational careers are difficult to unravel. . s
"Quite obvioualy thete do exiat systematic discriminatory policiee
'fdirected against gay people in a number of occupations- for example,
+ teaching, the civil service although there are signs that some ‘of these
‘!i“barriera are beginning .to weaken. Equally important is the fact that the
suspicion of homosexuality, justified oxr not, may be the underlying cause
of hiring, firing and promotional decieione ostentiously basad upon more |
A rational criteria, although the degree to uhich this occurs is unknown.,
Perhaps all one can say with certainty is that most gay peopl are aware
,iof the potentiaiitiee for discrininatory action were their ho:b}exuality
known and thus tend to conceal such orientations within the workplace. )
Conaequently few face the risk of losing their jobs. The segmented
nature of modern eociety, in which work and . other roles may be easily
, separated aa well as the tendency of most people tojassume normalcyv
'_ unless given strong evidence to the contraty aid in the process of

concealment.' This topic will be returned to in a later discussion of :

| effects of;the.marginal situation. At present itAneed only be noted -
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'that ﬁhe potential for diffi¢u@%ies within the occupgtional sphére

1s perceived by most gay people to be am area of major concern.
Denial of Basic Huhanity

A third,problem éféa re}ated Fo placement in\a marginal situation
is the difficulty facing tﬁe gay beraon in his struggle to develop a
coherent, positive séhée of ;Jéntity ;ithin a social miii;u character-
izéd by oppression and ridicule. Hhilé inseparablé;ﬁrom‘and including
othqr:formp of exclusion,‘in that evefy deni;l of legéi and‘occupa;idnal
rights reinforces'g Qenso_of exglusiop from the ﬁdmﬁon family‘oﬁ man,
the denial of ome's hum;nity extends beyond these forms of'oppressioh.’
The géy_peison is repeatedly ?onfronted with evidenée that his whole
life'patturn.ig totally,ior in\part, unacceptable to the majdrtty of -

‘the pe0p1§ with whom he interacts. Hgncontinuélly encqﬁnters evidence,
whether directed specifically at him or not, of the negative attitudes

ﬁmencioned earlier. He is theﬁ faced with the problem of resolving these
.jﬁdgements and establishing a vglid sense of ideh;ity-in the face ofi
contiﬁueq signs ot 'abnormality®, a_p;bﬁiem comélicated byvthe fact

| " that he has most lLikely 1nternglize4 the‘ebaluaﬁions of peppie iike 1
ﬁim prior to his awareﬁégs éf hié?owﬁvpht;icular situation. |

The homosejual, you know, before he knows he's a homosexual...
grows up Heaping all sorts of things - that's a queer, that's
a faggot. They get this from parents in many cases, relatives,
‘teachers, older brothers, peers, that it's bad, bad, bad. All
of a sudden that individual grows up and their sexuality begins

- to develop and they say, "My God, I am one of those, those,

- bad, despicable, immoral individuals," and it becomes a constant
effort to find a way to get into the mainstream of soclety

with that knowledge that the mainstream of society has some
pretty negative feelings toward that individual (Rev. B. Wolf,
Larry Soloway Show, CTW, Jan. 28, 1975). .

™

o
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_'Glyen‘chac peogle‘have a basic need to eeteblieﬁ a valid sense
of identity, and glveﬁ that a valid identity 15 only possible chrough
a congruence of uhat one is, what-ene announces oneself to be, and
what society sees. and accepte one as being (Rainwatet 1970: 375) the
difficulties faced by even the overt indlvidual are apparent. The.in-
ability of many gay people to blend the conflicting 1mages of them-
selves Lnto a congruent unity and-to attain a sense of sel£~accept-

‘ance has been documented repeatedly, if impressionistically, not only

. within the psychlatric literature but also by sociologiats, 8ay. 11b-

- eration egokespersone, and :he.popnler wmedia. (Humphreys, 972; Murphy, -
- ' ‘ . _
1971, Alman, 1971; Cory, 1951; Crowley, 1968). o

Whlle the "ego—oppresaion" of tbe Bay person 1s an ugly reality,
which manifests 1tself in- fear, dleguet and rldlcule we must be cate-
ful noc to over-dramatize the pathos, turmoll, and mieery in;oloed. ”
Just as one would not judge suburhan eanity on the basis of Albee's

A Delicate Balance one must move beyond Boys in the Ba gg ox The Cigz

'end'the‘Pillar, in assessing gay worlds. . Similarly, the life careers

of homophile-end ex-homophile wfi:ere (Aaron, 19725 Altman,1971;

Miller, 1972; Hnrphy, 1971- Reid 1973), may not reflect the emotioms

~and turmoil found ingche lives of the less li;erary. There would appear, .
for example, to be some'dlfferencee foued betweeﬁrEhese reporcs apd the
levels'of adjustment end life satisfaetion reportea in a number of studiee
.(Fteedman, 1971). Hany 1nd1viduala appear to be able to cOpe quite well
with what would seem to be a monplithic rejection of their-total life
style. |

‘The relativerebsenee of pathology an an individual'leyel‘suggeats



. . : . © .
the necessity for a reassessment of the relationship betueen societal

oppreeeion and individuel outeomes, and a further examination of the ‘

-

adaptive and coping ebiliciee of oppreeled minoritien.

DISTINGTIVE FEATURES OF 'mzmncm v

Marginal eituatione;egiee?* L . ,,'-s ehare eimilar patterns of
inconai-tent etatueee. Mer;inilgsfto _;_Jeflake maA; forne and can be
seen to vary in a number of ways, for example, the scope of actlvities | .
regulated or pffected by the particular inconsistency,‘the duration of"

»

the eituation, the.nature of the’barriers faced by menbers; or the c;itiria
‘ involved for membership (the voluntary or involuntary nature of the devalued
etatus). In regard to the last point, it is debatable whether sexual
orientation and life styles based upon it, represents ‘an involuntary,
ascribed like atathn or whether it is a poaition primarily achieved by

the individual 9 Regardless of which is more correct, gay people, unlike
many other devalued groupa, cannot wholly free themselvee from the thought
that they could do something abott their "condition" if only they really
wanted to,‘and as a conaequence perhaps experience a greater degree of
.ambiguity than those individuals who enter a mar;inal situation.via

. totally'aecribed criteria (Altman, 1971).

The mos{\important feature of any marginal situation are the specific
patterns of exclusion which individuals encounter., As‘we have seen, in
the case of gay people these barriera potentially entompaos a wide area
of the individual's life._ In regard to barriereﬁggere are two distinctive g
‘features of the gay situation worthy of mention, namely;the relationship
between barriere and the individual experience of them and the specific |

type of inconeietency experienced by gay people.

Q
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The first refers to the fact that whiie the barriers facing gay
people are wide in scope and in theory, relatively severe, they are eaeily
eurnouwted, in most cases, on an individual level. In so far,ae‘gay people

are the most ihvisiblqapf minoritiea,lo separated neither b{iappearance,

cultural heritage, nor past'recordffrom the dominant‘cOmmunity, they are

able to transcend1 the barriers and to pass without difficulty into all

faceta of the larger aociety. Hbile transceﬂding (escaping) the limit-
ations of the larger society is found to a degree amons most devalued
minorities the extent to wbich this is both possible (and to which it-occurs)
is unparalleled in the case. of gay people. Provided"the individual'is |

prepared to curtail signs of his gay life etyle and to model. his public

‘behavior in terms of the available heterosexual examples he 1s not apt '

to experience concrete disctiminatory actions directed at him personally.
: Whereas membere of other minoritiee cannot escape from their sit-~
uatioL the gay person finds himself in a position where escape . is the -
most readily available and easily chosen alternative. This fact has :
implications both for the formation -and elaboration of gay community

1

structﬁfes and in the area of the personal difficulties faced by gay

!

people. On a pereonal level gay. people assumedly experience ‘(or are fri

open to experience) a sense of ehame in that their personal characteristics

, (In this case sexuai preferences) depart from the ideal "identity standard"

' prevailing in the society as a whole (Goffman, 1963). In this their

case is o lifferent from that of other atigmatized groups. Inyaddition.-"

most gay people also are subject to whg:ever straL‘aarise from the -

s

: neceasity of concealling a significant aspecE of their personal biographiee.lz

While such strains have usually been apptoached or discussed in terms of ;



straine.ensenderod‘by hidingﬁtheﬁdiccreditebleiidentity,it may be
| thatrfor'say pegtle'the mujor‘difficulty 1s one’of trying to assert.(
_some aapect of their gey identity into nocial situations. |

A necond related feature of the gay marginal situation worthy |
.”of mention concerns the reletionship between cultural similarity and
barriers to social ecceptance. Dickie-Clark (l966b) has suggestad that
metsinal situations can be conceptuelized in part, as verying along

B3 .

-tuo continue, pne, the degree of societdl rejection experienced by |
the gmup in question nnd.bt; ‘ the degree of cultural similarity between
the marginal and the dominant groups in the society. Gay people represent
" the extreme case of a 3roup characterized by total cultural similaricy
:and high degree of’ rejection. Unlike members of most other marginal
groups whose early experiences are within the* protective fold of an

ethnic community or aub-nation, the gay person grows up within and \

acquires the culture of the dominant heteroseﬁfal society.lé

Even after’ hawing discovered his sexual 6rientation the gay person

o e Y

does not: né%essarily come into possession of subcultural alternatives

'around which to organize and structure his*new behavioral needs and‘in-
| terqsts. ‘ Indeed, thehvery existence of a gay subculture(s) is‘problematic.

'

While most writers speak freely of gay subcultures they often do

.0

80 without Specifying either the criteria used to identify a subculture

or the degree to which these ciiieria are found within the gay community.

| 1f it is assumed that the term suE%glture refers to a subset of values
distinctively diﬁferent fram the surrounding Iarger culture (Yinger, '
1961) the existtnce of afgay subculture(s) is doubtful (Rokeach 1973 142 -2;

_Simon and Gagnon 1967 ‘Ellis, 1956), 1f, honever, subcultureS'can be
,.u R 2

&

’identified‘by the existence'of normative expectations which provide community

” ' . .. P
. P AN
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members with a "world view a style of life and the scandards against

which they can measure their own worth" (Schwartz and Merten, 1967), the

\

existence of gay subcultures is more like-ly.l‘4

While there 1is liccle doubt that gay life styles differ soﬁewhgt
from those of the lafger aociety'it must be recognized that these inter-
actlon patterns gna their normative EUpports remein closely linked to

- the larger society and cultqre within whieh gay people w‘te raised and
within whichl»neﬁ spend most of their time. At their moseﬁdistihctive
gay subcultures strongly reflect the values and norms of the larger
culture - mod | ed 1n part by the special needs and ciréﬁhstaﬁces’of
gay life. They do nec provide a coherent, cleariy defined set of
éleernatives aioﬁnd‘wbichmthe gay person may organize his lite. More
than most marginai aggregates gay people, share intiqaceiy in thevculture-

of the domlnant society. They are thus particulérly aware of and
; =D . i

E which chase restticcions may be Iargely,avoided.;

l'

&hken,togither ‘these features provide thé basic parameters of the situacion

.40 .J‘-\‘

within whfch gay people as a group function.

dlcﬁﬁ% ;he city and ‘the surrounding districts the public range of in-

NS e
et

ot
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as a sexual trysting place but also as a foc&lvpoint £or many members

-~
stitutiona existing in Edmonton is extremei} 1imited and consists of
two g;y bars, a gay bath and a community service organization.ls,
The gay bar is the central institution in eVery gay community.lf
Edmonton has two bars both of which are gicenced as private social

clubs and open on Friday and Saturday evenings only. One is run as a

‘private, profit venture and attragts a sizable number of straight people

N in addition to gay patrons. The seco‘ is a community based non-profit

"~
association and is‘more restrictive in its clientele. It was in this

setting that questionnaires were distributed. In addition, the back
third of a downtown pub is recognized as a gay territory and attracts

some gay people during the week A cursory analysis‘would suggest that

there is nothing unique to the bar situatiOn in Edmonton. Gay bars Jmn

e
as an institutional system tend té perfonn similarx functions and to be

organized in much the, same way across North America (Hooker, l970~

Achilles, 1967) the concrete manikoltations of this system reflecting
\ , . .

features unique to the setting such as city size (Har;y, 1974) or - -

. varying liquor control regulations in different jurisdictions.

S

There is one bath in” the ci;z The baths are an arrangement found

,only in the male gay %orld and grovide the opportunity for non-emocfbnal '
.;; g}\ *’ A g :
' u §ﬁpﬁéﬁts. Many people in our society, gay or straight find it
f A*,ff
4difficplt to view sexualyactivity favourably unless it is connected

A - iy
* 9“ )

with %éggctioné COnsequently the baths have acquired a somewhat 3_;
T &y ;

pejorf%ive connotation and many individuals avoid them." While tbe

baths prov1de the setting for sex without comndtment they can also .

»\- B f

pﬁovide an oppdrtunity to relax and socialize ‘in pleasant and protect- .'“

: ed surroundings. The Edmonton bath would sppear to- function not Only

. ) . "
Ahr‘ﬂ, "" woer’ - m §

5 it
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"y of the gay comunity. ‘It 1s mot known to what degree such a situgtion

’.‘ 4 is unique to Edmonton. A number of factorsmuld appear to contribute

:

'. to thia enhanced role, not the least of which are the relative absence

'("' " of” Mer public settings, ;M the*?elax?d ‘friendly nature of the

" .

of e -
: formal i‘lsociationr \P&hiﬂ" the Edmonton comunity. GATE is a pub-lic
R

by J/
‘ The Gay Alli e TQwasds: ! ality (GATE) completes the list of:
s S s e

T dre

" of the: gay person i,xi whatever way pouible and is loosely affiliated A
A O .
uith other actg,vist/comnunity service organizations across Canada‘. 18
s
ot Although not connected with the university, many of its most act'ive

members are university students. Given the small size of Edmonton'

W

activist population the organization combines both political and

comnunity service functions\. Its activities include both efforts

CERY

directed to.wargs bringing about change in the larger society through

g
educational and political means, as well as the provision of services

kN

. to members of’ the gay comunity.

While GATE has avoided most actions which mqld alienate {'tself

from the larger community, ié has not been successful .in overcoming
totally the negative ‘image whic‘b many gay people hold of 'activist'

groups or in attracting a high degree of .{inamial and socia\ support

2

from the surron!’nding omunity. While many benefit from its services
/ . -

few in turn, support/ its activiti es,

£

'l‘hese three type/s of’instit'tions comprise the public parameters Q

., of »the fay L?nmunity Jig Edmontqm}g' In addition to these' settings which
ST *
‘are found in most ei ies of anyv?ize, larger centres are able to support

a set of specialized/ institutions and .8roups which have not yet appeared.

4
1

s érganizatitm Mcated to ering towards an inprovement in the situation '

%



in Edmonton. These would include gay bouk shops, a greater variety
of bars and meeting places catering to special interest populations;
”'branches of ‘the Canadian Gay Academic Un.on; religious organizations, d&
including the Metropolitan Community Church (Perry,' 1972; Enroth and
Jamieson, 1974), Dignity (gay catholics) and Gay Jewish grOupa; and
in Vancouver a branch of the Court System.

Chapter 3 has provided a brief review of the gay narginal situation,

- »focueing on the nature of the potential difficulties encountered and

| identifyins some of the more salient features of this situation, As well,
a brief outline of the publ(? institutions found in Bdmonton was given,
Chapters 4 and 5 deal with analysis of data and discussion of consequences

- related to living in a marginal situation.



Chapter 3 Fbofi¢teo

1.

o3,

- the complete system of which

'
[N
l

Weinberg (1973) has suggested that these negative attitudes are rooted
in a number of related sources - religious influences, repressed envy,
the,aecr&t/fear‘bf beirig homosexual, the threat to dominant values posed
by the existence of the homosexual, and anxieties about éxistence
without vicarious fmmortality. - While all these factors Play a part in
the general Public's negative views, special note should be taken of
the issve of value conflict. While rarely artisulated in a coherent
fashion by gay spokesmen (and perhaps only dinmly realized by wmany,
Bay or straight) a gay life style does appear to fmply a negation, not
only of a specific feature of the Present social structure (Weinberg!'s
"Marriage", "A Good Job", "A GCood Family Name", "Money) but also of o
Fehese ‘are but visible manifastabiona.¥n'£?ﬁﬂﬁ-
To the degree that our society rests upon an 1nstitutiona11:ed”qexfdﬁ;“jzﬁf
homoséxuality is a potential radical force in that society, and thus‘iﬁfﬂﬁ”
perhaps threatening to many. See for example, Out of the Closets: i
The Voices of Gay Liberation (Jay and Young, 1972). " ' ";g;
. N N . . 1 - J " '
Oppression is defined as a condition obtaining "“when those holding
authority systematical |impose burdens and penalties upon relatively
Powerless segments of a society" (Humphreys,»1972:15)g .Without
denying that gays are o pressed the term preferred i{s patterns of
exclusion in that it seéms to reflect more ascuta;ely»both 1‘;-theorec-
ical orientation of this Paper as well as the nature of the Bl tuation
faced by gay people in Canada, as opposed to that which they;‘lagunter :
in the United States. t IR o c L

Homophile newspapers and magazines are a.significqn: source of }
information for anyone vishing to understand the state and concerns
of the gay community. The most important Canadian publication is

~ The Body Politic%Ganada-a 'nation¥1l homophile! newspaper, which is
“published in Tora to. Other publications include Es iric, Gay Tide

(Vancouver) Gay West (Sa;katoon),~Gaz-Tides (Montreal),and a number
of newsletters spansored by @ variety of groups, for example, “Gay

~ Rising" (GATE Toronto) and 'New Beginnings" (Metropolitan Communi ty
- Church;, Ottawa). A similiar range of publications are also to be found

~ in the United States, with the Advocate being the most widely distributed

4.

and best known.
The relevant sections of7th§:cxih1nai.code are as follows:

Section 155: Everyone who commits buggery or bestiaiity is guilty of an
Indictable offence and is liable to imprisonment for fourteen. years

e

’Section1157£ Evegfone ﬁho commits an in of gross indecency with another

person is guiity of an‘indictablgvoffence and 1s liable. to imprison-

- ment for five years. - { -

Section 158: (1) Sections 155 and 157 do not apply to any act committed
_1n private between (a) a husband and wife, or } _ R
' B 4 (b) any two pérsons, each ot who 1is twenty one years
~or more of age,. %t who consent to the commission of the act. b 3

-

. » .
- a
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' On the other hand, concern with
- more 1indd; dualized activity.

7.

64

";

It ahould be noted tthJpapyVAmgggé;héjﬁgia@;ctléga are in the process
of or have recerntly revised their statutés dealing with homosexual'ac:s,

.with 14 states no longer penalixing such activities (as of April 1,1976 -

Advocate, April 30, 1976:8).

‘Although go@érnmental,apdkéamen have at éimea“ciaimed that exliting

human rights legislation is adequate to protéét all such does not seem

.totally accurate. In two cases raised Gays for Equality (GFE), a

Winnipeg activist group the Manitoba ’ {@¥ts Commission ruled (
that nothing could bé done in that thg;Humun Rights act did not inciude

. protection tor those discriminated against on the basts of sexual -

orientation (Body Politic, Jan/Feb., 1975). At present Tqronto remains
the only Canadian jurisdiction which bars discrimination on the basis
of sexual orientation in the hiring and' firing of city employees
(resolution passed October, '1973), although a test of the British
Columbia legislation is under review at the momernit. In this case a
Board of Inquiry has ruled (January, 1976) that the provincial Human
Rights Code provides protection to gay people by deciding that the _
Vancouver Sun had unjustifiably discriminated against gays by tefusf;g'
to accept an advertisement for the paper Cay Tide,which is published

by the Gay Alliance Towards Equality (GATE, Vancouver). The Sun has

- appealed the ruling to the British Columbia Supreme Court.
A : _ - ' o

For‘example,':hefﬁ wohld-appear to be some evidence that the city of
Montreal is attempting to ‘clean up' 1its image in preparation for the

&

- 1976 Olympic Games, a program which involves the systematic harrasment
. of gay bars and baths (Body Politic, July/Aug. 1975). Evidence also

exists that certain gay organizations, specifically Gays of Ot tawa’,

have been the object .of "police surveillence." -The arrest, amid large

scale publicity, of a number of Ottewa males as part of the crackdown'

on a "male homosexual ring'", charges which have ‘proven to be grossly

ekaggerhtad,(Vancouvgr,ggg; March 16, 1976:14) provides another example’

(Body Poliefc, July/Aug., 1975). - . . A ' o -
NN A ' _

parking vﬂﬂations_would-appéar to be a
ivide In at least one jurisdiction (Vancogver)
police depastment policy has openly begun.to oppose such practices.

' '(Convera_auon*ﬁ:h Vancouge¥ gay. activist spokesperson).
OTHER T i :

. ‘ e T N C o . ‘ ]
A tentative,list pf the topi¥s which Gays of Ottawa felt should be in- ‘

cluded .in.anqeiarigation. of gayh and the law included:
R : SR o L o — o
a. sections of the criminal codg'dqal_' ' with buggery and bestiality,
 gross indecency, Indecent assaylk of a male, indecent assault on
a female, public nudity, dangéwdt3 -sexual offenders, vagrancy, corr-
uption of childrer, and obscenity. T S
*ﬂgisacunality as grounds for'divorce;'custody of children, provincial -

b, -

. regulations and practices concerning ndoption., o R

c. regulations concerning the immigration and deportation of gays; -

d. security and employment in the public service. R

ef‘”hunicipal and provincial laws concerning drinking, licensing of

¢ gay clubs, park closing laws, trespassing, vagrancy and loitering . -
laws, regulations céncgrﬁing.ctedfffflqiuranqe and bonding. - 5
(Position paper, GO, National Gay RighéIwConference,-Supmcr, 1976)

*}
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‘attempts not to be. e o

+

The Danieﬂ §gae 1nvolv§d the fixing of John Damien from his job as
Steward wichktthOntarin'Rac;gg'Cbmmisgion,.a position-he had held

;aiihfactorily since 1969, on the grounds that he was a homosexual.

or in the words of the Racing Commission Chairman, Charles McNaughton,

"What do you expect? He's a faggot." It should be noted that at no

time was there any suggestion that his being gay had {impaired his
ability to discharge his dutlies adequately., Damien refused an offer

of $1,200 in exchange for a letter of resignation and is presently suing
the individuals and groups involved in his dismissal for $1,350,000.
(Body Politic, May/June, 1975). One can only applaud his courage in

_fighting for his'rights and wonder at the mentality which would offer

a man making more than $30,000 annually $700 (the original figure later
raised to $1,200) in exchange for a letter of resignation. 1t should
be noted, however, that one strong factor in encodraging him to fight

the case was the fact that, given the specialized nature of his job

and the closed fra ity in which he worked he had little to lose
by'going public'. " That is, by keeping quiet he could not have guaranteed
himself an equivalent position (being already at the top) or even_any
other job in racing since gossip would travel Quité.quiokly’(PetSOnal A
conversation with John Damien). . . , '

‘Kinsey's data suggests significant variations in sexual expression

during the life cycle (Kinsey et. al., 1948). Mo .recently Whitman

(1975) has argued that homosexG;f’SSject choice, Mfge its heterosexualt
counterpart, 1s an inherent emergent prdperty of -the individual. . oy

Despite contrary stereotypes various sources have estimated that only’' "
a small minority of the gay community displays physical characteristics
or mannerisms which would lead td their identification as gay. Both
Westwood (1960) and Pomeroy (1968) suggest a figure about 15 percent.

My own estimation would be somewhat lower, particularly if one considers
as visible only those individuals who are recognizable despite their

Barriers may be either "transcended" or “permeated". The fofmef‘in-
volves deception as in'the case of the Negro who passes for white;
the latter, acceptance despite whatever devalued attributes one may .

~'hold, for exumple, individual women of high ability who attain positions

of power and authority.

In Goffman's terms thé:hoﬁpsexu81 §§fin'passGSSidﬁ of a diacfédi:able

-as opposed to a discredited identity, and is thus faced with the problem’

of information control in his passing activies. One possible.con;

‘sequence of this situation is a high level of anxiety on the part of

the passer - anxiety amnd dread Which®rises from the possibility that
his social fabrication may collapse and at any moment exposing his true
self, with all the negative consequences that this would entail. Most

~ .gay people appear to have little difficulty in coping with this type of

situvation - in parc_bhcguse of their intimate knowledge of the culture

‘within ﬁhich'they pass. As one respondent stated: "We ‘don't have to tell

white social lies. We 4ct them out continually instead." While there
may Qg,psychic costs involved in hiding a gay identity, these do not seem
to arise from difficulties involved in the process of concealment itself,
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13. Regardleas of the particular racial/ethnic or socio-economic
enviromment within which the individual is raised his home - R
enrivonment is most usually a heterosexual one. For the sample
under study this milieu was also caucasion and Iargely middle-

" class. It is to this background that one refers in speaking of
the dominant society. . ,

14, A diatinction should. perhapa be made betwéen the exietence of gay
‘subcultures and the utilization of the idea of subculture as an
explanation for behavior engaged in by gay people. It would appear
that too often behavior patterns explained as subcultural might be
more readily and legitimately attributed to other characteristics
of the ividvals involved. That is, in discusgions of life styles
it is po cible that we have overemphaaized individuals' gayness
and paid too little attention to age, marital status, and gocio~-
.economic variables as determinanta of behavior. :

Sy

For further discussion of subcultuﬁggfeee Arnold (1967). e

While any attempt to. estimate numbers of gay peoplb* oses insurmount-
‘able difficulties, not the least of which is attempting to define '
the pépulation concéptually, there is little reason to believe that
Edmonton differs.drastically from other areas in terms of proportion
of gayss With that assymotion, and allowing for a certain degree
of error in existing elates of gay populations, one can suggest
that the male gay population in Edmonton ranges between five and
fifteen thousand, with the female at least half of that. Given these
" figures the limited extent of public structures and organizations i
'becomea even more apparent.

16. In this sample approximately 97 percent of the males and 95 percent
of the females reported visiting gay bars, with three quarters
attending #t least once a month and one thlrd going at least once
a week or .more.

17. For example, half of the respondents report that they visit theﬁpaths
less ‘than several times a year, with 26 percent stating that they
never went there. _ : )

. 18. Gay activism is usually seen as a relatively recent social movement,
' its origins marked by the '"Stonewall Riots" in New York City on

June 28-20, 1969, and’ the subseqnent formation of the Gay Liberation
Front, (Téal, 1971)._ The Coalition for Gay Rights in. Ontario suggests
that. August 26, 1971 marks the inception of the gay rights struggle
in Canada, with rallies in Ottawa and Vancouver outlining demands. for
changes in federal legislation. Tom Warner (GATE, Toronto, unpublished
paper), however, dates the Canadian movement as beginning 1n 1969.
Prior to this, however, gay associations were in existence in both the
United States (the Mattachine Society, Society for Individual Rights,
Daughters of Bilitis) and Canada(Community Homoplile Association of
Toronto). There also existed an active homosexual rights movement
in Europe prior to the rise of Nazism and the second World Wax
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(Lauritsen and Thdtstad,'1974)., The preseht movement could
. therefore more accurately be seen as a rebirth, rather than a
totally new phenomenon. . ’ '
_ Writing ajout the American situation Altman (1971:118-119) suggests
that gay Wiberation groups are distinguishable from ''old line

associations" not on milicqg&y but:
. ' ‘b" )

Au.

‘aw * rather that gay liberation advances beyond the civil
. rights liberalism of the earlier groups;...No longer
| is the claim made that gay people can fit into American -
society, that they are as decent, as patriotic, as clean-
living as anyone else. Rather, it is argued, it is th
*' American society itself that needs to change. ‘Lf)

In viewing the Canadian Gay Rights Movement, a distinction ..could.
be made between those individuals primarily. interested in the pro-

- viston:of social services to the gay community (drop-in-centres,
counselling) and those concerned with political 1ssues on a larger
scale (Lobbying for civil rights, consciousness raising). Often
these individuals .are found within the same organization making
.the ‘¢lassificatlon of groups into activist or traditional somewhat
difficult. While Some organizations place greater stress upon
.policies of confrontation and others upon wo king within the system,

_ whenever possible, the ultimate goal remains the same, namely,
- pergonal and social liberation. . : S
o o- R s
.19. Like most cities Edmonton also has a network of public cruising "y
. spots which provide a meeting place for the establishment of socio- -
sexual contacts. While not formally organized, such recurrent patterns
of interaction are sufficiently stable to be seen as institutional
- arrangements, 1f desired.: T e : ' :

‘ . [N : : . ’ ' :
20. The court system is aﬂupfque part of the public gay found in the
‘Western area of North America, with the only Canadian branch in
_ Vancouver. The nearest parallel in conventional society would
be systems of secret lodges and fraternaties, ostensibly designed
tq.fulfil_community.serVICe;fuhctions but which seem to exist™ -~
primarily.to satisfy members needs for social status, and recogni-
zations (Frazier, 1957). The court system tends to embarass many
gay people. As indicative of the respect with which it is held in
. some quarters, one gay activist described a court function as
"resembling a high school prom attended by members of the Social
Credit Woman's Auxiliary." The court system is perhaps most note-
worthy as evidence of the degree to which some gay people feel ’
excluded from meaningful roles in the larger society and thus
‘compelled to seek recogn}t;on?githin a fantasy world of their own.
. e o N

o2



" CHAPTER &

SR . PRESENTATION OF DATA

Data analysis was based upon completed queatioonaires retutned by
‘142 gay maleo.1 While it is mot poaaible to obtain a random sample of
a gay population, given the absence of known population parameters,
attempts were made-to gather the ;ample from.as wide a range;of aourcos

_as possible. Quebtibnnaires‘were distributed'at:three"locations within

N -

the Edmooton community - a gay bath, a gay social club, and an activist
community service organization (GATE) - as well as by means of indiwvidual
hanoouts. The objective‘was‘to obtain a putposive sample,'thg membetsi
of whioh‘oxhibiteo suféicient variation pon the major variables under
study, ﬁi't\spécifically on their degreo of inﬁolvement with other~gay
people. B o . | |

[

The primary formq oﬁjahta analjsio employed were cross-tabulations

N
e

aqd analysis of votiante. Data were run using:the programo contained in G
ﬁifthe:SPSS_iNie, 1975). ‘Unless otherwise indicated tho number of cases
, was.l&i. ‘Division of respondents ioto.high-low or high-medium-low was
rade with tye objective of equélizing the number of cases in'each division
in the.majority of situationo. 'lhis policy was followed ;inca no natural
i :breaks were\:eadily appatent in the distribution of responses for many
. variables. | | |

‘NATURE op THE SAMPLB : ' ‘ .

Table 4 1 provides information on the response rate obtained at Various

-]

'locations. ‘This rate is compatable to others reported in che lﬂ:erature
(Myrick 1974-'Wéinberg and Uilliams, 1974; Farrell and Morrione; 1974).
" While one would have preferred a larger sample the nature of the population

under qtudy, including the ptevailing social climate and the private




69

| .Z : ,“...‘ | .‘ g

B
3

| ’ *BOYINQFIISTP 203 -ounoul.w-:voq £q usyr3 swos pus s3nopuwy T¥NPTATPUT Sepniouy o
*®32% uojuompy ay3 *PI$3IN0 Woa3 seajwuor3send g pue ‘serem penxesozezey 4 .-,ouo._..t_oocﬁ € sepnyour .cv
| o
201 2 61 €1 . ncn R T
| o n .

o9t S - .\ oy 1z 7

. 6T 0 . o1 1 €69 - oy 8¢
8z v ST S 9°0¢ () 18
69 : L v 0 ) 8 0°9¢ 8 . ost qavg
i ; - ) : : .
] . , ‘ pauanyex pauxImax - usywy
SR Lvo SoIWR~-3g 1384 ¥ x97q¥sn-uoy Jusdang 2aquny asquny - uo33vo07

¥ sageuuciyweny ey3 30 uolINQIIILIq °1°y ayqey



ing of any sample a difficult

_\k o IR o o 70

informal nature 5; most members’ socialization patterns makes the gather-
Kan&_iiae consuming‘process. The number

‘of respondents finally obtained compares favorably with those reported

in other studios of ‘similar scope.

| Table 4.2 provides an overview descriptioh of respondent charaCter-

istics. The sample as a whole is somewhat over represented by tndivid-/

‘uals of high socio-economic status, a not surprising result given the

length of thelhyestionnaire and the voluntary nature of its completion.
Additionally, the sample would appear to be primarily composed of- in-

dividuals who score relatively high on the various measures of psycho—,i

logical and social adjustment. There would appear to be few significant

differences among respondents who obtained the questionnaire at different

'ulocations (Table 4. J) ‘ This finding is in accord with Weinberg's (1970)

discussion of non-clfnical samples-of gay people. With respect to
memberships in gay organizations (Table 4 2) the high percentage of

reSpondents holding such memberships is less significant than it first

£y

l appears. In the majority of cases. membership 1% in a gay social club and

‘signifies only that the individual can enter the premises for an evenings'
drinking at a reduced rate. Datd analysis similar to that reported in

Tables 4.4 to 4.7 reveals few differences between.members and ;

SN
: P
L]

nOnfmembers.
‘Tables 4.4 to 4.7 provide further information on sub-populations of

the sample divided by age membership in GATE, socio—economic status, and

frequency of attendance at gay baths respectively.

, ST U B o
vy v had - .b .- N .
RN ~ W :g-‘ Pt ._i'...-,"-s\

1

A summary compariSOn,nf age.related"differences for the sample

(Table 4.4) reékals that older gayﬁpeople tend to have higher incmmea,

” Ly : '..5}‘. .:/»“ m" ; W



‘Table 4.2. Characteristics of the Sample: Gay Males

Number

9

—mre

* pue to the roundtng of, ftgures. petcen{ages'do ndt‘quays

- total 100. (N=142).
** CIassiﬁad according to Pineo and Portex (1967)

L] o

anactct"htics S ~ of cases Percent¥
‘ Age (rangc. 17-75: mdhn =27.4 yuu)
' leas than 25 N 52 36.4
2635 P ‘ : 55 38.5
36 or more ‘ » . 45 23.9
Education R :
less than high school 8raduate : 17 .. 12.0
high school graduate .18 12.7
some university or business school 51 '35.7
university gnduata o . . 56 39.4
Income - ‘
less than $5 000 o s 13 9.2
$5,000 to $10 999 : v e 49 34.5
$11,000 to §16,999 L 52 36.6
'$17,000 plus . Ve 28 19.8
Maxrital Status : ) _

. never married : - B T 119 83.8
married . . T I 9 6.3
~other . . . s ) ) 14 9.8

Rellsious Afﬂliation . R
Protestarit ) 56 39.5 .
Roman Catholfc ) T 34 23.9 -
Others S 19 13.4

None ‘ | o 33 23,2
, Organizational Hanbership: -
Hembership in heterosexual associac!on 98 . 69.0
Hembership in gay association ) © 87 61.3
0ccupations** , ‘ .

rofgssichal . : i 19 ‘13.4
semi—professional ) : - 11 7.7
managerfal - large * . . 8 - 5.6
nanagerial - small - o 1 - 12.0
clerical- . ’ - ' 16 ‘11.3

-« skilled o : o 11 7.7
semi-skilled e o 4 2.8
unikmw—w/ ' -8 , 5.6
farmers L 2 - 1.4
students ‘ o * 11 . 7.7
no answer. / unclaniﬂable ’ 35 26,6
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Table 4.3. Characteristics of the Sample by Point of Origin

e % Potnt of-Ortgtn " lavel of. )
Chaxacteristics . Baths GL_& Gay Bgra Othax Sgnificancéx .
. o ) | v percentages 3
. ,‘l:a'u than 35 ieafl:’o',f_:”;ge. .T9 897 67.9 5 68.{,:" o n.a'.‘.'
Income greater than $14,000 A9 138 257 . a8 o
-'vnzv-rucy gr.au.cé IR 835 37.9 T 28.6 43.8  nus.
Readl gAY Litou:uu . . ) _‘30..4 ' 66.8 .’.21.8 o ,43:8 | n.s.
 High 1n xx‘:tcipluon ' ‘52_.2.“ “51...7 t-"c39.3 o 50;0 o . n.n;
| High. in P _néic_mal partici~’ . ' . S
- pation K 568 3457 42,9 ‘5(‘).0' N n.s.’
Frequet.in_ly.'v.hj.tsjkny‘ bar.": o " 49.2 : '75.9“ 6&.3 © 318 .Oﬁllo”
Prequoti:ly‘vialtsaga); bath‘s .  ss. 6'.9_ 235 33 Lom -
_High in cormitment £o a gay ,‘ . B o ' |
identicy L 44.9 f&k.&';' . 33.6 . 50.0 - n.s.
F:‘nigh- in accepcaﬁée' pf., neght:lve iy -: | I I - : .. _
_stereotypes ‘ 24.6 17,@ : 28.‘6 . 25.0. - n.s.
| Wigh in self-eiteen - 60,9 37.9 42.9 50,00 n.a.
| High fn evidence of we o 0.7 5.2 2.9 W5 ns.
Mot bothared by, being gay . 42.0 379 - 46.4  -50.0 s
l.ivea vith lover " - a8 {1‘3.8\;'., s 74 M3 .:‘\tfés.
Low in life aatlnf#cthn' o 21.‘7. “37.9_   17.9. 18.8 - n.n“.
Has seen paychistrtst 217 365 . 143 43.8 093 0
" Righ in self-disclosure 348 S8 607 625 - 026 ©
l!igh in experiencq of hrrlera : :6.;3 ’ . -48.3 . 50;.0 . 56,3 n.s. |
‘; : lligh in anticipation of rejectio:lx 58.6 ' :_,'55.'6“ . 46,4 ~.25.0 n;\-; .
s | N<69 29 . Ne28 =16 |
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Table 4.4. Characteristiés o‘f the Sample by Age

T

P k . : N Age . Level of:
T under ’ gignif 1canco
Characteristics : 25 . 26-35 . 36+ 3 Tau ¢
‘ ; el , ) o percentages i o,
Income greater than $14,000 9.6 47,3 60.0 .001 é{éj ..ooo
R ) N \ . ' « ) . e . .
* Untversity graduate .. 21,2 - 58.2 37.1 - .000 °  _.018
Reads gey literature 40.4  25.5  34.3 257 . .00
L ! . . : ‘ - N
" High in gay participation 50.0 % 56.4 37.1 206 - 1797
High in convﬁhcioml ‘partici- | ‘ . : . B
P.tion 4 v uL‘,;aoo“ e 52.7 s 5‘.3 -327 o 0083 A\
Do . ° . ' l ' . ' . ~ " ¢ N
anuontly visits gay bara - 62.5. _63_".6 34.3 .«010 o ' «008
'Froquoht.lj visits gay baths ‘17.\ 3"1'.7 22.9 301 , ._090
, Righ in counitmcnt to a gay T~ o Z. ) -
i;!cntity : . 53,8 . 47,.3_ ©37.1 . «310 : .067.’

" Righ in. acccptance of neg- . . . _
’ “ative. stereotypes ) 19.2° 27.3/‘ 25.7 .. ..819 2166

. High 1n self es:ee@ ) L\‘ - 50.0 .52.7 57.4 .960 | <432
"nigh‘in'evxdence of IFC ~ 53.8 53.9 ©37.1 ..282 .078
'No: bothered by being gay 51,9 34.5  42.9 466 . .219
l.ives with lover o 15.4 . 12.7 22.9 437 nea.
Low in 11fe,sacfsfaclxon %2500 . 20,0 , 28.6 .63 - A2
Has' seen psychhtrht oot 30.8 27.3 _ 16.3 '.206 - nea.
~Righ in selt d:lsclosura Coce 70.6 &4 2604 022 - 001
, Righ 1n experience of. ’v " . - ; S ' E
~_ ba. iers to acceptance ., 913 43.6 343 ¢ 005 v -~ .001
. ﬂigl_i::l't‘\-.a’nticlpatloq of : \f - ._\ e, L L et HRE
- .. 48.1 ' 52,7 . 54.3 0 (825 - .213
N=S2_ N=S5 NS L
s ! ‘ \ N .
. : aol e
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‘,aexual preferences, and petbepe consequently, to- have experienced less
- >

;ia, by actively questioning societal roles and values, and by engaging'

74

. . ' .‘ h ., ,,‘. ! e ‘f
tQ~visit gay bare less frequently, to be-more secretivg in regard to their
"

FE—

rejection from the larger society. Hhile older indiviﬂuals tendato be

>

L.

ldhs committed to a gay igentity and to be leas involved in te of

overall participation with gay others there is no evidence that they ex-
2

K

.perience greater psyoholog(cal turmoil than their younger compatriots. "

i

While in moih cases the difference among age groups in levels of adjustment:

o

is: not aignificant, the direction of the relationships suggests that

older individuale ‘are more at eaee than ase.younger pe:ple. In nyg‘
l general the f{ndings here replicate those reportag by Heinbetg (1920} .
rgstﬁis analysis ;f age rebated variations among gay populaﬂfons.ﬁ1ng *ﬁ .
’ GATEnMemherghip IR " I 'f"})"'Vf:"i‘e v s

,,‘ -_ ?)’1 .
organization (Table 4. 5) one-sees-tha_ this\grOup*is composed priﬂarily

»
of younger individuals (11 of vhoni- arg. pa(t or fu11 time students) who ,

; .
while committed to béing gay appear to have exper!enced ‘(or are experiencing)'

(%

rsomewhat greater adjuetment difficulties than the remainder of the sample. '

~

A high percentage, 8 out of 20 had seen ‘or were. seeing a psychiatrist.

The somewhat greater incidence of life difficulties should mot. neces-

5

’sarily be seen as a personal failing or in a negatiVe sense, but max,_ jud}i‘

simply reflect, the particular role assumed by these individuals. That: .

. 9 .
vin activities designed to improve the 8ocia1 pbsit10n~of gay people in‘

‘A.

‘fgeneral they. are visible targets for attacks from the larger society.; ,“ 1

\' For exemple, a larger_nymber of members report having experienc higb

levels of rejection from conventional members rather then non-nembers.

g . . '-.-’ R ., A

R ]

AT I S AT
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Tabl‘ 4.5._ thractigi

. W % I‘Q - ‘f i P - - .
e 7. _. ) T
iy , et A : o TR
Y CGATE - Nom~ . - ' Lavelof -
Characteristics . Meiber Menber ° °  significance (%)
) e pcrconc

Less than 35 yufa of age | »@‘9‘ 0
" Income re tor chan $l“ -20, o
oy °%9

i
g

Uu!nulty gndutc : ‘:53.0- “sé?"\.f.

-

Rndn ;ay utoratun EA .6.5..0, R
. R -
T -Hfgh in.‘\gay patticlpttlon b 55.0°

mg convonﬂoml parti-.. L
ap&n 45,0
anuendy visit- .‘gay bats . iQ.O B
.
Froquetﬂ:J vlaicl 3ay baths‘ " 15.0

Blgﬁ “4n omm smnt to q gay R al
idegtity 7.0

D @

lligh in acqeptance’qf nega:tvc oo 2
uereoc% ., 20,0
R AT {

High in self-utcen ) o 40.0 o

lltgh 1n cvidcnco of m’c _ '70..0_‘._ . - 45:1 fl . S ".(').60,"" el

‘ Righ fn lonumss‘ -  ' . 2000 . so.8 - S s
Fot,. bothered by bains gqy a0, qzo . ' . .s‘voz.-'-- :

Livn withalover “floo o '  "‘2-. o .‘52'6"' . '.,\_‘

Lov fn 1ife ntliaf_acitiblla"'_‘ ao 0 IR - . | " .

,Llln:_n:.’n' psychht‘i:iac. L a0, o : 23 0 R

- High 15 self diici#ﬁfe - A7o‘o - A&.s

. High in exportonco of barriera 73 0? ‘ 43 9 ..' : v

llt;h tn autic!patton of o LR REPTRE
. tcju:t.ton S : ,u' i.'qS.(l ’ 50-&‘ "'"T-'g,‘ R L

‘ ) : : w }‘ : 4‘ ."1’")}2 ] : i .0 :
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Similarly, while analysie of variance reveale thac members are eigni-
e »

ficantly more elienat:ed than r&nénembera"“(prob. B, 06) this could be
interpreted as a sign’ of greacer awareness on. their part of the teality?

Y

of the epeial sit:uetio_n facing gay people.- “"' .
‘. . . ~ . .““, ~

. .' C . - o ""”!” ~:J?5~~- . L
i . Y 1T A g " v N
PR v . k RO 7y%a g #9 k.q'y
‘ Socig-eeonbnie Status 4 ,3,, : e Con v

3 .
D _e&cetion t:ends to

ject given one's

Socio-economie status‘, 'ql ueasured by i

"be rehbed to e"%er vgrieblel qs“ waye that: -7‘,‘
.knowledge of t:he larger socieuyb"‘hamely, t:hat high \etatua is a’positivelﬁ‘

' '_?;',uocu:ad wuh ;ncufg‘sed personal weu-bé!ng ‘f'l‘able 4.6).‘ Additiong.}ly,, .

L

high etatus iﬁﬁiduatp eend to score ftrwer on. j.nvolwent @i,lh gay é
ot:hers while being more fﬁvolnﬁd in conventional socj.ety, we more

“ =

discree: in dfﬁioeure of s%xuﬁ o:ientetion, and to have exgerienced . 3

Ao
lees&reject:i-on from the larger sogiety. Hhile Athere is a_,significam;
'&f ‘Tfs"elf‘ amlosmﬁ ’ .

- 7

y

association between soeio-eqonomic statue ,and" P

S

1c would aépgu thhe ah of thi“tela:ionship s
o s

‘ of age. Older i ividuele tend t;o be more covert younger people more\

)J -

overt regardless of ; socio—ecommic stacus. This finding, to th@extent: -.L.‘;,.‘"'
) T8 e

that ic is generalizable to t:‘ﬁe larger gopulat:ion, points t:o the nat:ure
Ly

of changee which are beginning, to occut within the gay comunity. o

: ountable in teme

e

T

. b s '
~ It ie interesting to note’ t:hat while t;here are. significant differences* :

- ~ v

R S T
"—«in experienced re jection among elI t:he categor.ies considered in Tab1e§ 4. 4

.to 4.7 thn.@gree to which individuals antic*pate reject:lon from the

iy )
» :lerger society does nort vaty t:o any degree among the groups in question. :

?',_Batﬁe C o T L L
. T e é\ A : : . g M
As stated in. Chapt:er 3 the imege of the bef:ha within the gey ccmunity :

- ."is not toteuy positive, a faet releted te their rol.e as faeiliﬁhtote of

)

impereoﬂal .sexual grati,fication. Far cert:ain anci-gq

TN .?”. ; R S ) " Lo
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‘Table 4.6. Charact‘erutiga of the Sample by Sdc{o-Economie St:t.ua .
a - . : v
o o ‘Socio'-o't:onontc, statust Level '6tlsuniflcancc
. Ohi'uc"tortuica 'b, low . md.r‘tg high e x2 " Tau (‘.!
‘ L A I Pcrcentagu -
Reads gay. literatuis ;7.5 T 8LSs 28060 .62~ L050 .
"“I lu.gh in 8|y parciclpation 57.5 ' ' 48.8 © 44.3 ~ ff'.u_a‘ -103 )
. "\\, Co .,
- lligb in con\mn:tomh ar- . Lo SO S
‘ tlcipattoh L 22.5 48.81. 65.6- 7. { .000
AR i A
’requcntly vlllt. gaﬂ bars 60.0 - 68.3 $ . 45.9 i .‘670 ~ < 0A6 v
?r.quently vhito gay ba:ha 30. 0 24.4 68.3“"‘ 'D.OSO .« 003
LK . : - . s LT @y
Righ in comlr.neng to a : Ty . 3 .._,;f I’ o
» . gay identity o C 6245 . 3lez Tr3s.4 . L018 .002
i ‘»‘ ‘Q ’ # \) . — . ! ‘ IV
, High ig ac,cepnnc- oE mga:- o ' o e . -
ive’ stcreoty#a .55 0 53.7 . 52.5 .156 L
. o KN - oy e
lllgh in lelf-esﬂqt ‘ as 0. ‘sx_.} * 55.7 AR T L1490
ot ntah tn evmnc. b°f e 55. o ' £6.3 859 .62 207
.'Not‘ bothered by bveinslgay’ a2.5-  %si2 0 ahy , +800°  .236
§  Low in 1ife samlss ’ _ e S
J . factten T s 7.5 19.5 18.0 © - .059 . .mo
. 'leel w!th lov’cr PRI 17.5- 22,0 . 1.5 © 4338 Ne@le
;. Bn seen a pa‘}la:rg‘c@ 32;.‘;5‘.;' ., 2‘2.0 . vz3j.0.. ] .‘..61")9 --/n'.a. .
H!gb fn self—'d’ia'closu:e S 81, . 63.10‘#‘ S 3kL.1 . .002 ;002
llisb in experience ot . ‘L T, R o
: -;fjoction S - 72.5 .. 53:7.-..  ~.32.8 " .000 *«000
- - . S ,.'".‘,'\5‘;' - ) o . "'
. High in anl:tcipat.ioh of R - T ;'J C
L - nj“t!on £l 5509 . ”-8 .. _»59_.8 o -869 o -369 )
¥ High 1n .u.n.caon | 62.5 . 43.9 s1.6 - 089 ° .02
Lov in happiness | 30,0 . 46 Ma8 a3 082
High in lonliness . 70.0 . 312 - AA3 .03 . .008 -
Alienated from work ~ 35.0 fl_ib.b"'_ T14.8 .026. ...013.
'A‘.Oulcunllr,estra'ns-d' 30.0 L 341 3.y ..‘916 S "o 48D -
N4 Nedl ) N0 R

* A qeasuu- bt loctocqonmic uatus

und odueat:lon mtﬁ‘

m proyided hy nuution ot 1nconc T

'v"v - L& . .
o X
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'appear to epitomize much—ef what is wrong with homosexuela. More eym-

pathetic portrayalsof the 8dy comnunity often do not: mention the bathe |

at all or ’ﬁ,int t% them in, paseins ae iwtitutions which have arisen
4
«; and which are ma dined u a consequence of eociet*,l restrictions on

gay- activity in mOte naturai settinga (forpxunple, Heinberg and Wiuiams,
: ‘194 Table A 3 (Charactetiuicl of the Sanp’le by Origin) would suggest.
that tespondente who obtaineu the Questionnairee at the beth do not: differ |

fggm thpae

found elsewhere except in Frequency of bath attendance.

KON
4

inee differences among reiponqcﬁte class?fied according to.
'the degreewf utilization of tﬁee&;ciu”s.wﬁocio-econmnic status

_would appear to be the ma_?gr differentiating fa@x m(gng individq.u X
N

varying m level of attendance. l"requent usere .would appear to be of S

-

higher socio-economic status a factor which accou‘nts toraqgher ditferences, »

namely, greater am:ticipation with conventional others, reduced expetience o

" «

of rei;ctipn; ‘and- increased cOVertness.' In the sample under study people

: high in bath use would appear to be somewhat less loneiy,u leas ept to haVe

- seen a psychiat:ist,mnre likely td rep‘g’rt hig)er leVelp 9; eeif—esteem,
) ]

4

uand to be as i,nvolved Jith ‘gay others as - the remainder of the oample. :
1

While one may d ike the baths, to overlbok them ‘as some. writers

) 4\ i.s to ignote one. of” the mnjor tituti@s within the male gay conmunity. '_
v , \J'o y /V .

, Furthermore“\:amoﬁcei\re oE the_ T Mih'?iiﬂe‘fmaon *solely in tems of
: eocietal oppression and imperSOnal sexual gratificat on is only pertially )
,J»:correct and ¢hus a diqtortion of reality.. ‘l‘his dis‘t:étion becmes .

| "-'greetex when the negative ch.arecterization of the baths as an institution

R . . W’” - -
‘xis uncritically appiied to ‘the. peOpie who Erequent ﬂiese establisl-nents."’._ “

. . oo . Ot . .- R ‘ ’ .
o - e - R Lot Lyt e - R

’




'lfgblo 4.;. ‘ Chai‘a_ctnriottca of th.sulp 2 .Attondamo nt G.y ﬁﬂil’. )

o | Frequencyv Level of _
Characteristics lov . ‘moderate high li.gntucams'% .
R | s | Taut

e

G et

lhcm;rnter than o R , St R

m"‘"“"""“'“* - ‘5‘?3‘?" s, b O iagae - 'ﬂ-;"anff 4360
e ' S . ey : ¥ . »—"I'- o . ) . ! G .
L--';,-leidl g2y’ Mtunturt  ALS “. - {_@,’. 71 o st H

lllgh in gay pn’ticipntion 47.7 ‘-':' 50-9 o 5?-* S '932 g 336
NIRRT N .
* AR

. lugi ;n 6nvenuoml e
garticipatibn SR

«

Froquontl,y viu.n go nSl T e e G e
bars o ) . 53.5 »f hﬁll o : Slo - ¢ ~_o7é9 ;0268
< e .. ' . a‘é:.ﬁ o ( - . ‘ . P :
'High in counitmont to ' : .. o " Co : -47,1
' High in' acceptance of - . - S - Lo . o
negacive st:euotypn A7 82,9 - 'Slo. S0 4606 341 .
High tn ..1:-.»«:. L ALY asa2 6.7 L4 Lome
B(gh tn evidence of we 4.2 . an6 48. . .986  .460
‘Not bothered by baing gay 35.4  FAT6 .« SL&

lfpw in ufe, s_n_tilfuc:!.a’q 231 . I 28.6 ..74'; - .317
Livu';deh a l;ver-' 2._.6.72 : \—-——9.5 . 5.7 ‘ - Joll. 'n:a_‘. '
Hu nen a psychhcrts; ,. 3Q:.9'_:. ) 23 8: - ‘17..14' v:'_’(.316 .n'.'a‘.'“ |

High in sclf disc“fo-uu 58’3' S IofG “or 28, 6 . .017 .003

mgh ﬂuperiem,e ot‘ R R el
l “1.‘:““ PQ:'R?_'_ o “’ ,‘_‘5_7_0.1:”' '.‘.19}\- ‘.'133 .

High in antlcipat:iou of , vl ) e

& rcjeccton L 33 8 s - QTS;- " 820 : 355 °

| L Ta2800 L06k
S ”2 m

L .;_"‘,jm e

" High tn. nll«mt:ion .".4,,‘-53..8_ AL - :

N

L mlh in lonlimn %5 g - 1v$ ‘

e Aumted fm work ;oal,s. 23. L
T MRigh = several times a- muth or Wora: ‘Moderate = several ti-u a yur to
L onco a mnth: lov - Icn oftvn than smnl thn n ynt. S

e PR
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THE APPEARANCE OF HARGINAL PBRS?IALITY CBARAGT.RISTICS

" It\vas hypothesixed that the greater the individual.'s identification

with conventional : soc.iety .and the ateate’r his perception of barriers to .
| full acceptance %that society the greater his feel‘lflsi of m 'l’hese

@
relati hips are outlined in 'l'eble 4.8 and fisures 4 1 through lwﬁ.
) be‘ . '-r,
8 Significant differe:%cu, :.n"m’c were f,o\md amona leveie oi; ide‘ntificdt"ioq,,

‘5‘" oy S

with tha relationshi@t in the anvicipated directiond, nanely (HQ- la) t:l;e

© v

th€ eation wtth convexitgmal soeiety (acceptance bf societa"‘ff“

e g;eater c urcwaah fno§ 2), dhe gteater Ehe identifica-
R; “‘(‘;'.v W -01 R r. .
eociety the iess the MPO fFiIgnre l&."l). e . - ": - »
o

Yy hypothesi:ed (Bo. ‘ _éb) both angicipated and experienced bh‘riers :

- to social. acceptmce are strongly aesociated \z:!,r.h the development of, MPC"._@

L

(Figure 4 3) with experienced barriere pevealin& a stronger tel‘ationsmp RS
(r==.38 as opposeMasF.ZS). Hhile anticipated end experienced‘mri“s, *“’2’

. amonly weﬁfdy related (r==.11),$ it should be. noted that%their anticipation*’ .

¥

in conjunction with their actual experience is %ost conducive to the

' development of HPC wi’th a significant interaction effect evident (Figure 4.4).

Q

The experience of barriers seems most gevaient among the less

: educated (r='- 29) and lower income segments the ssmple (r=-.32) and -‘>;‘_-

: _.‘is associated with lqwer ‘fevuﬁ of participation in conventional society

"(r'-'-.23), as well a& 3reater levels of happiness (r==.18). The Jantici--
| ,pation of barriers is greater among thole lea&t 'involved with other gay )

people (r=.12) and is positivel.y associated with both iife dissatisfaction

.

:rfg(r=.17) and guilt (x=.40). }‘”g'foit;;i};f;,*fff»?'351=st~3i:_ FETR

B 4

Ths joint effects-/;f,identification with conventionai society and [

: perceived barriers to acceptance (both lanticipated and experienced}

*Unlese otherwise indicated vaiues on the figures represent raw L .
scores for the variabler undepconsiderition. el e e
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are outlined in £igure 4.5, As anticipated the development of MPC is:

'»éw-
most pronounced in those individuale who are high on identification with
‘ conventional society and aleo high on the degree to which they antic(ipate

. or heve experienced bar%iere to acceptance in that society. Only in those-

cases where individual ore high ‘on one or other of 'these. variables 1s N .

the average level of HPC abpve the mean for the total population. ‘Figure"'lf.G-‘
," ) N 4

presents the similar se_t of relationships between.antici'peted and experienced

: barriere :end iden’tificetion with "geywothers. High levels of acceptance of

one's eexual orientation are effective in reducing psycholpgical dis-ense - \j .
arieiltg from rejection by the~ larger eoa i ' |
individuele who perceive high rejection . 4@”
juncfion with Iow: conmitment to being gay.. ‘ '“j‘-v':':f, oo '. : , = . L

)

Hypothesis 3, that individuals who are strongly identified with
two conf'licting social orders would be most likely to reveal evidence of
" MPC, was not supported by the data (Figure 4. 2) This would suggest that

.cultura-l conflict tTken by . itself is of minor Sisnifipgcebigte develop- ",,
ment of MPC -at least for' this sample of gay males., " ’ : “;:

In sunnary the data presented suggest that for gay people, as'with
othe’::e dn a marginal situation the experience of psychological marginality
:is a functidb of»their pemptiogf rejection from the larger society and
,‘their patterne of identificetion’ﬂith eociety. - High levels of comitment |
lto 8 gay identity are effective i,p reducing feelinge of mrginality. - |
, There would appear no. eign that HPC ie morc evident in individuals highly Ce t?-,i

s

'Eccepting of societal perepectives while simultaneously strongly identified

with betng Bays o T e ( R
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Part!ci?lﬂono Pat:terns and MPC 1 “ : : :
N | It:;, vas hypothcsind (Ho- lm\ 4b) that: 1nvolvanent: with ochar gay ;
»o pcoplq would bt 1nv.racly related to the davelopmant of MPC while part:ici- ‘»
. ’p.uon :ln convcm:ional aocie:y would be d:\*tly associated with Sisns of :
'3? S:cli w". not: t}\. “l:. B Whlle dtffextnt .levela of participation are sign-:'
:lficantli’muqchced glth variations ‘1n HPC .‘both fpnu of involvemeﬁt: are

: invcruly rﬂ .

ad_‘ to the davelopment of ?C,@s caq ?e seen 1n Figurt 4 7

(conventiw;.{parnicIpat;j.on .nd »mcz 1.4 -.28; gay pdtticipation anMC
‘ ....10). . Figure 4.7 mggeses thac é.nvolvanent: wt‘thin the 3ay “ ) “:'
: c?munity s non-l V,ly— related t:o HPC with thg thremes of high and ,y'if“"'l{é‘

> ;lqw patticiga:ion ! 1
| . i,

. . with 3reater evidenc of MPS a find:lng
vh;tch lends support to We%erg and thli&ms' %976,) vij

W that: wﬁils &
‘ N o v c
: cert in degree of‘ involVemeut; with ot.hht 'gay ,people 1s J\ecess@ry for oVer- ', L

4 ;
. l,

/

all adju:‘ent, 1ncreasing patticipatton would appear to- have minimal

 /

"_fect: in. p‘romo!;i.ng adjuotmcnt. _4 - f‘ ‘ ‘ v

1

;partici,pation and their effdcc on the develomnt of nPc X ,ft:é'ant’ly- '»
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-lqss psychalogically margin;). are- those imdividuals who cdmbine a high lévelo
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_yet low on lnvolvement with conventional society, a”finding supportive

of Hyrick's (1974) contention that particlpation with gay soclety, to the
[P
extent it interfers with more conventional social ties may have detri- .

nental effectn on the petson.

Patticipation Patterns énd'AdJUSCment

‘ I
A further examination. of concomitants of soclel participation 19

provided in Tables 4 8 to 4 lO and in Figures 4.9 through.a.ll In
‘general 1nd£viduals more 1nvolved with gay others tend to be more i ‘ :\\ ]Tl
dcommited to and open about their sexual orientation and to have ex- o
perienced mote rejectlon from the larger society but to antlcipate lesa.
There would appear to be few differences in terms psych01031Cal well- ‘.‘
'being, except in the area of guile, wlth high participators feeling
signlficantly less guilty\than those more peripherally involved .

(Tables 4.9 and 4740). .‘»& | o ‘

Exemining individuals, 1n terms of their 1nvolvement with conventional
zeothers suggests that high participators tend to have experienced less |
‘rejection and to ha more cOVett in revealing ‘their gexual orientation. v
Psychologically,’ those 1ndividuals high in ci\\entional participation :
~e\ltend to.be less alienated to have more stable self-coneepts to score higher
in Self-esteem and life-satisfaction, and to display a lower level of |

- MPC (Tables &. 9 and 4.11)

< Figures 9 and\IO outline the relationships between measures of .

V4
adjuatment (self-esteen;self-stability, alienaCIon and llfe~satisfaction)

A §
.

and conventional and gay involvement. These figures, as well as other ’

' data reported in the tables.suggeat that personal and social adjustment

among gay males is more strongly 1nﬁl9enced by the contacts they have
, R o v .



kr] !
- Self -Esteem : - i
o Y- 3 o ‘ »‘D
b L " 3
§ ) " . ’Ga“y-\\_--.o—
g ol F=2. 21 prob = 114
N . '
- A conventioml —
3 8} ¢ ‘ TG probmOlL
O" ) a o g . \\
low medium ‘high «‘l\ . -
o ] . , S A
. \\ .

' ' .Fig’uré 4.9

B
54
4
:‘. ¥ - . : I
3 i Gay i
u
< ’ Conventional
"o o P=6.67 prob—-.OOZ ‘
.. o N - . g °
;loy’ | m;dium -high | ﬁ
Participat fon o

Psychological. adjustment: by partic#paticn with )
gay and convem:ional others (continued next page)

-& [
S Lot

%0

S



Aldepation

Lifevsgt"isf ac tion.

Co e ac,’ A ~ oy

. Gay ceme - )
o P25 S
|, P=8.31 prob=.000
. \ * ‘ L ,l

. low méd"ﬂn_n, R high‘
‘Participation o ’

‘L'if_e.‘sa-tiscfact:ioh :\; ) ' T

. Gay----
sk o P9 prob =170

asp T . Comventjonal—— °
3.0 - . . o Mo63 ” pl’Ob = .OQ!. .
low " medium  high

 Participation

i vFi.."'gﬁre'A.‘9. ;Adju;t’mént By Participation (cont.) » -

v,



P R T 0 ST e e e TR o
— ‘, S S —X\/___J‘ S men G OUE 0 .. - - e _~ .. 92
. . : o oo . ’ - : : e <

R

]

, Self-Esteem

| Gay’ -=an

. P2.69 prob=.0sy

.- Conventional——m—
- §=3.40 prob=,020

- Self Esteem = ..

e

K3 : . -«

ﬁqféiéipatioq,;.' S L

| Self-Sgabtltey - . . o T
' ( . T : o

- - . . L -
. KN

L)

o Gayee-- %
©P=l.62 prob=.238 .

y
T
O

© Conventional—.
", P=6.13 probm,00I

.’D;v
¥

Self:Stability

| . e _ L

high - '

L6

: G}aY""-”-‘-" Co .
- P=,83 . prob.481

‘Conventionalm——
F=6.98 prob=,000 = - -

N

Al ieﬁaﬁi_.qn_
_ 5 _

. :c L q ‘ . - ~ - ly' > O\_'\ i ' v‘s. .('v L. .‘ 1 J s CET .
Lo | low . - s . ‘ . high ‘ _'.’. o R . . ». ) ) ,I, '.
S Participation o S s
Figure 4.10. Pkyﬂcbo,log_igal' ad Justment by part,icipatiéhl with
T gay and conventional others’ (4-way division) =

s



Wa

‘u

N S

Table.4.8. Mean MEC Valuss by Soctospsychological Characteristics

_' !’ar:tcipation tn 3ay

b’

Bxparhncod barrion :o

" Participation tn oy

‘Lw- 25 or lesss mediip = 26-_33@. ?h= 3z’otuorc ey

r
Lgrs

a7 i . Lavel of‘V-t, ble - p - Level of
clurﬁt‘ricctcn o low . Medium ' Bigh 2 139 uignificanco v

o

'ﬁl’ﬂntﬂtcnuon wtt.h con -

N

Tveatlonal socieby . 284 3.9 338 a4 - 009

:Idontlncatipn w!.th 3ay

“soctaty 3.6 318 28,0 . 581 Lo04

’ Anttcipntod barthro

o

‘cceptancs . 285 307 341, - 498 008

¢

jacceptance .- '-272.3  3L7 35 1.18. ° ,000

soctety . 32,7 29.4 31_.,3 Lt as2

tecfety. . 343 314 T 209 a9 - oo

gt A= 323 31 29.5 ) 116 .316 -

Socio-ecomomic ‘status 341 30.4. 20.6 \ 3.22 043

!

. '
. - : N
. L B . . .
- : - X - W
. R B ' o .
3 : P . .
. 3 . ‘
. - . o . S
AN .. . o -
2. oy PR
' 7 K 3 ‘ ’( ¢
oo . . Rt )
. .
s - o
R v “
L ! Lo
A .
Vo ,‘\ E
2 . . )



A4

+ .

//.f\/ -
~N
N
// . -
. ///%\,kl
> . \\ ¢ ~,
001° -~ 9g°2 9°9 st s°¢L 100° 1€°L 'L 9% 29 &yyguepy
o - -5 . . : . Le3 v 03 uaoluul-oo
0000 - 6178 L Lad'3 SETYY " z50° €0°¢ 681 Z'9T 991 ‘wasgaaeg. v.oc:u.ea.
) LA . R . . * A - .‘ 1
- zeer 1y 9°¢ T 18 9L 800°  66°% 1L 6°C.  €'g | saepaaeq peandyorany
€9 %ee 07 - 61 - pez 100° oL 9T 61 vz . aumg
£€66° L00° S - g yeg - 090° 18°2 e 6w e | $9df3082030: T30} -
: o . : : . =908 30 souwidesoy
(118 01°z "~ e 2L 0°8 000° 6 §8 . 1L 69 | 9aneo[oep-31es
9¢0° ‘ - T g ] SO TN T 1T ot ‘ssoupddey [euosang
vi0* B I S ur et €Y Ty 6t | uopaomerave ey
z00° s.owo 60T 6% 6°8 026° 9.0 L°6 6°6 6°6 L3FTRQRas-Jeg
000° LU ¢ 1 S ST S e8Ls szt LSt ver | geer uopavusyTy
110° 0y o1y 0°1Y 0°g¢ nee 12°¢ 1°0% 11y . L°g¢ =e38e-3103
100° €6°9  6%4Z  ¥°1E  €we. {38 16°1 81 - v v, © dam
4 qe3d  6e1'z,  USIY  eIvzepom Moy d qoad 6€LZ, - a&a -u-uo_x! d! se1qviawy
co«uca*o«uhdm T%uoF3usAucy . . ) mo.wu!_«ouuu-m keg
. . . : [
g 3 i

s

uoFIRd}orazey [vuoFIuRAu0) puw Awy £q S3TQUIINA PRIDTOS JO wanEA uvey gy erqeL



: . S 95
. W N

(-
’

Table 6;10. Social and Psychological Variables by Gay Participi;ibn

S . ¥
_ . e ‘ Level of Participation = Significance
.o Variables - . low  Moderate - High x’ Tau ¢

- ~——8ocial Relations . Percentage

, Antlctp.tosvhigb'lcvel of rej?c;iﬁn 76.8 | 49.0 ;33‘3‘. ' +001 000
g ébﬁlj‘np§tvpé§plo dislike gays ' 68.8 1.4  S5.6 228 .100
Feels most would make lMfe difftcult 47.9 42,9  28.6 052,011
Feels many would break off réiathﬁ, ’;5§.3,' 8.8 267 .007  .001

. Hio‘expczgénced high lavels of

1

rejection o ©39.6  40.8 1.1 .003 . .00l
ﬁiah‘on aelf~discioaure ) . N .:33.3 - :40.6.’,v 71.1 ‘.601‘ -000
‘ﬁigh on acceptancé»ofkatqreocjﬁea . 60.4 .:'32}7  -:51.1‘.‘: 021,167 ’
?eelil;;éiefy #q good a;'is - » 62;5f-' ‘56,7." 44.6 .  ;0§4‘ .037 V
' High in gay identification | , | ;;,1' ‘ '49.0 66.7 ,00L - ,000 ‘l;;
Plychoiqgicil aspéc;i A ‘
High in selffc;hceptistdbilify '>"7_ 64.6 55.3“ _ 57.8:_ ,7li> «254
High in aelf-eagegm' ER . RRE 57,1  '1 55.6 ".249. . .087
High fn altenation E 63 . 33.8  489- 228 . 236 o
H13h 1n life satisfactfon ,"L7ib9 ,v a3,7~ ' 80,0 ; 420,195 |
Feels happy sbout life = . 7.0 8l6 84 658 .183 -
Bigh in guilt erlxngs : . 43.8 245  26.2 . .00l 000

Has seen psychtatrist 27.1. 18,4  3L1  .345 . ma.
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N £ . ‘ S %
Table 4,11, _Social and Pa.ychoiéigica; '\rgxi.blg;' by co’nvenu'anq p;rucm:,ion_
chcl of Par:icipauon ‘ signfticanCe
" Variables, A Lov Hodonto High x2  Tau e
‘ Bo;:hl R.hdons:_ - : : ‘Percentage _ K -
‘Anticipates bigh level of rejection 50,0 - 571 - 46.7 . .580  .385
Faals most people dislike gays ' 20.8° 9.4 - 55.6 235 063
Peals most would make 11fe Aimcui: 333 449 378 .9,95 .320
Fecl. many \lcould break’ off nhtions 33.3 ' #4.9 | 46.7 ° .360 .09k.
lln ‘experienced high levels of - : o ‘ E
rejection - . ’ 68.8 46.9 - ~-33.3 .003 .OQO '
High on ‘lqlf-q_l’sc!.‘osur'e : 64,6 \liz'.9 ‘ ,35.5  ‘.01'4: . «002
' 'll_!éh on acceptance of stereotypes - 39.6 5.1 5Ll .36l .29
.‘.'?e'ei's'loclci:} i.;s'goéd a; ip ' 56.3 5'-1..0_ ' 33.3 . <069 " ,014
‘ anycl‘to'lp‘giéal aspects ) ’ 3 _
High 1h self-concept stability L858 5.3 708 .008 001
ni{;hh ulf'-eueen- '.', " _33.’4 . 65,3 | s;_.s' " _.'01‘3' | .037
High in alienation ' - o 60.10 "53;1:_\0 28,9 .007 .000
'utgh 1n 14fe satisfaction | \557 . 83.7 86:.1 o7 009 '
vl?_eels,hva?pyl about life ° . 70.8 ,81 .6 ‘ - | 91.1 .0@5 .007
High fn quile feelings . 39.5 346 23.4 022 044
Has seen psychiatrist 33 2650 178 319 nea
e -}



with conventional as opposed tbnon-conventionai others. : ? s P " :“\w ’Wg g

While it is true that a minimal level | qf outside con’tact,«ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ-

. b?‘f i &Q N L j"
;ociated with lower adjustment, increasing levels ofﬁh contagﬁi. ‘ :
R s
a moderate point does not appear to have an incressingi?apositive”eiiect
! )\m e o

| upon the individual. Iho exceptions to this generai statement are

apparent. Increasing involvement vith gay others is associatdﬁ with
‘greater self-disclosure. Increased openness about oneself muy reflect ;2
“fgreater personal acceptance and thus be seen as a sign of positive o
.‘:adjustment.sl Similarly increased participation with gay others is associ- ,
.ated with;lessened feelings of guilt about one's sexual orientation.f

Figure 4.11 illustrates the relationships among messures of social

iadjustment mentioned earlier and joint levelsxof social participation.

f particular interest are the sub-figures dealing with self-esteem and
self—stability. While the interaction between types of participation does
jnot reach high levels of significance, the data points to’ the fact that
the highest level of self~acceptance and sel£~stabtlity are: to be found
'among individuals who combine high levels of involvement with both con-.

-ventional and non-conventional society.

OVERT REéPmsss ‘TO A MARGINAL SITUATION *

Life vithin a hoatile social environment may have a dehabili-

. AR

tating effect upon the indivdual and his patterns of social relations. g
.'Allport (1954) for example, !uggested that a number of personaiity and -
‘behavior traits ("traits due to victimization") found among minority

“'groupvmembers could be traced to. ‘the cOmmon experience of living in a."

hostile social environment.' Seaman (1958) appiied a simiiar view in

:f'his discussion of intellectuals while Hooker (1956) sought to account

' for behavior among gay people within this trame of reference. It may IR

—
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be at this level of overt dttitudes and reaponses that the experience
&3
of living within a marginal situation may'manifest its most apparent

effects. Somé of ‘these are positive- others reflectglessffavourable forms
of personal and social development. While the discussion which follows
focusea upon negative patterns there 18 evidence that the experience of

x o 1iving: in an ambivalent social situation had directly influenced some
Riindividuals in positive directions. For example, expressionsfof sympathy

T

for others facing oppression_were'ofden related to one's own experience of
suffering, as were statements of increased insight and social awareness,
.and patterns of enhanced striving, for some, within the occupational

sphere. ﬁji} N 3

,,P.‘
More ususal aJe response patterns of a less favorable nature,

2y

‘l";

In his discussion of stigmatized groups, Goffman (1963) suggested that

EY

v‘there exists one identity standard in our society. To the extent t
individuals depart from tﬂis standard they are vulnerable to feelings
of inadquacy; shane, guilt and. other forms of self-hate and devaluation
.lwith consequent effects upon their patterns of social. relationships.
N ~ Self- devaluatidn may take many forms. At its most extreme it
may be d%%ected inward manifesting itself in suicidal acts and in
closely related hut less virulent forms of chronic self destruction
such as alcoholism &nd emotional disturbance (Menninger, 1939). Alcoholism

for example would appear to be especially prevalent among gay people -
e ,

' a reflection not only of attempts to cope with societal induced guilt but

also a consequence of the more mundane fact that the ma jor sociai-recreation

institution within most cOmmunitiesljs the bar, In many cases the bar is

the community.9 -

Extreme forms of personality'disfunction, whether manifest in terms.

,v:

.of alcoholism,“suicide », or other forms, and while traceable in many cases
.-j ’
to the life circumstances of marginal aggrLgates, involve only a small



101

minority of such individoals Mo t~are“less adversely affected. For

the majority of gay people oerhaps the more peersive effects of the
marginal situation are to be seen in. attempts on their part to cope

with an underlying defensiveness or insecurity with respect to their
social status. .Specifically, this can“be seen in things such as a dis-
satisfaction with being gay; in attempts to conceal one's gayness, to
minimize the significaﬁ%e of being g8ay and to separate oneself from all
which might be considereﬂ"disreputable" within the gay community, and,
more subtly and occuring in many forms, with a 5verriding concern to
reassure oneself about the stability and security of one's sociai accept-

~a
ability.

& ' ’ ! /
Table 4, 12provides some evidence of the frequency ‘of socio-psycho-

logical responses to minority status (minofityfrfsponses) founh“in the
ﬁsample under study. Whether or not theseiare excessively frequent is a
‘matter of opinion. It would be the feeling here that they‘reveal a
relatively high degree of defensiveness among gay people with regard to ~
their status, particularly when one considers that the sample under
study is largely composed of individuals relatively highly involved
within gay community 1ife and scoring towards the upper end ony pﬁ/,measures
of social‘and_personal adjustment‘employed. For example ‘less than half
of the sample reject outright the negative stereotypes held of them by the
Larger society. Furthermore, over half are still somewhat’ bothered -
(worried, concerned, guilty)-ahout the fact that they are gay. Con—-
versations with gay.people reveal in'many cases inability to.accept'withoht

reservation and self-devaluation the fact of being gay, often in con-
k!
junction with the recognition that these negative self feeiings stem

¢

from the social context within which the gay person operates for example-

- _ -
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Table 4.12, Socialép-ycholpgical Responsas to Hinority Stnﬁu;

we

Percentage

Rd.ponig ' agree uncertain disagree
Stergotypes . : | -
Sees gays as disturbed ‘ ‘ 38.1 S 14,1 , 47.8
Feels gays are visible : 38.7 .- 6.3 T 54,9
Feels guilty @ . a ‘57'.‘0 _ ‘43.0
j . _ .
Images
Feels trouble caused by minorlty ‘ 69.7 14.8 - . - 15.5
. ‘ , .
Feels gay and straight mot different - 48.6 . 141 '37.5
"Rejects idea gays are s(:per:lor o - 62,0 16.9 21.1
Disassociates with known gays 35.4° 17.6 57.0
Primary bond to social class 51.4 13.4 35.&
Always aware of being gay " 58,5 8.5 33.1,
Denfal | . ‘,

.. Does not wish to be gay o 16.2 - 20,4  63.4
Would giive-up being gay N 19.7 .32.10 47.9 ’
Would live life over not gay S 23.9. o 30.3 , : AS.B’I ‘
Covertness with respect to: - (covert) (moﬂe.ra'tely'open‘) ‘(open)

Family ‘ 59.2 - 20.4 20.4
Friends ' 40.9 23.9 35.2

Employer : . 87.4 ' 4.9 o 7.7
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"You come to hate yourself after a uhile because you can't be yourself
with people around 1 ’ o N | _

While the more direct signs 6? self-devaluation (revealed through
questionnaire responses to items dealing with the acceptance of societal
stereotypes and feel ngs of guilt, as uell as through obserVational data)
seen relatively frequent, these responses do not appear to %e‘transferred
as frequently to a direct denial of one's group memberqhip. Chly a minority
of respondents (19 percent) do not wish- to be: 8ay and close to a majority
of individuals reject the idea that they would give up being gay (if the
’opportunity arose). or 1ive ‘their life over ndt-gay.nlﬂn the other hand,
a large percentage of individuals are highly covert with ‘respect to dis-

closure about their homosexuality. Whether eoncealment of one's homo-

regard to group‘membership or self-preservation is debatable. Undoubtedly
severe negative reactions to disclosure do occur; equaliy apparent is the
fact that. disclosure is not inevitably followed by. hostile reacti'Ons.le
" Field work experience would suggest that in most cases lack of

Self-disclosure is associated with a degree of defensivenss with respec
"to being gay, particularly with regard to disclosure to family and fr; ends.ll‘

Defensiveness 1s also manifest in a number of socialibehaviors and
attitudes, particularly in concerns with presenting a positive image to
the: con;entional world in attempts to deny differences among gay and
'straight, and in a lack of solidarity with other gay people. |

Praser's (1957) description of symbolic status striving among the
black bourgoisie is paralleled in many respects among middle and upper-
middle class g8ay people. The emphasis on clothes, travel, sociability,

and residential arrangements can be seen both as symbolic Status striving

L]

[} R
and as an attempt to construct a conventional facade for public consumption. i



'.among-g : people in the cnmmunity she studied. Humphrey'a (1972)

part 'ipantl . in. tea-roon activities represents a related. form of

designed to cover an unconventional set of sexual activities by

A concern with positive images can also be seen in. the; strong tendency'

to hold a small minority of gay people responsible for the difficulties i
' |

faced by the minority as a whole, the implicit assumption'being made

that only if gay people could "clean up their ect" (and be more like
‘everyone else) most of" their difficulties would disappear, an assuupllon

manifest at times in negative attitudes directed towards those individuals

who ‘most fit social stereotypeshabout homosexuals, particularly with

,_“\\ ’ \

regard to effeminacy. = = ’ /», SN

1

nwbile it is true that the majority does tend to blame the wholea

~
~.

minority and to have tts prejudices reinforced by the actions of the
more disreputable few 1t is surprising to find this attitude S0 common
among respondents. 4 - S S

In regard to differences‘among gay and straight a nnmber of res-
: e Do :
pondents, particularly smong the more educated and successful, expressed

strong antipathy to this idea. -With respect to questionnaire results

&
a majority rejected the idea that differenees exist., A rejection of

differences may simply reflect thepawareness that gay people are like
'anyone else, a claim like Shylock' 8, to ‘a .common hunanity. A less
charitable interpretation would suggest that deniai of difference represents

an attempt to cope with defensiveness about gay status through a minimi-

egation of the importance of that status. Rejection of difference was
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at timee accompanied in the field by objection to the work of activist
*group- (nhovee~ ectivitiee vere ot'ten seen ae irrelev:nt or. unueceuary)

‘ and oppoeition to whet were perceived u their goale aud tactics (the , ‘. '
later being perceivedu somewhet unreepectable) .as well as by a low

rs' \
4

degree of empethy for the plight of o)er 3ey people ceugbt within
[

e %

'vopprenive practi'see of the lerggr society (tbeir own fault). '

' Al one respondent euggeeted . PR
. What they (activiet groups) try ‘to do 1s meke people come
3 - out ‘and be a minority. - They want enough out so they are @
‘minority and so they can put pressure on Gthers, I'm not
a minority. "I'm: a- member of the majority -'a human being.
. How many peOple are discriminated -against. There's the rac-
" ing steward in Toronto (reference ‘to John.Damien) - one gay i
~in Toronto.. A woman gets fired for not putting it out with .
_her boss. - That's discrimination. Lots of things are dis-
: crimination..,.; Look to end all . diecriminatiom Sure, but
not by setting yourself up as a minority. Setting yourn\;
apart from othere. ‘
s . I
While many - gays may hesitate to set thmelves apart from othere

this hesitation eometimee disappear: wben confronted with other gay people. |

" For the sample as a vhole more than half expreas greater cloeeness on
social claas aﬁ opposed to. sexual lins althoush a simble minority

feel a greater senae of essociation with other 8ay people irreepective ‘
of claas. A gimflar minority expr\u reluctance to aesociate with known
gay people. What is dialiked in oneself becomew painf‘ul when

.
"revealed in others making group aoli\.darity somevhat. tenuous.

BER]

The relative abeence of solidarity ie reflected in many aspects

» of gay connmnity 11ife, for example, in the tendency to blame a small

rir .

'_ minority for the social reputation of the minority as a whole, the .' ‘

‘hostility and contempt directed towards those departing mos t from con- -

< . . >

! , S I . g
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.___'orgsniesticms,;2 and in a 3enere1 iosbility o£

"schieve couson goels. A recent bit of grsfitti sum\ed ; - _his tendency

by’ snggsstins thst et elldat. gay people 1in the wo! ld got together
‘v and. g,;lsnned to go to the grocery store, fonr of thsn might show up.".‘
ES The dets uould suggest thst the sxperience of living uithin a |
msrginsl situstion.msnifests itself in 'S nunber of umy? in the behavior v~‘e
i‘?f gay people. Survey dste hes pointed to the existence of responses

..S,

indicative of a degree of defensiveness on the pett of the ssmpls in
question.. ‘An exemination of-the frequsncy of such responses among in-
\,dividuals differentially involved with gay and conventional society '
v'(Tables 4.13 and 4.14) does not reveal a etrikingly‘consistent pattern.
g In general however such responses are less frequent among individuals :
" more involve;.;itnw;sy others, and more frequent among individusls high
- in conventional involvement. A consideration of minority responses
| by joint levels of associetion with gay and conventional others suggests ,
i that such responses are consistently lowest amOng individusls high in ,"‘
: participation with both types of others. |
Turning‘for a moment to the gay cOmmunity as a uhole, it can be
tentatively suggested that the social situation feced‘by gay people 3ives
ise, in many, to a degree of defensiveness and insecurity. The generai
response on the part of gay people to such 8 situation has been to turn |
" to individualistic solutions or activities designed ‘to provide the indi-
vidual with reassurance that all is weil. Hhile these may take a number

A -
i

of specific forms depending.ln socioﬁ conomic status age, the individuars l
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 ‘unique blogribhy or other cause, they 1nvolvo-in'pnitbh één;afn with
- -the.presentation and maintenance of conventional facades,.an emphasis
on symbolic forms of status strivinj, and/or an opposition to and orf

avoidance of activities which might 'rock the boat" or would call in .

to qﬁescton individuals 6un safe hnd,seCuke soéialvpoaitions. The
. ' —— .

gajotlty of-gay pepble.hgva tespondéd to being in a ﬁarginal aituation,'
until r?iatngly teéinﬁiy, by attempting to biend as‘inconspicuously

Aas possibfg into the fabric of the larger sbciety - they have sought re-
assurance and refuge from the.vi§situd§; of ‘a potentially threatening
environment by seeking to convince thémselves that they were jusﬁ like

everyone else - a pfoceié Qccomplished in part By‘being more like eve:yoné

*

else.



Chapter :4 Footnotes

1.'

3.

‘.14'

“50

In addition nineteen completed returns were received frou gay females

‘and twelve from males who classified themselves as bisexual. On

the basis of field work it is believed that a.large number of those

who' described themselves as bisexual were primarily oriented to a gay

l1ife style. Since the aim of this work was to examine responses

to occupancy of an inconsistent status set these individuals were

not included in the sample as their act of self-definition (as
bisexual) removed them £rom an inconsietent situation, regardless
of their behavior. : o : . :

While 20 males indicated memberehip in GATB this number exceeds the
official paid membership total at the ‘time of the study, and would °

-appear to include paid up members, last years members ‘who had not

yet renewed their membership, and individtals whose involvement

~qualified them as members, in their own eyes. The discrepancy arises

in that the year-end for membershipe expired shortly prior to data
gathering; given the somewhat amorphous nature of most 3ay liberation
groups it is relatively uniﬂportant. S -

-The degree to which dis-ease evident among members 1s a consequence -

of present activities or a reflectfon of previously existing and as

yet unresolved personal problems. is.impossible to determine), A
surprisingly high number of member”qb~uld appear to have had life
careers ‘marked by interpersonal difficult’;a ‘of various forms. Whether’
this represents & real difference -in lifeftroubles or rather a greater
honesty is once again difficult to determine, although my preference

is towards the former interpretation. Without wanting to give the
impression that activist/community. service organizations are peopled

" by "migfits" one has to recognize that activism-community service work'
" tends to attract two types of people, those who recognize a need and

work to fill it, and those who find in such organizetions an atmosphere
more tolerant of their personal idiocyncracies than aVailable else- '
where in the.community. , . : :

A measure of occupational prestige was. obtained by coding respondents?

 occupations .according to the rating scale developed by Pineo and Porter

(1967). . Unfortunately, this data proved somewhat inadequate, in that
many answers were either too vague for reliable classification or were_
missing altogether. Consequently socio-economic status was estimated

by summation of income and education levels.

.A detailed analysis of gay baths and their role in the community has yet
" td be done. With the exception of récent work by Weinberg ard Williams

(1975) much of the existing information {is largely anecdotal and in-
fluenced by the writerd attitudes towards- the ‘sexual component of these
fnstitutions. - While such settings provide opportunity for impersonal
sexual gratification, to focus only on their sexual role ignores their
other '"community-centre-like" functions. In additfion, while sexual

- encounters witliin the baths may occur between individuals of recent:
- acquaintanceship (1if 1t can be called that) whose relationship may be -

of a somewhat' limited duration, it does not necessarily follow that such

' encounters are best characterized by the term "impersonal"

e S T
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While a detailed discussion of the batﬁs‘is‘beyde.chetscOpe of this’

.3.paper,-£t should be nb;ed“thut*anyTsuéh:discﬂablod'shbuldffbcus on
~the social role of the baths, in addition to their sexual -one, and

. .males within a context removed from the evaluative preconceptions and

6.

should be prepared.to place the nature of sexual activity among gay

limitations of‘¢onvgnt16nal‘perspactives. L

|
N

identification with the larger conventional society was operationalized
in two ways. The first, reported in the text, measures the éxtent to which
the minority group member continues to.view people like him from the per- -
spectives - with the stereotypes -ﬂof-the_dominant group, and is directly
related to MPC. The second, (Comrey, 1972) provide's a measure of general
acceptance of society as it is. While it could .be assumed that increasing
acceptance of what has been called a homophobic society should, for the
8ay:person, be associated with increased turmoil and inner conflict, such

does not seem to be the case totally.  As figure &4.12 indicates both low

- and high ‘levels of acceptance are associated with low levelstof MPC.

Figures 4.13 and 4.14 outline the relationship between acceptance of

- conventional society and gay identification and perceived barriers, -

~ respectively, o

7.

¢

For éxample; 6f the'f1veUitéms ¢ombriéihg?the measure éf'alienaqion, )
fpur.reveal.significanc differences by level of amsociation with conven-

gay others (Table 4.1%5). S S .
) . ‘ W

‘tional others, but none are significantly affected by association with

Correlations beu&een“diéélospré and mgasureé'of adjustment reveal a small, R

- but consistently positive aébociation"between:thesé measures.

9.

‘ations have_récogni:ed‘the,seriousﬁess of alcohol related di

Warren (1974) provides a good- discussion of the role of alcohol in both
private and public forms of gay sociability, Most gay;mmungy organiz-

' iculties o
among :gay people and many have started or are in the process of establi-
shing both alternative contexts for soclalizing and self-help programs,

" often . in conjunction with local AA groups.. -

An dnpuﬁtishgd:Vaﬁcouvérvatudy (Tbbaéﬁao;,1976)T§uggésts'thAé‘dthér7foﬁis

of drug use are also prevalent among gay-populations. My own observations

_ would lead to the feeling that frequency of use.does fiot differ consider-

10.

I

ably from equivalent (age, soclo-economic Sta;us)'gro&pkvwithin conven- -
tional society. While evidence is alight.itﬂdbuld‘appear.that suicide ,
may be.more prevalent among gay people, a réfléection perhaps of the greater

personal isolation and social and spatial mobility among gay people. E

Of t56§e7respondéht§ whbbe‘signifiéanﬁ‘bthétS'definitelylkﬁov about che.‘

subjects’ sexual preferences, the great majority reported highly accept-

.-ing redctions. Those whose significant others did mot know anticipated -
-~ a lower dég:ee-of‘écceptapce. Unfortunately there is no way of knowing
- the degree to which respondents have accurately read the potential reactions

of -these others. ‘The. degree of discrepancy between the two groups would.

'suggest that there does exist an over estimation of negative reactions i..a‘-‘

on ‘the part of some indiyidualg'(seeﬁThb1e 4;1GD,
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Table 4.15. Mean Level of Alienation by Gay and Conventional Patticlpatién

= o ‘
Gay ' Conventional
T7p° of . Participatio 31 '
. L n 8 Participation Sig

Alienation L. ﬁp “.. _139 L. M. . H. 2 139
Powerlea-ness 2.9 2.7 3.0 n.s. 2.9 3.0 2.7 n.s.
Social o P o

estrlngment 3-10 3-2 3.2 N.8e 3.5 3.3 2.8 0012 . ‘{L’
Hﬁaninslenanss 2.4 2.5 2.3 ..n.s. 2.6, 2.5 2.1 .012
Alienated from ) '

wark ST 261 2.2 2.4 n.s. 2.6 . 2.2 1.9 . - 012
Cultufally . . '

estranged 2.9 2.8 2.8 n.s. 2.8 3.1 2.5 .058
Ai}enacioﬂ . . . '
, (total scale) 13.8 13.4 13.5 n.s. 14.4 14,1 12.1 ".001

T

Table 4.16. Actval and Anticipated Reactions of Significant Othets to
: Knowledge of Respondents® Sexual Orientation

) Percent
. ) Percent Percent Anticipated to
Others - Knowing* Accepting®*  be Aécepting
Mother (133)#+* - " 50.6 66,7 . 354
Father (120) © 28.3 70.6 29,0
Brother (100) 39,0 82.1 . 39.3
Sister (109) - 37.6 8.5 . , shb
Best friend - same N e .
sex (122) ' 50.8 90.3 - ) 63.3
. . i »
' Best friend - . ’ . . ! .
opposite sex (121) ) 52.9 90.6 . . 64,9
Employer (113) 10.6 83.3 . 30.7
Work associates (112)- 1.6 692 20.2

* Includes only those who defin!tel know. )

**  Includes only those who were totally understanding and accepting.
Those otherswho were "tolerant" were classified as non-accepting.

**% Number of cases.
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'1l.  Most gay activist groups advocate a policy of openness on the
rationale that being gay is nothing to be ashamed of and there-
fore -should be shared, as any other fact, with one's significant
others. While agreeing with this position, it should be recog-

" nized that for many people’in‘our‘society homosexuality is not
Just another fact about the person but is the person and thus is
often the basis for very hostile reactions. Thus in some cases
even the most self-accepting may find it prudent to be discreet.

12." .The number of individuals so involved is probably much less than

' 1 percent of the total population. In attempting to understand
this low level of involvment one must give due regard to the level
of social oppression existing within society, For example, followzﬂ
ing a successful CBC news report on GATE and its activities and
a favorable newspaper article at least two telephone calls were
received by the organization from gay. people who objected to the
publicity. One expressed the thought that 1ife was easier if gay
People remained totally invisible.

Equally, 1f not more important is the fact that many individuals
do not feel socially oppressed or personally troubled as. a consequence
of being gay and thus cannot see either the need for or value of
collgctive action designed to improve the lot of the homosexual, ‘
Additionally it must also be recognized that.actiyist organizations,
perhaps more so than other formal associations, fulfill important
expressive needs for ‘their members. To the .extent that most peoplé
have been able to find adequate companionship through private in-

itiative a strong motivator of activist involvement is lost.

Credit for the lack of support within the larger community for
activist groups must also g0 to these organizations themselves.

They have sometimes been remiss in working to overcome the socio-
economic and age barriers which separate them from many others and

in attempting to explain the misconceptions which exist within the
larger community with regard to their activities,  Their members

are often insensitive to the needs and accomplisAMents of the 'average!
tommunity member, and tend to -approach many matters rigidly and with
an air of moral superifority. That said, they ate often the best,

if not the only, support available to many gay people in times of

1

trouble. ¢
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COPING JITH MARGINAL SITUATIONS
\ . A

This chapter will draw together and account for some of‘theﬁfindings
previously presented in the light of available knowledge‘about,the Edmonton
gay community oand ;ay compunities in general. Attention.will oe‘focused
on the role of involvement with gay and conventional others in influenc-
ing successful adaptation to, marginal situations, with special emphasis on the

gay community and the development of that community ‘in.relation to the ) e

-

.marginal situation facing gay people..

*

PSYCHOLOGICAL MARGINALITY

| The data support the. general theoretical stance outlined in the.
literature on psychological marginality. For individuals occupying a
| marginal soecial position, the degree to which they display evidénce of
sychic dis-ease is,directly'related to their experiencev(and antici-
pation) of barriers to full acceptance and participation in the life of
the society as a whole, and to their continued acceptance of. societal
stereotypes about 'people like them' Most psychologically marginal are
" ‘those individuals high in both the experience of barriers (or their
anticipation) and the acceptanca_of societal views about their devalued
- status (Figure 4.5). |
-Additionally, an examination of MPC in relationship to social in-
volvement with gay and conventional society reveals a signifiCant association
between patterns of participation and psychological marginality. Both
types of participation are related to a reduced level of MPC with the

;stronger and more consistent association present in the case of conventional
|
{.

participation. Least marginal were those individuals most highly involved

116
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with boch social orders (Figure 4 8).

The measures utilieed here reveal no interaction between identifi-
cation with gay and eonventionel society.end>the appearance of psychologicai
marginality. This suggests that the role of culcuraliy conflicting eienenCs
is less significant in‘the appearance ofCHPC at least for a sample of-gey ‘
reepondents, than the overt ‘signs of rejection from the latger aociety.,

The experience of psychoiogicel marginality would appeer to be part
of a general conscellation of craite indicacing lowered personel and
‘ social adjustment. Signs of MPC are aseociated with ipwered self-esteem,
decreased‘eelf-etéeility,fhiéhervlevels of‘guilrjand alienation, and
lower levels of life-satisfaction; | ‘ . N

~ These findings are;ef interest'ingthat,theyzdemonsrrete that the’
.eituation faqing eﬁebéay person can be euccessfuily cbneeptualized in ‘i ?
terms of wnr?inal men.theery gne thar~the procesees-applicable to‘otherl
. marginal-siteetibne are also"te be found eperaring in the case of gay» ~
people. The data support the idea that gay pebple should be considered
from within the same perspectives as . are applied to other disadvantaged;
groups. While th_e criterion for. the _social disenfranchieement ef gay h ‘
people differe from chac’ofiotner.grogps, this faet‘does net;negate‘che‘.;; ‘
'operation‘of similar nreeesees oE~becieteJ reqction;endltespensea"While‘
a-uni{ue mineriti in some resbeccs,.gayvpeeple”confront similar pressures

and respond in ways conparable tooother‘marginal aggregatee. :

i

The potential practical significance of the above findings is

limited by at'leestrtwo factors. The'first lbnitations is suggestedJ



The findings of the present study do not support this view. Thie ie

118 .

.

by an awareness thet while the psychologicel concomitantetof merginel

eituations follow hypotheaized patterns, most individueie in this
sample and in other marginal aggregetes, do not appear to be perticularly
troubled or perturbed by their eituetion - at least ip terms of psycho-
logical reoponaee. Host reepondentl appear to be individuele of average
or above average levele of adjustnent as tevee}ed by their scores on

5 A

measures of HPC self-eeteem, eelf-ltebility, alienation and life-

satisfaction. Approximately 80 percent of the eample reported themselves
!

to be at lea:t moderately happy and satiefied with the wey ‘their life

is going.c Similarly, in terms of. the conventional criteria of education,‘

occupation, and income, by which people are ranked in our Society, the

reepondents fare quite well.
A number of years ego Cory wrote that o T S
| a person capnot live in an atmosphere of universal”’

tejection, of widespread pretence, of a society ‘that
outiiis and banishes his activites and desires, or
a8 al world that jokes and sneefrs at every turn -

without a fundamental influence on his petsonelity

(Cory, 1951:12). .

perhaps less a limitation and more an encoutagement to explore the

circumstances under uhich individuals cope with difficult situations .

“and manage to find pereonal and social eatiefactions in the face of

'hostile environments.

A second limitation arisea from the question of the relative

.'importance of psydhological marginality in terms of the possible conse-

.

quences, of marginal situations. One recalls for inetance Dickie~Clark's

.(1966b) suggestion that marginal situations may have their moet visible

'effects not ‘at the’ psychological level, but in terms of more overt

-~ ¢

- - »
e - A yﬁv

.



119

behavioral and sttitudinsl responses. For example in chapter 3 it

was suggested that many gay- people experience a degree of unease and

I3

‘defensiveness arising from societal evaluation of homosexuality.
-Atteupts to cope with this ambivalence can take a variety of forms,
including a concern with msintaining a positive image before the world.
One of the features apparent within the Edmonton _gay conmunity,
and others, 1is a fairly consistent rejection of and hostile or dis-
| peraging attitude towards those gay peopie who display and/or engage

1

. in stereotypic “gay behaviors.? These attitudes uould appear to be part

- « -

‘of a lsrger set of responses stressing respectability and conventional-
ity., Faced with an ambiguous social situation it uould appear that

many gay people have sought to reassure themselves and consolidate their

- — e

own social status ‘through acquiring the attitudinal and physical

7.

accoutrements of middle class conventionality, and as a consequence
tend to r!act negatively to anything which would threaten, even. in-.
directly, their own position - one of which is stereotypic gay people.
‘ A concern with maintaining a positive image may involve both put-
downs of those individuais whose presence brings discredit upon the
ikgroup (as vieved from the perspective of " the dominant social group)
-and attempts to separate oneself from them, as well as attempts to

1

present ‘oneself in ways deemed acceptable according to the values of

v
the dowinant groups. This can include,.in part the acquisition of

-

_ material objects - clothes,fiiving arrangements - designed to represent
ones' social and personal well being and acceptability - a process which
: slides imperceptibly into the area of - symbolic status striving. Any

suggestion that gay peop1e<are particularly prone to the acquisition of
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objects or experiences for status ss opposed to: intrinsic purposes must be
tenpered with the realization that Fost gays tend to have a larger disposable
income than their more fsmilially comitted counterparts. ) On the other hand it
-

;must also be recognised that the nature of gay society, removed as it is from -
the nore conventional structures and modes of evaluation, places a greater

By
"stages of cOntact.

premium upon visible signs in judging personal worth at least in the initial

o S y

; An area of 3reat importance to individuals and one in which the in- L' '

-

fluences of occupancy of a marginal sitUation may also be apparent, at

other than the level of personafity conflict 3s that of occupation. S
\\ &

While most writers recognize that gay people are distributed through-'

?out the occmpational hierarchy there exists A tendency to assume a dis-
- p .
" proportional concentration within certain status levels, and within certain

| occupationel groupings that is, within lowor*socio-economic levels and

within service (haindresser, waiter, orderly)andlor artistic categories,

.
I

‘(dance and interior design). Humphreys wr%tes:

My own research indicates that a disproportionslly |
high number of male homosexuals find employment as
‘hospital orderlies, and. technicians, travelling -
salesmen, retail sales clerks, short order codks #
’ -and waiters (Humphreys, 1972 34),.~D., B

&

Greenfield et. al (1972 26-27) echo a similar theme in their dis=

' cussion of restrictive discrimination. These patterns, to the degree they

 are correct, can be seen as reflectins ‘both a movement of the discriminated

into categories in which personal biographiesnare less impﬁrtant as well as
‘ the turning of individuals towards choices which they feel are suitable for

'3ay people. That is biased occupational distributions may reflect both

\

responqes ‘to discriminatory treatment As well as, anticipatory avoidance
| & .

of disctimination by movement into occupations deemed more tolerant or
accepting. \b -
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’Wﬂ Sulliven (1976), on the other hand “in an examination of career
patterns among goy people points to the temporal priority of occupation--
al choice and’ the mininal influence of sexuel prefetences upon this
choice, as well as ao etrong evidence of upumrd mobility among many of
phis respondents. AIn only a uinority of cesee wes being 3ay seen toggave
‘influenced oceupstional choite ‘through a push towarde stereotypic
occupetione end an avoidance of fields deemed more oppressive of gay
people, particulerly in their demand for traditionel masculine role
“ pleying. R o | ‘. | | E |
Availeble information on tbe relationship between careers ‘and
.:sexuel orientetion is scant end largely suggestive rather than definitive.
Hhile agreeing with Humphreys thst relatively few -8ay people are able to
‘find emplqyment free from the menece that their sexusl lives might be
.fexposed it does not neceessrily follow that they are "forced to make'

C.a living in jobs that cerry rather low prestige security, and rewards.".l
One euggestion es to possible relationships would be to say that while_‘
being gay does not drastically affect choice of occupation at higher -
| socio-economic levele it does influence patterns of choice at louer o
levels, this pattern being revealled in .an over representation of gay

‘ people in the categoriea mentioned hy Humphreys as opposed to others at
a: einilar socio-economic level. It cen aleo be suggested that individuals

| who“ﬁecome aware of their sexual orientation et an early age are more. ) ‘
.sueceptible to etereotypic influences wbich exiet relating homosexuality '7’
and occupational choice. In so: far as they are less likely to have '
committed the-eelves to alternative occupatlons prior to coming out

~their range of elternativee may be more- constrained by the activities of

ny

‘more visible menbere of the gay community. ‘3 - _:j',;



‘l22
- Eu.nlleee 1s known of the relationship between career patterns and
' sexual ortdntation.? On one hand the relativé absence of alternative com-
mitments could eneble more energy to be directed to‘the.tssk at hend'ss
well al reducing tiee which might bind individuels to distesteful job
situations. On the other. hand enxiety ebout exposure of one'l homo -
.sexuality may be reflected in an increased avoidance of controversial
issues and positions. "At best one cen say only thet the potentielities
for problems within the occupetionel sphere ere emong the more immedietely
felt concerns facing gey people - goncerns which stem directly fron the

A

experience of living in a marginel situetion.v

While psychological responses to marginel situations are importent
it must be kept in mind that they are, only one aspect of the totsl picture
‘and one must also be aware that marginal situations also make theit effects
-felt on a more overt behavioral level.' A focus only on psychological
'marginality runs the risk of ignoring the more general edaptive response

»

individuals make in thelr efforts to cope with difficult situetions.‘

CUPTNG mmm«;mu SITUATIONS .'
Rejecting the Situation |

The most effective manner fn which individuale cope with the
| embiguities and conflicts raised by a gey identity is through failure
.to ecquire the identity in the first place. Unlike other devalued
statuses:in which the being is inseparable fram the doing a distinction
can be made between the prectice of homosexual acts and the possession‘bf\\
homosexual or gay identity. Hnmosexuality refers to a situated “
{factivity. being ‘gay -to a trans.situacional identitx.As long as the

individual is able to seperate the two he is able to engage in the;,

"practice without encountering the difficulties associated with the identity.
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Such a course is not available to other marginal aggregates, For example,

a Japanese-Canadian renains of Japanese ancestry whether he does anything
: uqapanese" or not. | _ ‘ | . |
One Way'in which individuals are able to nave'the practise without

the identity is to claim an alternative identity, for example, bisexual
inatead of gay. Whether there‘actually‘is‘something in reality which
constitutea ‘a bisexual‘(on” hendsexual o:-heterosexual for that matter)
1s ‘a debatable point. that'ia not debatable'is'the faet that this category
exists and is used by.individuals to provide acceptable acco%nts 4 of their
behavior. Such antactic would appear to be successful.} Neinberg and
Wi1liams (1974:207-215) report that {ndividuals so\classified do not
‘report greater psychplogical difficulties than individuals who see them- _
selves as gay. While the number of bisexual respondents in this study
was small (N“lz) thesé individuals did not appear to differ from the
"gay males in psychological adjustment.
.In addition to identity substitution there exist a number‘of other
' de&iees by which individuala may‘justify_or excuse sexual aetivities_with
members of‘the same'sex*so that these-prac:iéesfnay continue without the
individual being forced to- acquire a gay or homosexual identity (See
- for example Humphreys 1970). The list of such devices or rationalizations »
is perhaps limited~on1y by the imagination of those involved. common ’
tactics include limiting sexual activity to a few forms or practises
.of a 'masculine nature!,’ defining the activity as a ‘temporary phase prior
-r‘to ﬁrving to a more permanent heterosexual life-style and justifying the

Aact in terms of the qualities of the partner (a favor to a special friend)
or in terms of .ones own needs or states (highly sexed " the '“Ch was . I

~Drunk Last Night" syndrome). Hhile-of-varied nature they have in common

the. fact that they enaﬁle the indiVidual'to engage in'homosexual practiSes
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" without assumihg'a:géy'16en£1£y;“4'T
The examination of these practises was not a part of this study L

and people who employed them did not usually ‘come to the attention of fﬁﬁf

;‘this researchet!' They are P interest hpwever, because individuals who '

| now classify themselves as gay reported ‘use of such justificatioua in

" the early stages ‘of their involvement in homosexual acttvities. Itguould

_ appsar that the breakdown of acceptable‘accounts forces the individual,'
either to give up his homosexualactivitiesor to acquire a_ homosexual

) identity. Those who follow the second path find themselves in the |

socfal aituation described by Cory earlier. Host,xhonever, appear to .,

cope'yith it quite well,

- Patterns of Social-involvement'
Upon awareness of his hOmosexuality the individual is faced with

two facts. one, that he is homosexual and two, that homosexuals are.

s . 13
-

"sick perverted and degenerate individuals condemned to a life of
loneliness despair and misery" (with perhaps visions of _eternal damnation :.
added for those raised within one of the more bible-based persuasions). |
Successful adaptation to a homosexual identity would appear to require
: at the minimum a neutralization of negative societal views and a cognitive
-reordering of what it means to. be homosexual (Dank, 1971). Additionally, _,"
the individual must ensure the continued satisfaction of wants and needs
.‘ /he has come to VaIue through his socialization within a heterosexual <
" soclety. - | | " |
| A major factor in mketing these requirements and - thus, in .the

successful handling of a difficult situation,s is the pattern of social

- relationships established by the individual with his significant others, |
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v-both gay and straight. The data euggeat that the higher levela of ad-(

“ Justment are aseociated with increaeed participation with say and conven-
tional otherl with the higheet levele found among those individuals who ‘f/./
combine at least a moderate degree d.inwlvuent with 8ay othere while o

. U
' retaining a moderate to high degree of involvement with conventional

inatitutionﬁﬁandotherh(?igure 4. 8). N L e | o |

"While theee resulta support the often impreleioniatic writingl v,",;"
. of those who - argue for the supporttve effects of participation withiu B
a gay subculture, a uord o£<caution i& in order.. Taken by themselves :f - o
degrees of involvement with ga;\others are lesa consietently aeéociated o | |
-with personal and aocial adjustment than involvement in conventional
social atructures.) Beyond some moderate leveL\increasing gay involvemedt -
‘pwould appear to have little effect in promoting further adjustment. s -
‘For the: range of reaponsee feported here such does not seem to be the‘_

N

case for\conventional forms of involvemenb. o _'-7 “}'i ) _\\\

These Eindinge reflect the influence of. certain~confbunding\:i
'evariables and the differing roles played by types of participation i.w,,v\\g\f
‘v_in the promotion of eocial and personal adjustment. One of the variables ‘
.influencing resulte is aocio-economic status, which is directly associated.;

' with both adjustment and particibation vith _conve tionel othera, while
bearing an inverae relationahip to levels of gay i ’olvement. Analysiav.u
'of varience, with socio-economic status as a covariate, reduces somewhat
increaeing the relationship between adjustment and gay involvement. In
all cases, however, the relationship betyeen-adjustment and conventionel

/N

participation is at a higher level of significance than the equivaleﬁt

‘ d‘hstment/gay involvement relationship. -f.i, o ";_1 . A?_;'f .
; o . . '. RN . 3 oot
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This is-not to deny the importance of close ties with devalued

| others. The role of these ties however, in promoting a successful life
: adaptation differs £rom that of ties to conventional institutions and
: others. Coping adequately with a gay identity requires first a neutral-
ization of negative societal views and a cognitivexfeordering of what it
",' means to be gay, and secondly a continued provision of reinforcements the |
.’, individual has come to value in the process of growins ups. The Eormer 4
lﬁ would eppear to be availible only through the intervention of gay others..
the latter,‘given the institutionally incomplete nature of gay conmunity o
&life, is most readily and abundantly accessible.from conventional sources..
- f‘¢ An analysis of involvement with gay and conventional others suggests
that gay invqlvement is conducive to. adjustment in that it functions to
-i, reduce the individuals unrealistic fears associated with difficulties en-
countered in being gay and to provide him with a cognitive re-orientation_
as to‘the meaning of being gay including an increased acceptance of a gay :
identity. The data indicate that involvement with gay others leads to a
reduction in the degree of negative societal reaction anticipatep frqm.vv}
r conventional others. Through increased contsct with those whOvhandle gay o
| identities without difficulty the individual is able to replace the |
‘stereotype of -a monolithc rejecting het/rosexual world with a more real-

istic appraisal of possible reactions from conventional others (Kitsuse,

1952) a finding parallel to that reported by Heinberg and Hilliam (1974 198-‘}

199). In so far as anticipated rejection is associated with maladjustment lf

(specifically MPC), increased involvement leads to an increase in personal

oy

adjustment.vu S

Secondlx, and equaIly important increased involvement with gay others

is associated with a redefinition of what it.means to be gay, in terms othern

a
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than those provided by societal stereotypes and an increased acceptance

o

of one's identity as gAY . vhich in turn is reflected in increased ad-
’ ,justment and life satisfaction 6 As Pigure 5.1 indicates it is not
participation with gey others iteelf vhich influences adjustment (in

7this case HPC) but rether the individuals acceptance of and commitment

to ‘a gay identity

_ A model of the interreletionships among forms of social partici-
'pation‘and one indicetor of edjustment,lthe degree to uhich indiyiduals -
..display signs of MPQ.is presented in Figure 5 2. The numbers on{the . |
figure represent standardized path coefficients.:~The data suggest -

: that while involvement with gay others is- not directly associated with
addustment it is indirectly related through‘its ability to reduce feel-
ings of anticipated rejection and to increaﬁe individuals' acceptance of a
"gay identity.. A moderate amount of social involvement is sufficient to

~accomp1ish this goal. Increased involvement, to the extent that it interp.

, fers with conventional patticipation may have a detrimental effect upon

v

@
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adjustment. Additionally, high levels of participation witH gay others
increase the possibilicy that individuals wiil éncounter greater rejection
from the larger society, a factor related to lowered adjustmeht.

Involvement with conventional others is more directly related to
overall adjustment than is 8ay participation. There exists g direct
relationship between adjuatment and participation with conventional
others, a relationship which persists when controls for possible inter-
vening variables, for example, experienced rejection aaﬂ commitment to a
3av identity, are applied. This is not to_say that Participation per se
causes 8reate adjustment. Rather, participation with conventional
‘others provides the indivdual with' satisfactions unavailable elsewhere
which, in turn, results in greater adjustment, While the gay community
may be able to meet many of its members' soeiability needs it {is unable -
- to fulfill many of the other goals sought by people in our society -
most notably economic security, but also satisfact1ons arising from
participation within familial settings religious associations and -
oth@r conventiOnal inst!tutions. ‘

Until such ﬁ?me as gay peOple elther reject the 1mportance of o
these needs in their léyes, an unlikely possibility for most given
. their early socialization within conventional society, ahd/or develop
comparable institutions towmeet these needs within the gay community,
successful adaptation to gay status would appear neceSSarily based
upon moderate to~high levels of involvement with conventional society -

with the most successful adjustment being sean in those individuals who -

also maintain moderate to high degrees of involvement with gay others.

'THE GAY commmITY ' W - S

‘While confirming the supportive nature of involvement with gav‘

»
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others, the results contradict somewhat original expectations; in that

involvement with conventional others is‘more‘strongly and consistently

L3
-~

associated with successful adaptation to marginal status than 1s sub-
cultural involvement. It has been suggested that one explanation for .
this'phenomenon'nes in the differing roles played by each type of in-
volvement namely, that gay involvement provides the individual with
cognitive rationalizations of his situation and fulfills many of his
'sociability needs while other forms of participation lead to the
satisfaction of other Wants .and needs conducive to succeszul ‘ad justment,
The limited influence of social involvement with other - gay people re-
flects in part the incomplete nature of gay community institutions.
Despite their numbers gay people have been unable to create a multi~
dimensional’ community structure to meet the requirements of their
particular socilal situation.v -

DA number of gay spokesmen. have even suggested that a gay community
does not exist, using as: evidence the ‘lack of cohesive social or psycho-“-
. logical ties uniting gay people, the existence of mutually exclusive and :
»opposing fattions within the gay constituency and variatiOns in normative
and socio-cultural standards found among gay peopie. The existence of
community is both a matter of degree and a product of definitions ‘used.

-
\

Critical commentaries on the nature of gay worlds often tell.more about
&

the images people hold for community than of the community itself.10

What is clear from these comments i{s not that the gay community does not
exist but rathe as presently constituted it does not meet the expecta- '

tions and desires of many of its members.

-~

The following pages briefly explore factors which contribute to the )

institutionaily incomplete nature of gay communities. The level of"A
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community development reflects influences of the overall marginal

_ situation., Additionally, the state of the community exists das a major
factor facing individuals as they move into gay‘worlds and continue

" their gay careers.11 Both peints suggest the importance of looking
‘at gay communities more closely., The intent here is not .to argue

either for or against the .existing state of affairs but rather to

suggest how this situation has arisen.

Factors Affecting Gay éomnunity Developmentl‘

A segment of the population will usually deveIOp institutional
arrangements to satisfy needs unable to bé met within the larger society,
- either because such needs are unique to the group in question for example,
the desire to Preserve a distinctive cultural heritage or as a con-
lsequence of’ the exclusion of group members from‘participation in exist-
ing structures. Such a development i3 less advanced in the case of gay
people than:among other marginal aggregates.‘ In general development of
the gay conmunity has been hindered by two factors the nature of the. -
barriers facing gay people and the format of their early socialization
experiences.;

. A significant feature affecting the gay coumunity has been the
nature of the sanctions gay people confront, As stated in Chapter 3 these
are relatively severe and wide ranging in theory, while easily transcended
in practice. As long as individuals restrict the manifestations of ‘a gay
identity to the demi-world of bars baths, and private settings they run
"little risk of endangering their position within conventional society,

Our society would appear fairly tolerant of departure from normative standards,

provided that departure is handled in ways whieh do not question the legiti-
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macy of the norms involved a fact not restricted'to homosexuality but
applicable as well to -other fomms of rule violation (Simmons, 1969).

It is only when individuals move beyond the point of self imposed
discretion and toward$ attempts to end ‘the separation of gay and straight :
worlds that they run the risk of increased public reaction. The'motivation

herefore, to work for public change or elaboration of gay institutions 80
as to meet difficulties gay people encounter is largely lacking, particularly
among those individuals most equipped through education or social position
to offer such assistance. Thus, it can be said that the nature of the
‘barriers confronting gay people acts as a major force contributiﬂg to the
structurally underdeveloped nature of the gay community. ' é )

| Another factor influencing the existing shape of gay society lies inJ_
gay peoples' early life socialization, an experience which reduces the scope
of group-Specific needs, limits the awareness of possibilities for -an alter- _
native cultural identity, and provides them with cultural scripts and ‘models
whic; are inappropriate to their situation e |

Unlike many other marginal aggregates gay people do not. grow up-
within a gay cultural environment. Ratheq the potential gay'Person is
raised within' the conventional socliety, His attitudes‘ desires, goals,
v-preferences, and prejudices reflect the influence of" his particular socio-v
"economic or ethnic heterosexual milieu, Therefore, the homosexual is first

foremost and most importantly, a heterosexual who happens to attain sig-
nificant social and sexual satisfactions from membgrs of his own sex.

" The importance of this fact in understanding the gay community can-
inot be overemphasized.‘ The individual's basic needs and goals have been :
defined and set, as well as provided for, by conventional society. Ih so

Y T e

-far as he does nothing unusual he remains a member in good standing of this
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societyvand receives its benefits., Unlike the situation facing most other

‘ minority group members, the gay person must first step outside the customary

" range of his experience in order to affiliate himself with like others ‘
: ;(In this regard homosexuality is a much more -an achieved as. opposed to an

| ascribed status). In 80 doing he runs ‘the risk of isolating himself from'

. -much that he has come to value and cherish.‘ Thus a major Pressure for the

'»'elaboration of subcultural institutions, namely, the e*istence of unmet

needs, 1s largely lacking in the case of _gay people ~in that due to

jtheir socialization within.a heterosexual milieu, they have come to share

‘to a great extent the needs and preferrep aolutions of the dominant society.
Institutional arrangements may also arise in response to members'

'Adesires to pfeserve and perpetuate a distinctive and valued cultural heritage.

the case of gay minorities,

For’ similar reasons this feature is abse
Not only have gay people come to view their jor needs and goals iu terms
" of the values of the larger society (a proces perhaps common to most

minorities) but also they have come to defin their past, present and

society. These appraisals are for the most part either condescending, neg-
'ative ox non—existent and provide a poor basis for the elaboration of
. community beyond the socio::exual realm. Given this background the best .
.most gay people could hope for was to advance the claim ‘that gays were "just
like everyone else" - but with a minor difference. While such a claim may
or may not be true, its advocacy can limit the possibility that one will
‘Aexpldre'alternatives. - By _ '
‘ A people's present becomes meaningful in relation to. both their B
past and future. Hbst gay people have been denied a sense of their history

and" an awareness of struggles, triumphs, and tragedies. Lacking a pastf
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'they poaeoaa no future. The major problem in say Eommunity development
'4is not that- gay people ehare the needa and goala\of ‘the larger eociety but
'that they- have come to define themaelves from the perspectivea of that
society rather from their own experience. Until auch time as it is.
poaaible to reconatruct the palt and awaken within gay people an. aware-n
ness of historical events and’ peraonagea it will renain exceedingly difficult
.‘to create viable communities, in either the preaent or. future, vhich |
transcend the recreational and which are attuned to, the possiblitiee of
developing truly alternative life atylea. | | .

The influence of heterosexual aociety 13 also evident at a more :.'
apecific level. When atepping into the gay world the individual doee not
travel without baggage but carries with hin a,host of attitudinal and
behavioral reaponsee which increaae the difficulties involved in
: attaining satisfactiona vithin the alternative community. Social g
‘class or. ethnic prejudicea do’ not disappear upon entrance to the comn-
unity but retain their divisive impact. While they ‘may not impede | '
sexual contacts neither do they prov!ue a firm basea fot mutual co-operation» :
Additionally, sexist attitudes and biaees have often prevented gay men and 4
'.“women from working together for connon goals 12 .,‘H ' ' |
Acquired attitudes connected with the practice of homosexuality and
.7towarda gay people in general uhile reduced with increaaing gay involvement
remain to influence»behavior.‘ Until anch time as individuals can un- - |
Areservedly accept their own aexual/aocial orientation they are apt ‘to
.experience difficulty in accepting others who ahare that orientation.
t-Hhile not wiahing to overatrese either the frequency or severity of self - .

4or group - disparaging attitudes among gay peqple, we must recognize that _,”'

.‘many are far f&om the point of total acceptance and that the existence of

N,

'such feelings can impede the ability of people to uork together harmoniously.13v
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In a related vien it should be noted thet the models available as

B

,”guides for the construction of_gay life styles are those dominant within the .

,larger society. These mpdels, whether in the area of personal or inter-
e,
:“personal behavior, developed as p response to existing needs within a

heterosexual milieu and may be dysfunctional when applied uncrificelly or

» without modification to behevior needs within a gay environment. For

example, cultural notions of appropriate masculine behavior ‘may act as
barriérs tO‘thQ realisation of satisfying personal relationships within
'the gay community.. Tb the degree that males in-our society are socialized
to be competitive, non-emotional and to. dominant social situations, the
establishment of stable egalitarian relationships between two males

is subject to increased tension and becomes more difficult to achieve.

Similarly, in the handling of IOng term commitments, the mutual

o

'-obligations implied by terms such as lover, life-mate, or livins partner
are at best only vaguely defined forcing individuals to seek through
trial and error solutions which in heterosexual marital relationships

“are more clearly specified and understood » To the degree that gay

| ]

‘life’ styles involve areas not covered or provide for by existing cultural

conventions gay people are apt ‘to experience difficulty in working out

.L T a ’

*satisfactory solutions to life problems, difficulties complicated by the

" existence and predominance of existing heterosexual models, or what one
omat O T - ‘ T _

writer has spoken offas.Pstraight uhite patterns'eé '
That a.gay community‘exists'at~all isflarge1y~a'£unction of,members'

needsifor social‘angisenual gratifications}s

satisfactions which cannot»bef
vtotally filled within ‘the larger~society ’These needs, taken'in coné
junction with the opposing pressures previously mentioned are insufficient-.'4

ly broad to give rise to an elaborate range of. community institutions. o
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It might be most accurate to characterise the gay cOmmunity as a

ceéntral clearinghouse wherein individuals can find the means,kthat is,
“gay others , with which to fulfill their private needs. Gay people come
together as a collectivity in the search for what are primarily personal

satisfactions. -Once theae have been secured the community loses much of

M

its appeal to individuals. Not. only do the formal institutions offer an
[

insufficiently broad raﬂ%e of accivities to hold the continued interest

of most people but also, the activities performed within the community

-

' can often be carried out more enjoyably within less competitive antd :
more physically attractive, alternative Settings once the appropriate ’

"others have been found. o ' _‘ _" ' ’-” ,

. T
The gay community remains a recreationally-oriented leisure-time

- escape for most of its members, separated physically, temporally, and

L perhaps ideationally from broader concerns. While most . recreational

gatherings seek to provide their participants with escape from routine
cares and troubles this experience see?s more pronounced within the

. 13
gay community., Perhaps as'a consequenfe of the suppression of a gay

identity within the larger society, c?nventional activities and concerns
~take on less relevance in the gay ‘world. " Hhrren (1974) makes the distinction,'
between time spent in the striught world and tﬁme lived in the gay world.
‘~I£ one is only alive ‘in the gay world (if that 1is the "real world") .
then what is happening outside is unreal a bad dream from which one has |
temporarily awoken, and of only minor concern when one is in the communityr
To review, the gay community is able to meet only a few'of the o

_needs of its members due to its lbmited organizational development.~ The

’psucity of community structures is largely attributable to the particular
A

combination of situetional features within which such structures have been
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. forced to grow, namely, the influence of'the heteroaexual socializing ,
milieu, the social pressures. homosexuals face (and their ability to
-evade them), and the nature of the needa themselves which bind individuals
'Lto one another. of overtiding influence is the multifaced effect of con-
ventional influence in reducing unique needs and in digpensing with a gay
‘cultural-tradition,‘and authentic sense of identity. Hhile these £actors
need not prevent the eventual eloboration of gay community structures they

do suggest the magnitude of the task facing those who would seek to bifi1d

'a community more re;ponsive to a wider variety of individual and collective

»needs. B

o



Chapter 5 Footnotes

1.

2.

3.
. special circumstaﬁces, for example, in situations of deprivation of

.'25"1

5.
" into a difficult situation; but is accompanied by a feeling of release,
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Data on this point are largely anecdotal and confounded by associa-

tions with socfo-economic background.. Survey data indicate that indi-
viduals of present high socio-économic status were more likely o report
awareness of being gay at a latter age, than those of lower prbsent status.
An hatociation'between present low status and age of sexual awareness
undoubtedly reflects in part the influence of familial socio-economic
status, with individuals of low status more likely to have awakened to
their sexual orientation at an early age and to be less programmed

for high status positions. On the other hand the fact of orientation
choice at an early age can be seen as directly influencing a ‘movement

" towards .lower status occupations via a number of routes including

greater susceptibility to societal stereotypes, the influence of ‘visible
gay models, increased familial tensions, and the positive pull of a gay
world, which for the young may be much more enticing than the con-
ventional preacriptiona of study and career. -
Tripp (1975) - presents an interesting discussion of. occupations and
homosexuality, with specific reference to governmental work. =

L

This distinction is usually not made by the general public, except in

female contact ‘such as prisons and then usually only when the individual
takes the more active or. 'maaculine' role. :

It should also be noted that the term "accounts"is not being employed in
a pejorative sense, but rather as used by Scott and Lyman (1968:46), ,
as a linquistic device employed whenever an action is subject to o
valuative inquiry. Following their useage the description of self as
‘bisexual would be a justification, that is, an account' in which one
accepts responsibility for the act in.question, but denies the.pe-
Jorative quality associated with it. Accounting for one's homosexual

-acts in terms of ornie's highly-sexed nature or as a product of drunked-

ness would be examples of excuses, that is, accounts in which one
admits that the act ‘in question is bad, wrong, or inappropriate but
denies full responsibiiity. ' .

It should be noted that for some. individuals awareness is not a movement_

of knowing who one is, of coming 'home' at last.- This 1s perhaps particul-

' arly so for those individuals whose acceptante of a homosexual: identity

1is simultaneous with their final rejection of societal views on homo-

A ,‘sexuality. This would be true for individuals who retaina bisexual
identity while dabbling in the gay community and reorienting their

thinking about homosexuals. Not all individuals, however, are able to
maintain acceptable accounts intact until they are no longer required.
For the majority accounts collapse with the individual still in poss-
ession of societal views on homosexuality. for'them the transition 1is
into a difficult situation. . - » : “ o
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'i'hrough inter t.ion wit:h gay ot:hers :he individual acquites not only the
cognitive oriefitations Which enable him to neutralize societal views

- about homoaexuality and to justify and accept his owm cat:egorization

_as gay, but’ also the specific soclal skills and factual information which

enable him to function and successfully within the gay world. These are

. inter-related and probably occur simult:aneously. o C—

7.

Weinberg and Williams:(1974:198-199). auggest that both anticipated and
experienced rejection are negatively related to involvement with gay

others. It would appear that they used the same scile to measure both
anticipated and experienced societal reactions, while separate measures

.were employed here.. There would appear to be little relationship between

the two type of perceived barriers, Individuals who ‘anticipate a highly
negative societal reaction are. apt to behave in ways which do not elicit
a negative reaction, and thus their experience of" rejection is low,
Individuals who are involved with gay others to a greater degree are more’
apt to find themselves in situations where they experience rejection;

‘however, they are also aware that the reactions of convencional socie:y

_ are not totally monolithic and. negative. '

8.

Righ participators tend to e_:gperience 1ess rejection, vhich in part.

helps to account for some of the relationships between adjustment and. _
participation; also, high participators tend to score lower in comnitment
to a gay identity, thus affecting the relationship. Controlling for

both these variables still leaves a significant relationship between -

participation wit:h conventional ot:herd and adjustment. :
/ .

”As used. here community refers to a segment of" tlhe population who tend to
interact with one another in overlapping friendship networks, to share

interests and outlooks .that are similar, and to participate in common
insticutions (Effrat (1974: 3) . ;‘

Effrat's discussion points t.o the fact that tnmmunity is not: -an. abaolute
phenomena but rather a variable one. We can and do have degrees of '

- community. At one extreme we have a situatim-in which all-the in-

10‘.

dividual's needs can be met within the existing community, structurz
at the other, a situation in which only limited needs of members a
aat.isfied within the ccnmunity. See also Poplin (1972). :

For example, a number of writers appear to su?fet under the misappre-
hension. that real communities arise and persist as a consequence of

the positive ties and. attractions which draw members into the ‘collecti-
vity. Collectivities which arise as a function of outside pressures
are somehow less real.\ Sullivan (1974) therefore states that "The

. gay community is less a community t:han a part-t:ime refugee camp."
Wittman (1972 339) has wtit:t:en- o B

.

We are refugees from anericka. So we came to
the: ghetto. -As other. ghec:os it has its negative
and positive aspects.' Refugee camps are better
than what preceded them, or people never would
© have come. . But they are st:ill enslaving 1if only
" that we are limited to bein.g ourselves t:here and
only there. e . o ,
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' The enfotced mt:ure of 3ay collectivitias ahould be seen as one featute L

1.

of the cornmunity, rather thminterpreted as a aign of 1!:3 abunce.

-

It. can be suggested that. [nuch ot‘ the diuatiafaction individuala

‘experience in regard to . !feing -gay reflects less the direct effects of °

societal pressures and’ mﬁre _the absence of clearly defined and avail-

_able gay alternatives. Than, in t.urn, reflect the influencu of ‘more . '

s general soc:lal foreu. g'-

12.

A diat:lnct::lon should perhapa be -made betmen r.hose gay males :lnvolved
- in gay- 11beration (koeping in mind the mbiguit:y of the term) and others.

- The, former tend to. see the situation of gay people ‘as part of a larger
' strugglc :I.nvolving ‘all oppressed pwglen nd are, in genetal more:

- sensitive to the difficulties Vomen
' appropriate to their specific socio-economic background, or unique life

acer. the latter tend to hold attiﬁudes

| 'circunst:anceé (lome of which migl\t be liberal other Neanderthal).

;;—‘It obould be noted that’ while women have‘tended to be lesa :I.nvolved in :

- gay 1iberation. this inpart reflects a conscious decision’on the part of -
‘many to work ‘for. change in areas where they personally experience greater
- ‘oppression, that is, as women, rather than:as gay people. 'Similarly’
* ‘many other gay people have sought to work for societal - change from wit:h-

in the framework of their own ethnic communities or: from positions
dictated by their perception of the economic realities of our society.

. While such tactics may. prove ultimately most; advant:ageousrt:o all they

do disapate some of the . potential strength of t:he 3a3r libetation E

: movement. E

13,

»While some of ‘the" data (both objectlve and. subjective) are interpret:-

able as signifying self-rejection they also reflect the influence of the '
negative social situation in .which gay people find. themselves.  For o
example, a lack of desire to assoclate with known homosexuals may reflect:

" a dislike of people 1ike oneself (thus 1nd1cal:1ng self-rejection);

- -or ‘both, . In addition & hostile social enviroment may affect his be-
' havior either directly or mdirectly (through its ability 'to create

14.

it may. equally’ suggest .a.realistic .concern with the dangers of exp.os'uré-“

migative self-feelings whick: in turn affect behavioral responses). -
To place undue. emphasis on. the indirect path, via self-hate, leads.

~* to the danger that one will attempt to-solve. the 'problem" by /focyaing -on
‘the victim and his fealings rather than on the. social situa.;i% o
gave tise to t:hese feelings in the first place. '

n whi{ch

We're mannekins all st:aunch -‘nd clean .-
While we ‘scheme our hollow dreams
And we don't’ believe men ought to cry for men

: “ Because we're trapped in Straight White Patterns
_a..:lt: -seems like we'lve been banished

To ‘the roles that ‘mold" those mannish
}bdes of distance.....
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Our'’ hea‘rts are out: on loan S * S o '

. To strangers . locked in: stilted pantomine '
“But .we' buy .them strafght White Patterns °
‘Spend our lives in the five-and-dime =
"Where the price for: ‘Straight White Patterns
‘I8 surrender to our gender one more time. \
(P. Haggerty, Gay Cammunity Social Services of Seattle, 1973).

’15. Nhilc rela:ed the aocial and th exual are two aeparate areas. Past
accounts have perhaps over-empha ized: the role of the sexual in dis-
cussions of gay life-atyles., Undoubtedly a seyual component pervades

| most gay encounters, as it does in contacts. between’ straight men and

‘zwomen. In{cyrtain settings this-sexual ‘component is paramount, for

_* example, gay baths: in’ ‘others, for, example, gay community organizations,

' sexual themes are much more aubdued.- On the other hand, intetpersonal
.contact, without sexual connotations, is an important aspect in all.
interaction settings. ' To focus only on the sexual is to overlook the

. importance of. non-sexual factors, - A straight parallel would be to

'account for’ singles bars only in cerms of final orgasmic release.

. -



" CHAPTER 6 - 'S

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

)

This work has been concerned wt‘h examining the social situatiOn
v

of gay males from the perspective of marginal man theory. The following |

pages summarize findings and offer suggestions for further research.

v

- SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

-
v

Findings deal with three general areas,hthe development of’MPC

the effects of social involvement with conventional and non-conventionaL
t b :

~ others, and general influences of the marginal, situation. ‘

In regard to the development ©of MPC it was hypothesized (Ho: la and

1b) that the greater the individual's identification with conventional

. soclety and the greater his perception of barriers to full partiCipation

in that society the greater the_deggee to which he would display signs

of MPC. This major hypothesis nnd 1ts sub-parts were.supported. ~Signs
of MPC among gay respondents varied ss predieted with the individual's
identification with conventional sooiety and his,perception of antioipatedi
and,experienced social barriers. Most marginal were - those individuals
.high on both identification and perceived barriers. . »1" o

Evidence was also obtained to support hypothesis 2 that identi-

rication with marginal othersl in this caselfa commitment to being. gaz ‘

- would act to reduce the experience of psychological dis-ease. There was

no evidence to support Stonequist's hypothesis (Ho 3) that signs of MPC

would be more frequent among individuals high on identification w1th both

social orders. : o o ' -

- . : ! . Yamn
! o
. s
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With regard to patterns of soclal involvement it was felt that”
these adaptati°n§7to placement in a marginal situation should 1hf1uencé7
.psychological outcomes (Hypothesis 4). Specifically, it was hypotlie-

sized that involvement with conventional others should be associa;ed

with increased evidence of MPC'(AQ)Avhile involvement with gay others

should lead to lessened MPC (4b). The data suggest that both forrs of

involvement are aasociated with lessened signs of HPC and that this
relationship-is stronger and more consistent in the case of involvemzntf -
with conventional others. Least marginal were those individuals high

on both tvpes.of social involvement. There was no evidence to suggest

that simultaneeus commitment to two. supposedly conflicting social

orders adversely affects individuals in terms of psychological marginality.

In addition to testing specific hypotheses concerning the

appearance of %?C relationships between involvement and personal and

social adjustment; (self-esteem, self stabilityJ life satisfaction,

‘alienation) were examined. A‘similar pattern emerges. Both  forms of

po

-participation are associated with greater adjustment. _lhe relationships
argistronger i:the case of conventional participation. ﬁost adjusted

were those,individuals high‘on‘involvement vith both types of significant .
athers. - o | |

While both/forms of participation are associated with increased.
o - 7 o e . | | »
‘adjustment'the specific mechanism underlying their effects differs.

/

Involvement with gay others influences adjustment through its ability to

reduce unrealistic feats about being gay and to bring ‘about an increase in
. * /
¢ the individual's sense of commitment to and ‘acceptance of being gay.

iConventional participation influences adjustment mdrevdirectly through

'its ability to° meet a. variety of individual needs, the satisfaction of .
\ -

i/which is not possible within an institutionally incomplete gay community,



arch has'examined the‘role of subocultural others in

helping the'gay person adjust to his particular situation. The present
findings extend this work by examining simultaneously subcultural and |
‘conventional involvements. Wlthout unduly minimizing the supportive
roles played by gay peers the results suggest that overall adjustment
is more strongly influenced by the nature of the gay person 8 ties to
conventional others _and point to the necessity for gay people, at the
present time, to maintaln such contacts. -

In so far as marginal situations influence individuals at levels -

other than that of psychological turmoil it was proposed to examined

the frequency of certain overt responses to the marginal situation

'(Allport's traits due to victimization) and to explore their variations |

amongﬁindividuals differentially involved with gay and conventional

others. The data-suggest that such Self-defensive traits are relatively
frequent among ‘gay respondents. In general these responses were more-
'-common among individsais more involVed with conventional others and less
common among individuals higher in involvement with gay others.l

_Fleldwork experiences support these findings and lead to the suggest-
ion that it 1is at the level of relatively overt behaviors and attitudes :
that occupancy of a marginal situation manifests its greatest influence
on gay people, - Broadly speaking, these influences might be characterized
as representing a concern with conventional facades, a milder version of
the. theme explored by Humphreys in his discussion of the “breastplate of
righteousness" Faced with insecutity-arising from a potentially threaten-
ing situation many gay - people have responded by engaging in a variety of
~behaviors which\fUnction both to divert suspition from themselves and to
‘provide‘reassurance of their social acceptabilitﬂt ~Given.adjustment levels

x
e



' with the ease with which these ‘may be avoided'.and second, the absence

145
obtained from questionnaire'data‘and observed in the field such practices
are advantageous for ‘most in helping them cope with an ambivalent |
situation at minimal paychological cost. - '; *'

| With reapect to marginal man theory a majorvimplication of these
“ findings is a repetition of the. theme that marginal personality character-
'istics are but one consequence of life in.a marginal situation. In 8o far
as extreme forms of psychological marginality affect only a small number
of individuals involved, these end-states may be seen as a relatively
“minor effect of the marginal situation. To focus primarily upon them is to
run the risk of taking a negative view of whatever minority is being con-
sidered and of neglecting other . responses to and/or influences of the
marginal situation. | '

This point is emphasized by the use of gay males as respondents.

The situation of this group is one seen as particularly conducive to the
development of MPC (Stonequist 1937). One would expect to find'members
beset by psychological turmoil Survey and observational data suggest

lfotherwise. While perhaps especially prone to psychological marginality,

most individuals cope without succumbing. >

The marginal situation however does affect individuais within
-it; In looking at the general situation of gay people two features pre-l

.

dominate° first the potential severity of societal reactions coupled

of significant cultural differences between gay people and the
socity. In so far as these parameters of the marginal .tuationlgtgfv_
found not on1y~in Canada, but elsewhere the genera situation of gay
people and their responses to it would appear 0 be cross-culturally

-similar. On an individual level these responses are characterized as
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=
reflecting s:concernxwith“conventional facsdes. In terms ofvgroup }
process the underdeveloped state of the public. gay conmunity can 7
‘be traced to specific features of the marginal situation. It is'felt{l
" that further research utilizing a marginal man perspective would be
more productive if it focused upon these more overt levels of individual
. and community response rather than upon inner psychological states. Such
~ research should be directed not only to the coping mechanisms employed
by individuals but also to the broader historical and social forces
which have, and which continue to shape the life styles and adaptations

of members of the marginal aggregate. .
R

In general a marginal man perspective has been of. Value in

fexamining the situation of gay people. This perspective encourages the -
researﬂ.hr to focus upon similarities between gay and other minority

groups, As such it has been of special value as an orienting framework Rt

in the consideration of gay minorities who historically, have bee

' usually approached from perspectives emphasizing individual patholo

or deviance often in isolation from the social cantext within which

such responsesQappear. o » ; o ] . c} \\
The value’ of marginal man theory beyond an orienting framework

may be limited. ‘At the. minimum further research utilizing this perspective

in examination~of gay or other minority situations should recognize the \

stress wi;hin the marginal man literature on psychological marginality | o

(MPC) may be misplaoed. First ic is questionable to what degree o

| psychological marginality represents a distinct set of psychological

_responses. Investigators of psychplogical marginality would ‘be advised

to. explore more fully the uniqueness of the concept._ Second ~an emphasis

on MPC, which is visible in extreme form in“only a minority of cases, may

~

encourage neglect of the more widespread coping responses made by individuals, ”
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:responses which are of grsater practical sipnificance‘in-underaganding
_:marginal situatibns‘and their influences'upon individuals ﬂithin them.‘l'
Despite these limitations the marginal man perspective has pro-.’
vided a frameworkgfrom which to further demonstrate that behavioral and
attitudinal responses among gay people reflect similar processes to those
found among other minorities. As such it provides encouragement for
the view that it 1s from a group relations perspective that gay minor-
1ities might be most advantageously examined ~ as opposed to frameworks

which would seek answers within the ihtra-psychic states of individuals.‘,

| . | 1
AREAS OF FURTHER INVESTIGATION .

- Homosexuality has long been-a taboo topic (Faberov 1963)2 The
taboos are disappearing and it is becoming easier to conduct’ research on
gay communities. Such research should be conducted ~mot only for the'
increased knowledge 1t may provide about gay minorities,but also for the -

light it may s‘td on substantive areas of’ interest to sociologists in

¥

general.
| FocusingldireCtly on éay people, it'can be.suggested'that given
the paucity of Canadian data about sexual minorities research into moSt -
aspects of this topic is of potential value and may reveal unexpected
£indings. While this study would snggest that cross-cultural similarityl
is a general norm a more detailed examination of gay life styles should .
uncover differences.which would add to knowledge of gay people and of the
more general .area of research under consideraeion.2 For example the
Canadian gay activist movaent and gay life styles within different

sized urban’ or rural locales have been" pointed to -as possible areas for

investigation.- Additionally, the baths as a gay institution ‘have rarely
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been studied; An examination of their function and role within gay

worlds would add not only to our knowledge of gay life but also to. our
general understanding of short ~-term sexual comitments.

ibo specific areas in which further research is required are those f'
‘of occupational and interpersonal relationships. The handling of occupation-

|
al careers is one set of behaviors strongly influenced by experiences

' within the marginal situation. As yet little is definitely known Qf the
relationships between sexual orientation and either career selection or
management. Investigations here would increase our knowledge of coping with .

A behaviors within the gay marginal situation as well. as shedding light on |
occupational aspirations and achievement in general. s

Similarly,. an examination of interpersonal relatdonships among

gay people is a relevant area Ebi future research This topic is of
" prime concern to many gay.people._ Furthermore, 1n- a society where :
traditional conceptualizati&ns of the nuclear family are increasingly
inadequete to .meet the needs of 3rowing numbers it is important to’ look
closely at alternative family structures - of which gay relationships
are one example.. Studies in this ‘area should focus both on specific
‘ .problems associeted with life styles for which cultural conventions
_are lacking, a8 well as on solutions whicb have emerged to deal with
~ these’ difficulties and to ensure individUals' satisfectiOns found by the
. majority within traditional struttures. ' - ;
' To be optimally effective it is felt that future research concern-
3 ing gay life styles should use a variety-of methodological approaches in
?v gathering deta.: This work and others most noteably that of Héinberg and {
Williams (l972),have relied heavily upon survey methods to obtain large

quantities of data from as representative a sample of the population as

-
B 4
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_ :vas possible; The experience gained here suggests that it would be more
| advantageous toxfocus upon a smaller number of respondents in greater |
.’depth and to place more emphasis.upon in-depth and unstructured inter-
views (coupled with observstion work within the gay community) in

gathering dats.

-

By approaching the topic in this way we should be better able to
._uncover concerns of respondents ‘'which may. hsve been overlooked by structur-
ed self-report questionnaires as well as. being betterprepared to under-
‘stand the temporal sequences involved An building and handling gsy
_careers. Survey data indicates that mosq. gay people are ultimately
successful in adapting to their situation. we know little, however, of
‘_the stages leading to these positive outcomes or of the costs and

‘ complexities involved in maintaing them. Knowledge about these processes

y can only come, through a detailed examination of life histories. While ,
such an approach imposes its own constraints it would appear the most
lsuitable one at the present time for discovering the mechanisms involved
iin handling gay identities and in relating them to the total range of:

?

. one's life commitments.
“concwnmc REMARKS o o

In general it can. be ssid that the great majority of gay’ people
. have been able to adjust to the situation -in which they find themselves '
at a minimal psychological cost. Given a;fsbility to separate their dual
'.socisl worlds and their accompanying demands most gay .people have»been ‘

" able to evade,-if not ignore restrictions directed at them -and partici--

:"pate fully, if at times with anxiety, in the activitiesfhnd benefits of

-'the larger society.. Increasingly, however among a growing minority



of gay people it is felt that these gains have been purchased at a
E i,pricg too high to—pey, namely, at ‘the denial or surrender of an indigen-
eous senae of gay identity or peoplehood. C Lo ‘“u“' ;_“ |
In ponsesaion of ‘the cultural heritage of the larger society, .
_faced with potential sanctions as a coneequence of their socio-sexual
-‘preferences and denied an authentic identity of their own choosing, it
is not surpriaing that most gay people historically and in the present,‘
vhave largely defined themselves in terms: of the larger society - just like
them, with a difference-and have related to that society either by overtly
, flaunting their d@viant identity' or more com;only by concealing sexual
orientation beneath a conventional facade and limiting gay expression
‘to a separate world of subterranean institutions.q-" |
The past few yeara have witnessed a growing dissatisfaction with :

this aituation andathe first tentative steps towards its change. In-
creasingly gay people are beginning to demand their civil rights and to
explore in greater detail the potentialities to be found in gay life
__styles.v Using as models changes which have occured within ethnic(
communitiés, particularly within the Black communiny, gay people have
:»lbegun the search for an indigeneous gay identity and the procets of
Vauthenticating that identity by seeking to make it a part of their tOtal
range of life commitments. - ‘ .

) The central dilemma facing gay people in the past has not heen .the
i difficulty of hiding or handling dual social identities but rather the
absence of a gay identity. The task facing the cmnmnuty now and -in the

future is one of defining gay alternatives and working towards their

‘“expression and realization.”

e
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Chapter 6 Footnotes

 in reference to behaviors found among the poor and the hip. He
feels these represent adaptations to a social situation which

Zurcher (1972) £or example, has used the term "cultural lead"
will confront larger segments of the population in the near

future. Many of hih{cOmmqhta, particularly in the'area of inter-
personal relationships, are applicable to gay people at the

 1present time. Given this fact, an examination of the g¢xisting .

2.

' gay situation may provide clues or insights to better prepare us

for coming changes in the laxger society.

o g Ao T ' \ . : ’ o

A possible area for those interested in cross-cultural differences
would be an examination of gay.activism in different political juris-

‘dictions. The differing political systems in Canada and the United .
- States, for example, should influence the form gay liberation struggles

take, with a more centralized organizational structure being more
relevant to the Canadian case. Given the difficulty of cross cultural
work perhaps a more accessible research area would be comparisons ’
between gay lifé styles in different sized urban and rural settings.

' In tﬁe past these,wereqthe dnly alternatives open td'gay‘peop1e~and

despite apparent differencggfthey are very similar. Leznoff and
Wesley's (1956) secretive and oveit homosexual grai ps, while differing
in terms of their involvement with conventional others share in common -
both the fact that neither have integrated being gay within the sphere

of their conventional involvement$ and a definitfion and expression of

gayness largely in-terms provided by the surrounding society. -:
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DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY

. »

THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA
’ . KDMONTON. CANADA

TELEPHONK (403) 438.8834 TeO axy

\
SAAL

Greetings,

I am working on a study of gay 11fe styles and would
like your help. The purpose of the enclosed questionnaire is

" to study how different _ individuals handle the difficulties

sometimes associated With being gay.

\

164 -

“-Please answer each of: the questions in terms of your -

own ﬁeelings ‘or situation.
. 5 " ’
. When y0u have completed the questionnaire, please

pLHCe #t . in the envelope prOVided and mail it to the

* researcher. '
Yo - ' . .

. Do NOT 31gn your name. ALL. ANSWERS ARE COMPLETELY

CONFIDENTIAL and will be seen only by the researcher. o

3
- The gathering of accurate information depends upon

your completion and return gﬁ»ghis questionnaire. IF YOU.
HAVE ANY QUESTIONS OR CONCE ABOUT THE NATURE OF THE STUDY,

please call me at 439-2862.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR PATIENCE AND COOPERATION._7

51ncerely
‘NL/eb ' S ' o ’:dNeil andquist B
Encl. .. o _,‘ 'Department of Sociology

University of Alberta .
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ATI’ItUbE STUDY

w

PROJECT DIRECTOR o

Neil Lindquist |

DEPARTHENT OF socIdLocY
S ' muvmzsm OF ALBERTA ~ SRR

R ' L qmmmm ALBERTA

v

v 0 S " ' s N
~oe : ’

* PLEASE DO NOT PLACE YOUR NAME ANYWHERE .ON 'THIS QUESTIONNAIRE

N

.‘( ‘ »“L. L

WHEN YOU HAVE CONPLETBD ALL THE QUESTIONS PLEASE RETURN
_ THE QUESTIWNAIRE (IN THE ACCOHPANYIM ENVELOPE) TO: -

S . o

_mm. E. LINDQUIST - -
L NT OF SOCIOLEGY |
. ) ’lmmxsnv OF ALBERTA .
C -EDMONTON; ALBERTA

@ . . @ B ©
LN

THANK YOU VERY MUGH.  YOUR HELP IS GREATLY APPRECIATED.

] . F

-

Y
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PLEASE ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS. PLACE A CHECK BESIDE.THE'ANSWER THAT
BEST DESCRIBES YOU. : o !

o .

Often you may find that no answer to a question completely describes
your feelings or situation. . In such cases you qhould choose the ‘
‘answer that fits best. There are no "right" or "wrong” answers. I y
an interested in learning about your feelings, opinions, and situation.

1.. What is your sex? _1)male 2) fens1le
2, What ia your ege? . ;years '

3.  How far have you gone in Your education? . S o
l)eight grades or less .
2)some high school R C ./
3)high school graduate . N _ -
4) some university or business school
5)university graduate
6)graduate or professional degree

4. What is your average annual incame? : .
l)Less that $5,000 ‘ : T s
2)$5,000 to $7,999 : .

3)$8,000 to $10,999 : .

4)$11,000 to $13,999 ‘ . S

5)$14,000 to $16,999 - - ‘ '

6)$17,000 to $19,999 . . . e

7)$20 000 or more '

l

5. *are you . l)single ' 2)married ______3)divorced
. - 4)separated S)widinzg?

6. a) How long have you lived at your present address? ,
- __Year (s) . month(s) C

- b) How long did you live at your previous address?
year(s) - _Mmonth(s) : :

IR I R A * Rk

7. a) Do you belong to any clubs (excluding gay organizations),
' lodges, unions, professional associations,ﬂgr other organized
_groups? — l)yes 2)no

ib) If yes, how many?

v c) In general do yOu attend their meetings?

- l)regularly _ ‘2)sometimes » 3)rare1y\
\\\‘\;\\d) Have you ever heid’ ofﬁic hese’ organizations?
T 1)yes 2)no ‘

L7 -,ef'nave you ever served on eommittees of these organizatioggz P
l)yes L 2)no ‘ el

L4
“



9.

10.

11.

12,

13.

a) How often do you usually attend church or’ syhagogue?
l)once a week or more - .
2)two or three times a month
3)once a month
4)several times a year
- 5)less often - . _ T
6)never o o : S
b) What is your religion? T ‘ ‘ ‘ R -
~__1)United Church ' R ‘ s
- 2)Anglican . . ‘ L =
" 3)other Protestant . ' _ S
4)Roman Catholic
__S5)UkraniangCatholic
6)Jewish n\ s
7)Other ' . :
8)None o ' :';v T T
About how often do' you see relatives?
l)once a week or more .
}Jtwo or three tmes a m%xth o \
. Jonce a month ’
4)several times a year
5)less often . - O
6)never . ' o . Co. .
About how often do you haye straight friends ove; ‘to your place? %@“
~«1)once a week or mo ‘ _ Rl
2) two or three timeséa month 8 )
3)once a month . o B W
4)several times a year. . ‘ T i A
5)less often "' o R R
6)hever" : -;{- - SR -%= g Lo o ~ﬁl .
About how often do you visit w1th straight friends at thnlr
homes? - “« .. . . . .
l)once a week or ‘more ‘ . .
2)two or three times a month : L o
<3)orite a month : , '.‘,. o ,
4) several times a year o
- 5)less often - . S Ce
G)never ' o e e - L \
of all your friends, how“many are (to your knowledge)  straight?
2)most . \ o : ' : " R
3)more than half B L U o
4)about half = - 7 A SR
: 5)1less than half" s o , " ST
6)only a few - ‘ o S B S
7)none : - ",'\ ‘ : Lo

'At the present t;me. ‘how many close relatxonships do you have

with heterosexuals? (Other than family members )
1)many o
2)some . T o
3)very few - - -, -
4ynone . SR

." .




21.

14.

-

’ [

At the present tlme, hoﬁjeoeially.active'are~you.in heterosekua;

- cdrcles? - : . o

15.

16.

17,

e

J"

l)very- active , ; ' . .
2)spmewhat active : ;
3)not too active-

et A——

e 4)not ‘active at all : ;
a) Do you belong to any gay clubs or organizationa? o

l)yes -;~ . 2)no
b) Have you ever held office or served on cOmmittees of tﬁese
organizations? . l)yes 2)no L .
Are you a member of GATE? l)yeu - '2)no A“

About how often do you go out to gay bars or clubs?
l)once a week or more
2)two or three times a month
3)once a month
4)several times a year
5)less often ¢ % .
-6)never . : < “

About how often do you have gay friends over to your place?
- _l)once a week or more S o
_2)two or three times a month SRS ‘ RS
3)once a month . ' T P
4) several times a year S : . :
5)1less often ‘ ; SN 8 . Ce
6)never L o ‘ . o

]

‘About how ‘Bften do you visit with gay frxends at their homes?

l)once a week or more

2) two or three times a month
~3)ohce a month ' ‘ . , _ -
4) several times a year ' T
5)less 8ften : o '
G)never 4 o A

A a) WLth whom’ are you living at the moment?

_1)by yourself .- , _ - o
.2)with parent(s) - : o o ‘ .
Q)With gay. roommate(s) o s : LT
with stralght roommate(s) . =
bagp Lo, S R .
Glother ; o o . o
b) If with xoommate, | is your roommate also your lover?
: : 1)yes e 2)no ’

‘What proportlon of your le;sure time socxallzing 18 with other
. gays? . - ; B ‘ oo )

l)most. . S o S . :
"2)more than half S A
3)about half - . - S ' ’
"4)less .than half o - ‘ . o :
zlonly ‘a small,amount Cee e
Jnone - . R - - AR
. . H:}:.Ag o SIS

a " - AT
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22. ' How m;ny of’your friends are gay?]-‘ -

2)most . f o * , e R

3)more than half .- ' A

__4)about ‘half S B .y

.5)less than half L s S e -

6)on1y a few = . SRR g~;;‘ S SR . .
‘ 7)n0ne I TR RV .
23. Althouqh it may: be difficult, pleaSe specify the number of people
' whom  you considei’ to be your close friends,’ (For examp
0, 1, 2, 3,,4{. . o) "Of tﬁese, how many are gay?

24. Do you subscribe. to or _ggularl read any gay newpapers, for '
e example. The Advocate, The Body Politic? o l)yes 2)no

4

.-‘/
>

YOUR opiuzou OF' tncn OF THE. rontowxno srhrzmsnrs IS IMPORTANT wusrasn_
“YOU HAVE THOU( :aaggr THEM BEFORE OR NOT. PLEASE INDICATE BY '
CHECKING THE ' ATE LINE WHETHERYOU STRONGLY AGREE, AGREE, ARE

UNCERTAIN, DI » OR STRONGLY DISBGEE WITH EACE ‘OF THE - S‘I‘ATEMENTS :
.o R L. ,t'.",' : . . .5, .

o A : S R 2
v . . . .
. : . . R ;o E
: L T L
a . . N .

@ [ d
[ E‘ 8
. 6‘ b . § . g
o . W@y
25. I feel that I have a ‘number of e vy : 1
. good qualities , )
26. Successful people do their ‘best S : : K
' - to prevent others from being S
- successful too.v, o '
27. Many male- homosexuals are psycho— R s : : e
. .logically disturbed. . C
- 28, :All in all, I am inclined to feel- N : : : :
- that'Y am'a failure. LT e
29. 7I-feel that nobody really under—'j; R 3. s : :
o “stands me," . ) X ‘x‘ - :
30. People seem to change from day to"” : : : “¥~ a3 : ®
o day in the way they treat me. . ' :
~“{ 31." I am’so restless that I cannot _ RN : : : : L
’ “ sittin a chair for - very long.“,;,‘ - ' . D L
T c A - wl

Lo
R ]
*"
L -
0
"
Ll

"32. I believe the society we live
S in is pretty good the’ Jway it is.j'

" 33. I.would make a lot of changes in
.,;e lpws of this country if I '

(T

J.

.
1)
. .
: , v )
T B ot .
T . - :
. . ;

'
(3
.
s

.~34L:F0n ‘the. whole I am satisfied with e : : : :
: ' myself T .
' 35. 41: others hadn't prevented me'r - P :.

*.would be far better off than o T T TN T -

am now.-;_ . . v R o L



37.

41.
42,
43.

44,
45.

. 46.

47.

48,

49.

50,
" . in. the .world today that 'I really -
don't know ‘what is going on.

"'I have noticed éhat straig

RRSTR °c1ass.

_ 51mply sexual preference.

e

fefeel that I am somewhat apart
from the peOple around me- ¢

I regret. the: decisions I have made.

The' ‘world i a dangerous place full
- ~ofi evil men and women.

- & take a positxve attitude toward
o myself.

I Wish I could have more respect .
for myself. S

. ¢ certalnly feel useless at tlmes.

Homdsexuals are usually %upexxor 5’
‘in many ways to non-homosexhaﬁs. -
- -\

Stralght people are cold to me.
Stra1ght people- laugh<at me,.

't am probably responsxble for the
. fact that I am gay. : o ‘

Stra;ght people gossxp ab&ut me.

Gays angd stralghts are ba51cally
dlfferent in more ways than -

)
There 'is not much I can do,\[;ut
most of the important problems we
face in the world today.

X often feel lonely. T
Thlngs have becéme so compllcated

t people
wink, shru§, or nudge at o
another ‘about .me. -

Straight people -act as thoﬂgh they
were better than' mes " .

Strangt people refer to me as,

" being. odd or strange. " -, . L

°,.

I wish 1 were npt gay.

t want to. nge~uptmy
_exualxty, even if I could

I feel cioser¢ to-a het osexual
‘of . mx~own social class, than to a

170
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" T . . Cooan
. . e : . PN . . ,./ » ’ N “
FOR EACH o@' 'um FOLLOVING ITEMS. Pumca CHECK THE zmswsa &hu sl:sr "
Dzsch'mss YWR qrm'rmn OR OPINION - o Moo .
. / g« r/ Lo . .»;- f'V
5' Do any of the ,following people, kr,ow o: &uspect \that you are gay? .
" (1Z.youp,mother or fathex is’, deceased. please check whethet they R
o &:l know ot suapect’) , ‘ S
AR I . Detmitafy Probably Does hot seea Have. ro such
e Nl . ';_“ L - ,k,nmﬂ‘ . -\u&.cts to s ’pect ngtimhip -
Yburmother S » ) o T
SR 'Your father S AN ' v . :
L A onthef (s) ' L. hY i .~
-~ . ‘ . Co ,
Lo Sister(s) T Jo
. . . Best heterosexﬁal o S . L
% ., friend Of same sex - s T - -
. Best heterosexial .. - : e i o .
Sfriend of opposlte sex . R RS N K .?‘{i,
4 Your’ employer ’ ‘ - S ‘ * S ‘ . R
N '-~w1fe/nusband . ST " I
" LT R T ,
58. How.do y‘ou thmk each of the followmg persons ‘would react (q;: * S
« . has{reacted) to finding out &at you are .gay? -~
- {write the number (¥rbmsthe list below)” #hat best describes how_ .
"\5- you thlnk each of, the following wbuld react (or shas reaq,ted)l,
1. Accepting ?n@would not matter) . T o o o
G 2.  Understanding (but not accepting)., "X« o Te et S
.- 3. Tolerant gbpt not understanding) R :
4. -Intolerant (but not rejectlng) _ COPE T e .
© .5, Rejecting*® ol e ® o
# ' 6. Not Applicable (have no such relatj.“shlp) CA U «
. .. . N o :
o - Your mth . S o, ’ ‘
"~ Your father _ ST \ e -
i',,Brother(s) e R e,
‘. Sister(s) - .. . gx
- Best heterbse)&gl fn.end of the same sex -' S
E , ‘Best ‘heterosexual friend of the opposite sex S
. co, ‘Your .employetr 3 - EE
f T T W’j.fejﬂusband\ g e
‘ s Most of your work assocntes Lo : - SRR
., 597 now do: you think most peOple feel- about homosexuals? R LT
L 1)'1‘hey feel disgusted or repelled by homosexuals. : s
Co 2)They dislike. ‘homosexuals. - ' R
co 3)They have a’ ~live ‘and let live" attit:ude toward homosexuals. IR,
: ‘ )'rhey have some' h.king for homosexuals. - ‘ CoN
0. . Do you think people are lxkelsy to make life more, difficult for S \
pemons they Buspect are 'gay? - . ‘ v ] ;-'.\\ 
k l)yes, most people.would. SR ‘j;“. - D oL
coe e _2)Yes, many would. - o L. T Y Vi A s
- ___"3)Yes, a few voua.d. S R e
R S 4)!!0. L e m e R T ST L 0 "'f\\
S, \ 5 ) . ,~ s % L A, e Y



r * 3 . B - * T : ) ;
* "\‘.w PEL SE ’ s ‘ RS ¥
'y wc SRR TV . Hg Q L g ,172
" 61. Do you, think geaph »af,é‘ P to break off social relations
with- somw ge he is gay? . s N
Ay aple wou s : L
. 2)yes,’ y people would - - - oo Kod s
3 "g_-_3)yes, U.!ev woui.d A L. iR
- 62, Does knowing you ar yeigh on your mind" (ma):a you teel SN
. guilty, depressed, anx us, ~or ashamed)? " , e
S .__l)not at all . - _%' oy
N —____2)not very much I S S
. T 3)somewhat S wE i A
l)a gxeat dea.l - “? : k

L ¢- ' |
- BELOW ARE’ 'ru!u:z s:mgﬁ-rows. %LBASK cnzcﬂ’amz-: mswm{f THAT hffs'r v
nzscnxms:s HOW You, m(vz ACTED, OR WOULD ACT, IN EAcnt SITUATION.

4.

. o - e w" SAe
'6‘ . ar) W.i(th reference ta my. close str%ight, frienda Fargab
. 1)1 have tord them nothing about my sexu&f'preferencesﬁh . 'l "

L ' ;. 92) 1 haye talked to, them 'fn general terms about my gexual,
F prefekences. 'Phey ‘have only a general idea -about then. &,_@.
. ,QI ‘have "talked in full and conpletee@eteil 'wgth them ,
LI about my sexual preference .
ST )1 ‘have_lied or m:.srepresented mny . sexua). ;
’ .-°. then "so- ‘that they, have w.'l false picture &
‘ a

R b) With' reference to my f-amily PR e
‘o . ™ _dis 1) I have, toI@ them nOt)xing about my sefu iy
o 21 Mtalk'ed to them in general terms@dut my gexual = - .-
R T preferences. They 'have only - aﬁgeperal ideg abowt them. -
K T 3)1 have talked in' full sapd complete detai}a‘*ﬁith them g)

’ut my “sexual preferencea. :
4)1 ‘have lied or-misrepresented ny: aexuai preterences to
* them so ‘that they have a false picture of me.

2 c) With refegence to my present empléyer (d:r fpture en\ployer . e I
“1)I have told him npthing about' my ‘sexual..preferences. Gl

—_2)XI have taiked tonﬁim ‘in’ general terms ‘about. my sexual’, R
-preferences. He has only a ‘general idea ebout them. A
3)I'.have talked in full ‘and complete detail vith h:l.n about - .

my sexual preferences.. o <

41 have Yied or misreptesented my sexual prefetences to; :

him 50 that he has.a falae picture of me. i o o ~

P . - .
- - ~ . . . .

"FOR EA OF THE FOLLOWING s'rmmmrrs Pmcz A cm‘cx IN 'mu-: pmcx mucn LR
ESCRIBES YQUR opnuon o S, ]g . o

O e B

» — .

}
(
o
Asuongl
*
Disagr

'64. I have noticea that straight people « *. g RO ' -
65. Straight people call me- names such ¢ e
T as fairy or queer:. SR ’. R

P

o . . T Lo ..



39 T at least - ‘on an equal plano W.t.h )
T R ; othera.‘; . Y
- 75;" ' 1.feel 'that I dq not ha;@,huch to e
' be,gr of Py ‘. : .
"If T could ﬂ\re‘sn ;ltc ver aga.in, -
T would -afer t e i atniqht.
 73.v Most cf‘ the time f anfglad L,ﬂn
gay. . .. ) ‘&,

77. . I am almost - always aware that I -am - § H H : : 3 :
gay‘. T R : . . : T

.78. . The.actions of a. small minority of R K : : :

homosexuals give. a bad name to a1l /T ’ o e )

.7 . homosexuals.. . - . y v .

' 79. T am‘“able to things as wen as : s : S ; L
S most people. » . B . .

. 80. Life is A strain for' me. R SR et SN PR
81, I suddenly ‘dislike something that I SR R, S 2 :
liked very much befbrp. T s . K
82. ' Many male how@¥xuals are . eagy to ' : s gl : SR

-identify because of the way they R R

) Vllk, talk' Ot agtt o e . ",.

. . . RES
'83.° I -am more nervous than most: people. "% K] : : PO I
: 84." I bave, noticed that my ideas sbout . .. : -3 ' 1 % EN B
myselt seen to change Very rapidly. SR . -

<.
e

v

69.¢ T wish. I could bﬁaa ‘happy as o(:ﬁorh 'f

| ,>70‘. 1 feel that Iam a person ot mh,

= oo .
Qg L

S ; k;
74. 1 do not: like to as‘sociate social

76, - T am notﬁu&h J.nt:erest '

with a person’who has’a regutat:lon
(among Eeterpsqxuals) for being gayw

75. I don't really enjoy most of the -
: rk that I do, hut I feel that I .
st do it /in ordef’ to ha e“the
other things ¥ unt and

 most people seem to hke.

) "m.’ . ’ a v Y } ' f
° s - ¢ Lo ’s{r%
P o R I <6
'ﬁ oy - - L . w‘" P
ot L - i, -
s . " -5 * !;
L. t : " . & “h‘. ‘1).(2 * :‘
. 66’  § feol that I.don't bolong anyvhere.. ".:;'ﬁ'- :
7, At times¥X thtnk that I am nod: T e
§ ,. at all... A ,‘4'.‘@\ ” 'ﬁ'—
68y I let myult go when I am ungq,r ,‘. K ﬁa o

. ‘ i




- d

. 9
. . .

: -t ) X
S ° 'gg -
.:n ' . Co ' “. s “8 :

o . P », ‘,_ K . o , “) (s)
85, I feel t.hat nothinq or’ Flmost ot 3 SRR O T

- nothing, ¢an change the opinion 1
: curxently hold of mysel: o : ,
86. Scnew“dpyi‘ I-.havef a vezy good opinion L ' SR J
- .. Qf ‘myself;.other dag haxe x’ very - RS T
% .. poor opinion of mysel}. - e e R
© 87. .The laws governing the*people of B TR " o

' - this country are sound and need ’ ‘
.only minor changes if any.b S N

88. I pm tritical ‘of the \&y our A
' present society is orgahi‘zed Sl

..‘_G
-m

[

[

%
N
R

ot

FOR ‘EACH ‘OF THE. POLLQWING ITEMS' PLEASE. cm.:cx THE " ANsw'an ';'m\"'" FEST
LDESCRI S YOUR SITUAEION OR OPINION : . BN

3 LT T e

ng ‘all. thinga tbgethar, hoow wouid you sayrthings are- these '
2 Wluld you say yo.\ re . . _
. ' *l)vety happy = - . g . N 4 ..

S o 2)pretty hap R N

__3)not’ too gy STy R K

90. 1In general, how lisfying do yon find the way you re spgndirfq
you.r life these: days? . . @ .
l)completely swtisfying - “ _ o

. - _2)preatty satisfyin , . R o

g ~_g3)not very satisfgmg S T,
.91, a) ‘Abbut how old were you an you first became a\vare of any
: sexual feelings towards someone ¢ of the same sex?

Q!

- b) Abggt how - old were you when \(ou 'became aware you were qay? €
92 ':Are yt‘m right—handed? L l)yas ' 2)ho e P
93." H‘ave,you ever- seﬁi a; p!ychiat::ist about yout homosexuaaity? o

““l.._—_l_l)yes __g_,_r‘__Z)no . s R REUREE i

1 94. Do you think of’ Wursql; as: | R ) PR
- —a.__))more heterosexual than homosexual C oy e T g
ek ngually heterosexual- and homosexua.}: &S e T

T ke homosexual than heter@exual o Y R
. l)predominantly homosexual * . A o \ e, R
‘ . tot&lly homoséxngl : S ~'.!-_ e e o . -
9s. M: present, are you S R R ST e
- ‘ ljemployed i a)part-time . °. - b)full-time ..
—____2)unemployed R
3)retired A
Jg. ;Are you a student? L l)yes Tl 2)no L "o

R __'If yes, - a)pa:t-time b)full-tind' R,

R



97.. = If employed. o R
-a) How long have you been enployod?
g?lcn than a year- g o
N 2)1 3 yeaxrs . -« ,
. 3)3. to 10 years., . A %

H‘d your prennt job?

b) JHow 1 havu you 4
ong.“ than! ¢

T 2)1 to 3. yearh™ _ - e Y s o
"3 more than 3 ynrs . Lo ‘ ,w‘, L L,
‘d) How job changes have you made in the last ' § year-? L

Sh;u 1f retired or. not working please anqwer in terlu of the work ‘you
- 'used to do or: usually do. S .

a) Are you onployad in. 1)white couar work —2)blue collar wor)c?
‘rk aq' you do for a living? - (?trih your ob

ca!.led? Q” e type of the business or ndustry t ‘
o gmploy oy »*‘ or ex ple. salemn in*em stoze D e
— . oy '_“”..“ \;. B “‘ - ..,;;.v"y’ o - _,? ﬁ'- ‘.‘ . "“.‘ "‘ <t .:vl. N ) . . ?v
. . . A N . o » i Lo o . . . , “ L E v
. v ,~-_-' N L RN ;‘ M~ .) . . . “‘1' ) .’
¢ 'lna"x.s’sfounv ! & &
-l [ A . o
- - T o Dy R~
: v ! 1 - - o KA LR -
e L pd 8 EE % p¥ e
99, How often ao” you do any ot R ¥9. % &% - =2 PRy
~ the.following?. SN 1 t2)  (3) (4 (5) (6t
 a) use feminine names when et o e T - : :
- .referring to friendp and . T (‘O ST
acquaintances. | . S o E L
. b) wear- faciiﬂ e-up " - o SR DY Sk AN I R D
.~ . c) dress. in worlbri ' s clothing S R P : RN SR |
100. About how often do ‘you v.'lsit .the baths? -~ . . -
I _1l)once a week or more. - . S S R
. __2)two or three timeg amonth ,: . & , . = ¥ ,
: —____3)once a month & : R e :
4)several timeg a year . ‘) : ) ,
_5)less often’ - ST e -
6)never- -~ e -
S , : ‘; ‘ ‘.- -‘- .,i‘pv- -‘- : - :
. "-h“ gu havo amy comnen‘t;a about thig qu e tionnaire“’ or if" there
£ 18, anyth.j.né“y vk “mto lddu : j LEOSR 40 B v s
\4“ mnn'z mm-rs LR e TR T e
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