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It is with great excitement, relief and anticipation that we proudly publish
this pamphlet on homosexuality (in mid-1979). It was four years ago that the
initial research was done. Two years ago, the paper in its entirety was finished
except for this preface, the appendix at the end, and a small number of minor im-
provements throughout the paper. As much as we wanted the paper to come out sooner,
we knew that even waiting a year or twe, if it meant improving the quality of the
presentation or its chances of gaining wide popular approval, would be worth it.
Now,at last, its time has come.

We are excited because we ourselves have tried to find any holes in the aralysis -
and we couldn't., We have gone to some people who were very much oppecsed to it -
and we are satisfied that their argzuments do not hold up. We are excited because...
when it's right - you know it!

We are relieved btecause the work of producing this paper, the dcubts, hassles,
strains, all this is over. The fears we had at one thime that maybe this paper
would never come out are gone.

But most i1mportant, we are filled with great anticiration. There is no doubt
that this paper will stir up quite a controversy. If the controversy spreads from
one border to the other, from one coast to the other; and beyond to other countries -
so much the better. And with your help, it will! You see, dirt doesn't go away
where the broom does not sweep. Incorrect ways of thinking don't go away or get
defeated except when they are swepti aside, struggled with and replaced by bvetter
more correct ideas. So, the more discussion the better; the more controversy the

better, Those who have felt that this is the right position, that there is nothing
inferior about homosexuality as compared to heterosexuality, must propagate thi
paper far and wide and fight for it hard. t can not and should not be the main
topic of discussion generally among people. But it can no longer be 2 "non-topic";
or one only laughed at. It's time is now; before the Anita Bryants and Brigg's and

other reactiorary and fascist forces can do too much more damage; whip up too many
more people to be frightened of something there is no reason to fear. Tzruly an
further loss of the few democratic rights we still seem to have these days must
fought against. A loss of one leads to the loss of others. An attack on one is
an attack on all.

So let the discussion spread far and wide! Don't let it stand in the way of
people uniting on other issues when they can. Don't raise it when other things are
on the agenda. But get it on the agenda when and where appropriate; and get it
discussed. Fear not to struggle...we truly never got anything we didn't fiszht
for...nothing...not ore thing has been given to us without struggle!

The authors of this paper, together with the main collaborators in helping it
reach its fihel form include: homosexuals and hetercsexuals; men and women; blacks,

whites and chicanos; workers, unemployed and students.

We .are proud to include an appendix at the back of the paper which attempis to
lay out a larger over-view of the history of human development (without too much
repetition especially regarding developments in homosexuality and anti-homosexual-
ity). t also lays out where we, the authors, believe the world is headed and how
to get there the quickest and with the least losses in human lives and suffering.

We added this aprendix for thcose who want to know where '"we are coming from";or who
want to lsarn more. But it certainly is not neceesary to fully understzand or agrse
ntents of the appendix, to be able to understand and/or agree with

with the total conte
the body of the pamphliet.
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THERE ARE 4 MAIN CRITICAL POINTS IN THIS PAPIER:

1) The distinction between the popular, unscilentific use of the word "natural" and
the scientific, more precise usage. The opposite of "natural" is "social",

2) The origins of human homosexuality: that it arose simultaneously with hetero-
sexuality, at the time humans first existed.

3) The origins of anti-homosexuality: it only developed some long time aftier man
already existed; it is in.fact 2 vad thing, something which is used teo oppress some
people and used to divide all of us while helping our enemies {0 stomp on us all.

L) The realization that human social relatiors don't have to be reproductive (produce
children) in order to be productive (push society,workers and the poor forward).

After studying this paper, we believe the reader should be able to recognize these
L Critical Points as true. Agreelng with these 4 main points, the reader should alsc
then unite with our overall position on the question of homosexuality. The rest of
the analysis and conclusions in the paper only deepen and develcp the understandin
of the question further.

We firmly believe that sexual orientation (which sex 2 person is mere ttracted
to) does not determine, does not indicate anything about whether that person is pro-
gressive (for progress, pro-working class) or "reactionary" (for strengthening the

iticians are not
progressive or I iends" of blacks and other poor and working people; Jjust as Betty
Ford and other rich women ars nov progressive and "friends" or "sisters" of pocr and
working class women (and men); just as a white boss is no more progressive or "buddy"
of white workers and non-white workers and poor; so too a rick homosexual is neither
rogressive nor "friend" of poor and working class homosexuals and heterosexuals.
+ is something else that determines or indicates whether a person is progressive or
ot; can te united with or not (and instead must De opposed). And that something
1se is their stand - what they say, and sspecially what they DO - that shows they
ve either for the few rich owners and rulers of society or for the poor and working
masses in our millions.

The incorrect position - that homosexuality is always decadent or reactionary has
two significant negative effects. The incorrect position:

1) Mistakes friends for enemies. There are homosexuals in the working class and

among the oppressed nationalities. To incorrectly label people (in this case -

all homosexuals) as degenerates is to risk turning friends into enemies.

2) Anti-homosexuality is directly related to male supremacy (ideas that men are

betier than women and deserve to oe treated betier) both as an aspect of it and

as a2 support for it. Encouraging anti-homosexuality nelps male chauvinism spread.

power of the capitalists, anti-worker). Just as black big city pel
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The position that is ultimately taken ty the progressive forces in this country is
NOT 2 settled question. Some may have temporarily made their minds up - one way Cr
the other. B2ut we believe z2ll honest, well-meaning people can learn to recognize and
correct their mistakss. The more dedicated they are to serving the people, and organ-
izing us to stand up, at last, for what is rightfully ours - the more they tben have -
an interest in, 2 nesd to throw out 211 incorrect notions and to embrace all correct

and progressive notions possible. Now is an excellent time to begin the struggle in

sarnest to get ourselves, our friends, 2 whole country in its majority; to throw out
the 0ld and bring in the new...to throw nti-homosexuality on the scrap heap of history.

¥ i
UNITE ALL WHO CAN BE UNITED TO DEFEAT OUR COMMON ENEMY !

The Frencn wori for capitalist is bourgecisis (oronounced cush-wa-zes with the sh
pronounced like 2 z Jwe-use this word in the ranphlet. Their word for workers is
proletariat (pro—le—taf%-é-it). The word "compradore" 1s of Spanish crigin and
means "sousght off" - the comprador bourgeoisie 1n an under-developed country therefor
is 1t tion of the capitalists thers who work Tor/ars controlled oy bigger forsisgn
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SECTION I. INTRODUCTION 1

The authors of this paper began the investigations which are the btasis for this
paper because we disagreed with the anti-gay positions of the (majority of the) left.
We were doubtful of the "facts" which were asserted... that homosexuality is the result
of (tourgesois) decadence, or of class exploitation (having supposedly begun with the
onset of slave society), or of male supremacy, etc. Even our limited knowledge was
sufficient to make us believe that the asserticns of those putting forward antli-gay
positions were not based on sound investigation.

In fact, many of the anti-gay positions were based on arguments which were inter-
nally inconsistent, illogical, cr in conflict with the scientific method. (See
"Towards a Scientific Analysis of the Gay Question", Los Angeles Research Group,l1975).

However, we were convinced that pointing out the inzdequacy of the investigations
and analyses of the various anti-gay positions was not sufficient. Instead, we
velieved that it was necessary to counter the various unscientific pesitions with a
thorough investigation and a scientific analysis of the question tased on that
investigation.,

Since this scientific investigation had apparen:l not been done by any of the
various groups and individuals putting forward positions on the gay question, we
expected it to be a difficult task. However, we btelieved that the only way ,o meve
the understanding of this question forward was to follow the proper dialectical
approach to a2 question of social science. Lenin, in The State, clearly tells us

this is to be done:

The most reliable thing in a question of social science, and one that is
most necessary in order really to acquire the habit of approcaching this
question (correctly) and not allowing oneself to get lost in the mass of
detail or in the immense variety of conflicting op_n_ons-—*he most important
thing in order to approach this question scientifically is not to forget the
underlying historical connection, to examine every question fxrom the standpoint
of how the given phenomenon arose in history and what princiral stages this
phenomenon passed through in its development, and, from the standpoint of its
development, to examine what the given thing has become today.

V.I.lenin
(The Staze)

Regardless of the difficulty, a thorough investigation was called for. It is by
applying dialectical and historical materialism thet we are and will continue o be
able to understand and change the world. Since most of the anti-gay 'ositions Wer
vased on the assertions that homosexuality was "unratural", the result of decadence,
or the result of class society, the initial direction of our irvesvlﬂa tion was to
determine how or when the phenomenon (nomosexyalz:y) arose in history.

Two weeks of research documented the existence of abtout one hundred primitive
communal cultures in which homosexuzlity existed. This evidence was sufficient to put
the assertions that homsexuality was the resu;t of class society, (gcurgeois) decadence,
or male chauvinism on very shakey grounds. Furthermore, this evidence and the relative
ease with which it was discovered rn-aff‘*med our conviction that the anti-gay rositions
in this country were based on subjectivity rather than scientiflc analysis and lnves-
.-ga*zon. Our commitiment to making a thorough study of the question increased. We
also realized that the scope of our investigation needed to bte increased. In additicn
to understanding the historical development of homcsexuality, the historical develop-
ment and the material bvasis for anti-homosexuality also needed tc bte investigated and
understood.

Althcugh very liitle investigation was necessary to make it clear that the arguments
about homsexuality being the result of class socisty, decadence, or male supremacy

2 J

and mal, chauvinismwers inaccurate, completing the research and aﬁa’vs-s on which this

raper is tased took over 2 yeamof haxd work. While it was a diffiosult and time-con-
s;minz task, it was also exciting and the basis for learning. The process of working



on this raper has been a2 lesson in dialec*‘cal development. At the beginning we basic-
ally knew that we disagreed with thepositions on homosexuality which we heard and %

in order to counter those positions we had to seek truth from facts. But,as Chairman
Mao sald, "'Facts' are all the things that exist objectively, 'truth® means their in-
ternal relations, that is the laws governing them, and *to seek' means to study."”

(Mao Tse Tung Selected Works, Vol. III, p. 22)

In order to seek the truth, we found it necessary to do more than gather data about
"primitive" cultures. We had to study the whole question of the movement of societ:
from the lower stages of development to the higher. From our study of Engels, we real-
ized that one way to begin making sense of the large amount of data which had been
collected was to use the system of categories Engels lays out in Origins of the Family,
Private Property, and the State.

Our study of “ﬁgels, and of the dialectical materizlist method, zlso resulted in our
developing some "theories" or expectations about what our data really meant. Our en-
thusiasm when the application of the categories created order and clarity in what had
been a jumble of facts was great. We turned again to Engels' works on the development
of society in order to understana why the interrelationships which we found existed.

As the data we collected fell more and more into place, we became sven more convineced
that cur original bveliefs about homosexuality were co rrect.

Undoubtedly, further research will enable us or others to understand and explain
this whole topic even more completely. However, we are firmly convinced that anj
further investigation will only strengthen and extend the analysis and conclusions we
present uerv. Furthermore, we feel that the work presented here should be sufficient
to change 'the world, or in this case, to change the postion of the masses of people in
this country and the movement on the question of homosexuality. For that reason, we
are presentlng the results of our efforts here,

We do not believe that the question of homosexuality is a curn’_n6 question. However,
the anti-homosexual positions in the movement have made it an important question.
Coalitions have split over suppert of rights for homosexuals. Honest forces, who study
hard, apply theory to their practice, use the method of criticism and self-criticism
in their work, and seek to provide conscious leadership in the class struggle are sx-
cluded from membership by national organizations, often excluded from study. Other
honest forces are faced with the choice of either abandoning those who they know are
good revolutionaries or remaining themselves with them in small, local forms of organ-
ization. In addition, there are millions of homosexuals in this country--members of
the working class (proletariat) and the oppressed nationalities--whose particiration
in the revolutionary struggle will depend to some major extent on the position on
homosexudity.

We hope the movement will give this paper the serious study which we telieve it
deserves. The revolutionary effort and the working class are strengthened by dis-
carding subjectivist thinking and applying the scientific method to all polititeal
questions.

At this point, we would like to acknowledge and thank the many friends whose inter-
est commerts, criticisms, assistance and support have been essential to the process
of this paper

SECTION 2: METHODCLOGY,.CATEGORIZATION
The information on homosexuality* in this paper came from historical sourcss,
anthropological sources, psychiatric angmedical journals, and tooks and articles
dealing with homosexuality. )

Refersnces to transvestitism (wna-»lr'~ the clothes of the opposite sex) ars alsc
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included in this material for several reasons. Research (our own and that of others)

of this paper, homosexuality and homosexual oehavior are used inter-

*For the purpose > = us 3 3 _
changeably to refer to genital contact between persons of the same sex. In general, we
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has shown that transvestitism and homosexuality are y linke Particularly
among Native North American peoples, whenever there ecord of .ransvesyltbsm

and detailed information about the sexual practices o people, we find that thej
did have homosexuality. Information that a group has transvestitism 1s a very gocd
indicat‘on that they also have homosexuality. Therefore, we considered it worthwhile
to ineclude information on cultures when the only information we found was that they had
transvestitism. However, in the charts we list the itwo phenomena ~ecara,eLj The
second reason for including information about transvestitism is that it is useiul in
understanding the development of both homosexuality and anti-homosexuality, as we

will show later.

The factual information was gathered by going through the various materials and
recording any information on homosexuallty among primative peoples. Evidence of homo-
sexaulity was found in a vast number of socletles, in virtually every area of the world,
and in all levels of cultural development. It would be nice if we could present a chart
of all the various cultures which existed at each stage of human development, the fre-
quency of homcsexuality in those various stages, and the level of anti-homosexuality.
However, that is simply beyond the scope of possibilit] Historians and anthropologists
cannot even provide us with enough information to generate lists, much less detailed
information on the sexual practices of all past cultures. However, we note that even
without such a comprehensive catalogue “ngels was able to analyze manjy aspec ts of human

development. We feel that the severml hundred cultures included in our research give
us enough information to draw our conclus ons.

It is equally impossible to provide an aﬁa1js-s of what percentage of cultures, for
which there are records, had and did not have r onosexua_-u,. If, for example, we find
a record of some group with no reference to sexual practices, then we can only say
that the group exists (existed). The fact that the report does not mention homosex-
uality is neither proof that the group does not (did not) have homosexuzlity nor proo
that it did have homosexuality.

Information on 2 culture is nothing more than what the person recording observed
and chose to record. While this fact is important to remember whenever one 1s usin
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written records for research on people, it is particularly important when dealing with
sexual behavior. Sexuzl tehavior is certainly high on any list of behaviors which an

outsider might not get a chance to observe. Even the direct statement that a culture
does not have homosexuality is, at most, only proof that the observer did not see any
evidence of homosexuality. This proint is underscored by Adolph F. Ba:dnlier, in his
"Documentary History of the Rio Grande Pueblos" 13536- 1542" (reprinted in New Mexico
Historical Review, Vol. 5, 1930) Bandelier documents the praczlce of homosexuality
in the culture,both in general and wi ub a partic ulﬁ* examn; He alsc notes that
another history had incorrectly stated that homosexuality 1’1 not exist there.

Although it would have been desiraale to be able to present data on frequency or
percent of cultures, it is obvious that such data cannot be gat nered. However, the
material presented here is all documented kv our research, It is our position that the
quantity of information presented hers, with the wide variety of areas and cultiural
development represented, is adequate basis for the anz 2lysis presented. We certainly
would agree that there are other pieces of information - which would be useful, but we
do not believe that the absence of information which is impossible to obtain makes the
investizations any less valuable or valid.

-
v

-~
of

Categorization

The first stags of the investigation uncoversd over 300 societles, at various levels
of ocultural and technological development, from all areas of the world--North America,
South America, Asiz, Zurope, Africa, the Paclélv, and Australia--where homcsexualiiy
and transveSti:i m =x-su" In aud-'1~“ to the fact that these cultures had homosex-
uality, we had a large amount of cultural data about these societies. Whern the scurces
which ﬂocumen,ed the existence of homosexuzlity did not provide sufficient cultural
information, encyclopedizs and o:ne* reference sources were used.

In order to use all this raw data, it was necessary to categorize it. 1In The Orizin
of the Family, Private Property and the State, Frederich Engels used & system of cul-




tural categories which he borrcwed from Lewis Henry Morgan (In Ancient Society).
These categories divide human societies on the basis of technological development
into three broad categoriss: savagery , barbarism, and civilization. The first two

-4eT L=l

categories are further sub-divided into: lower,middle, and upper stages--again on the
basis of technological development. We used this category system for our aralysis,
Although we used this system for categorizing all the cultures, we believe it is
most useful up through the level of middle barbarism. Middle bartarism is the period
in which Engels tells us class (siave) society began. Engels helped devise anotier
set of divisions - to understand humen history up thru the DPresent : it is based on
the class nature of the society: primitive communalism, slave society, fesudal society,
capitalist society, and socialist society. (For more explanation on this - see the
Appendix). We believe that this division of human culture is excellent for understand-
ing human history; especially when used in conjunction with the categories Zngels
adapted from Morgan. Primitive communalism covered such =z long period of time; it is
much more easily dealt with by having it broken down into smaller chunks (lower savagery,
middle savagery:,..upper savagery, and lower bartarism). This is especially important
because a number of importanit developments in human soclety occured during that long
vericd.

The system of categories is quite explicit about the cultural and technological
development which existed at each stage. On the basis of the cultural and technical
information we had about the various cultures, they were assigned to a category.

For a small percentage of the societies represented (in Table l-back of pamphlet)
we did not have sufficient cultural information to categorize the society .** These
groups are therefore not included in the charts where societies are broken down by

category.

It is a comment on the adequacy and consistency of the category system th
were only iwo cases where the society had characteristics which would £it mo
one category. The conflict was resolved by assigning the society with which
tural data was most consistent.

Table 1 in the back of the pamphlet shows the societies by ¢
is the breakdown of the categories. In addition to a synopsis o
characteristics of each level, we include a summary of the cultura
which Zngels describes for these various levels, as well as the
sexuality.
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1. LOWER SAVEGERY: These people had no artificial housing, they lived in %
ural habitat. They ate fruits, nuts, roots, etc. The main acccemplishment
was speech. We do not yet have direct historical proof of this stage, but
existence as the first logical and necessary step away from animal condition
Family-promiscuous, with a rising trend toward group marriags
Trital Authority-none
Division of Labor-childbearing and breast
Anti-homosexuality-none

o
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eeding;all else shared

« MIDDLE SAVAGERY: This period begins with the use of fire an
tone tools were developed. Some small game was added to the &
ustralians and the recently discovered Tasaday are the only survivi
eople that we know of today.

Family-group marriage¥¥**

gL I )
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Tribal Authority-veginnings of leaders, but no inherited authority
Division of labor-a2gain none except childbearing and breast feeding

Anti-homosexuality- none

**There are at least two reasons why w some soc-
ieties., Pirst, there are a number of SO soon
after contact with Buropeans that litt names and
any comments made by the explorers wh groups have
nore than one name, and as a result t e .

they might have their own native name, an Zn As

result, there is also the possibilizy cation in
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3. UPPER SAVAGERY: This period begins with the development of the tow and arrow.
When this was accomplished hunting btecame a2 regular occupation. There was some set-

tlement in villages. Basketry and dugout canoes came into teing. Many North American,

South American and Pacific peoples fall into this category.

Family- pairing family with the beginning of the gens unit and matriarchal lineag
Auth rity of Tribal Chiefs- established leadership, little or nc inherited power
Division of Labor- men=hunting, women=ga er.“z&u“ home; the primitive :ez_:n;tg
of a division tetween mental (1eaders ana priests) and manual (all others) labor
Anti-homosexuality- small minority disapprove, no suppression
L, LOWER BARBARISM: The period of barbarism begins with the invention of pottery.
Some lower barbaric peoples have small-scale gardening. Many North American and Scuth
American groups were in this stage of development.
~am;_j- “airing marriage within a2 matrilinealy structured gens system
Authority of Tribval Chief- increased power and the bteginnings of permanent and
inherited authorit
Division of Labor- between men=hunting and "outside" activity, and women=tihe
home. Between mental (chiefs and T iests) and manual lakor
Anti-homosexuality- small minor ty of societies disapprove,no suppression
5. MIDDLE BARBARISM: This period is characterized by the domestication of animals,
irrigation, large-scale agriculture, adobe dwellings, cattle breeding and the format-
tion of large herds. These peop -es were acquainted with the working up of metals,
except iron. This period saw the increase of production to the pcint where a surplus
Wa.s crea d for the first time.

Thus *u;:ral labor power became desirable and we see the -ntrC"”Ct’Cn of slavary.
Zefore :nls, there was no slavery as an ecornomic institution. The "slaves" fournd in
more primitive aoc;etles were almost always war captives. These pecple never became
economically valuable as a class because these societies had not yet evelved to the
point where labor created surplus value. War c=ptives thus had had no economic func-
tion - they were either killed or int eg*avea into the tribe through marriage or adop-
tion. With the introduction of slavery, class soc*n*j began.

Family- monogamous marrizge based on male supremacy (mother-right is overthrown)
Authority of Tribal Chiefs- tribal chiefs and priesis become the ruling class
Division of Labor- consoclidaticn of the division between men and women; consol-
idation of the division between mental and manual labor with the introducticn
of slavery and the development of 2 ruling (slave-owning) class
An,l—bomosexuallty big increase in anti-homosexuality, suppression begins wiih
the introduction of the death penzlty.
6. UPPER BARBARISM: This period vegins with the smelting of iron ore and the develop-
ment of the plow. It became possible to cultivate very large areas of land, so there
was a considerable increase in population.,
Family- monogamous nar*.aaé based on male suprsmacy
Authority- Inherited authority (and property) for ruling class (nobility)
Division of Labor- more deve oped versions of the divisions in middle savagery,
the division tetween town and country also becomes strong
Anti-homosexuzlity- homosexuality continues to bve disapproved of by a signif-
icant number of cultures (still not the majoriiy though) suprression
7. CIVILIZATION: This period is considered to begin with the lopment of an alpha-
bet and written records. This category span

s the pericds of
society, capitalist society and socialist society. Homose

**(cont'd) in our information. However, we are csrt ation is min-
2 N 4 2 = PR wrin 3 3 4 2 3 m :

imal and is baslcally confined to the grours which are not categorized. Thus, there
2 o0 - ..

is no effect on our conclusions,

XA o iz.z=2 does rnot 2v3ie arn +h nma mmATe A - ard — <
Group marriage does rot necessarily mean that large groups of men and groups of
women were engagsd in WaS¢C~..j promiscuous sexual aﬂ—-';:y. People in this period

" o I 5 L L - - 2~ -4 = - L2247 - & had & e
did "couple-off",did have pairing relationships. 3ut, a potential mate had to belo
to the right group and the tiss were not like the marriage ties we have in today's




Ly are widespread and already well-documented elsewhere, T 5

small number of civilized DPeoples which have been included in +} tavles;
2 $ ’

id not actually focus on these societies.

ST oS

Having categorized the raw data, the final task in our research was o analyze
information on homosexuality and anti-homosexuality in the context of the
velopment of human society. In this way, we were able to draw varicus conclusicn
about the relationship of homosexuality and , particularly, of anti-homosexuality to
the other developments in human society. For this analysis we draw heavilv on the
understanding of human social development which Lenin and especially Engelé Provide,
We have tried to use the dialectical and historical materialist method in makinz our
conclusions. Dialectics is a method of examining things and processes tha+ say;
that all things and processes are a unity of opposites - that to understand the
one must discover its two main aspects and ihen determine the way in which thes
main opposites influence and struggle with each other so as to

)
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the thing is and what it will become. For example, the tw
of Slave society were the slave owners and the slaves. To und
history it is necessary to understand the relationship bet n
the struggle between them-having grasped this...one can se
iety wo cease o exist once the slaves -who had been th re
sufficiently in strength o be able to overthrow their oppressors
the once: dominant elass/aspect. Dialectics enables us to disect
and other phenomena, more and more clearly understand them; re
change and learn how to change that which it is DPossible to ch
mere and more the masters of our own destiny the more w
this valuable analytical tool. (The opposite of dialecti
Materialism, the opposite of idealism, says that both man's envi
ideas are important but,of the two, generally (though not al
more important; material being determines consciousness. In o
example, children born into rich capitalist families - like th le
the world a whole lot differently than do the children of worksrs. On se
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view
“learn” the easy, soft life; and don't learn what it is like to work and out a
existence facing a never ending hassle with bosses and bills. The
children learn the value of hard work, of eading a responsibl i

of mutual co-operation between large numbers of workers - as t

and flourish. These concrete experiences, these materizl realit heir lives
thus play & key role in the systems of values and beliefs y the ideas of each class
You don't think "rich" and "poof" you are rich. You are rich and so ! i
You are a worker and so you think like workers do. You ars a small
you think like small shop owners do.(This applies generally;but

¥ to survive

|
)
3
Y,
.

<

Historical materialism is the application of materialism, th

in analyzing human history. It helps us see th 1o

cause of changes/advances in man's existence and that man's ideas ge

those advances/changes...are a reflsction (and not always a very acc

things that already exist., For example, it was impossible for man to think about

world as it is today,with all the large scale manufacturing, during the period of
.

tory prior to the invention of the earliest machines. If you want to understand hi
tory, look first at what man did, how he produced what he needed to survive; not

t what some "great" thinkers in those days were saying.

)

SECTION 3: CRIGINS OF HUMAN HOMOSEXUALITY

; il = i % i s i R e foRs "
The first question which must be answered in any scientifi on the
2 27 L. 2 wha+ 3o +) ~ £ han Y o _
question of homosexuality is: what is the origin of human h en con
sidering human sexuality--human sexual behavior--the common en that
S : - = <t Rt e ¥
heterosexual btehavicr is normal or natural. Homosexual beha re, con
$ A 3 3 o} +3 AR Javel Anaes av Aar o
sidered to te some form of aberration which has dsveloped. sn cen
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ter this curious development s rule,
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supremacy and male chauvinism,
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Our researc“ has uncovered over 180 pre-class societies where homosexuality existed.
This fact absolutely disproves any assertion +hat homosexuality developed as a result
of uourgeo-s/capitalist decadence, class soclety or mals supremacy since all of those
pheromena were absent in pre-class, primitive communal society. Obviously, if we ars

to understand the origins of human homosexuality, we must take as the beginning point
for our investigation a time well vefore the 4 velonnent of class society.

The early development of humanity goes from animal to lower savagery (the trans-

ition stage to middle savagery). Engels poinis out that we have no direct information
on numan"*y in the stage of lower savagery. He notes that, "although it may have
lasted for many thousands of years, we have no direct evidence of its existen e; but
once we admit the descent of man from the animal kingdom, the acceptance of ,hls trans-
ition stage is inevitable." (Origins Do 24, )k

Although he lacked direct evidence concerning the stage of lower savagery, Engels
makes & numbter of conclus;ons about humanity in the transiiion stage based on data fro
animals and from humanity's later periods. On the question of homesexualiiy, there ar
also some conclusions which can be drawn. But first, let us look a2t the 32tz we have

To deal scientifically with the question, hownver, we must not simply begin wi
the assumption that homeosexuality is an unfortunate develorment., We must, inste

examine what are the origins of human sexuality. We turn first tc the sub-human
animal world. We do not normally ask where or how humans began breathing, eating or
engaging in heterosexual activity because we accept that living organisms, at least
mammals, engage in all these activitiss., Homosexual tehavior has been observed in a
wide variety of mammals: monkeys, dogs, bulls, rats, porcupines, guinea pigs, gzcatis,

horses, donkeys, elephants, hyenas, bats, mice, lions, rabc-ts, cats, racoons, baboons,
apes, and rorpoises. (Churchill, pp. 60- GL/. Animal homosexual behavicr has been okb-
sexved in a wide variety of conditions including field observations in a natural hab-
itat, Thus, animal homosexual behavior can not be considered a response to the "un-
natural’conditions of laboratory confinement.

Homesexual behavior in animals dces not appear to te merely a substiiute for un-
availatle heterosexual behavior. Animals, particularly apes and monkeys, have teen
observed to engage in preferential homosexuality and to form lasting honcsex;a; re-
lationships., Nor can homosexuality be dismissed as the result of hormeonal domirance
over the tehavior of lower animals which disappears as responses to the environment
increase, Scientists tell us that as we move up the rhylogenetic (evo;;t::nary; scale
animals become less tied to strict hormonal control over their behavior; factors like
environment and social interaction become increasi ngl impertant. As we ascené that
same thylogenetic or evolutiorary scale, homosexual behavicr becomes more frequent.
Thus, as sexuality tecomes less the slave of biological urges and mors a social act-
ivity, animals are more likely to engage in homosexual activit;

Facts about homosexuality in animals strongly suggest that our simian (ape) ancestors
en:agod in homosexual behavior. Admittedly, these observations have been macde by con-

vmoor”“y sclentists and not on the basis of relics from primeval time. Thus, it is
theoretically possible that homosexuality among animzls develored in the interim since
the time of man's ascent from the animal kingdom. But, lacking any explanation for
why this development should have occurred, we must conclude that our simian ancestors
did sngage in homosexual behavior. Furthermore, the fact that animals in remote nat-
ural settings engage in homosexuality indicates that tbe exis ence of homosexuality,
like hetercsexual behavior, is a rhenomenon which develops in the course of rature.

Now let us turn to the pericd of middle savagery, the first period of human axist-

-~

ence for which direct evidence can be found. We have information on only a smal

v
ce
tio

number of groups, at this low level of development. Most of human society :rcz*essei
reyond this primitive level long before sxtensive observations of such cultures could
be made and recorded. However, the infornation on middle savagery which we do have
goes far beyond simply estatlishing that homosexuality is found in this stagse.

- = —— = .

*##4+%011 refsrences here to Zngels, Origins of the Family, Private froperiy and the Siate
s 2 M4 p % shantd B = A A =

are from Zhe FProgress Publishers, 1972 edition. This bock shculd be read cover 2o cover.



An ong the eleven Middle Savagery groups in our research we find widespread nomo-
sexualit In these societies honosexua;i:y was in no way an ;sola ed or unusua
Dhenomenon. We find no record of any group in the Middle Savazerﬂ category which dis-

(6]

approved of homosexuality or made an 1y atiempt to suppress it. The o T

we find on homosexual oebav-cr were the taboos and restrictions which were alsc applied
to heterosexual behavior. For example, Westerma*ck reported that the people found
around Ximberly, Australiz have widespread homosexualit ¥+ The taboos which apply <o
homosexual pairings or marriages are the same as th 10se which apply to heterosexual

rairings or marriages.*5
It is also lntereszlng to note that am
record of transvestitism. Durlr; all

ng the Middle Savagery zroups we £ind no

r stages of human society we find record of
it. As we noted in the Methodolo5j se n, transvestitism 1s to scm large extent,
a co-phenomenon with homosexual ity. Often one partner in a homosexua relationship
cross-dresses (transvesti tism). The absence of any lsaDDrOVal of onosexuali+v and
the absence of transvestitism strongly indicates that, for the. people of Middls Sav-

agery, the question of gender did not determine the a:nro“r*atenes= or acceptability
of sexual relations or of individual unions. The concept o terosexuality vs.
homosexuslity was probably as inccmﬂrvke.slcle 0 these peop;e s the other restric
tions and tatoos which social convention has since established
At this point we can turn to the period of lower savagery

’
and begin to draw some conclusions. The animal data makes it c ! exua
tehavior is, in the scientific sense, natural. Tha is, homosexual behavior, like
heterosexual behavior, exists 1rdeaenaenz £ the struggle for obtaining and producing
the means of subsistence.*4 The animal Aa,a also strongly supperts.the cohclusion-ths
our simian ancestors engaged in homosexual behavior. The evidence from the level of
Middle :ava;e*y tells us that, at that point in human history, homosexualiiy was com-
mon and accepts

We now turn to the transition stage with the question:

IS IT MORE REASCNABLE T "ﬁNC*"“” THAT HOMOSEXUALITY HAS ALWAYS BEEN A PART CF
HUMAN SEXUALITY/SEXUAL BEHAVIOR OR THAT HOMOSEXUALITY DEVELOPED AS SOME SCRT OF
DEVIATION?

To aid us in drawing conclusions atou: the transition stage of Lower Savagery, we
turn to Engels' analysis and conclusions concerning that period in human development.,
Engels tells us in Origins and in "The Role of Labor in the Transition from Ape to Man
that the transition from ape to mar roou-reﬂ “increased social interaction:

= |
)
3

«e:it is obviously impossible to seek % £' 1 the most social
of all animals from non-gregarious immediat icestors. The mastery over nature,
which begins with the development of the hand, with labour, widened man's horizon
at every new advance....On the other hand, the development of labour necessarily
helped to bring the members of society closer together by multiplying cases of

=

=,
l‘

*5 COne common misconception of primitive communal society is that sexual tehavior dur-
ing the entire period consisted of indiscriminate, promiscucus sexual behavior relat-

iomns, E.gel describes four relationships. The promiscuous Period, group merria
the pairing family, and the monogamous family. The Dromiscuous oerzoh he assigns to
to the **9351+-o stage of lower savagery. However, even in the promiscuous i
Engels notes that individual pairings, of a temporary or limited duration were

)

&4

ably the rule. (Origirns,p.37) By the period of middle savagery,group marria

In group marriage groups of women were married to groups of men. However, in

unions or "marriages" often exisited. These marriages are not synonymous with g
under the monogamous family. But,they existed. One aspect of the group “a**_a;= re-~
lationship wasi that individual unions must be between persons from groups which were
married.

*6 Marx distinguished two relationships in human behavior,

he defines as being a part of the struggle for production. ‘*1, y rast,
that which exists or came into existence separate from the struggle for production.
All conscious relationships are a part of the social realm, cs ?be*e toers e i

a relationship, it exists for me: the animal does noi enter a2t W

thing, it does not enter into any relation at all." (p. 51, a,

viillls, v QCT
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king clear
(Engels '"Part Played ﬂy Labor
Nature, International Publishers, 1940 edi
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For evolution out of the animal stage, for the accomplishment of
vance known to nature,an additional element was ded: the rerlacemen:
ual's inadequate power of defence by the united strength and joint sffort of the hordes...
mutual toleration among the adult males, freedom from jealousy, was however,the firs:

condition for the building of those Large and enduring groups the midst
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which alone
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transition from animal +

man

could be achieved.

And indeed, wh

do we find as the oldest, most pri nluive form of the fam1¢y, of which

undenizble

evidence can be found in history, and which even tcday can te studied here and
there? Group marriage, the form in which whole groups of men and whole groups of
women teleng to one another, and which leaves but 1ittle scope for jealousy.
Since, however, the forms of group marriage known to us are accc”caniec by su
Peculiarly complicated condi that they necessarily point to earlier, sir
forms of sexual relations, and thus, in the last analysis, toc & period of
cuous intercourse corresponding to the period of transition
humanity... Wnat, then ,does promiscuous sexuzl intercourse mean?
restrictions in force at present or in earl times did not exis
that is, the acse of barriers to sexual intercourse set up by
(3ngels, Crigins, pp35-36. ZEZmphasis added)
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generate an explanation for why bomosexuali:y would ﬂ pea* during the transition
stage--in direct violation of the general developmen aal trend, and \2} explain why
homosexuality would turn around and re-aprear in Middle Savagery when socizal tarriers
to sexual tehavior were developing.

Since we find ro material basis for generating either of these-twe explanaticns
we are forced to conclude that:

HCMOSEXUAL BEHAVIOR DEVELOPED IN THE COURSE CF NATURE AS A PART OF SEXUAL BE-
HAVIOR AND HAS BEEN A PART OF HUMAN SEXUAL BEHAVICR SINCE THE BEGINNING OF
HUMANITY!

At this point there may be those who will object to our conclusicn on the grounds
that we are.contradicting Engels. We find no evidence that either Marx or Engels--
or for that mat r any of the great teachers since--made an j scientific comments on
homosexuality. There ars some brisf comments on 1omosexua_-,y,a.m st always deroga-
tory. However, examination of those comments makes it obvious that the comment
were nct based on scientific investigation. For example, Engels says in Qrigins that,
"the degradation of the women recciled on the men themselves and degraded them ioo,
until they sank into the perversicn of boylove." 1In other translations of this ras-
sage the word boylove is replaced by the word sodomy. De_-*_;rg Zoth themselves
and their gods by the myth of Ganymede." (Origins, p. 65.)

Careful examination of this quotation shows Zngels is sa that homosexuality
and homosexual religious myths developed as & reulti of the w or degradaiion
of women. ZEngels, in Origins, clsarly shows that the downd of women was acconm-
21s0 notes that & given Thenomenon can have a dual charapte s ?cth na:g::% anc
social. Both neterosexual and homosexual tehavior musi Ce red naturzal, :3?
toth existed or developed independenti of the strusggle f?; ol _:?. And, anong humans,
toth hetercsexuzl and homosexual relations must te consider ial.




isbed in, and was the result of, the period when private property develoved and
-as c_ety began.

Yev, we have found at least 182 societies where homosexuality existed which, acccrd-
ing to the scientific criteria laid down by Engels, are ;ra—ﬂlass societi :
of societies which Engels himself specifically stated were pre-class societiss (the
various North Western American Indians) had both honosexua¢¢ty and homosexual religious
myths. We must conclude that either (1) the major conclusions Engsls a*ew on the
tasis of his scientific l:TeSulJat;OHS of the eveLO’ment of society and classes are
incorrect--and all those societie blcn his scientific criteria latel as pre-class
societies are actually class soc1et-es (because they had homosexuality), or (2) we
must conclude that Engels did not investigate the question of homosexuality and that
his brief comments must be viewed as casual, unscientific remarks. We conclude that
Engels did not investigate the question. (We must remember too that he had quite a
bit less information and reports on primitive groups than we do, nowadays, almost 100
years afier his death.)

O ’U
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Actually, in terms of the scientific analysis of human development which he laid
out, our conlusions on the question of homosexuality and anti-homosexuality are in
no way in conflict with Engels. In fact, our analysis is based on his analysis and
conclusions.

o

Let us summarize the conclusions about the origins of homosexuality which our inves-
tigation has made possible:

1) The existence of homosexuality in over 180 pre-class,primitive communal societiss.
This conclusion is obvious. Any other conclusion would mean that homosexuality

developed before the phenomenon which supposedly caused its development.

N
~—r

The existence of homosexuality in animals demonstrates that homosexual behavior--
like heterosexual behavior--is "natural" in the scientific sense of the word.
That is, both forms c¢f sexuality developed in the course of nature, independent
of the struggle for production. The assertion that homosexuality is "unnaturzl"
is itself unscienti;;c.(ACtMally, the assertion that anything is "unratural" is
also un-Marxist since, as we noted atove, for Marx the opposite of naturzl is
social, not "unnatural".)

3) Our examination of the development of society makes it clear that human homo-
sexuality has always been an aspect (or one of the iwo forms) of human sexuality.

L) The evidence from the stage of Middle Savagery shows that anti-homosexuality,
that is, disapproval of or oprosition to Honosexualltj, has not always existed.

HOMOSEXUALITY IN RELIGIOUS MYTH AND RITUAL
The material already presented is sufficient to make the conclusicns listzsd atove.
Yt

There is, however, one other area of investigation which we will presenz,

That is, rcmosexuall ty in the religious myths and rituals of primitive commurnal so-
cietles. This information is valuable for three reasons. One, except in times of resv-
olutionary upheaval (which was not a characteristic of the primitive communal pericd),
the religious 1yths and practices of a society tend tc change slowly. Thus, the exis-
tence of a particular Dnercnenon in this case homosexuality, in the relizious myths
and rituals of a society indicates that the phencmenon has existed in the culi: 0
a long time. Two, the p:esenca of 2 phenomenon in *ne *—llE’OuS myth and ri
society is an indication that the phenomenon has at a nea"“r= oﬁ accer
in the culture. Th*-“, the prevalence of nomoser i i us myt
vals of a larze number of primitive communal soci lnd;ca:ic:
Engels' comments on homosexuality were not based ic investigation.
homosexual religious myths and practices of cult the downfall of women !
not yet taken place could not be reiated to women.
B dence of homosexuality in the and rituals o
u ties all over the world. (See :am;hlet). Mo
the :ndigenous peoples o Nb_. « (The largs
American cultures is largely due to two factors. One, consider-
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able anthropological work has teen done among North American Indians. Thus, extensive

information on their religions, myths, and rituals is available

Moo -
Two, the research

presented in this paper wes done in Southern California libraries. Both nationzl and

cultural tiases are often reflected in the collections of rel
and anthropological sources. By that, we mean that a San Disgo

tiv
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ely obscure historical

a3 f 2 333 3
alliorn ii%rary 1s

more likely to have in its archives the California Historieal Scci°+y's Journal than th

German Historical Society's journal.) However, we do have suf

conclude that the presence of homosexuality in the religion, mythology, and ritual o
Pprimitive communal societlies was common. Primitive peoples nad toth heterosexual an

homosexual religious myths and rituals.

fic

ient informetion to

Homosexuality in the mythology and ritual of primitive communal society is not a
single phenomenon. There are a number of aspects. irst, there are nytbs in ab-bn

homosexuality plays a role. For example, the Slisht, the Assinib

NehaneZ, and the Vootan all :ave legends invelving ;es:;an;sm.
-rac+;ce nomecsexuality. Y Wnile the Ojibwa have a2 myth a2bout "W

o-“e-, the Vox— tnes
The gods of the ‘;ﬂj“s

is

ciked jak who dresses

like a woman, marries, and has anal intercourse with his husband."S This Ojibwa myth
‘“d cates the link be*woen homosexuality and transvestitism in primitive ccma“ta‘ cul-

tures
with male “"ae*+y rites. (Layard

Many of the religious myths which concern homosexualit;
aphrodites, persons who possess cAa*ac:er¢St-cs cf both sexes.

3

myths can be classes as homosexual myths. These myths include
Czlamari and the Tolu7, and the Navaho myths about the inventeor
dipper, the hairbrush, stir -n5 sticks, and the water Jjar. The
aphrodite was also the first person to die, thus beginning huma

There are three ways in which the homosexuality relaies to

behavior. One is that the cersmonies around some gods included
This was true, for example, of the "Mother" or "Great F*ddess'

te

» In New Guinea there is a myth explaining the origin of sodomy and its connection

chnically about herm-

However, the same cul-
tures either called homosexuals hermannrodx:es« or used homosexual transvestites in
the rituals assocliated with these myths. Thus, we conclude that the hermaphrodize
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names was worshipped throught the Eastern Mediterranean and llesop:

The worship of this "Mother Goddess" involved homosexual and often hetercsexuzl ri
Ceremonial homosexuality was also practiced by the Pueblos (n:i;cser,,and in the »p
erty ceremcnies of many groups including the Karika (Hays), the XKiwai (Lan dtman), the

rind-Amin (5 u;uenoeek), the Iatmul (Bateson), the Tchambali (Hays), the Aranda (Rohe

‘
Ju-%

- / . .
and the Nambutji (Reheim).

e origin myths of the
f pottery, the gourd
mythical Navaho herm-
ex-s:eny-.v
myths or ritual
itual homosexuality.

, under vario ous
::ar.an areas.?
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The second relationship of homosexuality to the ritual or r of primitive com-
mural societies is the hermaphrodite or transvestite--2lso called shamans or berdaches.
In some cases the relationship of these people to the religion or ritual was through
the religious myths by which their existence was explzined. In other cases;, the relz-
ticnship to the rituals or religions of these cultures was that these transvestites--
the shamans and verdaches--were "wise-men", medicine men, etc. of the culture.(See Table).

Sexual relations with these "holy men" was often considered to be a source of power
or strength. An interesting ritual which was documented amoug the Sioux, Sac, ané Fox
Indians (Catlin) was an annual celebration held by the tribal berdache and attended by
all the men of the tribe who had made love with him.

An entire paper could easily be writien about the transvestiie "holy ne"" of prim-
itive peoples and the homosexual practices associated with them. T2ble 1 gives those
1, See A, Ellis in our bibliography
2. See Honigman 5. See Drucker
L, BSee Coxy 5. See Hoch
6, It is amusing to read scme of the early explorers accounts ztcut how common the

normally rare chenomenon of hermaphroditism wers in scme primitive societies.
7. See de Alba 8. See Reichard S. See Karleen (p. 143)
TFe “cncsexua1 rites around this mother gcddess 2re in conflict with the noticn that
lity in religious ri 1 ard myth resulted from the downfall of women. AZter
‘be sz -_;snh nt of the patriarchy the centrel god figure was almost always naile, Th;s,
the homosexual myths and rituals around 2 woman godhead must pre-date the downfall of
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interested a good start on investigating this interesting phenomenon. For our Dburposes
it is sufficient to note that homosexuality was often integrally involved in the re-
ligions and rituals of primitive communal cultures through the role of these trans-

vestites.,

The third link between homosexuality and the religious Dractices of primitive
communal cultures was homosexual temple Prostltutes. Such prostitutes were found in
ancient Peru (Cory and Cieza de Leon), in Canaan (Cory), in Babylonia (Lewison), and
among the Sumerians and Hetrews (Hastings, 170). This phenomenon is found only in the
highest stages of primitive commuralism, for it is ornly in its last stages that we
find established temples and the developed prie t

sthood which go with such temples. It
should be noted that, generally, where there was homosexual prostitution thers was al
heterosexual prostitution. These temple prostituties were usually connected to some
particular religious myth or some particular god. Of the three connections between
homosexual behavior and the religious practices of primitive cultures, this is probably
the least important for understanding homosexuality or anti-homosexuality due to the
late stage of development at which temples and temple prostitutes appear.

The evidence on homosexuality in the religion, myth, and ritual of primitive com-
munal socieities leads to the following conclusions:

1) Homosexuality is closely connected with the religions, myths, and rituals of

many primitive communal socieities.

2) The role of homosexuality in these religions, myths, and rituals indicates a
favorable rather than an unfavorable attitude towards homosexuality by primitive
communal peoples.

3) The assertion that homosexual religicus myths or religious practices ars the
result of the downfall of women or the establishment of class society is conm-
Pletely disproved by the actual facts.

m el a1 : } £ nairn ~anelinel hai+  +} igin £ % 3

These conclusions support the four main conclusions about the origins of homosexual-

ity which we put forward before:
1) Homosexuality did not develop as a result of class society or the downfall of
women.
v g g . o . 2og e a s &5 %
2) Homosexuality develops in the course of naturs--it is ratural (in the precise,
scientific sense).
3) Human homosexuality has always been a part of human scciety.

4) Anti-homosexuality has not always existed.



SECTION & CRIGINS OF ANTI-HCMCSEXUALITY -

The starting points for this seciicn of our analysis ars that:

1) Homosexual behavior has always veen a tart of human sexual tehavior;
2) Anti-nomosexuality did not always exist, dut is 2 socizal phenomenon which
develored in the course of human society.

Those two conclusions, or theses, are essentizlly summa<ions of the facts oreseniad
in Section III, Orizins of Human Homosexuality.

To those who view homosexuality as an "unnatural" perversiocn, the question of when,
how or why anti-homosexuality develored never zrises. Those Teople visw homosexuality
as tad, and assume that anti-homosexuality is 2 "natural" or Droletarian
respense to this "umnnatural” perversion. Instead of providing 2 dialectical arnd his-
torical materialist amalysis, <his view blindly accepts the dominant view of homosex-
uality which exisis in this culture and interprets or explains histery on the assump-
tion thet the attitudes of contemporary socieiy always exiszed,

-

Anti-homosexuality is 2 social phencmenon.
course of nature, but o of human socizl intera
sexuality is a social phenomenon does not provid

d i

ut

- 3 34 > - S
hat is, it arose not out of the
-2 < -~ 3 - < %
ction. Saying that anti- homo-
e an automa.tic answer to the

questlon of whether or not anti-homosexuality is "goocd" cr "tad", proletarian
or non-proletarian. xacism, national chauvinism, male supremecy, and revolution are
all sccial phenomenon, 2ut the proletariat's attitude towards these social thenon-

eron 1s not the same. Yo determine the proletzrian pesition towards znsi-homosexual-
iy, we must do 2s Lenin advised and aralyse when and how it arose in history and
what changes it has gone thrcough indrder to determine what it has tecome today.
To amalyse the development of anti-homesexualiiy, we must oegin by looking at
wher' it developed. The following table provides a great deal of information atous
the development of anti-homosexuality. **
CATEGORY ATTITUDE # CF SCCIZTTIS CHARACTERISTICS & DIVILOPMINTS
1.MIDIDLE SAV, 1C00% approval 11 fire and stone tocls, group marziage,nc in-
herited authority, noc division of labor te-
yond childbearing
2. UP.SAVAGERY 14% disapproval 55 tow and arrow,huntingz becomes an occupation,
priring family, estabdlished leadership nus
no inherited authorizy
3. LOWER ZARBARISM 14% disapproval 435 pottery invenied,pairing marriage in 2 matxri-
linear gens, division of lator between men
and women in hunting,& beiween mental znd
manuel lator
< .MID ,3ARBARISM** 31% disapproval &5 domestication of animals and larze scale 2z-
**TEE DEATH FPENALTY FCR HOMCSEXUALITY riculture, metal work,SURTLUS DEVILCFS, MCNO-
APFTARS IN MIDDLE BARSARISM GAMOUS MARRTAGE,SLAVERY DEVELOFS=CLASS SCCISTY
5.UP.ZAR3ARISM 28% disapproval 18 iron working ard the plow, monogemcus mar-
riagze, clzss sccisty
6 .CIVILIZATION 55% disapproval written language, class society
*. In exanining the Gevelopment of anti-nomosexuality we distinguish hetween <wc as-
Pects of anti-homosexuality: disaprroval and suppression. There are nany cultures
which are s2id o "disapprove” of homosexuality and yet had homosexial marrizges and
religicus rites., “or example, the Alor "disapproved" of homcsexuality yet do nct pun-
ish it in any way and allow homosexual merrizges. The Trotriander "diapproved" of
homosexuality but did not punish it in any way. The Pomo "3:sarproved"” of homosexual-
ity 2lthough it was very common. The Nahane "iisapproved" of ncmesexuality a2nd trens-
vestlilsm, yet they conscicusly raised some girls 2s toys. These girls zrsw up 2o te
ncmosexuzl transvestites., EHere the Nahane supfosedly "disapproved" of homcsexuzlity
arcd at the same %{ime conscicusly encourazed it. We iaXe the development of the deazh
dexaliy 2s ithe most significant dividing line beiween disapprovael arnd suppressisn,
Czce the death penaliy develops, it is clsar that disapprovel has given way to suprres-
sion - hemosexualiiy is not merely “eing discouraged or viewed as lsss desirebls <han
heserssexualiir,



In the period of Upper Savagery, disapproval towards homosexual;z; tegins. Previou
to this stage in human development, there is NO evidence that any disapproval or
discouragement of homosexuality existed. The number of cultures which disapproved

of homosexuzlity at this level is relati

vely small and remains small at the level of
lower bvarbarism.

At the level of Middle Barbarism, two changes occur., There is a large increase in
the number of societies which disapproved of homosexuality, althouch the ¢ lsapproval
is not a universal or even majority phenomenon. Furthermore, for the first time in
human history, the death penalty for homosexuality appears.

We basically have before us the facts about when anti-homosexuality developed.
These facts are necessary, out by themselves they do not answer the question of how
the phenomenon of anti-homosexuality-arose in history. To answer the question we
must aralyse those facts in the context of the developments which human society was
going through in those periods.

Because the analysis is complex, and because the subjective attitudes on the ques-
tion of homosexuality are strong, we will first summarize the conclusions which can be
drawn at this point on the basis of the facts presented. These conclusions are not

questicns of analysis or interpretation, but the logical summation of the facts which
we have presented:

1)Before the period of Upper Savagery, there is NO evidence that homosexuality was
subject to any disapproval or discouragement.

2 )JThe development of anti-homosexuality was NOT a necessary step for the development
of human society.

The first conclusion has already been discussed at length. However, some comments
concerning the second conclusion are ecessa*y There a some Deop-,, who, when they
discover that facts do not support their suaJec ive, Dpre icial view of homosexuality-
as-a-perversion which developed out of class svc;evj} retreat to the position that
anti-homosexuality was a necessary step in human development. This equally subdjective
argument is alsc proven false by the facts. The development of private property and
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of classes were necessary steps in human development. f anti-homosexuality were
necessary for this development, then ALL societies which reached that level of devel-
opment would have exhibited anul-nomosexual_ . The facts make it clear that this

was not the case. We firmly believe that there are material reasons why anti-homo-
sexuality developed. But an understanding of the material tasis for anti-homosexual-
ity can not be replaced by the neat spphism that it was a necessary siep in human
development.

THE MATERIAL BASIS FOR ANTI-HOMCSEXUALITY: HOW AND WHY

During the entire period of primative communalism, human history was progres s;:g
towards the developmenu of class society. The development of private property wa
2t the center of this development. Private property grows out of the »ocs-~-lity
and existence of surplus. With the development of class society, we have not only
private personal property, but also private ownership of the means of prﬂduﬂticn.
We also have two other important and related developmenis: the dominati fm
over women and the domination of some men over other people (slavery).
The primative communal era was not one of revolutionary 4pkeav=l, tut rather a

rocess of quantitative changes - some large and some almost imperceptible - which
culminated in the development of class society. Primative man did not go directly
from the animal world to class socieiy in on

e g Numerous quentitative
chanzes in the technological level and the soci ur Th
elopment of primative ag--c¢l:ur= and animzl hu , €8 prod
of surplus, was the culmination of a long list of advances. T the d
ation of men over women, the development of class distinections, and the estatx_

f slavery hed their foundations 12id in the social developments of the primative
communal era: the development of the division of lator between men and women, tnt
division between mental and manual labor, and the divisions tetween social groupings

that led to war captives.



15

.The‘%uantitative changes which led to the development of class society were not sven
and uniform. The changes and developments in the social structure followed from the
changes and developments in the material realm, the technological developments. And,

ithin certain limits, these developments were uniform. The develcopment of classes
does not pre-date the development of surplus, which in turn can not pre-date the dev-
elopment of some level of agriculture or animal husbandry. However, there was some
uneveness. Two primative groups might have had roughly the same technological level
yet the development of the contradiction between mental and manual labor might have
been different - one group having elected tribtal leaders while in the other the lead-
ership was already hereditary.

Marx and Engels have referred to the first division of labor as that between men
and women in childbearing. Certainly this is true. Men or males of any species have
never torne offspring. This division is not a division which developed only in human
society but exists equally in the animal world. In fact, under the conditlons of
primative communalism, the economic role of reprocduction is fundamentally different
from the economic role of reproduction once the possibility of surplus exists.

Before the possibility of surplus exists, an increase in the populzation results in

a roughly equivalent increase in the socizally necessary labor required fo

sistance of that population. Reproduction, although necessary fcor the continuaiion
of the species, does not play any role in the activiiy for gaining the me

sistance.

The first divisicn between the activity of men and wgmen in ovtaining the means
of subsistance occurs at the level of Upper Savagery. At that point, the tTow
and arrow is developed and hunting becomes & regular occupation. Engels points out
(p.24) that before the bow and arrow hunting was an unrsliable source of food.
Gathering roots and other edible foodstufis was 2 significant, if not the primary,
means of gaining food. Women engaged in this gathering activity. And, given the
difficulty of obtaining food, it is likely that the men also engaged in this act-
ivity. Thus, before the develcpment of the Ttow and arrow, the role of men and wo-
men in obtaining food was probably similar in form and certainly similar in impor-
tance.

s
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¥  Thers has been some disagreement, even betwsen those whe in eneral agree with
the analysis presented in this paper, as 1o whether it is correct to characterize
the division between men and women which occurred at the level of Upper Savagery
as the first division of lator. The controversy revolves around var-
ious statements by Marx and Engels, the question of whai was meant by those siai-
ements and to what level of development they were referring. Essentially the
question is whether the development was the beginning of the sexual division of
labor or a consolidation of the sexual division of labor. We have not developed
this controversy in the btody of the paper tecause it has no bearing on the con-
clusions. The biological differences btetween men and women were not sufficlent
+t0 cause the development of anti-homosexuality. Only when differences between the
occupations of men and women developed was the groundwork laid for anti-homosex-
uwality. In fact, as we have suggested, disapproval of homosexuality quite likely
did not ccour until those different occupations were also valued differently by
the society, thus creating some materizl advantage for one sex (the men) to es=-
tzblishing terriers which makes the question of gender essential to the evaluation
of behavior.

g
4
e
o



Fa
O~

With the development of the bow and arrow, the situation changed. Hunting be-
came a reliable source of food and an cceupation instead of an ocezsional activity,
Men became the hunters while women's occupation became the activity around the home.
("Home" must ve thought of rather lsosely since many groups at this level of devel-
opment were still nomadic or semi-nomadic.) The development of the tow and arrow
thus gives rise to the first division in the economic activity of men and women.*h

This division in the economic activity does not automatically create a differ-
ence in the value of the activity. The work of men and women was equally necessar;
to the life of the society. Nonetheless, a difference existed; there -for the
first time - a distinction between "men®s work" and "women's work" distinction
creates the material basis for evaluating behavior on the basis of %h ex of the
individual involved, *B

We believe that it is no accident that anti-homosexuality first appears at the
level of Upper Savagery, the period of human development in which the first ma jor
division in the occupations of men and women developed. This division between the
economic activity of men and women creates +he Lossibility, the framework, for eval-

uating behavior as appropriate or inappropriate - gzood or tad - on the tasis of the

sex of the individual involved. The concepts of heterosexuality and homcsexuality

require that btehavior be evaluated on the basis of the sex of the individuzals i

We conclude from this that the material basis for the possibility of anti-homosexuality
was not childbearing or biology, but a division in the economic activity of men and

women.

There are iwo related factis which support this co - at this
same stage in development - Upper Savagery - where iz vesti eared.

(See Tabdle in the back). Transvestitism is the act of dressing in the clothing
appropriate for the opposite sex. As we have noted before, it is a common co-phenom-
enon with homosexuality. The fact that we find the first evidence of transvestitism
at the level of Upper Savagery supports the conclusion that it was as 2 result of the
division in the economic activity of men and women that the corncept of sex-a2ppropriate
behavior first developes. The logic is simple. Unless and until tehavior is evaluai-
ed on the basis of an individual's sex, there is no reason (perhaps no Dossibility)
for dressing like the opposite sex.

The line of reasoning is further supported by the fact that in many DPrimative cul-
tures, when two persons of the same sex engzazed in sexual relations or were married,
it was only the partner who acted in the manner appropriate for the opposite sex who
was considered, by the culture, to be homosexual.

To reiterate:

i svel-

1) We conclude that the material basis for the Possibility of anti-homosexuality
oped historically not out of the division btetween men and women in reproduction;
rather out of the division between men and women in the production (or in this ca
the obtaining) of the means of subsistance.

*a Some Dpeople may suggest that this analysis is in confii t
by Engels that, "Gaining a livelihood had always bteen the business of the man;
Produced and owned the means therefor.”(p.158,Progress Publishers ed.) However,
closer reading of "Orisins" will show that the quotation above is From a seciion
titled "Barbarism and Civilization." In the second paragraph of that section, En
traces briefly the development of society and the social unit (the gens) up *
lower stage of barbarism. He notes that, 'With this stage /lower tarbarism,e
we shall begin our investigation."(p.13) We,in no way, diszgree with ls; b

stage of lower barbarism, gaining the livelihood is the business of the men. They
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Produce and own the tools - for ;xample, the Tows and arrows - necessary for thi
activity.

¥3 The division vtetween "men's work" and "women's work" which develo
of Upper Savagery is not the same as what is often called "sex-roles".
sex-roles, at least when we use it, refers to an aspect of male suprena
which not only distinguishes between the activity of men and women, out
the value of that activiiy, and consequently, distinguishes tetween the
and woxrth o

'dJ

Fh ki

men and women as Deople.



POSSIZILITY VS. NZCZSSITY

We have constantly stressed in the discussion atove that =
"nen?s work" and 'Wwomen?s work!" created the possidility for anti-nhomos
posed to saying that it was that division which created anti-nomosexua
two iImportant reascns and implications of that distinction.

First, when we talk about the creatirg of the possibility for anil
it is important to rememter that it is socizl teing ihat creates consclousness, =0T

n

xuality as op-

ity. There are

-fomosexuailvy,

consciousness that crsates being. What we are saying is that the concept of anti-
homcsexuality would have teen incomprehensible to an individual a3t
Savagery, we argue, tecause the material tasis for those concept
(Certainly, no Marxist will need to te convinced that previous to the development
of classes, the concept of class struggle would have been incomprenensitle ; for we
are in agreement that it is the existence of classes which provides the material
basis for the activiiy and the concept of class struggle) However, on the guesilon
of homosexuzality there is not universal agreement. Turning to the facts,we Ifind:

1) Homosexuality existed in human soclety at the periad of Middle Savagery, and
tased on ocur aralysis, we must conclude that homosexualily has always Teen a Tars
of human sexualiiy.

2) Anti-nomosexuality éid not exist at the level of Middle Spvagery,and, iz fact,
£ e

0}
m
0

2
neral acceptance of hcmosexuality is supporwed by the evalence of ncmcsex-

the ge D
uality in the religious myshs and praciices of primative pecrle.
3) In the period of Upper Savazery the division tetween the activity of aen and

th

n in obiaining the means of subsistence developed.

A+ the same period we find the firs:t evidence of anii-homcsexualiiy and the
34

evidence of transvestitism,

On the tasis of the facis above, we conclude that the matasrizal basis for ihe
reality and the concept of anti-homosexuality is the divisicn Tetween men and women

in the aciivisy %o produce (or ottain) the means of subsisizance,

There are others who argue that the material tasis for anti-homesexualily is <ie

tiological differences between men and women. 3ecause wemen tear chlldren and men

do noi, anti-homcsexuality developes- they reason. This position is esssntlally she

naturzl/unnatural arguement with those words deleted. We reject this position Ier
the same reasons we reject the natural/unnatural arguement...

ic biology were the cause of anti-homesexuality why did homosexuality dsvel-

L] 3& 1.
oD in the first place?
j-nomosexuality were the result of bdiological differences teiween men ard

< 9 -~
women, why didntt it begin to appear tefore Upper Savagszry? Those © gi
ences certainly existed, and we not believe our primative ancestors were so stupid
2s to have been unawere of the biological Zunctions and differences.
3) If anti-nomosexuality wexze the result of blological differences, «
elop unevenly, why only in a few cultures at firsi, why did suppression only appear
el B

J
with class society? Certainly the development of tasic diclogy was n

on

ith
different culiures, and ceritzinly the developmeni of class soclely did not changs
basic vlology.

»
3
1

The second significance or implication of saying that the division in the econ mic
activity of men and women created the material besis for the possipility of anil-homo-
sexuzlity; instead of saying thet it created anti-homosexuality, is the distinecilon
Tetween possibility and necessity. Where there are classes, thers s class strugglis.

pression, there is resistance. These statements are {true,for the

ses and oppression creates not cnly an abstract rossidti sy Tox
ity. There ares differsnces teiween the Interests of classes
ests of oppressors and oprressed which made siruggle necessary
the s2me ©ts sa2id for the division tetwsen the scoromic activisy
anti-romesexuzlity? Obviously, the answer is no. anti-ncmc-



sexuality was. not a uriversal Dhenomenon even after class society was established. Cer-
tainly, the division in the economic activity between men and women did ro: <h s
make anti-hcmosexuality necessary.

Before we begin analyzing the reasons for the development of and continuation of
antl-homosexuality, it is worthwhile to be clear on one thing which was not the reason
for its development. The existence of homosexuality was not, in and of iggglf, the
cause Ifor the development of anti-homosexuality. If anti-homsexuality were simply a
response to the existence of homosexuality, it would have existed for as long as homo-
sexuality existed, and it d4id not.

We must also note that our task is not only to investigate why anti-homosexuality
originally developed, but also why it has continued to exist.

Returning to the question of why anti-homosexuality first developed, we-must admit
that we can not provide any definite answers. We have already noted that the division
between the economic activity of men and women provided the material basis for the
Possibility of anti-homosexuality. We also noted that +he mere fact that a division
in the economic ac ivity of men and women existed did not mean that men's work and wo-
men®s work were valued differently. Finally, we noted that the number of groups at
this level of development which actually disapproved of homosexualiiy was small, We
suggest therefore that the existence of anti-homosexuality at this level of development
was the result of local conditions. These local conditions likely included uneven
development in the relations between men and women.

3 M <

As we noted before, the quantitative developments in human scciety 4 the prim-
atlve communal era were uneven, Thus, in some groups the differentiation in the value
placed on men's work and the value Dplaced on women?®s work may have begun earlier than
in others. This is completely consistent with the fact that the role of trital chiefs
and the question of inherited versus chosen tribal leaders was not uniform for culiuxes
even at the same level of development. Basically, what we are saying is that the
reasons for the development of anti-homosexuality in Upper Savagery and Lower 3arbarisnm

is, quite likely, the uneven - in this case, the zccelerated - development of the various
contradictions which laid the foundation for class society. This position does not
conflict with either logic or Engels. Within the constraints of the category sysiem
we (and Morgan and Engels) use, there is room for some varization in techneologic
social development. In particular, for example, the overthrow of mother- 1t
domination of men over women was the culmination of a series of quantitative chi
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in the relative value assigned to men's and women's contributions to society. As Engels

says, "Thus, as wealth increased, it, on the one hand, zave the man a more important
status in the family than the woman, and, on the other hand, created a stimulus to
utilize this strengthened position in order to overthrow the traditional order of
inheritance in favor of his children.(p.56,emphasis ours).

In fact, the list of conditions which could have caused an unevenness in the valus of

men's work and women's work includes more than the inecrezse in wealth or the beginnings

of surplus. The significance of both hunting and warfare %o a society would have ha
an impact on the relative value of men's work in the culture. In addition
ments in the contradiction between men and women, once the material conditions for

the possibility of anti-homosexuality exist, other local conditions could have caused
the development of anti-homosexuality. These conditions could have included the un-
popularity of a particular homosexual, religious conflicts, the interest of a hetero-
sexual {ribal leader in a homosexual of the opposite sex, and others.

Obviously, our rosition that uneven, accelerated, developments in the various con-
tradictions which laid the foundation for class society wers the main cause of ihe
development of a mount of anti-homosexuality in pre-class cultures is only ac-
ceptable if it can o that the development of those contradictions does provide
- for anti-homosexuality. Thus, we must turn to the per-

a A
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xamine btoth the developments in anti-homosexualiiy and the
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In comparing the two positions it is clear that these proponents of anti-
homosexuality are conceeding a point which we will, nonetheless, demonstrate
in the following analysis- that anti-homosexuality was (and is) in the interests
of the ruling class in all pre-socialist socisties. The crux of the differencs,
&t this point, is whether anti-homosexuality is based on the domination of men
over women and the corresponding ideology of male supremacism or is anti-homo-
sexuality based in the "unproductivity" of sexual relations between tWwo Dersons
of the same sex..

THE DEVELOFMENT OF CLASS SOCIETY

Obviously,the most significant development in the DPeriod of Middle RBartarism
was the development of class society. But, as we have noted before, this was not
an isolated development. Class society could not develop without private property.
And, the development of private property, especlally private ownership of the means
production, was a result of the developments of primative agriculture and primative
animal husbandry which made surplus possible. These developements influenced and werse
in turn influenced by the domination of men over women, the domination of mental over
manual labor, and the domination of some men over other people (the development of
slavery). .

We turn again to Engels'® description of the impact which private property and priv-
ate wealth had on the relations between men and women:

"Thus, as wealth increased,it, on the one hand, gave the man a more importani

status in the family (and the society-ed.) than the woman, and on the other hand,

created a stimulus to utilize this strengthened rosition in order to overthrow

the traditional order of inheritance in favor of hi children. (p56)
As a result of his increased wealth, the man not onl; gained in influence but, in fact,
gined domination over women; "The overthrow of mother rizhit was %he world-histori
defeat of the female sex. The man seized the reins in the house also, the woman was
degraded, enthralled, the slave of man's lust, a mere instrument for breeding children?
(p.57)+ Man's control over the wealth which enabled him to seize power wes the result
of the division which existed between men and women. The maintanence of this division
of labor, was, on the one hand, made possible by the supreme position which his
control over the wealth created, and, on the other hand, necessary to ensure the con-
tinuance of that supreme position. Engels describes the role of that division of la-
bor quite explicitly:

"Gaining a livelihood had always been the business of *h man;/see earlier footnote,

this section, on page lé‘-ed./he produced and owned the means therefor. The herds

were the new means of gaining a livelihood, and their original domestication and

subsequent tending was his work. Hence, he owned the cattle, and the commodities

=
=

*Y mon argument for anti-homosexuality was the. s

class society arguement. However, as the facts about the origins of human homosexual-
ity have become increasingly well known, that arguement has been dropped and replaced
oy the productive/unproductive arguement. Objectively, the prcductive/unproductive

arguement is & new shinier version of the natural/unnatural arguement. Heterosexual-
ity was assumed to be natural because it was the means for Droducing off-spring while

homcsexuality was assumed unnaturel because it did not. The content of the arguenent
is essentially unchanged although the form and the justification for the arguemnent are
somewhat different. We will deal with this "new" arguement more fully in the main
body of the paper. However, this Drocess is worth noting because it su '
ivity on the part of the forces supporting anti-hom i 1
is more interest in finding some Jjustification for ant
ruth. We do not doubt that after this paper is published tt
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and slaves obtained irn exchanges for them. All the surplus now resulting fron prod-
uction fell to the man; the woman shared in consuming it, but she had no share i
owning it. The "savage" warrior and hunter had been content to cccupy second plac
in the house and give the precedence to the woman. The "gentler" shephard, p
upon his wealth, pushed forward toc first place and forced the woman into seco
-

——

And she could not complain. Division ¢6f labour in the family had rezulated
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tribution of property between man and wife, This division of latour remained un-
changed, and yet it now put the former domestic relationship topsy-turvy simply te-
cause the division of labour outside the family had changed. The very cause thas
had formerly made the woman supreme in the house, namely, her bteing confined to do-
mestic work, now assured supremacy in the house for the man: the woman®s housework
lost its significance compared with the man's work in obtaining a livelihood; the
latter was everything, the former an insignificant contribution." (emphasis ours)

It is obvious that,by this point in human hisiory, a material advantage existed for
the man in the position that the acceptability or determination of an individual's Te-
havior was dictated by the sex of that individuzl.

Along with the overthrow of women, as Engels explains, monogamous marrizgs became
the rule, at least for women. Man, having won the right to pass his property to his
heirs, now demanded strict fidelity of his wife to insure that his ‘heirs were, in fact,
his off-spring. Furthermore, with private property, this new patriarchal family devel-
oped inte an important economic unit. ZProperty, the means of production a2nd the sur-

s
plus generated by production, no longer belonged to the society as a whole, but to in-
dividual men. This property and the power of wealtih passed from these individual

to their prodgeny. Private property and the patrizrchal family provide the material
vasis for male supremacist ideology. ZPrivate propertiy is the root of male supremacy;
the domination of men over women and the economic role of the family unit are the soil
in wnich it grows.

Male supremacy is not simply a division of labor between men and women. It is 2
whole system of ideas which define different characteristics for these two different
creatures: men and women. It is a2 system of ideas which values men more highly than
women. And obviously, it is a system of ideas which has as its cornerstone the view
that who an individual is, and how or what a person should do are determined by the
sex of that individual. Additionally, male supremacist ideology views the dominaticn
of men over women as a voluntary relationship which is tased on "natural" differsnces.

I+ should be evident why we view the domination of men over women and the ruling
class ideology of male supremacy as the foundation of anti-homesexualily. Male suprem-
acist ideology defines two distinct creatures - men and women - and says thal these two
jifferent creatures have different characteristics, different roles and thus tehave
differently. The existence of couples where both members are of the same sex is in
conflict with male supremacisi ideology. Zither one member of the couple must engase

«

==
in behavior which is charzcteristic of the opprecsite sex or toth persons must engage in
vehavior which is a combination of the two sex roles. Zither way, this is in direct
conflict with the system of views which says that men and women are different creatures

whose different roles are determined by"nature'.
Male supremacist ideology requires that homosexualily be viewed as not-nocrmal. This

is not quite the same thing as saying that male supremacy requires anti-homosexualitiy.
What male supremacy requires is that homosexuality bte viewed as "different", as some-
thing in which the bulk of the population does zot "by nature" engage, This"difference"
can be expressed in the form of a negative view: that homosexuality is a perversion,a
vad thing, a sickness, 2 "crime ageinst nature". Or it can be expressed in the form

of a positive view: homosexuality is specizl, the act of the chosen, a mark of the gods.
History shows us that both views, negative and positive, were held by the pecple of
those periods. 3But male supremacist ideology can not allow homosexuality to te viewed
as 2 normal form of human sexuality, and thus comparable to heterosexuality: Esisrosex-
uality must be the normal or "natural" form and homosexuality must be a de i
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As we have noted vefore, There are those who argue that anti-homosexuality was 2
natural, inevitable, or necessary step in human development. That arguement, in the
face of conflicting evidence, is sometimes mutated to -the position that anti-homosex-
uality was a progressive and therefor positive develooment. As we have noted before,
anti-homosexuality was not a necessary step for human development. However, as we have

now explained, the view that homosexuality is"different" was a necessary part of male
supremacist ideology. To the extent that nale upremacy was & progressive step in hu-
man development, the view that homosexuality is "dirferent" was also a progressive step.
By that same reasoning the domination of men over women was a progressive step. What
.Wwe must remember is that we are not speaking ir any moral absolutes. Because we say
that a thing - slavery, the domination of men over women, the conquest of the Southwest
by the U.S. capitalists, or the yiew that homosexuality is a deviation from what is
normal - y@g Dprogressive or even necessary ECONCMICALLY, does not mean that we approve
of it or endorse it politically.

WHY ANTI-HCMOSEXUALITY?

Why, if male supremacy only required that homosexuality be viewed as a deviation,
did anti-homosexuality develop? We believe that there are two reasons. First, anti-
homosexuality is the stronger, less threatening (to male supremacy), form of "different".
Not only are those persons who deviate from the "natural" roles of men and women dif
ferent, but also they are bad, The view that "homosexuality is special" - the positi
form/view - probably developed (even though it was more threatening to male supremacy)
because homosexuality was so common and accepted in primative communal cultures. This
second view of homosexuality did allow for the consolidation of male supremacy an
domination but without the new ruling class bteing put in direct conflict with the old

customs and religious practices (which very much included homosexuality)a Since the
move from primative communalism to class society was, on the whole, established throusgh
small quantitative change rather than revolutionary uprising, it is not unreasonzble

to suggest that, in this area as well, the changes were often made in small xather than

sweeping steps. The second reason why we believe that anti-homosexuality devsloped,
and in fact won out (over the "homosexuality is special" view); is that, as we said
before, although male supremacy was the primary bvasis for the development of anti-
homosexuality, there were additional benefits of anti-homosexuality to the new ruling
class.

Engels (Origins, p.55) points to the period of Middle Barbarism as the period in
which slavery developed. Slavery resulted from the introduction of catile treedi
metal work, and agriculture which made it possible for human labor to produce
Human labor could produce more than what was needed to meet the cost of maintenance
of the latorer. Human labor power, thus, acqulred exchanges value. Slavery tecame not
only economically feasible, but also economically advantageous. War captives wers n
longer treated as part of the tribe, but instead were part of the new slave class. The
nature of human reproduction was no longer simply for perpetuation of the species.
Reproduction a2t that point increased the wealth which the society could generzte.

The change in human reproduction was of particular importance concerning the slave
population,the new latoring class. Engels notes of the slaves that, "they could e
o}

red like the cattle itself."(p.55) Reproduction of the slaves, like the breeding of
-

cattle, resulted in a direct increase in the wealth of the slave owner. Anti-homosex-
uality promotes 2 high level of reproduction and is thus useful to the slave owning

joi

ruline class. Anti-homosexuality promotes reproduction among the heterosexual to
ulation as well as encouraging reproductior by homosexual women. The <
heterosexual is good and natural in general promotes reproduction. Th
and legel sanctions against homosexuality can te directed not only a
in homosexual behavior, but also at any women 10t reproducing with ad

ho

from the slave owners point of view.) Theoption for a woman to ¢
from the slave owner
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Engels tells us that the Greek gens or tribal groups were particularly strong and
well-developed. The Greek nobility date not from the rise of the state, tut from the
gens or tribal period (p.103). The religious and moral influence of the gens far out-

lived the existence of the gens as the basic social unit:

"...the organs of gentile constitution were elimirated from public affairs. They

sunk to the position of private associations and religious societies. 3ut their
moral influence, the traditional conceptions and views of the old gentile period,
survived for a long time and expired only gradually.(p.ll6 Origins).

To a considerable extent,the Greek nobility, even under the new Greek state, repre-
sented the old gentes and tribes. Greek history makes it clear that the GreeXk nobility
was often in conflict with the more autocratic rulers, a conflict between the old gen-
tile order and the new state order. The nobility was, in fact, a part of the decaying
gentile order. Thus, it is reasonable to assume and expect that some of their de-
fense and perpetration of the old order had a decadent character. Such was undoubtedly
the case with some of the forms which homosexuality (and heterosexuality) took ameng
the Greek nobility. We do not doubt that the sexual practices, btoth hetercsexual and
homosexual, of decaying cultures have and take on decadert aspects and forms. But this
is entirely different from the prevalent assertion that it was homosexuality itself
which arose out of decadence. The fact that it was the principal representatives of
the old, pre-class, order who were,at least , among the defenders of homosexualiiy,

is evidence that homosexuality was a part of the prs-class order, not evidence that
homosexuality arose with class society. Furthermore, since the data already presented
in this paper proves that homosexuality pre-dates class society, we can only conclude
that homosexuality among the Greeks, even the Greek nobility, was the resuli of the
strength and durability of the pre-class religions and cultural traditions and not

the result of class society. )

From all of this, we conclude that the primary reason for the develorment of anti-
homosexuality was the domination of men over women which began with a sexual division
of labor and the ideology of male supremacy which is a ruling class ideology. Anti-
homosexuality itriumphed over the view of "homosexuality as special" beczuse:

J
o

1) the negative view of homosexualiiy was more consistent and supportive of male sup-
remacy, and

2) because anti-homosexuality provided additional advantages to the new ruling class.
These additional advantages were 2) the support for a high level of human reproduction,
and b) the aid which anti-homosexuality provides in breaking down the older, pre-class,
cultures andsocial units. When we examined the other three common explanations for why
anti-homosexuality developed, we found that they either could not explain the facts
atout the development of anti-homosexuality or they were in direct contradiction with

those facts,



N

n

SECTICN 5 Homosexuality and Anti-Homosexuallt;
in Pre-socizalist Societies

Following the proper method of exemining 2 questio” of social science, we have ex-
amined in detail the origins of both homosexuality and anti-homosexuality. Our task
is, however, not completed. We must also examine the changes that have occurred through
the developnen+ of socleuv:onrder to arrive at the correct position. Lhe facts and
our analysis make it obvious that we are dealing with iwo separate questions. Oppos-
ition to homosexuality, anti-homosexuality, is not simply the dialectical opposite of
homosexuality. It is instead a social attitude, 2 part of ideology, which arose for
certain reasons and has provided certain benefits to the ruling class. Thus, we wil
deal with the development ot changes in the two phenomena separately.

Changes in Homosexuality Since Primitive Communalism

The natural aspect of human sexuality, genital contact between two individuals--
whether of the same or opposite sex--remains ecsen*.al;j the same for humanity today
as it was for our ancient ancestors. In fact, it was probably essentially the same
for them as it was for their ancestors, the apes. It is the form and content of the
relationships, the social aspect, which changes: with the changes in humanity's social
order.

There are some changes in human sexual relations which we will outline which are a
part of the development of human society from lower to higher forms. In particular,
as soclety has progressed from slave society thru feudalism to capitalist socleiy there
has been a change in the possibility for the masses to form relationships on the btasis
of mutual love and respect. Under slavery, ;ndiv*d’al slaves were relatively unfree

their choice of partners. Even if two slaves Jjoined together on the basis of mutual
love and respect, they had no control over their masters who could separate them a2t
will. Furthermore, the slave owners could require sexual behavicr from the slaves
for the pleasure of the master and his friends or for the purpose of breeding. Under
feudalism, the serfs had more frsedom of choice. However, the inequality bvetween
men and women limited the possibility of free and equal choicée. Additionally, the
feudal lords also had considerable control over his subjects. Under capitalism, the
freedom of choice is greater since ube masses are not tied to any particular capitalist.
And, as capitalism, particularly in its rising (,-v-moncDOWy or imperialist) phase,
involves women in the productive life of the society, it _lso increasesthe extent to
which women have a "free and equal” choice in selecting a partner. This does not mean

that under capitalism "free and equal" relationships have become the rule, but as
society has progressed there have been material changes which have increased the pos-
sibility for "free and equal" sexual relatiornships. We believe that these changes ap-
Dly equally to heterosexual and homosexual relationships. There is no vasis for sug-
6vsu1nz that this process of increasing control and choice in the selection of sexual

partners applied only to the choice of a partner of the opposite sex.

Although we will not discuss in detail the changes in each socilety which are inte
nal to the rise and fall of the society, it is important to deal with the quest
decadence. We will discuss decadence not as much from the perspective of any i
ual society or economic form as from the perspective of a general phenomenon., Slave
feudal, and capitalist society have all had their rising and cec‘in-- stages.

It is often asserted that homosexuality is decadent. In connection with that as-
sertion, the statement is made that homosexuality increases in pericds of decadence.

There is a2 certain unclarity as to whether the

that because homosexuality is decadent it incr

creases i1t is decadent. We suspect that the uncl

pletely circular. It has already been adequately a

not arise out of decadence. Thus, the only pessid is that ’cmc=ex;‘_;:y
+ in the course of human development, as evidenced by the increzse

i periods of decadence.
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This is encouraged by the ruling ¢lass in a desperate attempt to continue their own
rule. The masses are encouraged to seek escape in drugs, mysticism, self-examination,
recreation and sex. Furthermore, the increasing p*oseures of society can make

can it more
difficult for people to maintain their pereoral relationships., All this 1s generally
accepted by those who analyse history with the dialectical mate *19‘133 method. And all
of this applies equally to heterosexual and homosexual relation 1ships. Those who wculd
attempt to prove that homosexuality is decadent deal with the question of sexual be-
havior and relationships under decaying social conditions in a non-scientific, non-

dialectical, one-sided manner.

Certainly there is an increase in the U.S. today of heterosexual activity.
at least the same sort of perceptual evidence, which causes peorle to conclude
homosexual activity has increased, exists with respect to heterosexual activiiv as
well)., There is more heterosexual int tercourse, more pornogrephy (heterosexual), more
prostitution (heterosexual), more nude bars and floor shows catering to heterosexual
men, etc.,etec.,etc., than there was fifty years ago. Does this mean that we should
conclude that heterosexuality is decadent? We think not.

Yet, if we followod the reasoning of those who call homosexuality deczdent, we would be
forced to conclude that heterosexuality is decadent. Why have the forces who conclude
that homosexuality is shown to be decadent by the fact that it "increases during periods
of social decay" never put forward the logically consistent and parallsl argumen i
respect to heterosexuality? We suspect that it is becauss those forces disti
between heterosexuality and the decadent or exploitative forms of heterosexuz
make no such distinction with respect to hcmosexual_gy Yet, we have shown t
homoses al;vj and heterosexuality are aspects of "natural" human sexuality,
gest that human sexuality is not inherently decadent. But, under conditions
decay, human sexuality like many other human behaviors, can be expressed in de
forms. An increase in the visibility of homosexudity or even an actual increa
homosexual activity could only be viewed as an indicaticn that homosexuality

dent if it could also be shown that heterosexual activity does not increase a
not get expressed in decadent forms.

While we are dealing with the question of decadence, we should alsoc deal with th
related assertion that the ruling class in the U.S, today is encouraging homosexuality
because homosexuality is a part of decadent culture. We do not doubt or qu esulon that
the ruling class is encouraslng decadent expressions of human sexuality like promiscuity,
pronography, and prostitution. This action by the ruling class must ug*oustedxf have
an impact on human sexual oehavior, toth homosexual and heterosexual. Furthermore,
the ruling class is encouraging sexual "experimentation", a nice way of saying prom-
iscuity. This does include a certai n'l*berallsn towards homosexuality. 3ut,
new "liberalism" must be viewed in the context of the general effort to encourage

ttention on sex.

At the same time, we must also deal with the aspect of the ruling class’s activity
which relates particularly to homosexuality. There are millions of homosexuals in this
country, and thgose millions have, following the lead of other oppressed groups, become
increasingly vocal and militant in their demands for democratic rights. This is a

fact of which the ruling class is well aware. The new "liberalism" of the tourgeoisie
towards homcsexuality must be placed in the context of this growing militance on the
one hand, and the various bourgeois schemes for the glorification of the family and

the traditicnal woman's role on the other., Those bourgeois schemes are evident in such
things as the "Total Woman" movement and good old God-fearing Jimmy Carter en ing

tra ' : D -

us to get married and raise good God-fearing families. With respect to homosexuals
the bourgeoisie is using dual tactics. They make certain "concessions" to confuse

or placate the masses of homosexuals, while at the same time laying the foundations
for a fascist reaction. Ant*knomanxual;ty is based on male supremacy. By adopting
a "liberalism" ucﬂar“S “01csexua11tj while at the same time stirengthening male suprenm-
acy, the bourgeoisie is obviously laying the groundwork for a fascist reaction which
will include the brutal suppression of homosexuals. For exemple, the movement in Dade
County,florida which was led by Anita Bryant sought and succeeded in repealing &ll the
democcratic rights for homosexuals and imposed new restrl uivn which did not exist

h
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vefore. The question vefore the conscious element becomes: do we dsz



tactics of the bourgeoisie bty puiting forward anti-homosexuality, or by expcsing the
inadequacy of reforms under capitalism, exposing the foundaiions of male suprema
and showing the need for revolution and socialism? d
Finally, lest anyone be confused, let's realize just how sm2ll the concessions io
homosexuals have been. In some states, Californiz for example, homosexuality in private
is no longer against the law. Homosexuality is scmetimes mentioned on TV, and occas-
sionally ihe references in the media are not totally prejoritive. Some of the harrasment
against homosexuals has been somewhat reduced. But, in many ways the persecution con-
tinues. In a decision by an appelate court in San Francisco they upheld a lower court’s
ruling that 2 company may firs an individual for being a homosexual. The company is
not required to demonstrate that the homosexuality in any way interferes with the in-
iividual's ability to perform his or her job. The mere fact that an individual is a
homosexual is grounds for being fired. It alsoc remains routine for any homosexual to
be ruled an unfit parent (and lose custody of her or his children-~sometimes even visit-
ation rights) simply on the basis of the parent’s sexual orientation. Thus, the new
"liveralism" towards homosexuzlity means that one will not be arresied for sexuzl acts
between two z2dults in private (and don't forget that law also applies tc heterosexual
acts), but one can still lose one's job or one's children because of those private
acts. Talk about sham reforms!!!

Changes in Anti-Homosexuality Since Primitive Communalism

The immedizate question before us, the decision which progressive forces must make,
is whether or not to continue and develop the opposition to and suppression of homo-
sexuality. In Section Four, "Origins of inti-homosexuality,"we demomsirated the fact
that anti-homosexuality is a social phenomenon. On the basis of the facts and our
analysis, we concluded that:

I

1) The Drimary cause of the development of anti-nomosexualiiy was the domination o
men cver women and the development of male supremacy.

2) Anti-homosexuality triumphed over the view of homosexualiiy as not fiormel but noz
necessarily bad, in part because of additional benefits of anti-homosexuality to
the ruling class.

3) Those additional benefits were: the support which anti-homosexuality rrovides
for encouraging reproduction, and the usefulness of anti-homgsexuality in breaking
down old cultures and religions.

¥

Once anti-homosexuality wes accepted by the masses, and to the extent which anti-
homosexuality replaced the formerly favorable or neutrzal attitude of the masses to-
wards homosexuality, anti-homosexuality provided an additional benefit to the ruling
class. Anti-homosexuality became a2 tool to divide the masses. Just as racism cr
national chauvinism and male supremacy serve as tools tc divide the races zand the men
and women ameng the oppressed classes, so too anti-homosexuality serves to divids the
heterosexuals and homosexuals among the oppressed classes. Furthermore, znti-nomosex-
uality creates false ideas about who are friends and who are enemies. Just a2s women
are encouraged to view all men as the enemy or as "the protlem, the cause of ihe prob-
blems women face"; just as women are encouraged to view all women, regardless of

their class (no matter how filthy rich) as "sisters"; anti-homosexuality encourages
homosexuals to view "straight" society as the enemy and all homosexuals, regardless of
class (even if he might be the head of the FBI which continually harrasses homesexuals
and all oppressed groups) as friends. Heterosexuals are encouraged to view 2ll homo-
sexuals as btad, sick or perverted., Meanwhile attention is turned away from the real
source of all of our msjor problems - the ruling class and their system. Thus, once
anti-homosexuality gained some measure of acceptence among the masses, there were thres
benefits of anti-homosexuality to the ruling class in addition to its role &s an aspect
of and support for male supremacy.

The principle tasis for the development of anti-hcmosexuality was that it is an
aspect of ani-suppcrt for male supremecy. The view that men and women are different
creatures with naturally different characteristics, the view that man's dominaiion _
over woman is 2 voluntary state sntersd intc tecause of thelir diffe??:t rﬂtures:_a§:
the view that women's only role inlife is to keer house and bear children are all in

e
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direct conflict with the acceptance of homosexuality. These aspects of male suprem-
acy have not changed as society has developed up through capitalism. With the devel-
opment of class society the family became a basic economic unit of society. Engels
describes the individual family as the basic econmomic unit of capitalist society.
Although the acceptance of homosexuality is not in conflict with the existence of a
family, (there were family units in many of the pre-class societies where homosexuality
was accepted-See Section III and Table at back of pamphlet), the acceptance of homosex-
uality is in conflict with the economic functions of the family under capitalism
which makes the principle reason for marriage the safeguarding and passing on of pri-
vate property. This is a quantitative change which strengthens the foundation for
male supremacy and anti-homosexuality. There are other quantitative changes which
Probably have some impact on male supremacy and anti-homosexuality, including the in-
creasing introduction of women into the productive life of the soclety. But, male
supremacy is a basic aspect of bourgeois ideology and will remain so. There is no
indication that there have been or could be any qualitative changes in male supremacy
under capitalist rule which would eliminate the role of anti-homosexuality as an
aspect of and support for male supremzcy.

With respect to the secondary benefits of anti-homosexuality to the ruling class,
the situation is, at least theoretically different. These secondary benefits are,
unlike male supremacy, not basic parts of the ruling class ideology. At the same time,
these secondary benefits are also not the primary foundation for anti-homosexuality.
Thus, it will require some examination to determine whethsr or not these secondary
benefits continue to exist and to determine their relative importance.

Support for a high level of reproduction was one of the additional benefits of
anti-homosexuality to the slave-owning class. In this area there have been quanti-
tative but not qualitative changes as society has progressed up through capitalism.
For the slave owning class, reproduction by the slaves was a direct addition to the
wealth of the ruling class. Under feudal rule the individual serfs are still tied to
the feudal lord, thus reproduction by the serfs directly affects the number of sub-
Jects available to work for the feudal lord. But the serf is not a piece of property
in the same way as the slave. Under capitalist rule the individual wage worker is not
tied at all to the individual capitalist. The capitalist is not concerned with the
reproduction of any particular worker, but in the reproduction of the working class
as a whole. While the general historical trend is away from concern by the ruling
class with the reproduction of any particular member of the oppressed masses, this
has a quantitative rather than qualitative effect on anti-homosexuality. The role
or value of anti-homosexuality in supporting reproduction has always been, we believe,
more a matter of pressure on the masses than pressure on any particular individual,
The principle value of anti-homosexuality, with respect to reproduction, has been
supporting the view that it 1s unnatural for women not to be having children. This
is not qualitatively changed by the change in the :concern of the ruling class from
concern over the reproduction of particular individuals to concern for the repro-
duction of the class. There is quantitative change. On the one hand, because the
ruling class is no longer concerned with particular individuals, there is an increased
need and use for general social attitudes to "keep the masses:: in line". On the other
hand, because the concern is only with the reproduction of an adequate work force, it
is no disadvantage to the ruling class to relax the vehemence of anti-homosexuality,
particularly under conditions of high and increasing unemployment.

The use of anti-homosexuality as a tool to break down older religions and cultures
was another benefit to the ruling class. Obviously, this benefit is greatest when the
ruling class 1s attempting to establish domination over some other society. The
development and use of anti-homosexuality as a means of destroying other cultures
deserves some discussion because this is another area where the assertions by many of
the forces who support anti-homosexuality are in direct conflict with the facts.

An assertion by some proponents of anti-homosexuality is that homosexuality is the
result of "imperialism". The facts presented in Section III and Table 1 make it very
clear that homosexuality is not the result of imper?alisg since impe;ialism refers Ec
the last stage of capitalism and didn't develop until th%s cgnﬁury. de+hav?'qocuTeE:ige
the existence of homosexuality in every area of the_wor}a which pre-divezfugitifgsgs_
of capitalism, or even class society. But let us give these proponents



29

sexuality the benefit of the doubt and examine the charge that it is the conquering
colonialists and imperialists who have spread homosexuality.

We have already discussed the role of anti-homosexuality in breaking down the prim-
itive, pre-class cultures at the beginning of class society. Our discussion was some-
what limited. We were able to point to the widespread existence of homosexuality
among primitive peoples and to the common involvement of homosexuality in their myths
and rituals. We were also able to note the necessity of breaking down the older social
units in order to establish the new slave-pwning class societies. What we lacked was
the direct evidence of anti-homosexuality being used in that process. The step from
Primitive communalism to slave soclety is not well recorded for any culture, thus the
the absence of direct evidence is to be expected.

The colonialization of the "New World" by the Europeans is much more thoroughly
documented. The evidence presented in this paper establishes the widespread existence
of homosexuality among the primitive peoples of the"New World", and establishes the
role of homosexuality in the myths and rituals of these people. History demonstrates
that the objectives and practice of the Europeans was to subjugate the indigenous
Deoples and destroy their cultures. Since the situations are parallel, the extent to
which the use of anti-homosexuality by the European colonizlists can be documented
Provides support for our conclusion that anti-homosexuality was also used by the ris-
ing slave-owning class.

European explorers and missionaries documented their own attitudes towards homosex-
uality at the same time as they recorded the widespread existence of it among the nat-
ive population. From the records of these explorers and missionaries we find such
remarks as:; ‘“nefarious practices",l"abominable vice}2"the execrable,unnatural abuse
of their bodies",3"an excess so criminal that it seenms forbidden to speak its name",4
the abominable sin of pederasty"3," the bestial wicked sin"®, "the odius practice was
formerly so prevalent that the residence of one of these monsters in a house was con-
sidered fortumate"7,"...such an abomination that the laudable delicacy of our language
will not admit it to be mentioned"a,"that unnatural damnation"9, "these loathsome semb-
lances of humanity, whom to call beastly were a2 slander upon beasts"10, "buggers, one
unto another, whereb¥ we may conjecture that that henious and abomirable wickedness
raigneth among them"+l, "the depravity prevalent among the young boys in the Atonga
tribe of a character not even to be expressed in obscure Latin"l2, "that detestable
filthiness"l3,"unaccountable and disgusting customs...I should wish that it might be
extinguished before it be more fully recorded"l~,

We could go on at length quoting these "quaint" references to homosexuality,
However, the point should, by now, be made, Homosexuality was common among the people
of the Western Hemisphere before the Europeans arrived. And, the European conquerors
did not take a neutral stance toward homosexuality, they were solidly opposed to it
and, "wished that it might be extinguished before it might be more fully recorded.”

With respect to native homosexuality, the invaders did not content themselves with
wishing that it might be extinguished. The following record of a speech by Cortes is
of interest because it demonstrates that the prohibition against homosexuality was
2 part of the conscious actions of the European conguerers:

Then Cortes began to make a speech to them, saying that our Lord and King,
whose vassals we were, had very great power and held beneath his sSway many great
Drinces and Caciques, and that he had sent us to those countries to give thenm
warning, and command them not to worship Idols, not sacrifice human beings, or
eat their flesh, or practice sodemy or other uncleanliness....

In addition to making speeches, the Spanish missionaries and soldiers took more
direct action against homosexuality. For example, the following account records the
death of a Peruvian berdache at the hands of the Conquistadores a2round 1530: "The
last which was taken and which fought most couragiously, was & man in the habite of 2
woman, which confessed that from a2 childe he had gotten his living by that filthiness,
for which I caused him to_be burned."l® It is documented that the Spanish killed homc-
sexuals in Perul?, Mexicol® Louisizannal” and the Antilles20. It seems Justified to
conclude that the practice of murdering homosexuals was common for the Spanish conquerors.
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Lest any suggest that the attack on homosexuality was limited to the Period of mil-
itary conquest, the following account is of interest:

ceesin the S. Antonio Mission we were able to discover something, for inform-
ing the priests, that in one of the houses of the neophites two gentiles had en-
tered, one in their natural dress, and the other in the dress of =z woman, they
called him by the name of joya (they say they are called that in their native
tongue). Then the missionary priest went with an official and a soldier to the
house punishing them, although not with the deserved punishment, and confronted
them with the act so enormous, and the gentile answered that that Joya was his
woman (wife).2l

The account above indicated that the suppression of homosexuality was a united ef-
fort on the part of the missionaries, officials, and military units of the Spanish
forces. There is more documentation. We krow that among the Quecha people, the
Christian missiomaries punished homosexuality more promptly than worshipping "pagen"
gods.22 It is recorded that the traditional forms of homosexuality were eliminated
among the Aymara due to the combined efforts of the Church and the local mestozos .23
The efforts of the Europeans to eliminate homosexuality was not limited to the Spanish
and continued long after the initial period of conguest. There is even a record of a
U.S. Indian agent trying to force the Crow berdaches to wear men's clothing.24

Spreading of anti-homosexuality among the indigenous peoples of the "New World"

did more than disrupt the pattern of their sexual relationships, although that in it-
self would have been an aid in cultural colonialism. Among the indigenous cultures

of the "New World", particularly North Americz, the berdaches and shamans were integral
parts of the soclal and religious order. These people were also, almost always, homo-
sexual transvestites.25 The adoption of anti-homosexuality by the peoples of these
mative cultures was, on the one hand, a measure of Western Zuropean cultural colonial-
ism and, on the other hand, a powerful weapon for furthering that cultural colonialism
by undermining the culture and religion of the mative people. The adoption of anti-
homosexuality and the corresponding disappearance of the tr%ditional terdaches is docu-
mented for peoples 21l over the world %fcluding: the Zuni2®, the Souix27,the Ogolala28,
the Flathead?%, the Navaho30, the Dk -, the Cuna32, the Araucanians33, the Tupil¥,
the Mohave35, the Mapuche-Killiche3®, the XKamiu37, the Mochica38 and the Azande’9.

This does not mean that homosexuality disappeared in any of these cultures. The exis-
tence of antl-homosexuallty since the onset of class society has not been sufficient

to wipe out homosexuality. But it does mean that homosexual was no longer sanctioned
by the cultures, could no longer be an open and accepted part of the social behavior

of the various people.

On the basis of the evidence we draw several conclusions., First, far from intro-
ducing homosexuality, the European colonialists consciously and actively suppressed
homosexuality and encouraged anti-homosexuality. Second, that the furtherance of anti-
homosexuality among the native people of the "New World" and the destruction of the
traditional forms of homosexuality served the cultural colonialism of the European
invaders.

What then of the charge that it is the imperialists who have spread homosexuality
around the world? What of the often cited examples of homosexual prostitution in such
Dlaces as Havana and Shaghal during the period of imperialist domination? Here again
it is important to pay attention to historical development in order not to become lost
in the confusion of various conflicting facts. As far as we know, the result of anti-
homosexuality has never been the elimination of homosexuality. This is consistant
with the nature of homosexuality as one of the two natural aspects of human sexuality.
Homosexual behavior and homosexual relationships in colonized countries have become
subject to the same pressures as homosexual behavior and relationships in colonizl and
imperialist powers. Under imperialism, the decaying stage of capitalism, human sexual-
ity does have some decadent aspects like prostitution. The existence of homosexual
prostitutes around hotels which cater to ilmperialist agents is no more evidence that
imperialism is responsible for homosexuality or that homosexuality is decadent than
the existence of heterosexual prostitutes in those same places is evidence that im-

perialism is responsible for heterosexuality or that heterosexuality is decadent.
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What is proven 1s that exploitative human relations, in this case prostitution, flour-
ish under the conditions of imperialist decay. On the other hand, although the exist-
ence of prostitutes does not indicate that homosexuality is decadent, it does indicate
that the role of anti-homosexuality as a tool for cultural colonialism and imperialism
has undergone at least a quantitative change. Under imperialism the concern of the
imperialists is more with buying off a compradore class than with "converting" the
entire population. And, in general, by the current era there exists within most

third world countries a2 stratum of the population that has become "westernized".

Thus, the value of anti-homosexuality as a tool for breaking down older cultures is
largely ended.

To the extent thatithe general population of the colonial and impe#izlist powers
believed themselves to be morally and culturally superior to the native peoples, it
was easier for the rullng class to gain support for its cultural colonialism.

We conclude that anti-homosexuality played an important role for the colonialists
and imperialists in conquering the world; that it has now largely played its role, and
the negative view of homosexuality has been spread throughout much of the world.

de now turn to the third benefit of anti-homosexuality to the ruling class, anti-
homosexuality as a tcol to divide the oppressed masses. This aspect of or support for
anti-homosexuality is particularly subject to quantitative changes. Divisions among
the masses are always of benefit to 2 ruling minority. This is especially true in
periods of decay and revolutionary upheavel. For example, to understand the man-
ueverings of the U.S. ruling class today it is important to understand the inter-play
between the '"liberal" bourgeoisie and the reactionary bourgecisie. Sham reforms are
used in an attempt to mis-lead and divide the progressive forces while at the same time
sham reforms are used to fan the reactlonary sentiments of sectors of the petiy-bour-
geoisie (small shop owners,lower level managers, etc.) and some sectors of the oppressed
classes. An example of this kind of sham reform, these kind of dual tactics is "forced
busing". While we are definitely for voluntary busing because we are for voluntary in-
tegration of the races and nationalities - we see that the forced busing plans do not
bring about voluntary integration, are always accompanied by large and school-districta
wide cut-backs -thus reducing the quality of education all our children get, often end
up being unworkable because of the too-long rides the kids have to endure (as much as
an hour one-way in some cities). And worst of all, forced busing plans have precipitated
racial and national fights and antagonisms. This is particularly important these days
because the system is falling apart and more and more of us know it - the ruling class
knows it too -and so turns to, is forced to turn to new slick tricks that look like
reforms, while really being ways to divide and conquer us,

The ERA (Equal Rights Amendment) is a similar example. Legally, any"rights" that
could be granted by the ERA are already law -as part of previous civil rights legis-
lation; so why is the ERA being pushed so much these last few years? Because it turns
people's attention away from the fact that the laws don't work(because they were never
intended to by our rulers who got their politicians to write them);now they've got
many people working overtime trying to pass new laws - this time the ERA - when what
the ERA says is already on the books, and more importantly, the ERA will not stop the
capitalist corporations from discriminating against women anymore than existing law,
The ERA won't stop all the other forms of discrimination against women and other forms
of inequality they face; but it will stop us from ocrganizing ourselves into a movement
that will get us some results - if we spend our time trying to get it passed!

From our analysis it is clear that anti=homosexuality can not be destroyed until
and unless private property ( that is, private ownership of the means of production)
and the domination of men over women are abolished since these are the foundation for
male supremacy of which it is an aspect or part.

The conclusions about anti-homosexuality in the pre-socialist epochs: 1)it is
ideologically an aspect of mzle supremacy. 2) It has served the ruling minorities
by encouraging a high level of reproduction, as an aid in colonialism, and as a tool
to divide the masses. 3) Essentially these advantages have remained as useful tools
for them up through capitalism and its last stage, imperialism. &) They will contimue
to be used against us, and anti-homosexuality will continue to exlst as long as private
ownership of the means of productiocn exists - as long as capitalism exists.
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SECTION 6 - SOCIALISM: HOMOSEXUALITY AND ANTI-HOMOSEXUALITY

We are now ready to deal with the qQuestions of homosexuality and anti-homosexuality
under the dictatorship of the Proletariat. Essentially the question is, should the
proletariat, through its party and dictatorship continue anti-homosexuality or
Should it allow or sanction homosexuality? What we must determine is 1) what changes-
in the existing foundation Zor anti-homosexuality occur with the overthrow of cap-
italism and the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat, and 2) is there
anything about homosexuality which creates any new basis for anti-homosexuailty under
socialism? ®

Obviously, this section represents the culmination of the analysis presented in
this paper. There are a number of important conclusions which we believe are justified
based on the facts and analysis presented in this paper. The most important of those
conclusions are:

1) Homosexualityis, and always has been, a part of human sexual behavior.

It is both natural and social. This also means that homosexuality is not the

result of decadence , class rule, or the domination of men cver women.

2) Anti-homosexuality is a social phenomenon which arose out of and in the Drocess

of the domination of men over women. Ideologically, anti-homosexuality is an

aspect of male supremacy.

3) In addition to being both a support for and an aspect of male supremacy, anti-
homosexuality has served the ruling class as a support for a high level of reproduction,
a2s an aid in cultural colonialism, and as a weapon to divide and confuse the oppressed
masses.

We consider these conclusions to be proven by the facts and analysis already pre-
sented. We will not attempt to further prove them here, btut rather will follow the
analysis already begun to its conclusion.

Anti-homosexuality has been of benefit to the ruling class from the time class
soclety began up through the moritund stage of capitalism. With the transition from
capitalism to socialism we believe that there is a qualitative change. The things
which made anti-homosexuality in the interests of the previous ruling classes do not
make anti-homosexuality in the interests of the proletarian rule.

The proletariat has no interest in continuing the oppression _
of women. In fact, the proletariat is interested in the full liberation of women and
in the total destruction of male supremacy. Engels notes that one of the essential
conditions for the emancipation of women is, "that the quality possessed by the
individual family of being the economic unit of society must be abolished".(Origins,
p.?&) The domination of men over women, the family as the basic economic unit of
society, the view that men and women are different creatures with different character-
istics, and the view that the purpose of marriage ( or stable intimate relations
between two persons) is to insure the inheritance of private property are all opposed
by the proletariat. In socialist society, male supremacy is
reactionary. Anti-homosexuality as an aspect of or support for male supremacy can

be viewed 2s nothing but reactionary. The principle reason for the development of
anti-homosexuality becomes reactionary under the rule of the working class.

Does the question of repoduction support anti-homosexuality?

Basically the argument is that, homosexuality is reactionary because it is unpro-
ductive. They argue that the working class must approve only of

those sexual relationships which are productive. Since homosexual relationships do
not produce offspring, the proletariat and its rule must opPose homosexuality.

This argument sounds good, but it contains a fundamental flaw of logic.

Analyzing the logic of the argument, we find it contains three premises and a
conclusion. The first premise is that reproduction is an aspect of production. The
premise is certainly true. The second premise is that the prolgtar?at . N
only approves of relationships which are productive. This is also true, the
proletariat is concerned with the btuilding of socialism ana tne aestructlon~of the
remnants of bourgeois society. Certainly the proletariat only approves of those
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social relationships which are productive towards that end. The third premise is that
homosexual relationships do not produce offspring. This premise is not entirely true,
as we will discuss later. However, it is certainly true that homosexual behavior does
not produce offspring. The conlusion is that homosexual behavior is, thgg:gg;;T
unproauctlve and must be opposed by the proletariat. The flaw in logic is that this
conclusion does not follow from the premises. The crucial premise in the arguement
is omitted.This premise is: only those social relations which are reproductive
are productive.This crucial and unstated premise, in fact, constitutes a direct con-
flict with the first premise in the arguement. Reproduction is changed from one form
of production into the only form of production. It is this unstated premise which
is false. Reproduction is not the only form of production, it is only one form of
production. For a social relationship to be productive it need not involve procreation.
At this point the proponents of anti-homosexuality may object that we are being
unfair. Their arguement, it seems, has not one unstated premise but two. The second
missing premise is that the only purpose or function of sexual behavior is reproduc-
tion/brocreation. If this new premise sounds familar, it should. It is the position
of the Roman Catholic Church. And, it is a position which requires not only anti-
homosexuality but also a ban on birth control and abortion. It is true that this new
Premise would clear up- the problems with the internal logic. The problem is that the
Premise is entirely unsubstantiated and entirely false. We have already demonstated
that human sexuality has always consisted of both heterosexual and homosexual behavior.
If the only purpose or function of sexual behavior was procreation, why has human
sexual behavior always included homosexual behavior? This "new" premise is nothing
more chan the old homosexuality-is-unnatural argument dressed up in new clothes. We
have shown that there is no foundation for the position that homosexuality is
unnatural. Furthermore, this "new" premise completely ignores the fact that for humans
as opposed to animals, all relationships have a social as well as a natural aspect.
Human beings do not form relationships simply in order to procreate. For the prole-
tariat those social relationships should serve to strengthen and support our~éfforts
to build socizalism and destroy capitalism. We have already shown that homosexual
behavior and relationships are part of human sexual behavior and are not inherentl;
unnatural, decadent, or in any way unproletarian. Therefore, we believe that there
is no Jjustification for the position that homosexual relationships can not serve to
strenghten and support the efforts of those involved to build socialism and destroy
‘the remnants of capitalism. Thus, we also conclude that the fact that homosexual
behavior is not reproductive is not justification for anti-homosexuality on the part
of the working class. We believe that the proletariat has no need
tor this aspect of anti-homosexuality. The ruling classes in all Dre—SOClallSt
societies were exploiting classes, they were interested in expropriating the social
wealth for their private desires.not in the interest and well-being of the masses.
In order to gain the compliance of the masses, such exploiting classes were forced
to rely on manipulation and force. The rule of the working class is based on
the interests and well-being of the masses. The proletariat and its rule
gains the co-operation of the masses by education, force is only used on enemies of
the people and only then as a last resort. If a socialist country has a need of an in-
creased birth rate, then the proletarian response is to educate the people to the need;
and the masses would respond by having more children. Thus, the proletariat has

no need of anti-homosexua11+y as 2 means to manipulate procreation from the masses.
It is at this point that the final weapon in the arsenal of those who oppose homo-
sexuality is brought out. Since homosexuals, they argue, can not bear offspring, they
threaten the abﬂlity of the proletariat to reproduce the work force andplace an unfair
burden on heterosexuals. If homosexuality was allowed to flourish the society might
cease to exist. Before dealing with this argument let us first note that we really
wonder if those putting the argument forward honestly believe that, given a free
choice, so many people would choose homosexual relationships that it would actually
represent a problem for society or a burden on those who choose to have children.
Despite the fact that homosexuality has existed throughout human history, we know
of no society which has ceased to exist or even had its existence threatened by
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homosexuality. But, 2lthough we consider this last-straw arguement to be nothing more
than a straw man, it is also important to note that this arguement is not based in
reality.

As we noted before, it is not true that homosexuals can not and do not procreate.
Sexual orientation and reproduction are not inseparably linked. There are many homo-
se;uals in the U.S, today who are parents. In fact the battle against the ruling by
bou¥geols courts that homosexuals are automatically unfit parents has been a major fight
ofthe"Gay Rights“Movement. Furthermore, for homosexuals to be parents does not
require divorcg,or promiscuity. We must recognize the advances of science and tech-
nology,one of the three sources of human development . Advances in scientific technology
make sexual intercourse unnecessary to procreation. Artificial insemination is a
reality, not science fiction. In order to bear children it is not necessary to be
heterosexual, it is only necessary to be female. Homosexual women are Just as capable
of bearing children as hetercsexual women. We do not believe that bullding sccialisn,
in principle, requires that all women have babies. Thus, we expect that in socialist
society under normal conditions, some women will choose to have children and some
women will choose not to, regardless of their sexual orientation. However, in times
of crisis, if the socialist society is in need of an increased birthrate there is
no reason why homosexual women would be any less willing or able to respond to that
need out of their proletarian commitment to building socialism.

Having examined the question of reproduction we must conclude that it provides
no foundation for anti-homosexuality under the rule of the proletariat. The
fact that homosexual tehavior does not lead to reproduction does not make it more in-
herently bad or unproductive. The proletariat does not need to manipulate the masses
into bearing children. And, technological advances have separated reproduction
from sexual orientation. Thus, this secondary support of, or foundation for, anti-
homosexuality does not exist under socialism.

Anti-homosexuality was also of benfit to the ruling class in pre-socialist societies
because it was an aspect of and justification for cultural colonialism. We have
already noted that the historical role of anti-homosexuality in this area has already
teen exhausted. Nonetheless, we should point out that proletarian internationalism
has no use for cultural colonialism or cultural imperialism. Proletarian inter-
rationalism is based on thorough respect for the history and culture of all nation-
alities. Thus, the proletariat needs no tools for cultural imperialism. This role
of anti-homosexuality has no place under the rule of the working class.

The final benefit of anti-homosexuality to the ruling class is the role of anti-
homosexuality as a tool to divide and confuse the masses. The proletariat derives
no benefit from divisions for the sake of division. Almost 2ll divisions are of
benefit to a ruling class minority which oppresses and exploits the majority. To
the proletariat only those divisions between the people and the enemy are of 'value”.
Lines of demarcation must be clearly drawn between the people and the enemy, between
those things which serve the people and those things that serve the enemy. Divisions
among the people must be developed in a non-antagonistic manner in order to develop
unity. Only if the contradiction between heterosexuality and homosexuality could be
shown to be a division between the people and the enemy, only then would the prole-
tariat be Jjustified in continuing anti-homosexuality. Our analysis
of the origins and development of homosexuality and anti-homosexuality has shown
that:

1) Homosexuality is and always has been a part of human sexuality. There is no foun-
dation for the position that homosexuality is decadent, tourgeois, or reactionary.

2) Ideologically, anti-homosexuality is an aspect of and support for male supremacy.
3§ None of the benefits of anti-homosexuality to the ruling class of pre-socialist
societies are benefits to the dictatorship of the proletariat.

The development of male supremacist ideclogy may have been progressive from an
economic sense in the period of the rise of class soclety. But in the era of imperialism
and proletarian revolution male supremacy is thorousghly bourgeois and thoroughly reac-
tionary. Wa must conclude that it is not homosexuality but rather anti-homosexuality
against which the working class must draw firm lines of demarcation.
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ANTI-HOMOSEXUALITY: ARGUMENTS AND ANSWERS SECTION 7

Although forces in this country have, in general, consistently taken an
anti-homosexual line, there has been little or no consistency in the justification
or argumentation for anti-hcmeosexuality. We have become familiar with over twentv-
five "arguments." All these various arguments can be broken down into
three btasic positions:

I.Homosexuality is unnatural. This is the most common form of the anti-homosexual
line, but it gets expressed in many different forms.

A. Homosexuality is unnatural. This is the bare form of the argument.

B. Homosexuality is decadence. We consider this to te a variation on the "unnatural"
argument because it starts from the unstated premise that homosexuality is "unna-
tural" and therefore must be the result of or an indication of something. In this
argument decadence is that something.

C. Homesexuzlity is petty-bourgeois (or petty-bourgeois individualism). Again

this argument is a variation of the unnatural argument because again it starts from
the unstated premise that homosexuality is "unnatural."

D. Homosexuals are security risks. Again a variation of the unnatural argument.

II. Homosexuality is natural (animal and unproductive) as opposed to social (human
and productive, This is the "second generation" justification for anti-homosex-
vality. Once the fact that homosexuality pre-dates class society became somewhat
known, this position developed.

A. Homosexuality is natural (animal) as opposed to social (human). This is the
"theoretical" form of the argument. (This argument may attempt to get over by appeals
to the theoretical works of Marx anu Engels, particularly the 1844 Manuscripts and
The German Ideology.)

B. Homosexuality is unproductive because homosexuals do not bear children. This is
the "practical" form of the argument.

III. Homosexuality is too unimportant to talk about. This position is often the
final position put forward when things get sticky. The most interesting thing about
this argument is that it is put forward by organizations which also exclude homo-
sexuals from membership and publicly put forward anti-homosexuality.

In the main body of this paper we have shown the basic positions underlying anti-

h omosexuality to be incorrect. However, in the interest of exposing the forms these
incorrect views take and in the interest of arming honest forces with the ability

to defeat these incorrect views, we will deal with the specific forms these arguments
take.

I. Homosexuality is unnatural.
A. Homosexuality is unnatural. The bare form of this argument has been dealt with
at length in this paper and we don't want to duplicate it here. The essential
points to remember are that 1) "unnatural" is not a scientific term, the opposite
of natural is social, and 2) homcsexuality is and always has been both a natural
(in the scientific sense) and a social (in the scientific sense) part of human
sexuality.

The additional arguments for this bare form of the unnatural argument are:
1. We know homosexuality is unnatural because animals don't do it. This position is
simply factually incorrect. The facts are that animals do engage in homosexuzl be-
havior both in natural habitat and in captivity. (See Section Three).
2. We know homosexuality is unnatural because primitive humanity didn't have any
hcmosexuality. Again, the argument is in conflict with the facts ( See Section Three
and Table I).
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E. Homosexuality is the resul: of decadence. Again, this argument has teen dezlt
with at lengthin the body of the paper. and again this zrgument is inccnsis=en: wi-h
the facts.

Other variations on tais argument are:
1. Homosexuality is bourzeois and/or bou.zeois decadence. If this argument wersen's:
s¢ commen, it would almost be funny. "Bours gs0is"” isn't simply
a term to te tacked ontc ‘anything one uce51‘° like. It means something. The bour-
gecisie did rot arise until capitalism, thersfcre Jou cannct have bourgeoils ANYTHING
until the point in nlstorv when capitalism developed. At best *hese Deople could
say that homosexuality is a ruling class behavior or a2 ﬁﬂrsequ=nC° of class society
which has been adopied or perpetuated by the bourgeoisi However, we have demcns:ra—
ted that nomosexnalitv pre-dated class society (see .ect:on Three)., 'We have also
shown trat it is anti-homosexuali:y that is a part of ruling class ideolcsy.
2. chosexua“" is the result of class society. Again, this is = position which
Wwe have snen‘ 3 great deal cf t;l“ exposing as incorrect. 1t simply does not i3
the facts (see Section Three and Table I). Anti- -homosexuality is the result of
clzss societf, not homcsexuality.
3. Honose:uality is the result of imperialism. Same argimenis a2s the zbove. Homo-
sexuali:' clearly pre-dated imperialism,
L, Engels said that “omoeﬂxua-;;y was the result of class society. Ia Se
we speak directly to this question. 3riefly, we know of no evidence zha
cr any of the other gzreat teachers made any scientific inves:-*a‘i:: of
of homesexuality. We have used Engels' methcdology aad relisd on nis scientirt
ccnclusions in dealing with the facts presented in this paper 1’a."' whicn we do not
believe Engels had access to. We have found recordi of ncmcsexuali:y in some of the
very cultures which Engels himself labeled as pre-class socisties. Thus, despite

few casual comments by Engels, we conclude that homosexuzlity was not the resuls
of class society.

» Homesexuzlity disapvears undsr social ism, sc otviously it is :he result of deca-

cence and oourgeocis (ruling class) ideclozy. Hemosexuality has always been a pari
or Zorm of human sexuality. We velisve tha: it always will te. Homosexuali<y zar
te and has been discowraged and suppressed. Homcsexualizty can z1lso e u-dc=“. For
example, we know cf factories people holding anti-homosexual lines hzve
Teberted that there were NO homosexuals, yet we 1"ez'sor:a.lly Enow that homosexuals
dec work there. Just because the rzublic evidence of homosexuality disappears, that
doesn't mean that homesexuality has disappearsd.
€. Homosexuality increases in zimes of sccial decav. Agaln this position has teen
dealt with in the body of the paper. The key thing to remember is tha+: netercsexuality
also increzses in those same pericds, and that hetercsexuzl activity is encowraged
by the Sourgeoisie in times of sccial decay.
- 7. Hemosexuals are not materiazlly croressed, thers is no mat =r-a’ casis for the
cporession of nomosexualiiys The argument sounds and is confusin Basically it
1s used as 2 justification aot taking up the fight ageinst the
oprression of homosexuals because there is nc oppression’. The stz-ement 1 4
the face of hnistorical fact and contemperary reality., Homosexuals have tee d
are jailed and murdered, subjected to police harrazssment and tru= lity, attacked
4 :as ist gangs, threatened, fired, denied housing and jobs, and subjected ¢ 2

Zrgels,
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e guestion
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-
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zi:e vari e+j of "medical treatment" including incarceration and sleciro-shock
'therapy. Furthermore,we have demonstrated very thc*ouzﬁlj in this paper that the

material basis for anti-homosexualiiy is the rﬂ_a-ion-h-: of anti-homosexuality

o mals supremacy and other dYenefits.

-

S. Zomosexuality is cetiy-bourgecis (or irndividualism). In the bare form this ar-
gument deserves the same response as the argument that homocsexualiiy is bourgecis.
The zetiy-tocurgecisie also arsse at a particular peint in hi tcry. And, this argument
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is completely in conflict with the facts. Homosexuality arcse before class society.
Homosexuality has always been a part of human sexualiiy. Would these people have
us believe that our primitive ancestors were acting out of petty-bourgeois indivi-
dualism? 5

The additional arguments around this position are:
1. Homosexuality is an individualistic response to sexism/male supremacy/male chau-
vinism., Obviously the first problem with this argument is that homosexuality
mre-dates sexism, male chauvinism, and male supremacy. Thus, in considering the
phenomenon of homosexuality, it could not be a response to those things, unless
someone wishes to suggest that homosexuality developed as a response to something
which did not yet exist. In terms of the homosexuality of particular individuals
in the US today, even if some people do turn to homosexual relations because of
bad experiences with the opposite sex, this is in no way a justification for oppo-
sition to homosexuality. Some people get married in order to get away from their
parents. Is that a justification for condemning marriage? To love someone of the
same sex does not require a person to hate or even dislike people of the oppo-
site sex. Few people argue that lcving or marrying someone of the opposite sex means
that a person hates or dislikes people of his or her own sex. It is only when
people begin from the incorrect iew that homosexuality is unnatural that they can
possible suggest that homosexuality is petty-bourgeois or individualism.
2. Homosexuality is petty-bourgeois because it is a refusal to struggle with sexism
in one's personal life. This argument came from the RCP back when it was the RU.
We haven't heard it much lately, but it is such a gem we think it deserves comment.
Being a homosexual does not mean that one's only friends are of the same sex; it means
that the person one has sex with is of the same sex. We never realized that the
method of struggle against sexism is heterosexual intercourse and the
battleground for proletarian revolution is the bedroom! By analogy, we must assume
that these same peole would say that anyone not involved in a bi-racial sexual
relationship is refusing to struggle with racism in his or her personal life.
Obviocusly, the position that being homosexual is a refusal to struggle with sexism
is totally absurd. i
3. Homosexuality is self-indulgent, it puts an overemphasis on sex. What this line
of reasoning says is that because homosexuals do not bear children, homosexual rela-
tionships are based on self-indulgent sex. This is nothing but slander against
gay people. It is saying that the only or primary reason for homosexual relation-
ships, for two people making a committment to each other is so that they can lay
around in bed. It may be that some homosexual realtionships are based on sex, Jjust
like some heterosexual relationships are. 3ut homosexuals are just as likely to
form close ties and personal relationships based on mutual respect and love as
heterosexuals.
s, Homosexuals put an over-emphasis on personl relationships as a source of well-
being or salvation. This argument is not much different than the one Jjust abowe it.
What we must remember is that almost all arguments which start out by saying that
%211 or most homosexuals do something'are based on the wiew that homosexuality is
unnatural. Some homosexuals undoubtedly dc see their personal relatiorships as
the source of well-being or salvation, as do scme heterosexuals. The fact, although
many people seem to forget it, is that homosexuals are people. Homosexuality is a
form of human sexuality, not a disease or perversiocn. If it can be said that some
people do a certain thing, for example, place an over-emphasis on their personal
relationships, then it almost certainly can be said that some homosexuals do that
thing. We never hear the argument that heterosexuals place an over-emphasis on
personal relationships as a source of salvation, even though some heterosexuals
undoubtedly do, because heterosexuality is assumed to be "normal"™ and something
which is "normal" is not viewed as causing particular forms of behavior. What
this paper has proven is that homosexuality is just as "normal" as heterosexuality.
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It is time for people who wish to be scientific in their analysis to put aside all
these arguments which begin by assuming that homosexuality is* unnatural and there-
fore leads to or causes bad things?®

5. Homosexuality is self-indulgent because homosexuals choose to be ay and could
choose not to be. Human sexuality has always included both homosexuality and hetero-
sexuality. Unlike those who put forward this argument, we do not presume to know

what determines a person's sexual orientation. We believe it is a-process which

is affected by the society as a whole as well as by the individual's personal
expe;iences and decisions.* But we do know that most people do not simple wake up one
morning and say "I'll be heterosexual" or "I'll be homosexuzl.” To say that homosex:
uals choose to be gay is essentially saying that consciousness determines being. People
may choose whether or not to.cdll themselves "gay" or call themselves "straight" but

that doesn't change the way they feel, ‘the way they zare.

€."1f homosexuals were really revolutionary, they would give up being homosexual for
the good of the revolution! We have shown that homosexuality is not non-prole-
tarian, unnatural, decadent, e%c., etc. We have alsc shown that EE?i-homosexuality
is a part of bourgeois ideology, having been adopted by the bourgesoisie. In view

of those two facts, what this argument says is: because part of the

movement has taken an incorrect stand on this question which perpetuates bourgeois
ideas, it is the duty of homosexuals who are cevolutionaries to 1) unite with this in-
correct stand and not struggle against it, and 2) "become"™ or declare themselves

something they are not - heterosexual.

We believe that the correct position is that "if those forces putting forward anti-
homosexuality were consistently revolutionary they would drop their incorrect position
on the questlon for the good of the reveolution!"

It is true that revolutionaries do not fear personal sacrifice for the good of the
revolution. But it is also true that revolutionaries do not pretend to be something
which tney are not. Sexual orientation 1s not an ideologicaL question, because
sexuality is both a natural and a social question. The question of what impor-
tance revolutionaries place on their personal relationships and how much of their energy
goes into them is an ideological question. Even the question of the class stand of
the person a revolutionary is involved with can be sald to be an ideological question.
But, since we have shown that homosexuality is not un-proletarian, there is no jus-
tification for saying that the sex of the person to whom one is attracted is an
ideclogical question.

We would also add that the position one takes towards honest elements who
study the science, practice criticism/self-criticism, provide leadership to the
class struggle, and make personzl sacrifices in their lives for the revolution is
an ideological gquestion. Those who would exclude such forces because
of their own subjective prejudices against homosexuality, are making an ideological
error.

7. Homosexuality is petty-bourgeois because the Gay Rights Movement is petty-
bourzeois. This argument is about as unscientific as one could possibly be.

First, it denies dialectics by denying that the movement has both a positive and a
negative aspect. One positive aspect of this movement is that it has raised the
consciousness o the homosexual masses (some estimates on the number of homosexu-

als in this country run as high as 20 million) that they are oppressed, that they
must fight that oppression, and that in unity there is strength. 4s a result of this
movement, some gay people became anti-imperialists.

Lenin has told us that no movement spontaneously develops into a scientific, socialist
movement. Where socialist ideas are not consciously interjected, bourgeois ways of
thinking and acting will £ill the void. Even the worker’s movement, left to

*Hormone levels and/or some other biological factor may also bte & key factor.
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itself, will not develop beyond the level of trade unionism. Certainly the Gay
Rights Movement has not spontaneously developed into a conscious fight for
socialism.

Similar to movements against religious oppression, the Gay Rights Movement in
its spontaneous form has both positive and negative aspects. In order for this
movement to be a revolutionary movement, the target clearly has to be the system
of monopoly capitalism/imperialism.

We do not see working within the Gay Rights Movement as a main method of
striking blows at imperialism or fighting the threat of fascism because democratic
rights/reforms could be granted to homosexuals without substantially weakening
imperialism. Furthermore, it is the working class and national liberation struggles/
movements which will strike killing blows to monopoly capitalism, and it is these
movements (along with student, women's, etc.) in which homosexuals can, will, and
should take part. Within these movements, the question of homosexuality should be
dealt with as a contradiction among the people. Opposition to all attacks against
homosexuals should be raised when appropriate.

At the same time, we feel that in particular circumstances of fascist attacks on
homosexuals, such as the Anita Bryant/Save Our Children campaign, it is corxrect to
lend support to short term organizing of protests and resistance, and in doing this,
expose the rise of fascism and the social props (such as Bryant) of monopoly capital.

As for the negative aspects of the Gay Rights Movement, we see the Gay Libteration
Front, gay separatism, radical lesbianism, "go gay and smash the state", promiscuity,
and hedonism and reformism (like "write your congressman/woman"campaigns) as reac-
tionary trends serving the bourgeoisie.

Revolutionaries should willingly speak at mass rallies held in opposition to
fascist attacks on homosexuals and should put forward the above line.

8. The working - class rejects and will not accept homosexuality. This argument has
two parts, first the assertion that the working class rejects homosexuality, and
second the assertion that the working class will not accept homosexuality.

Does the working class really reject homosexuality? It is certainly not rejected
by working class homosexuals. And friends, there are a large number of working
class homosexuals. If anyone doubts it, they should try going to some of the many
working class gay bars. Those who are not blinded by their own ignorance and
biases will find homosexuals among the work force in their plants. The point is,
when people say that the working class will not accept homosexuals they are dis-
playing ignorance and chauvinism, because the working class includes homosexuals.

Furthermore, is it even true that homosexuality is rejected by heterosexuals in
the working class? Well, yes and no. Anti-homosexuality is an aspect of bourgeois
ideology (as we have demonstrated) and the working class in this society is not
unaffected by bourgeois ideology. Some heterosexual workers are rabidly anti-
homosexual. Others are, in general, opposed to homosexuality but accept and
become friends with homosexuals at their work place. Some are not opposed to
homosexuality at all, and, in fact, defend homosexuality (although usually not with
scientific arguments).

Is homosexuality rejected by advanced elements, advanced workers? Again we suspect,
yes and no., Our experience has been that advanced workers are either not anti-
homosexual or are easily won to our position on the question. However, we sustect
that if the people, that the advanced take leadership from or work most closely with,
ridicule and oppose homosexuality, the result is probably different.

The question of will the working class accept homosexuality must be put into
perspective. The working class in this society is divided by national chauvinism
and male supremacy. Yet, we do not conclude that we should not
take up the fight for national equality and equality between the sexes. We ask
what is correct and we believe that, with proper work by the subjective factor,
the working class will support the correct position because it is in the interest
of the proletariat to do so. The argument for opposing homosexuality because"the
working class is opposed to it," even if it wers true that the proletariat is opposed
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to homosexuality (which we have said is not entirely true), is nothing but tailing
the reactionary sentiments of the spontaneous movement, This argument is crass
fragmatism,

D. Homosexuals are securiiy risks. We place this argument under the general category
of unnatural because, like so many others, it is based on the unstated rremise that
there 1s something negative about homosexuality. That unstated premise is hidden
with the cover of saying that because homosexuals can be threatened with the loss

of jobs, respect, etc., they represent a security risk to the communist movement.
Friends, revolutionaries in this country are subject to the threat of losing their jobs,
their "freedom" and their lives for being revolutionaries. It is nothing but a gross
slander against the homosexuals who have committed themselves to the dangers of being
revolutionaries to say that they would sell-out the movement because they are

afraid of losing their jobs. Perhaps for those who view teing a2 revolutionary

as an armchair occupation, the possibility of losing a job or being subjected to
personal attack seems like sufficient grounds to sell-out. But to those

who view revolution as a life and death struggle against the capitalist class, it

is not.

II. Homose:uality is natural (animal) as opposed to social (human and productive).
The bare form of this argument is, at bvest, bourgeois scholasticism. t attempts
to appeal to philosophical writings (of Marx) to justify the subjective opinions
of the authors. We have dealt with this argument in depth in the body of this paper
(See Section Five), but we will touch on it again here. Those who put forward this
argument say that homosexuality is pure sex (animal behavior) while heterosexuality
is based on consciousness (human behavior). This argument is pure sophistry. Marx
clearly states that activity can have a dual character, being both natural and
social. Human sexual activity--both heterosexual and homosexual--is both natural
and social. Twisting and distorting Marx may confusé some people, btut it is not
the action of a scientific socialist.

The related arguments that grow out of this position are:
A. Homosexuality is not productive. We have dealt with this argument at length in
Section Five. Reproduction is only one form of production. Basically, we believe
that if a relationship increases the ability of the people to build socialism, it
is productive, whether it produces offspring or not. Just as people who dc not
marry are not necessarily unproductive, Ho Chi Minh for example, so people who do
not bear children are not necessarily unproductive.
B. The existence of homosexual relationships puts an unfair burden on hetsrosexual
women. We wonder if the people who put this argument forward would also advocate
that the proletariat forbid women to remain single. After all,single women put an
wifair burden on married women, don't they? We certainly hope that in socialist
society people who have children will do so not simply because *he "burden" of
bearing children is their duty. But, if in fact having children is a2 "burden”
which women must assume, homosexual women are guite capable of bearing children--
in fact many homosexual women choose to bear children. Scientific developments,
which already exist, have made heterosexual intercourse unnecessary for producing
offspring. So as we said before, to have a baby, one doesn't have to be hetero-
sexual, one only has to be femals.
C. Homosexuality is unproductive and counter-revolutionary because the nuclear
family 1s the basic unit of proletarian culture. This argument was an old favorite
of the RU which the CL also picked up. <‘hey seemed to believe that this statement
came from Marx or Engels. We have never come across this quote in the classics.
We do kncw that Engels said that the full emancipation of women "demands that the
quality possessed by the individual family of being the economic unit of society
be abolished.” (Origins, p. 7%) We also know that Marx said "That the abolition of the
individual eccnomy is inseparable from the abolition of the family is self-evident.”
(c.I., p. 50, ft. note). We are not suggesting or advocating a campaign to "smash
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the family." But, we believe that the full integration of women into the work
force and the abolition of the economic role of the family will make changes in
the forms and content of the proletarian family from that of the current bour-
geois family structure. Certainly human society has always had some social unit
or family grouping, and we suspect it will continue %o do so. And, we believe that
homosexuality can and will exist within the society. It is only the bourgeois
family, or at least the "classical monogamous family" (terminology from Engels)
which, because of its economic role, is in conflict with the existence of homo-
sexuality.

ITI. Homosexuality is too unimportant to talk about. The bare form of this argument
is that homosexuality is a minor question; and therefore not worth talking about.
This position is usually accompanied by the accusation that those who oppose anti-
homosexuality are elevating a minor question to the level of a major question and
are holding back the struggle in general, or some discussion in particular.

Let us set the record straight. Organizations have publicly put forward
that homosexuality is decadent and counter-revolutionary; have excluded homosexuals
and homosexual groups from united front activities over the question of homosexuality;
have refused to admit homosexuals to their organizations; and have refused to work
or study with homosexuals. A top member of FRRWQ (Puerto Rican Revolutionary Workers'
Organization - formerly the Young Lords Organization)stated publicly that homosexuals
should not even try to do revolutiomary work and that organizations with homosexuals
should expel them. (This was in late 1975 - early 1976 when FPRRWO was, at that time,
one of the 3 or 4 best organizations in the U.S.)

All of this around a question that is "too unimportant to talk about"!

When organizations make public statements on a question and turn that question
into a line of demarcation, as organizations in this country nave, then to suggest
that the question is"too unimportant to talk about"is absurd. I they had not adopted
an incorrect view on the question of homosexuality, then it might be too unimportant
to talk about - probably because the struggle of homosexuals and other struggles they
are involved in would be much further along then they are now, due to the lack of
leadership and sectarianism. But, for these organizations to argue that the question
of homosexuality is"too unimportant to talk about"is to deny the reality which they
have helped to create.

The additional form of this argument is:

1. Homosexuality is opposed or suppressed in every socialist ccuntry, no revolutionary
Darty has ever admitted homosexuals. We do not claim to have done the investigation
necessary to comment on: 1) what in fact are the Positions of the socialist countries
on homosexuality; 2) on what investigation and analysis do the socialist countries

base their positions; and 3) do (and have) all revolutionary parties barred homosex-
uals from membership. We are fairly certain that the international revolutionary
movement has never raised the question of homosexuality to the level of a ma jor
question, or viewed it as a line demarcating gemuine organizations from sham ones.

We agree that it is correct to take leadership from the intermational revolutionary
movement. However, we also believe that it is the duty of every party and group to
do more than "just" follow the international revolutionary movement.* Even their
leadership can be in error, especially on a minor question.** We believe that +his

* Our duty includes (to the extent we are able) to investigate and study the facts

independently.
#* This, of course, does not change the fact that they are the best groups in the world.



paper rerresents the most comprehensive investigation and analysis of the question
of homosexualiiy sver presented to the movemens.

We are convinced, on the basis of rcth the data Dresented and scientific
that any greup (or individual) which takes a stand agalinst homesexuality is WIOng .

ot
0

It may ve that they have not had the resources to do the investigaticn, or thas:
they did not reeiize that the investization was necessary. 3uti now that this paper
exists, there is a basis for dealing with the question in a dialectical and his-

torical materialist manner, an open; sclentific and un-subjective manner. Ne call
on 211 honest people and organizaticns to read this document, offer friendly
criticism, study it, and unite with it.

X. (One over-all argument, which has been rzised periodically over the years must

also be dealt with...) Homosexualit does not serve the workinz class; which clzass
_______,,__;L___,,____,________,_____.______ —2=Ch CL2SS
doces it sexve,..dces homosexuality push forwarzd or hold back the revolutionary strus-

gle of the working ciasst,...nose who "uphold "homosexuality have not dezl: with the

———

question of homosexuzli<y Zrom the standpoint of the class Qquestion,

i '~ who raise this Question show, among other things, that they have not
really stuaied this paper. But let's answer the question. PFirst off, we shewed agzin
and again that anti-homcsexuality is a rulling class-pushed Phencmenon, an aspect of
male supremzcist ideclogy and,in capitalist society, rart of tourgeois ideology.

(Thus we deal: with the class charzcter of anti-homosexuzlity.) Then we pointed out
repeatsdly that homosexuality, Just like heterosexuality is one of he +u forms
human sexuality and human sexuzl relationships have always taken. We peointad out
that both hemosexuality and heterosexuality are Zoth natural and social. The actual
sexual activiiy is the naturzl aspect. The human social interacticn/relationship is
the social part. As to our class stand toward the natural part: we would hold that
SeX, or sexual activity per se, in the aostract, is neither prolstarian nor tourgeois.
Sexual activity is matursl. 3ut hedonistic sexual activity or unequal/exploitative
sexual activity (includi:g rape outside and inside of marriage) are tourgeois. Homo-
sexual sexual zctiviiy dces not have o invelve sither heconistic sex or unequal/
exzloitative sex. Thus the question of which class it serves is 2 Questicn of now
often and of what quality,

In terms of the social aspect of homessxualiiy, we would ask friends
- Wwnat class does heterosexuality, per se, serve? When Deople say that we are only
dealing with homosexuality by locking at individuals and not classes or strata...
how would one answer this question then.?. We would Say that hetercsexuality is not
Der se elther prolstarian nor tourgeois. It is Droletarian, serves the Proletariat,
if iis. content is one which promotes the ability of the proletarians involved to make
revolution., It is tourgecis when it is practiced 5y the bourgeois - which zre unifor-
nly degenerate in content and which can only serve o hold teck =he Eroletarian
struggle. It is bourgzecis too if it is unequal and not based on "free choice" and/or
i it is oppressive/exploitative and does not Promote tut indeed holds back <he 2bil-
i<y of the proletarians involved to make revolution. We must distinguish tetween
fom and content. KHuman sexua ity and sexual relationships have always had <wo forms.
Neither is inherently bourgeois or proletarizn, I+ is the content that determirnes
ihether they are proletarian and push forward revolution or tourgecis and hold i+ ==ck.
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APPENDIX 5

Human history covers probably some ten thousand years. This history :
is a history of development, of progress from lower intelligence to higher intelli-
gence, from more backwards ways of doing things to more advanced ways. The only
way to really understand this progress thru history is to break it up into Periods
or epochs.. These epochs have generally the same main characteristics internal to
each and different from those preceeding and those that follow. Analysing history
this way is a most important breakthru in human understanding because it surely is
the case that in order to build a brighter future for our children and their's, we
must struggle in the present to improve society; and in order to struggle success-
fully we must understand the past, our past.

Human society's development is not so much determined by man's ideas as it is by
what man (please understand the use of the word "man" o mean mankind - not excluding
women) has done in order to survive and continue on. By this we mean, that if you
really want to understand human history (present and bast and, to some extent, the
future direction things are inevitably heading in) you must understand, first of 211,
his means of production (tools, machines,skills...)and the mode of production (how
those means of production were organized - primarily who owned/owns and controlled/
controlls them). Using this method, we can see there have been 5 fundamentally 4if-
ferent epochs in history so far, characterized by 5 different levels of producticn,

5 different modes of production and five different social systems organized on that
tasis. Let's take 2 brief look at them:

1) The first and longest epoch was Primitive Communalism. This epoch started
when man first became man. What made man become man, in the first place, was his
"opposable thumb" (meaning his hand is built in such a2 way that the thumb faces, or
can face the opposite direction of the other fingers and thus the hand can te used
to grasp and pick up and use things.) This ability to manipulate objects allowed
man to very slowly learn to wield such things as clubs, bow and arrow, fishing equip-
ment, the plow, to builld huts, defences from animals and other humans, weapons,etc.
It was this physical ability that led to a situation that slowly produced more ad-
vanced thought! The more situations, the more things man could do, the more it prod-
ded his very underdeveloped mind to ponder those things...His inability to fend very
well in defending himself from the animals and the elements and hostile human snemies
forced him early to group together in closer social units than existed amongst the
other animals. This situation tco pushed forward his thought processes. Such things
as speech, human social organization, divisions of labor, divisions between leaders
and followers, etc. all developed, not because someone sat down and thought to him-
self/herself "Gee, we ought to do this or tkat"; but because the real world, the
actual situation, forced upon man these things...and he was left to ponder their
significance after the fact.

. In other words, the ma jor developments (though not -the major events) in human
history from its earliest times until the present have come about basically independ-

ent of the will of men. Further, they have caused further developments to follow

which in no way did man forsee(much less,control) beforehand. By way of example,

the earliest inventors of the first machines had no idea of what they would lead to

in the future (and it was really of no concern to them).

Primitive Communalism lasted possibly some 10 thousand years. During that time,
the changes, advances made by man were small and far between. But they led to some
significant changes that were to happen over a relatively short period of time.
When man's social organization and tools and skills were such that he learmed how to
domesticate cattle and to work with a plow these technological breakthrus (that it
had taken man thousands upon thousands of years to develor ) caused nothing less
than a radical departure, change and brought man out of Primitive Communalism
@here men were tasically all equal to each other; but also equal in their near-ab-
solute poverty and defenselessness against nature, disease, etc.) and into the next
great epoch - Slave Society. Why? T

Because primitive agriculture and cattle raising allowed, for the first time, some

people to produce enough food to feed more than just themselves; for the first time
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in history there came about the situation where owning a slave made any sense. Before
this breakthru, when one tribe captured Prisoners of another-they were not made slaves
because at best they could only produce enough to take care of themselves and were
thus of no use to the tribe- they were thus either killed or taken in as a new member.
But now, some men could live off the labor of others.

Now, if you remember, we said that human history is a history of Progress. But
we must keep in mind that we are not trying to pass moral judgements on something
in history that had to come about - we are looking at whether the over-all lot of
man improved or not. It was the case that with Slavery man was better able to fend
against nature, stay alive, propagate future generations, make more breakthrus in
tems of art, social organization, thought in general. And, most importantly, it
set the stage for the next breakthrus which were to happen near the end of the Slave
epoch. (We are not referring here to the slavery which re-appeared during the 18th
and 19th centuries...but instead to the epoch which the whole world went thru-back
2,000 years ago - more and less). We're talking about slavery of the time of the
Roman Empire.

The slave was owned and so was his labor by the slave owner. His labor belonged
to others, his body could be btought, sold, killed, used for procreation (producing
more children) and thus more wealth for the slave owner. Because the slave had ab-
solutely nothing to gain by being docile all the time, slaves, as the first oppressed
class, were constantly in a state of rebellion. This took the form of destroying
the plows, stealing them and other things, attempts at escape, killing the slave
owners, etc. Because of this the slave owners used the heaviest and sturisst type
of plow possible - so the slaves could not break it. This was very inefficient for
agriculture, though it was still 2 much more productive way to raise food than that
which existed under Primitive Communalism. The epoch of slavery lasted 2 long time,
possibly a couple of thousand years. Its duration was marked mainly by very small
imperceptible changes, but which changes when added together were slowly but surely
pushing this society and its technological level forward to the point once again
where a ma jor, radical break-thru would be made and in a relatively short period of
time (as compared %o how long Slavery had existed) Slavery would be over-thrown and
replaced by a new epoch - Feudalism.

The technological changes that helped bring about this change had to do once
again with the way mankind was producing its means of subsistence (what it needs to
survive - food, clothing, shelter...). Slowly but surely, the principles of farming
were being learned by repeated trial and error. It became clear that the larger
the "farm" and the lighter the plow, the more could be produced which would increase
more rapidly the wealth of the owner of the land and labor. Going from wood plows
to metal ones was a tremendous breakthru. These things and others (by necessity
all of this is over-simplified-this is, afterall only an Appendix to a small ‘Tamn-
pPhlet on a very specific aspect of human history and society) caused some slave
owners to want to expand their land holdings, want to increase tremendously their
laborers...out this could happen only if: 1) the land could be taken (often) from
other slave owners; & 2) the life situation of the laborers-slaves-could be changed
so that they would not continue to steal and destroy the tcols. These future rulers
of the future epoch - Feudalism - appealed to the slaves to over-throw their masters
in the name of freedom and justice for all. This the slaves were only to willing to
do...but they did not get freedom-they got 2 new Qlass society, 2 new ruling class -
the feudal lords; and the slaves had to, were forced to go to work for them in much
the same conditions - as serfs - as they had before as slaves. The differences in-
cluded: the serf could not be killed at will - he "owned" himself to some extent,
and while the majority of his labor was still "owned" by the feudal lord, the serf
also worked for himself on his own small private family plot-after working most of
the day and week in the fields of the feudal loxd. This situation of part-time work-
ing for oneself caused the feudal serfs to be more enthusiastic and harder working
than had been the slaves-who had no reason (other than the whip) to work hard - and
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they just could not bte whipped all the time. The serf worked harder more voluntarily.
thus did the wealth of the feudal lords increase much more rapidly than had that of
the slave-owners; and this is how the feudal lords were able to replace the less
economically advanced slave system with their own.

The Feudal epoch lasted about 1,000 years or so - till about the very late 1500°s
in England, the 1600's & 1700's in Burope, the 1800's in most of the rest of the
world, and semi-feudalism still exists in much of the world today. It exists in the
countryside of the poor countries simultaneously with the capitalism which exists
in the cities and dominates the political life of the country. This co-sxistence
between feudalism and capitalism - the system which followed it - is why it is called
semi-feudal rather than feudal. This long period of Feudalism was once again char-
acterized by very slow almost imperceptible changes, which once again built up to
the point where 2 radical break in the technology happened and was quickly followed
by a radical change to the next system. (Let's remember that the lot of man was
better under Feudalism than Slavery because the serfs were a little better off i
terms of "freedom" and better off in terms of the availability of the necessities of
life, medicine, etc. Still they were only slightly better off than the slaves -
Progress thru history, as we can see, has been very slow;but it has accelerated its
rate of progress all the time.)

It was the invention of the machine and the spread of the machine and later the
industrial revoluticn, which was the technological break-thru which precipitated the
downfall of Feudalism and its replacement by the much more efficient system - Capit-
alism. The capitalist - the owner of the machines, tools, &factories appealed to the
serfs - "Overthrow the Feudal loxrds and get your freedom." This the serfs did;but
they got instead a new ruling class - the capitalists.

Capitalism is the rule of the capitalists over everybody else; just as Feudalism
was the rule of the feudal lords over the serfs; and slavexry was the rule of the
slaveowners over the slaves. As we can see, capitalism hasn't always existed; in
fact, it has only existed somewhat extensively in the world for some 300 years.

Its epoch too 1s characterized by relatively slow changes though much more rapid
than during earlier epochs. But it too will not and is not lasting forever. It too
pushes forward the development of the technological level of society to the point
where a break-thru is made, to the point where the oppressed class within it rises
up and overthrows it (just as theslaves and serfs did in the past).

Under capitalism, mankind's progress is shown by the fact that for the first time
in human history the ability is present to harness the forces of nature - to no long-
er be at iis mercy...to conquer world-wide epidemics, to wipe out disease, poverty,
mal-nutrition, lack of clothing and shelter....Capitalism has alrsady developed the
machinery capable of putting an end to all these things and more.But...

But ABILITY and PRACTICE are often two different things. Capitalism has not put
an end to them - or even come close to this - because the people (the great masses
of us) have no say over how production is organized, for what ends things are pro-
duced. The capitalists decide 2ll that; and they only produce in ways that will
make the most profits for them. (The workers at a GM plant make cars; but General
Motors dcesn't make cars, it makes money!) And the larger their profit, the greater
the poverty the rest of us exlst under. It is said that the U.S. alone (not counting
such capitalist countries of all of Europe, Russia and Japan) has the industrial
capacity to house every family in the werld in less than 5 years!!! It's not hard
to see why this isn't done. What profit is there in providing good quality cheap
housing? Virtually none. What profit is there in providing jobs to all who want
them? - None - because the capitalists use unemployed workers to keep the wages of
their employees down - thru the threat of scabs during strikes. Instead the cap-
italists decide to spend "their money" in whatever ways are most profitable - like
military weapons and products that don’t last...doesn't it seem like the real motto
of capitalist industry is "Our preoducts are tuilt to fall apart!"? Actually it's
our money - we produce all the wealth of society - they "just"own it and control it.
A Rockefeller at birth is worth a billion dollars; a working class child is born into
debt in more cases than not.-.
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Workers are better off than the serfs. The capitalist does not own the worker, and
can not buy or sell him. But the worker has no choice but to go to work for one of
the capitalists; because the only thing the worker has which he can sell on the market
to stay alive and feed his family is his ability to work. The capitalist buys this
with wages. Now all the capitalists, especially the big ones - the monopoly capital-
ists- exploit the workers, making huge profits off of our labor; while Paying us
little more than it takes to keep ourselves and our families alive and well. (It is
true that some workers make enough to live somewhat comfortably; but this is balanced
off by the fact that many workers make "minimum wage" which the U.S. government admits
leaves their families far below the poverty line - 40 million people live below the
poverty line in the "rich" U.S.. It is further balanced off by the fact that many
workers are not working - due to the high unemployment that has always existed under
capitalism - but which has risen higher and higher in recent years).

Capitalism, however, no longer exists all over the world. The new system has
already arrived: the new epoch is beginning even while most of the world still lives
under the old epoch. Socialism is the first epoch in history where not only are the
means available to take care of everyone easily and well, but the FRACTICE accomplish-
es exactly that. Socialism is the rule of the working class - the rule of the ma jor-
ity over the tiny minority of capitalists who try with all their might to regain
power and over-throw socialism. Once they have been overthrown, they become like
cornered rats - they don't want to work for a living, they don’t want to lose their
incredible wealth and luxury...they don't give up easily -this is why we speak of
"rule of the majority over the minority", for if we did not rule over them and sup-
DPress all their efforts to re-gain power, they would surely succeed and all our gains
will ve reversed; they have never hesitated to use every weapon at their disposal to
demoralize:us and crush us and they won't change, they'll Just get more viscious.

Socialism first appeared, working class rule first occurred, in Russia in 1917.

But unfortunately, after 40 years or so, old and new capitalist elements wormed their
way back into power, took over the leadership of the country and have re-instituted
capitalism infthe Soviet Union. This is why we see alcoholism, unemployment,racism,
sex discrimination, degenerate culture, and imperialist actions coming from the S.U,
These things were veing eradicated or hadalready been eliminated during the 30's and
40's when the country was building socialism; but now they are tack. Which is to
say that socialism is not perfect...it is born in a world full of capitalism; its
people fight hard, work hard, bu;have faults too - the ways inherited from the past,
the capitalist past, are very very difficult to overcome. But before capitalism
re-gained power in Russia, socialism had spread to other countries - People's China,
Albania, and North Korea among them.

CRISIS AND REVOLUTION

It is because no ruling class in history has ever given up its power peacefully
and/or been voted out of power that people turn to revolution. But revolution can
take place only during a time of deep crisis within the system. Such a revolutionary
situation arises when 1) the ruling class .¢an't rule in the old way.anymore (and thus
turns toward increased repression of all types) AND 2) the masses can't live in the
old way anymore (and thus turn to increased resistance to this oppression of all
types and toward revolution as the only real way to end the oppression once and for
all.) This increased resistance further deepens the crisis the ruling class is caught
up in -further increasing their inability to rule over us in the old "democratic"
way; they turn more and more to the "new" way, which is really a continuation of
their un-democratic rule over us; but without the pretense anymore that this is sup-
posed to be a democracy...they turn to fascism,

When a revolutionary situation arises, if the oppressed are ready enough, strong
enough, they make revolution and succeed in attaiging politica} power and ove;throw-
ing the capitalist ruling class and their oppressive systemf ¢f the opprfss§q masies
are not strong enough and the ruling class is temporarily able to hold onto its power,
its rule becomes ever more repressive.
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For example: when world-wide capitalism developed into its last, highest stage -
monopoly capitalism or Imperialism (around the year 1900)-from then on, human history
has been one of continuous revolutions by the oppressed masses on the one hand, and
of continuous oppression and more repression by the ruling monopoly capitalis+<s on
the other hand. Capitalism inevitably develops into Imperialism (monopoly capital-
ism) and Imperialism means war - Type 1) War to conquer other parts of the world for
the monopoly capitalists. And in these days, when the whole non-socialist world is
already divided up under the control of the main imperialist countries - this type of
war becomes war for the re-division of the already divided up world - to get a bigger
slice of the pile, or hold onto the slice a country already controls. (World War I and
World War II were both this type of war). Type 2) Wars to put down the rebellions,
revolutions of the oppressed peoples of the countries which are controlled by the
imperialists. (The Vietnam war was of this type-the Vietnamese: being just one reople
in a world full of people who are realizing, one nation after another, that foreign
control of the political, economic and cultural life of their countries means poverty
and total lack of democratic rights - only by throwing out foreign control and in-
stituting control by the masses of people of that country can genuine progress be
made at last...this is why there will be Vietnam-type of situation after Vietnam-type
situation. Imperialism means oppression;it also means resistance to that oppression.
And inevitably the people will win out over the few monopoly capitalists.

When a capitalist country goes deep intc crisis, that's when you see it push its
military budget out of sight, and curtail democratic rights at home...for example,
Germany turned to war and fascism (actually the German ruling class turned to war
and fascism and forced and/or duped the people into going along with it - at least
for a time )because Germany had almost no colonies to super-exploit and could only
get them by taking them away from the control of the "allies" - countries like
England, France and the U.S.,which controlled the great portion of the world at that
time; she needed fascism to put down the rising working class rebellion that was
already going on against the capitalist system there and the increased resistance
there against war-like policies.

From this we can see that World War is nothing less than inevitabdle as long as
large powerful monopoly capitalist/imperialist countries exist. World War II hap-
pened for pretty much exactly the same reasons as WWI - Germany(and its allies) wes
in crisis - the capitalist rule of operation - "expand or die" - had put the German
ruling class to the brink; when they lost WWI and the country was rebuilt subsequently
along capitalist lines again - they faced the same predicament and could choose only
between giving up their power (which no ruling class in history has ever done willing=
ly much less peacefully) or once agein initiating World War with the hope of grabbing
up enough colonies to be able to continue to expand.

In the world today, sorry to say, the situation exists again, where a rising
monopoly capitalist country - the Russian Imperialists - (sometimes called "Social-
Imperialists" because they are "socialist" in words, imperialist in deeds) is
faced with a crisis. It too must expand or die; but it faces a world which is mostly
controlled by the U.S. ruling class. Russia is militarizing to the teeth; they are
trying every means possible to get the U.S. kicked out of countries so that (they
hope) they can sneak in thru the tackdoor. The U.S. ruling class, on its part, is
fighting with all the weapons and tricks at its disposal to hold onto what it al-
ready controlls (like South Africa and Rhodesia-where U.S. companies make billions
in super-profits off of slave labor) and always on the look out for new places to
worm thelr way into. These two superpowers are heading toward war. In fact, WWIII
is inevitable EXCEPT if cne thing happens - full scale rebellion/revolution in botn
these two countries which prevents them from launching such a world war. Is it an
accident or insignificant that the U.S. budget includes well over $100 billion for
War (the "defense" department used to be called the "war" department-that's exactly
what it is). Even as the two superpowers talk "SALT" disarmament agreements-they
are arming themselves at Hitler-type rates!

We can't say when World War III might start; but the signs that the two super-
powers are moving in that direction are inescapable. Even as they try to put the
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world to sleep with all their talk of disarmament - their very '"disarmament agree-
ments" like SALT I; allowed each side to increase, that's right INCREASE TREMENDOUSLY
their arms! Read the wording and look at the facts - thers is no doubt at all that
they have armed up tremendously since they both signed the first so-called "disarm-
ament"” treaty. SALT II will be more of the same. These powers are no dummies; they
Dromote sham treaties like this because they know that they have to cover up the fact
of what they are really doing and fool us and Dut us to sleep. We musn't let them
get away with it anymore.

CAPITALISNM = POLITICAL, ECONOMIC AND CULTURAL RULE

- CAPITALISM = POLITICAL POWER IN THE HANDS OF THE CAPITALISTS. The government,polit~
ical parties (the differences between the democrats and the republicans, in fundament-
al terms, is the difference between tweedledum and tweedledee - they both are against
the poor and working class and for the rich - their differences are only over how
best to continue their rule over us; and which capitalists amongst them and their
supporters to give the biggest spoils to. That is why the pro-labor Carter is not
any more fundamentally pro-worker than Nixon was. That's why the biggest liberal

of them all, Rockefeller, could turn around and order dozens and dozens of prisoners
and guards at Attica Prison gumned down.); police forces (when was the last time

you saw the police throw someoné out on thHe street for being unable to pay their
rent;but when was the last time you saw them bust some landlord for charging too

much rent?; when was the last time you saw the police bust striking workers over the
head; but when was the last time you saw the police bust some factory owner over the
head for paying insufficient wages and having super un-safe working conditions that
kill the workers or maim them?); the courts, the military, the laws.

CAPITALISM = ECONOMIC POWER IN THE HANDS OF THE CAPITALISTS. 1/10th of 1% owns/
controlls all the major factories, corporations, banks, land, machines - the real
wealth. They who never soil their hands on the factory floor or out inthe fields,
take from those who do all the wealth they produce and call it their awn. This rip-
off is "capitalist democracy" - it's completely legal. They decide to fire you for
speaking up about unsate conditions, to lay off thousands at a time, so they can make
bigger profits, to make products that, like Alka-Seltzer are "Built to Fall Apart".
It's planned absolescence - they plan it so that the things we produce in their fac-
tories and btuy in their stores won't last, or won't work. Their advertising is often
aimed at getting us to buy things we don't need with money we don't have. The way
they run the factories is so mean; it's no wonder workers come home from work shot,
sometimes nervous wrecks, other times so worked up they take it out on their kids
and spouses, or they don't come home at all because of an accident caused most ofien
because the boss found it more profitable to run things unsafely than to put out
some few bucks more to make things safe (did you know that if you. divided the amount
of dollars paid in fines by American Corporations for safety violations detected by
OSHA (Occupational Safety and Health Act/Agency) into the amount of workers killed
in their factories and fields every year - it works out to $25 a head! - no wonder
they don't make it safe for us to work!)

CAPTTALISM = CULTURAL POWER IN THE HANDS OF THE CAPITALISTS. They own/control all
the key media and cultural institutions - the TV, radio, press/news agencies, news-
papers, movies. Their main goal in using these institutions is DECEPTION. They
want to decelve us into not learning that it is they who contrel everything that is
important in this country; that it is they who call the shots; that it is they who
are filthy rich and that their riches come from our blood, sweat and tears; that it
is to defend their profits anqhot to defend our freedoms that they send troops into
other countries; that it is not the arabs who are causing gasoline to soar towards

31 a gallon, but their ruthless greed and their false crises -hiding oll, not pumping
it out of the ground, not refining it - anything toc make it seem like"gas Just has to
go up. They want us to believe that the shortages (that they "create" themselves)




57

force the prices to go up. But just because something is in short supply (which,
more often than not, is not even true) doesn't mean that the corporations have +o
raise the price - they could still sell it at the old price. No, they just use
real and fake shortages to jack up their prices so they can jack up their profits,
If it were really true that the "law of Supply and demand" was operating, then how
come prices don't ever go down? How come after they doubled the price of gas a few
years back - because of a fake shortage - and told us the extra cost would encourage
them to explore for more oil and build more refineries - how come the price never
went btack down? Forget this "supply and demand stufs"; forget their lies about
“free competition" - under monopoly capitalism the only real competition is tc see
which corporations can rip-off their workers and the consumer the most.

They want us blaming other poor people - like the Vietramese or the 3lacks in
southern Africa, or the Arabs in the Middle Fast; they want us to blame each other -
like the blacks in the inner cities, the chicancs in the southwest, the indians stuck
on the mostly barren reservations, the poor and working class whites in the cities
and suburbs, the homosexual or heterosexual working or living next to us. They want
us to blame curselves - like for pollution because we drive our cars (as if we could
get to work and the supermarket and visit relatives etc. without cars these days).
They want us to forget that it is they who design the cars to pollute as much as they
do; they who run the factories which produce half of all pollution too.

t is tecause of their Economic Power (their ownership of the means of production)
that they long ago were able to set up and legitimize their Political Power. I+ is
because of their Political Power that they continue to be able to rule our lives escon-
omically. And their profits enable them to have the money to win the elections with
the candidates they've bought so that the policies they want continue. It is because
of their Political Power and their Economic Power that they are able to rule us cul-
turally as well.

It is no accident that the media portrays the system as good and the people who
stand up against it as tad. It is no accident that we, the masses, have turned to
drugs, sex, religions (that tell us we can't change the world, we must just accept
it and suffer...our rulers just love it!). It is no accident *hat there is dis-
unity beiween black, white,brown,and red people;between men and women, between homo-
sexual and heterosexual. It is divide and conquer. They know they can’t rule with-
out deception and poiscning our minds - trying to £ill us full of hatred for other
oppressed and exploited pecple and for ourselves.

The only way we can do away with all the cultural degeneration around us - the
escapism, the violence, the demoralization; the only way to make the cultural life
of our country be one which promotes what is best in all of us - is to get Cultural
Power. But we can't get it as long as they own/control the cultural institutions
including the media. We can't take these away from them and thus stop them from
pushing all this garbage and degeneracy down our throats until we take their source
of wealth and power awayfrom them - their ownership and control of the means of
production - banks, factories, land, etc. But we can't take these away from thenm
and give them back to the pecple who have built them and produced all this wealth,
as long as they have political power. Thus, the first thing we must get, acquire,
take from them is Political Power. With it we will get, acquire, take from them
Economic Power - we will re-orgenize first the way the country is run; who the
police work for, which class makes all the decisions; then we'll be able to re-
organize production in the factories so that producticn is for meeting people's
needs and not for some capitalists' profit. Then we will be able to get, 2cquire,
take Cultural Power, and promote the goocd and progressive. For example, instead
of music that mostly tells us "Ch, baby don't leave me" or "Oh, baby, I love you"
or "Oh, taby, let's get stoned"; we'll promote music that tells of the hard times
we have faced trying to live under such an unfalr, inefficient system; music that
sings of the glory of standing up against those who stomp on us in li;tle.and pig
ways (especially big ways). Music that makes us proud~}nstea@ of‘trylng o ?ixe us
feel like escaping. The media, instead of telllng'ug lies; wlll_uell the u;?,h.
Instead of telling us about a2 dinner party at the White House and how many times
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Tricla Nixon blew her nose (that's news?) will tell us, how many workers got mangled
or killed in the factories because of greed (capitalist greed). Real news about
real life that we in our millions experience every day. News reporting that will
make us ever more angry at abuse; ever more eager to stand up; ever more proud of
our victories in our struggle to tuild a bright new future at last from oppression
and exploitation. We will be able to criticize any leader - point out beth the
good and the btad - and discuss all the important questions - so that we understand
the world we live in and control it as well - rather than relying on a few experts
and being helpless and at their mercy. Sure, we need experts; but we need control
by the people even more - the experts must work for the DPeople, not the peopls for
the experts. The people must become experts, the experts must live like and think
like the people,

OUR LEADERS - THE "LEFT" - A MOST IMPORTANT THING TO UNDERSTAND

As more and more pecple realize that revolution is the only solution to the
DProblems we have under capitalism, they turn to the "Left" for the answers and for
leadership in the struggle. The ruling class is no dummy; they recognize this.

Thus they try to corrupt as much of the Left as they can. They have been success-
ful so far in corrupting the international and national leaderships of all the unions
(although struggle by rank and file is slowly taking back the local leaderships and
putting them in the hands of real people's fighters). A number of formerly "well-
meaning " groups/organizations on the "Left" have gone bad because of infiltration
by police; and, just as often, by succumbing to more subtle pressures - the ores-
sures of living in a capitalist society. We all fall back into thinking in capit-
alist-type ways of looking at things: Pragmatism (whatever works do it - regardless
of the long-term consequences); Reformism (1like chasing after crumbs and forgetting
that we have every right to have the whole loaf - getting lost in asking for reforms
- little changes, and forgetting that we will always be on the defensive and "asking"
rather than "getting" and"taking" the things that we 2ll need, as long as we z2llow
the system as 2 whole to go unchallenged); Chauvinism (which views some people of

a particular race, national origin, sex, or sexual preference as superior to others).
Many ups have succumbed as much to these sugar-ccated bullets as to the uncoated
ones (police attacks, etc.)

Such groups as the Symbionese Liberation Army (SLA) & Reverend Jones' People's
Temple despite calling themselves revolutionary or socialist - are not...in fact,
they are empty-headed or crazy schemes that in no way can hurt the system of capit-
alism, are not real altermatives to it and drive people away from revolution and
socialism. Thus even as we, the authors, encourage you 21l to reject the system
of capitalism as the enemy of the people; we must also caution you that the answer
is simple - revolution and socialism; but the road is very complex. You all will
have to determine which left groups within the revoluticnary movement are really
revolutionary and which are really not and would lead us down the path to defeat
were we to follow them.

The authors of this paper have found,after several years of organizing and study
that only the Marxist-Leninists understand capitalism and revoluticn well enough
and only they are dedicated enough and oragnized enough to be able to lead us to
victory. But even amongst those who call themselves llarxists or Marxist-Leninist§;
most of these groups are making significant enough errors that they too would lead
us to defeat were we to follow them (this despite the fact that some of them "mean
well" and all of them have some honest and hard working people). We 21l will have
to learn from our own experience and study which is the only correct mational org-
anization(s) that can lead us to victory. We must also ci?tiin thzuiiadszstiospec-
ifical not Jjudge ups on the tasis of their stand on the homosexu quest 1
ifb:caige alistgalfrgfpthem, a2t this time, have the w?ong position on tnli ques:}o?%
They currently oppose, look down on homosgxua.lit:z.4 This is really :og ;2::13uf35;2€;g
vecause up uniil the time of the publication of this paper, no one ha e B
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igated and studied this question very thoroughly and the dominant position in this
soclety and for many many years has been anti-homosexuality. These groups should
be judged on their stand and practice on the most important questions - the questions
that will make or treak the revolution...the homosexual question, while not unim-
vortant, is not so important that a wrong stand on it would cause the revolution +o
lose. It is with this in mind that some of us attempt to work with the group we
believe to be the best in the country, Workers' Viewpoint Organization, even while
we disagree with them on this particular question. Overall, what they say and what
they do impresses some of us tremendously - and we have seen a lot of groups come
and go, say some gecod things and do some good things. But, remember, just as no
individual is perfect, no group can be perfect either, Thus we work, must work with
the best there is; even while we may have some differences with them especially if
those differences are only on minor questions. _

This Appendix, in a relatively short amount of +time and space has had to address
a whole gamut of questions. We ourselves didn't ccme o these understandings by just
reading something. We came to these understandings over a period of several years -
because our reading and studying and organizing, our successes and our failures
taught us these things. Therefore, we know that few will be the readers who will
fully understand what this Appendix states; fewer still will be able to agrese with
it fully at first or second reading. We included it none-the-less because we believe
these things to be true. We believe understanding them will help the reader to bet-
ter understand the body of this paper on homosexuality. Still, the fact that many
readers at the present time may not fully understand or fully agree with everything
in this Appendix should not stop them from understanding the great ma jority of the
information and analysis contained in the body of this paper; and should not stop
them from being able to agree with the analysis - agree that homosexuality is nct
vad, perverted, degenerate, "unmatural" etc. That instead, homosexuality is and
always has been, from the beginning of man, one of the two forms that human sexuality
and human sexual relations have always taken.



