Sisters and Brothers, Ladles and Gentlemen --

o

Reing Lesblanism has always represented for me one of the

possibilities ef- for gelf-expression open to women. It is one of
and isyjust a s desgirable as
many possiblg life- and 1ove~styles,_notgﬁtta;-but-also-no-woysa-than
) UA? :perjain}y,_ ] :
U g MA] any other. Like the other alternatives, lesblanlism 18 a positive

good in itself, rather than a second-best choice or a refuge to
nurge-kurke-gustained escape nurt inflicted by the opposite seX.

Like male homosexuality, esblanism ig a positive attraction for
and as well as a
the ssme sex p- a psychological/ emotional/ a®é physical invelwemers-

inclination. JLesbianism makes lesBians Nappye.
Some of you have seen the David Susskind Show on lesbianism

shown in Washington two weeks ago. At one point, a man from the audi-
the
ence asked we 7 penelists lesbiang panelists 1if there weren't some

advantaged to being a gay woman k- advantages that straight people

didn't have. He asked this question in order to change our posture
& having to enumerate all the things hy was not
from a defensive one/-~ warding off David Susskind's attacks AA/E8
(Jn which we were)
a—Besétive—aeereééhié§:§§ying-what—hemesexualéty—gggw instead of being

lexplaining the _positive essence of

able to concentrate on/what—lesbianism.aetua}}y-was This man was Dr.

George Weinberg, a N.Y. psychologist whose book Society and the
Although not gay himself
Healthy Homosexual will be published in early spring. /He kkme knows
pes hue amplel
the sduanteses of gay life, and he wanted us to emphasize the/ggéiﬁéwe
(Unfortunately we didn't respond adequately to this opportunityd to sing
£ i L ./vBu%, alas, most of us were so used to
the praises of lesbian love. ( For)

are%esting—that—we—were—ggt—%hié—ei;tha%—etereetype-er- exploding
myths ekew$ on the subject that we've never gotten around to defining
the actual advantages. Personally I have always felt that homosexuals
kewe- had a great deal to teach straight society, but I never dared
say so in public. To do soO, seemed to me, to add fuel to the fire of
prejudice and evoke a caustic "So you think you're better than we are,
eh?",aggmultaneously slamming shut esmy the door that might have per--

: about homosexuality
mitted some eniighbternmens understanding/to penetrate. Many years ago

N a low profile was absolutely essential when homosexuals pleaded with

L
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A i heterosexuals for an end to injustice. We even permitted ourselves
to be pitied in order not threaten the security of the heterosexual.
But that was many many years ago. And this 1s a different age.

It is time to let it be known that %esbians and homosexuals have a

L
‘ goqﬁ life, that we are happy human beings, and that through our
£ <1 . 7 A /7 . :
VA A wlegws 0 (YU AP >
5 struggles to define ourselves \we have learned things about being
u’/ i{zl\ » 4

alive and enjoying life that are of use to everybody.

Things have taken an unexpected turn for the better for us

and recognize the advantages of our life style
lesbians. For who should come to our aid/-- but the women's movement !
After gaining insight into the inequality & oppression of too many heteroseuxual
The women 1in women's liberation were suddenly made aware of she
relationships;

beautiful-relationsghips-lesbienism-eoutd-offer-50-WOoRCRy—~LTHWO-LEE~

|

bisns-sre-twe-eguats lesbianism as a viable alternative for those
woren who can love other women. Two lesbians are equals -- there is
not a greater or a lesser, or at least not a priori/an%here is no
role-playing pattern imposed on the two lovers. They are able to
explore their own individualities and to create a love relationshipg
unlike any other. ©Since there is no blueprint imposed on homosexual
by the church or state

rélationships/governing & regulating conduct, the two can create their
own world Just-as in accordance with the requirements of their s&m
unique personalities. In the personal sphere they have true freedom.

+esbian
A-word-might-be-gaid-here-about/role~playingy--Bividing-a-tegm—

bian—eeuple-up-énte-buteh-éthe—meye-aggreseive4-and—?em—%%he—mere.
pessive)-and-wearing-etethes

Since there is no marriage contract, the individuals are not
bound legally to live together whether their love is gt¥3—alive or
not. One cannot legislate love. Love can only grow in freedom, and
its purpose is to make people happy. If it dies, em-iiwers- the two

r suffer

individuals should be able to part addnpe foreced to *ive-a-sterile-

under a sterile or painful union.

What about children, you will ask. Children make life a bit
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more complicated, it is true. lNost lesbians don't have children.

Though I am finding out more and more, how many lesblans thare are
and/or
that do have children aré-that are still heterosexually married.

Not to have children to worry about can be looked at as an additional
advantage gay people have. Ve can't be coerced into sacrificing our
privATE lives "for the sake of the children" as so many straight

people are. We all know of mothers and fathers who play their roles

to the hilt and actually do not exist outside these roles. A mother
without her children would be forced to redefine her identity entirely.

What I am saying is not that children are undesirable or are an
imposition
inconvenience but that they have been used to justify the ereation-
on These
and-maintenanece of constrictimg roles f£o» mother and father.-- roles ,
which
£hat 9ermeate-the—Bsyehe—ins%eaé—ef—relatiﬁgiaurely-te- far exceed
loving and
their Punctional purposefdof taking care of the kids,%e define the
robbing the individual of freedom to be himself.
whole personality{ Mother and father have to be pretty we self-

assertive in order to escape this societal programing £$ and to
be able to look upon themselves as individuals who have needs and joys

other than those involved with child-rearing. Constrictive parental
whieh—eaﬁeel—eut-%he—??eééem—ef—eareﬁt9-as—indiviéuals-ané—whieh
roles/At/#BLER make indiwiduels feel gullty if they don't make sacri-
indthédual s
fices for the children./A# eaa-enly—ané-éeee—eﬁly-resu}%—in-ene—thing+
Parents sometimes even be-
an—eegressive-envérenment—£e?—%he—eh&ldrenf—where parerteg-pre~theiw
of their children, a situation =
gsleves/ené where duty and a slavish devotion replaceg genuine eré
respect between and among responsible individuals.
naturel love and effeetion, where-responsibilitieg-tie-equally-with-

parensg-and-ehiléren—-
actually
¥ In this stituation #%-ie fieither parents nor children can enjoy
their relationshipawith each other. ©biigationy-guiié And yet family
1ife should be a joy, but can only be 1f every person is truly happy.,
that is, if she or he is fulfilling her individuality and is encou-
raged to take joy in being alave. The example has to be set by the

parents, of course. If they are joyful people, then the children will
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tend to learn to enjoy life, too. But if the parents are eniy-éeing
theizr-Yduty- sacrificing their self-hood to the role off mother or
father, the children will become angcious about a role that 1s imposed

(M
upon them by—impidoationt that of the grateful recelivers. They should

i
| be grateful, their parents say, that so much is being done for them.

l Then comes rebellion against a joyless existence.
The best gift a parent can give to a child is that of the love

of 1ife. Joy is infectious and it makes for vital personalities.

Unfortunately, too many Americans (thanks to the Purtian ethic) have
never learned to enjoy themselves. So how should they teach theilr

children?

Happy parents will be the best parents. Unhappy parents will
nlace a burden on their children. One happy parent is better than
two unhappy onesi--Aré-a-lesbian-mether- OI than no parents at all.
The-gingle-persony-
More and more I am finding out hqw many lesbian mothers there
are. Some are still married to men??é%ﬁers are divorceds+-and-ethers
and rear their children with the help of a female lover. A happy lesbian
will make a good mother, an unhappy one will not. I think it's a
mistake to resuime-ithat-ehiléren- assume that chil dren will suffer

if not reared by a married couple of man and wife. 8Singie I think

that children suffer only if thelr parents are uhhappy or don't really

love them.
lejﬁebgarried couples have children that they don't really want
\ e UInAia e

%\£j€fb because they théﬁkrthex_apeﬁgxpected to have children. Childless

N
couples are sometimes lookedﬂéﬁ'with suspicion by others, for they

seem to be eating their pie and having it, too: enjoying the status
accorded a married couple in this society without bearing the burden
of child-rearinge.

To return to mv topic of lesbianism as an alternate life style
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one .
, “Iihave so far listed %o characteristicé of lesbian relationships:
lack of role playing. oSmme neople may be surprised to hear this,
because they essoeiate- have been exposed to thestereotype of the
lesbian couple as composed of a buthb, ilewr le€ey & masculine woman,
a

and the fem, %khe feminine woman, united in a relationship that imitates
heterosexual role playing: one 1is the husband, the other the wife.
There are some gay relationships which fit that mold, but it 1s a
disappearing pattern. The older generation of lesbians often still
do fall somewhat into this categorye. But it should be pointed out
that even with this imitative role playing does not measure up to
real role playing, as practiced by heterosexual men and women, and
that there is between butch and fem a lot more understanding and
egalitarianism than between man and womale.

{ When the women's movement came along, it helped us lesbians a lote.

It showed us that we were women, not some undefined creatures that

goodness

had to label themselves homosexual but real honest-to-ceé& women,
individuals as mesningful valuable

gomen-who-as-good and as complete as any other woman. He-iesbians

-More-ané-merey Increasingly,
are-beeeméng—reeegnizeé—by[enlightened heterosexual women are recogs

W ad out
nizing lesbians as =n who have chosen to live/a certain female

possibility which is one among several open to women. Many wWemer-
in the women's movement, once they have df€iscaréed thelr irrational

fear of lesblanism are discovering in themselves the potentital to

love another woman. Why should it be & frightening thought? Many

psychiatrists agree that we are basically bisexual, but that society
has trained us to suppress our homosexual inclinations. Perhaps the
idea itkat bisexuality is not bad is gaining a foothold among enlightened

people.










