


Pediatrics Group’s Policy on Adoption
Places Children at Risk

A. Dean Byrd, Ph.D.
Vice President, NARTH

Q’\ February 3rd, The American Academy of Pediatrics
(AAP) issued a policy statement endorsing adoption by
same-sex couples, sayingthey can provide the same emo-
tionally healthy family life as heterosexual parents. The
academy is urging its 55,000 members to take an active
role in supporting laws that allow gay, lesbian, bisexual
and transgender individuals to adopt the children of the
individuals with whom they cohabit.

Sadly, although AAP policy carries significant weight in
our nation’s courts, its latest policy statement is not in the
best interests of children, whose interests the AAP claims
to represent.

Studies demonstrate that there is, in fact, a difference
between non-heterosexual and heterosexual parenting.
Children raised by non-heterosexual parents are more apt
to experience gender and sexual confusion; they are more
apt to become promiscuous; they are at greater risk of los-
ing a parent to AIDS, substance abuse or suicide. They suf-
fer more depression and other emotional difficulties. They
are also more likely to engage in same-sex behavior.

Furthermore, non-heterosexual couples are less stable than
heterosexual couples in their relationships and they are
more likely to separate. Promiscuity is—according to
research—virtually the norm among male non-heterosexu-
als. Violence is substantially higher in non-heterosexual
relationships. The list of risk factors continues.

Nature created male and female to be complementary to
each other in myriad ways thatenhance not only the cou-

ple’s relationship,
but the healthy
and stable devel-
opment of the chil-
dren they produce.
It is well known
that fatherlessness
is responsible for
many of the ills of
children in our
society. There are
few bodies of research
where the evidence is
so clear: children need
both a mother and a
father. Homes with a married mother and father are, all
things considered, far better for raising emotionally
stable children.

A. Dean Byrd, Ph.D.

Perhaps the time has come for reasonable people to insist
that groups like the American Academy of Pediatrics either
base their policies on science, or label themselves as politi-
cal organizations and relinquish their tax-exempt status.

And maybe it’s also time that federal, state and local gov-
ernments discontinue reliance on professional organiza-
tions like the American Academy of Pediatrics when they
need accurate, dispassionate, scientific information.

It's also time that the American people insist on truth, not
politics, from all our professional organizations. L
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Ex-Gays Offer Powerful Testimony

Next, reviewing the pop-cultural landscape, Robert Knight
concludes that the strongest threat to the gay-rights move-
ment is the ex-gay movement. This movement directly
confronts the untruth that “homosexuals are so different
from the rest of us that they are exempt from natural law,”
(that is, designed differently by God), or the opposite dis-
tortion—that they are “so warped by sin that they are
unqualified for salvation and spiritual renewal” (so that
change is an impossibility).

Next, Robert Louis Wilkin takes apart the revisionist schol-
arship of the very influential homosexual apologist, the
Rev. John Boswell. Wilkin argues effectively against
Boswell’s representations of Christian practice and history.
Boswell’s work has received lavish praise from many reli-
gious leaders and has been widely used as theological jus-
tification for the blessing of same-sex partnerships.

Judaism Does Not Recognize a “Gay Identity”

Rabbi Barry Freundel offers a brief but insightful review in
his chapter on homosexuality and Judaism. “What is
Judaism’s view of the homosexual individual?” he asks. “I
contend that the only appropriate answer to this question
is that there is no such individual.” Judaism rejects the idea
that homosexuality is an acceptable alternative lifestyle, but
rather sees the homosexually oriented person as someone
who has not yet achieved his full potential as a human being.

“It is hard to imagine Jewish thought accepting the prem-
ise,” he says, “that sexual desires and activities provide
grounds by which to define an individual’s place in the
community...We are told in the Talmud that G-d does not
play tricks on his creations, particularly in the area of sex-
uality. Therefore it would follow that G-d would provide
some means to change, for those individuals who are moti-
vated to do so.”

Then, Bishop Fabian Bruskewitz presents homosexuality
from the perspective of Catholic doctrine. Father John
Harvey, founder of the Catholic ministry Courage, describes
his work as head of the only orthodox Catholic outreach
established for struggling men and women. Father Harvey, it
should be noted, continues to face entrenched opposition to
his ministry from many Catholic bishops in this country.

Jane Boyer tells us of her former lesbian life and her faith-
based healing. “Lesbian love is a counterfeit, a lie,” she says.
"It never satisfied, it never filled. It only left me craving. The
love of Jesus satisfies. This man Jesus [ could trust.”

Mary Beth Style, former Vice President of the National
Council for adoption, says that adoption policy has been
distorted by a focus on the desires of potential parents
instead of prioritizing the rights of the child. She believes
adoption policy should recognize that heterosexual mar-
riage is the norm that best serves the child’s interests.

Should Sexual Freedom Trump National Security?

Former Army Major Melissa Wells-Petry explains that the
military has been weakened by a focus on radical sexual
individualism. Military readiness is undermined when the
individual’s personal desires are placed above the military
mission. We must recognize that the military is a unique
society which is required to operate by relatively restrictive
rules that can leave no room for sexual license.

In the book’s afterword, editor Christopher Wolfe discuss-
es the labels “bigotry” and “intolerance” and their deploy-
ment as rhetorical weapons. Gay activists have successful-
ly promoted the idea that to oppose the normalization of
homosexuality in society is to create an atmosphere of
hatred and violence.

The contributors to Same-Sex Matters provide a compas-
sionate but uncompromising reply to gay activism. =
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repression of the traumatic aspects and acceptance of
the pleasurable aspects of sexual abuse [often leads] to
victims defending against the effects of their own
abuse...

“...perpetrators who discounted the effects of abuse
on their own lives also discounted the damage they
did to other children; they rationalized that boys liked
and wanted what they did to them...” [pp. 231-232]

By dowmplaying the harm done to Kohut by his tutor’s
molestation, Strozier is contributing to the type of atti-
tudes that make childhood sexual molestation more
acceptable and excusable for those predisposed to such
deviant behavior.?

Perhaps NARTH could encourage child advocacy groups
to urge Strozier and his publisher to retract these damag-

New Study Refutes Prior Claim
That Pedophilia Results in Little or No Harm

The American Psychological Association has published in
its Psychological Bulletin, a new study which examines and
refutes a study published in the same journal in 1998 which
found that child sexual abuse is not necessarily harmful for
children.

The new study in the November issue of the Psychological
Bulletin reveals numerous problems in the 1998 Rind, et al
study. Among other criticisms, the authors of the new arti-
cle say the Rind report misreported data.

Cybercast News Service (CNS) reported that Joyanna
Silberg, Ph.D., co-author of the new Rind study critique,
said Rind’s conclusion that most men did not suffer nega-
tive effects from childhood sexual abuse is in fact not sup-
ported by Rind’s own data.

Silberg, a child psychologist at Sheppard Pratt Hospital in
Baltimore, Md., said Rind “failed to note that the men’s
subjective perceptions did not correlate with their results
on objective measure.” For example, compared to their
non-abused peers, more than twice as many abused men
said they had used illegal drugs, three times as many had
sought therapy for emotional problems and five times as
many said they had attempted suicide, reports CNS.

The November issue of the APA publication also carried an
article by Rind, et al. In that article, the authors—Bruce
Rind, Phillip Tromovitch and Robert Bauserman—defend-
ed their explosive 1998 study against Silberg’s criticisms.

The 1998 study was hailed by pedophilia groups such as the
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ing and harmful statements.
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Hate Crimes Laws: Do They Criminalize
Some Views of Right and Wrong?

(Reprinted by permission front a newslelter issued by Traditional
Values Coalition; by Andrea Lafferty, Executive Director)

Napoleon, the dictator pig in Orwell’s “Animal Farm”
would surely squeal with approval of Ted Kennedy’s hate
crime bill (S, 625), which passed out of the Senate Judiciary
Committee by a 12-7 vote.

Napoleon would be pleased with Kennedy’s bill because it
will centralize more police power in the federal
govern-ment and fulfill every dictator’'s dream of
punishing his enemies and rewarding those loyal to him.

In ”“Animal Farm,” Napoleon posted “The Seven
Commandments” of “Animalism” on the side of a big barn.
One of those commandments stated that “All Animals Are
Equal.” Later in the story, however, six of the command-
ments were painted over as Napoleon consolidated his
dic-tatorial powers.

Finally, only one commandment remained, but it had been
rewritten. It now stated that “All Animals Are Equal, But
Some Animals Are More Equal Than Others.”

This is the essence of all hate crime laws. These laws create
a two-tiered system of justice where some “victims” are
more equal than others under the law, If a group of indi-
viduals—like homosexuals—can obtain victim status
under hate crime laws, they become a protected class that
receives greater protections than the rest of us. This is
unjust. As “National Journal” editor Michael Kelly
observed several years ago, “Hale crime laws require the
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state to treat one physical assault differently from the way
it would treat another—solely because the state has decid-
ed that one motivation for assaulting a person is more
heinous than another.”

Hate crime laws are being promoted by politically-moti-
vated special interest groups that have a vested interest in
punishing their opponents for their actions, speech, and
thoughts. Along with hate-crime laws, come laws against
so-called “hate speech.” In California, teachers are urged
to monitor “hate motivated incidents.” The ultimate goal
of those who pass hate crime laws is to silence all opposi-
tion to their political agendas.

Scholars James B. Jacobs and Kimberly Potter clearly see
the dangers of hate crime laws as a threat to freedom of
thought and speech. Writing in “Hate Crimes: Criminal
Law & [dentity Politics,” the authors observe that hate
crime laws are really not about hate at all, but about crim-
inalizing a person'’s beliefs about right and wrong.

Educator Jonathan Kozol notes that hate crime laws are
futile in the long run. We cannot rebuild society by legisla-
tive penalties for insensitive acts and utterances.”

U.S. News & World Report columnist John Leo agrees. He
writes: “Equal protection should mean one law for all,
pursued evenhandedly regardless of our differences, not
separate laws invented because of them.”

TVC is urging the defeat of unjust hate-crimes legislation. We
must not allow our justice system to be subverted by special
interest groups intent on punishing their political opponents
by using hate crime laws as weapons of suppression.

While such laws may please authoritarians like Napoieon,
they should be feared by those who love freedom of
speech and conscience.

New Book on Fathers
—— Reviewed by Joseph Nicolosi

Psychoanalyst James Herzog of Harvard Medical School,
the author of the insightful book Father Hunger, has just
written a sequel—Father Hunger: Explorations with Adults
and Children (2001, The Analytic Press). Sadly, however,
Herzog misses a golden opportunity to apply his clinical
observations to the homosexual man’s search for the emo-
tionally absent father. He connects father hunger to homo-
sexuality in only the most indirect, pseudo-sort of manner.
Addressing homoerotic overtones as merely suggestive of
the homosexual client’s thoughts and feelings, Herzog
never directly connects the son’s longing for his father’s
love to the later development of same-sex attractions.
Herzog comes so close—yet remains so far.

Why does he shy away from the obvious? It is as if homo-
sexuality were a mere biologically based phenomenon
which was beyond his understanding. After twenty years



of developing his concept of father hunger—a theme so
central to reparative therapy—he misses a golden oppor-
tunity to apply and develop his important theory.

Homosexuality May Get You
a College Scholarship

Need money for college tuition? A group of employees
from telecommunications giant AT&T will help pay the
bills of students who identify themselves as homosexuals,
says a report from CNSNews.com (“Homosexuality Is Key
to Some College Scholarships,” by Michael L. Betsch,
January 21, 2002). The report explains:

“Grades and extra-curricular activities don’t count as
much as sexual orientation for this type of financial help.
The scholarship comes from the AT&T Foundation’s
LEAGUE, which is an acronym for Lesbian, Bisexual, Gay
& Transgendered United Employees.

“And for those homosexual students who have demon-
strated leadership in promoting diversity and understand-
ing in the community, the LEAGUE Foundation offers a
$2,500 scholarship dedicated to the memory of Matthew
Shepard, whom it considers a model of courage.”

But, said Family Research Council’s Kristin Hansen, “It’s sad
that teenagers are being deceived about sexuality and
recruited into a lifestyle that is unhealthy and immoral.”
Hansen said LEAGUE's scholarship oftering is just another
example of incentives encouraging behavior. “And if there’s
money available,” she added, “it legitimizes a behavior.”

HRC-Sponsored Conference
Features Breast-Removal Workshops

The Americans for Truth Pressroom (wwu'.mucrimns_ﬂ)r
trutl.com) carried the following report written by Peter
LaBarbera, reprinted by permission.

" on

A "female to male” “transgender” conference attended in
February 2002 by hundreds of young women, including
teenagers, featured show-and-tell breast-removal work-
shops for females trying to be “men,” and an invitation to
a sexual “play party” at a sadistic nightclub here in
Washington, D.C.

The “True Spirit 2002 conference was sponsored by the
Human Rights Campaign, the world’s leading homosexual
organization. When challenged last week on national television

about supporting the conference, Wayne Besen, a spokesmar
for the group, said he was “proud” of HRC's sponsorship.

The True Spirit conference also included a panel on “How
to Do S&M [Sadomasochism]” and one devoted tc
“polyamory,” an activist term for multiple-partner sexua
unions. There were several “polyamorous” speakers a
True Spirit. The blurb for that workshop reads in part
“Polyamory can work, if you do it right, we promise!”

°
Is “Dear Abby”
Starting to Change Her Views?

Perhaps in reaction to the widely publicized Spitzer study.
columnist Abigal Van Buren has recently changed hes
longtime message of “once gay, always gay.” Abby has
been an outspoken activist promoting the “born that way”
myth, theidea of absolute unchangeability of sexual attrac-
tions, and the insistence that even unwanted homosexuali-
ty is inevitably “who a person really is.”

In a syndicated column published January 18, 2002 in the
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, Abby wrote, “Some therapists insisl
that if a homosexual is sufficently motivated, he or she car
become 'straight’ again. Maybe so, but the chancesare slim.”

Said NARTH's Joseph Nicolosi, “After ten years of influ-
encing public opinion in the opposite direction, Abby’s
concession indicates a small but significant measure of cul-
tural shift. Always militant in her uncompromising stance,
Abby’s reappraisal marks a trend we consider to be a har-
binger of the cultural future.”
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the impact on our culture due to the tragic loss of talented
Americans because of the AIDS epidemic. The third piece
is NARTH's “Myths” brochure.

Most important, we strive to be informative, but not
provocative.

Have we had many tense moments? Generally, our recep-
tion has been far less hostile than one might expect,
although we have had some problems. University faculty
and students are usually more hostile than those at com-
munity colleges. At one university, a male student showing
off for his lesbian friends yanked our cloth, materials, and
coffee off our table and then ran off into the crowd.

At another state university, Wayne, working alone, was sur-
rounded by not-so-gay activists who destroyed his materi-
als, and verbally harassed him to the point where five cam-
pus police officers were required to protect him as he exer-
cised his First Amendment right to free speech in—ironical-
ly—the university’s Free Speech Zone!

At a private (church-sponsored) college outside Chicago, an
angry woman who identified herself as a lesbian dumped
toilet tissue on our table to symbolize what she thought of
our message.

At the same church-sponsored school, an elegantly dressed
female instructor shouted repeatedly, “You should not be
here!” and began circling the ring of potted palms next to
our table. While doing so she shouted over and over, “I'm
offended, I'm so offended!” Quite an example of professori-
al gravitas.

Student Journalists Distort Story

At one community college we were interviewed by the
newspaper’s reporters—two young journalism students—
who seemed absolutely astonished that political incorrect-
ness should have actually gained admittance to the campus.
They followed up their interview with a sharply slanted
article which was published in the student newspaper—
complete with the obligatory cartoon which likened us to
Hitler. This prompted Linda Nicolosi to contact the paper’s
faculty sponsor; she reminded this professor that he was
paid to teach objective reporting, not sophomoric defama-
tion. The unfair and inaccurate references to the NARTH
brochures we were distributing, and to reparative therapy
in general, fired her righteous anger.

Our next visit to the same college showed that the journal-
ism department must have gotten her message: this time,
no reporters, no articles, no cartoons.

If Wayne and [ were to record the crude remarks from stu-
dents and faculty (many, especially, from faculty) we’'d
have an interesting collection. Among the uncivil remarks:
“Why the hell don’t you guys go get laid and quit obsess-
ing about what we’re doing?” “Why don’t you both get a
job instead of hanging around this campus?”

We Just Keep Going

We’ve also had the full range of obscenities directed at our
table at times, but everything considered, we have met

much less hostility than we expected at the start. Our
quixotic spirit hasn’t waned in the least!

Some further advice: we find community (two-year)
leges more receptive to our message than univers It

seems that intolerance and incivility generally increase in
direct proportion to “higher” education.

We always discourage any comments by the rare ssmdent
who—taking our position to the ugly extreme— a
“Rev. Fred Phelps attitude,” by condemning and msu'ting
homosexually oriented individuals. We make 1t very
that we are presenting factual information about

and not encouraging hostility toward persons. We sean
our critique to be taken in the same spirit of a cnngoe

smoking—we focus on the behavior, not the individual by

pointing out the toll it takes in health and lives. Thes
not smoker-bashing, and we are not gay-bashing.

e

Bulletin readers who would like to set up a college =for-

mation table will experience some trepidation and.
inevitably, frustration—but they should keep

their very presence, as well as the truth they

ally break the spell cast over our nation's vounzer ¢ a-

tion by the incessant gay-activist propaganda of missepce-
sentation and half-truths. Breaking the one-sided =

hold on information is a great service to both
faculty—particularly to those young men

struggling with same-sex attraction—and for those

are open to listening, the information we offer benefits
body, mind, and spirit.

Those desiring more information should contact Wayne
Lela, HOME, PO.Box 711, Downers Grove, IL 60515. =
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