
EDITORIAL NOTES

The fourth issue of Gay Left has taken longer in coming
out than the other three issues. This has been as a result of
a conscious decision on the part of the collective to spend
more time on group study, in meetings with other groups
and also in going to talk sessions with groups in different
parts of the country. We also decided that, despite the Q
problems involved, it was worth spending time in jointly
writing our third collective article. We feel generally that
our growth and development as a group takes priority over
producing the journal at striciþtly regular intervals.

It is not our aim to help gaysltto live more easily in the
society in which they find themselves. Nor is iitto act as a
pressure group to further the sectional interests of gays,
although we do not necessarily see those activities as in-
appropriate. In the broadest terms we wish to explore the
implications of our identity as gaysand its relationship to
the economic and political structures which dominate our
social life. In trying to understand this identity in its his-
torical and cultural contexts we wish to link our situation
with gays else where and with other oppressed groups. We
hope to join with those who wish social life to change so
that ways of relating become more honest, more enriching,
more satisfying not just for gays but for all people. Our per-
spective remains unco mpromisingly marxist in so far as we
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W f h ' ' ' ' 'e are aware o t e criticisms on the part of some of
our readers that we are an all male collective and in the last
issue we attempted to answer these criticisms. All of us as
individuals are involved in situations at work, in trade
unions or other political groups where, as gay men, we are
often in a minority of one, and the group that formed the
Gay Left collective arose originally from a need to be free
from the constraints of a straight dominated society to ex-
press ourselves and develop our thinking. In view of our
own experiences and given our commitment to the struggle
against sexism the suggestion that an all male editorial -
collective implies a bias in favour of male gays cannot be
taken lightly. We must repeat that we do not claim to be
representative of all or indeed any sections that comprise
the gay left. Nevertheless, we realise that in order to
develop as a forum we must not only be open to contri-
butions from all sections, but actively solicit such contri-
butions and encourage those who are sympathetic to
become involved in the work of the collective.

An important part of this involvement so far has
been the readersô meetings (elsewhere we say how we want
to develop this next time). At the last readersô meeting we
had a discussion conceming women and Gay Left which
strongly influenced us. This is a continuing debate as letters
in this issue show. We are open to suggestions as to how we
might extend such forums of discussion.

Contributions to the journal can take the form of
illustrations as well as articles or letters. There is one
proviso. We do not publish articles which are anti-
socialist, anti-feminist or anti-gay. We would be grateful,
also, to those who would be prepared to undertake selling
(Fay Left -- particularly in areas where there are no other
outlets.
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This was a difficult decision. We tried to work out ways of
keeping the price of this much larger Gay l...c_/'t at 30p, but
the position seemed to be this: if the price remained un-
changed iye would need to sell every copy printed in order
to get near the projected cost of the next issue. 40p seemed

1-ió ., ó ó i. . 1 -.. -Iô "the realis price, particularly as we do not carry paid ad-
vertisr The point needs to be made, too, that every O
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THE COLLECTIVE
This issue was put together by Keith Birch Gregg
Blachford Bob Cant, Derek Cohen, Emmanuel Cooper,
Randal Kincaid Jeffrey Weeks, Nigel Young

iió-_-L

GAY LEFT CONFERENCE
The Gay Left Collective is organising a one day workshop
conference on Socialism and the Gay Movement The
conference will be at a venue in central London (to be
announced later) on July 2nd the Saturday ending GHY
Pride Week Full details will be in Gay News, Time Out
and in the Gay Pride Week Publicity
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by the Gay Left Collective

' studies (as summed up in Ann Oakleyôs Sex, Gender and

times of great agitation, that the traditional bonds of
sexual relations, like all fetters, are shaken offô. We are
living in a time of ógreat agitationô and many of the sexual
chains that once enwrapped us like swaddling clothes are
relaxing, giving many of us the opportunity to breathe a
little more freely. The much touted ósexual revolutionô of
the boom years after World War II saw a partial redefinition
of sexuality, with the family firmly supported by the ap-
paratus of the Welfare State, with women ideologically and
economically subordinated within a consumer oriented
capitalism butwith the technology of birth control spread-
ing -- unevenly, but still spreading ð and allowing women to
begin to assume control of their own fertility, the state
began to relax its grip of sexuality, and opened up a ófree
spacei

The 1960s saw a series of measures which óliberalisedô (a
key word) attitudes towards a number of ódeviantô forms of
sexual behaviour. Abortion was not legalised, but within
certain narrowly defined limits (limits now being even more
closely defined with the connivance of some Labour MPs)
it was decriminalised. Similarly male homosexuality was not
made legal, but you could now do it ð if you were over 21,
in private, in England and Wales. These were concessions,
liberalisations not liberation, but they opened the sluices.
The womenôs movement and the gay liberation movement,
simultaneously products and challenges to the sexual liber-
alism of the 1960s, are a result.

But despite all the changes that have taken place,
no challenge has been made to conventional gender role
stereotypes. Homosexuality has expanded its free space
within existing conceptions and behaviour patterns. Some
of the fringes are now tinted a faint pink. Some straight
men wear earrings in their left (and right) ears just like
some gay men. But essentially, images of maleness, ideo-
logies of masculinity, remain unchallenged. Male homo-
se xuals, no less than women, gay or straight, have to define
themselves in relationship to their stereotypes, either by
outright acceptance of male stereotypes or by challenge
and criticism. For a male homosexual has to find an iden-
tity both in terms of a sexuality which is still only partially
condoned, and in terms of a male gender identity which
carries with it strong ideological presumptions about how
a man should behave, socially and sexually.

Gay Left over the past few months has in group dis-
cussions been attempting to locate the problems. This
collective article is not a programme for action but an
agenda for debate. It concentrates on ómalenessô both
because the writers are men and because this is an area that
has been almost ignored. In the early part of the century
the sex psychologist Havelock Ellis commented that male
sexuality was not a problem, because it was direct and
forceful. lt was female sexuality that "needed to be explor-
ed. Today we can no longer say that with his sublime cer-
tainty. The challenges posed by the women's movement
and the gay movement have opened up a new area for men
to debate --- the question of their own ómasculinityô, social
and sexual. . i

Patriarchy _ è-
-The first division of labour, as Engels noted, wag between
the sexes. This was probably based on a sirriple iological
fact: that women bore children, and men did not. Engels
and most theorists, even on the left, have almost to the
present erected upon this a massive ideological framework,
based on a form of biological determinism: the belief that
the social characteristics of the male and the female are in-
herent, physiologically predetermined, ónaturalô ., This view
was as true of Engels as of Herbert Spencer, of Havelock I
Ellis as of the most conservative psychologist. What recent
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In the latter part of the 19th Century Friederich Engels . . .
noted the ócurious fact . . . a phenomenon common to all Society)ô not to Say the, practice of the gay and women Smovement, have suggested is an alternative approach: a

more materialist and potentially socialist approach. Gender,
the social characteristics we define as masculine or femin-
ine, is a cultural creation. Conceptions of masculinity and
femininity, of motherhood and fatherhood, have varied
enormously in different cultures. In our own they are
highly articulated, ideologically fixed, and economically
and socially buttressed. But they are, nonetheless, histori-
cal creations.

Patriarchy has taken various forms in different societies
and has now been largely moulded to meet the specific
needs of capitalism, though so me inevitable contradictions
remain. Under capitalism certain gender characteristics are
spotlighted ð those which are seen as central to the func-
tioning and continuation of the system. For instance ideo- Q
logies of motherhood and theories of maternal deprivation
serve to narrowly define a woman's role. Bourgeois ideo-
logy and the socialisation process strive to make all gender
characteristics appear natural. Men have the dominant role
in the production of commodities and the characteristics
which are seen as central to the needs of capitalism have
become ómaleô ones, market relations imply competition,
aggression and extreme individualism, qualities that are
defined as ómaleô. These same characteristics and actions
extenctinto sexuality. Men are expected to dominate. Men
are considered to have a sexual drive while women are ex-
pected to have more emotional needs. Men take the initi-
ative in sexual encounters. Men need to prove themselves
through repeated sexual activity. Men learn to compete
with one another for women. Men are socialised to be
sexual predators. '

Sex
An ideology that explains behaviour in terms of natural-
ness or instincts implies that behaviour or attitudes or ways
of doing things are unchanging and permanent. Therefore,
we are told that any attempt to change ónaturalô behaviour
through conscious collective behaviour is futile. We believe
that many forms of our behaviour are not natural but
learned through a complicated process of interaction with
other groups and individuals who, themselves, take as given
a set of beliefs designed to preserve the status quo.

-

At no point is the belief in the natural and universal j
human more entrenched than in the study of sexuality. In
studying the sexual there has been an overwhelming con-
cern with the power of biology and nature. We would like
to challenge this belief by the concept of sexualisation. At
its simplest, it describes the process by which an individual
comes to team about sex and sexuality. We want to investi-
gate the meanings that are attached to sex organs and to
sexual conduct. -

Two or more people cannot have sex together unless
they recognise that the physical acts that they perform are
sexual and that they are performing a ósexual actô. The
social meaning given to the physical acts stimulate biologi-
cal events, not the other way around. For example, being
examined by a nurse in a VD clinic or by a gynaecologist or
practising mouth-to-mouth resuscitation all involve physical
activities similar to those that take place in sex. But the
social situation and the people concerned do not define it
asisexual and, therefore, no excitement occurs.

This process of sexualisation occurs throughout our
lives in all the areas where the more general socialisation
takes place: the family, friends and peers, school and the
mass media. The crucial point is that sexualisation revolves
around the general socialising process whereby girls learn to
be feminine and boys masculine. But the linkage is not
automatic; otherwise there could never be such a thing as
a homosexual. The socialisation process is strong but the
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multifaced possibilities of sexualisation are even stronger.

The Process Of Becoming Sexual
Young children experiment with many different kinds of
behaviour whenever it is physically possible for them to
do so. They do not differentiate their behaviour into
sexual and non-sexual categories because they have not
learned what those terms mean. Children play with their
own or other childrenôs penises, vaginas or anuses as casu-
ally as they play with their toes, a toy bear or the cat.
Pleasure is the criterion which dictates their actions. But
the child doesnot operate in a vacuum. Parents or guardi-
ans will react in different ways to the childôs behaviour
using their own adult experien ce and attach their own mean-
ings of it to the childôs behaviour. Certain acts and forms
of behaviour will be described as sexual by the adult not
because of the childôs sense of experience, but because
of the meanings attached to those acts by adult observers
whose only available language is that of adult sexual
experience.

are sexual and what acts are not This can be a very subtle
process or a harsh one according to the type of discipline
preferred by the adult Punishments can take many forms
and will be incurred by the child if it enters into the realm
of what the adult considers to be improper behaviour
Children soon learn that certain types of behaviour with
regard to their own and other children s genitals are very
different from other types of behaviour that may get little
or no reaction. For example, when a boy touches his penis,
the adult will often impute to the child motivations that
aregenerally associated with adult masturbation, but
which to the child is not a sexual activity in the adult
ense, but merelyó a diffusely pleasurable activity, like many

others. As the children grow up, they may not stop mastur-
bating, but óthey will certainly learn to restrict that activity
o certain times and places. Most sexual activity will be re-

stricted by a_strong sense of guilt. Punishment and the in-
stilling of guilt are important ways of teaching a child
what 1S sexually permissable and what is not. The imposi-
tion of guilt and the creation of taboos reinforce each
other.

Parents or adults react so that the child learns what acts
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The Learning Of Heterosexuality
As well as learning what constitutes sexual behaviour does
a child also learn who and what to find sexually attractive
and desirable? We believe that, to a large degree, we learn
lour sexual orientation which, inó our society means to learn

ow to be heterosexual. We are not born with heterosexual,
homosexual or bisexual drives but with the potential of ex-
periencing physical pleasure, finding many different people
activities, things exciting, all of which at times may be I
orgasmic. We reject the theory which states that the innate
sexuality of humans leads them automatically to express it
with the Oppsite $@X,s-8_0 t1_1at_anything other than this means
that the non-conforming individual is abnormal.

The family, as a basic unit of social life, is founded on
the heterosexual couple. History, literature, art and the mass
media all are based on the normality of heterosexuality.
There are few references to any other forms of sexual be-
haviour. The few that are, are couched in terms of sin mad-
ness, sickness, immature development or deviancy.

_ The family monitors very,_carefully the personalities,
interests and behaviour patterns of their sons and daughters
The presence of ósissieô characteristics in a bo is viewed_ Ymuch more seriously than the ótomboyô activities of girls -
a sissie being a much more contemptuous and derisory
label than tomboy. Many aspects. of ómasculinityô are syn-
onymous with the personal elements necessary to succeed
Wlthln Â_þP1llþl1Sm so if a boy lacks in these traits his future
success is potentially jeopardised. So subtle and sometimes
not so subtle hmts are thrown his way: óSurely you wouldnôt
Want to 8_f0vv up to be a sissie?ô The expression of feminine
characteristics runs counter to maie supremacy theó-family
and fundamental values of capitalism. Fears for the boyôs

success are also linked up with the fear that he may become
a homosexual. Parents often see the development of this in
their sons as a stigma that reflects back to them.

The heterosexual ideal is further reinforced by the boyôs
peers. All of us are judged by friends according to how
neatly we fit into the gender stereotype of our sex. Even
adolescent boys who enter into homosexual behaviour will
be seen to reinforce ideals of proper male behaviour, for
Zigjmple in mutual masturbation over the pictures in Play-

Sex Education -
Men are often assumed to know instinctively about sex,
especially how to ódo itô. Not only is this an expectation we
have of ourselves and other men, but something women
expect of us as well. Sex education rarely discusses tech-
nique. If men are supposed to know it all then there is little
need ormen to be taught. Contained in sex education
material 1S an assumption that the man must have an
orgasm. As a person whose role is defined in terms of
achievement and production, a man will look for achieve-
ment and production in his sex life. The ejaculate is a
product; it is a sign, like the experiencing of an orgasm,
that the man has achieved something. In the face of these
sorts of gratifications being sought by men from sex it is
httle wonder that sex-education material limits itself to
tdeestcribing sex.acts that are male orgasmic and potentially
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Talking About Sex
As men our sexual prowess is an assumed part of our iden-
tity. In competing with other men we will use a form of
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