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Preface

Until recently, history courses amounted to little more than reading about the activities of wealthy white men who engaged in war against one another. Rarely did the histories and lives of people of color or women appear, and if they did, it was as a sidebar in textbooks and presented in relation to men. Homosexuality was completely ignored unless it pertained to particular “scandals.”

The civil rights movement and women’s rights movement in the 1960s and 1970s brought significant changes to historical textbooks. The process of consciousness-raising initiated by the women’s movement included reclaiming its history—a process adopted by other marginalized groups, including lesbians, gay men, and transgendered.

Even though people like American archivist Jim Kepner privately collected material on the early American gay movement (the world’s largest collection with more than one million items contained in the ONE Institute and Archives located on the campus of the University of Southern California), many of the current lesbian and gay historical collections did not begin until the aftermath of the Stonewall Riots. The Lesbian Herstory and Archives founded in 1973 and the San Francisco Lesbian and Gay History Project (1977) are examples of two new collections. Now lesbian and gay archives can be found on most universities, all around the country, and around the world.

Deciding on which events to include in this chronology is problematic. Before the twentieth century, there are virtually no writings of personal letters or books that include explicit sexual descriptions. Very little information exists about the actual lives of people in earlier times. Identifying someone as gay or lesbian is exceedingly difficult. The primary document created by older cultures is for the ownership, transfer, and taxation of property. With property ownership came the issue of inheritance. Only the wealthy were landowners, and they wanted to guarantee that their property would go to their offspring. Religion and culture combined to create and reinforce heterosexual nuclear family norms. Thus, marriages and offspring were recorded to assure the legitimacy of heirs. Not all marriages and not all offspring were recorded; the poor, slaves, and racial/ethnic outcasts were often ignored. So were same-sex relationships. The documents we have are biased toward wealthy landowners who formed heterosexual relationships and their resultant children.

A second source of documents related to human sexuality is legislation and court proceedings. Beginning in the 1600s America, colonies and states enacted laws to control sodomy. Vague terms were used to describe sodomy and generally meant any form of sexuality disapproved by those in power, which were white landowners. By the early twentieth century, states passed laws to sexually sterilize persons considered “deviant.” With the development of psychology, psychopathic laws were passed to indefinitely incarcerate those convicted of illegal sexual crimes. These three categories of laws created a cache of documents that demonstrate how confused legislators were concerning human sexuality and morality. Court proceedings and decisions also help to shed light on the relationship between religion and sexuality in early America. Unfortunately, legislation and court proceedings only show the tip of the iceberg concerning homosexual behaviors and nothing about same-sex relationships—and what is shown is extremely negative.

Finally, we have the problem of identity. The “gay identity” is decidedly a modern term that cannot be properly applied to people of earlier cultures. Also, the gay-straight dichotomy is extremely limiting. How people express their gender, sexual orientation, sex roles, and more is extremely fluid. It seems that for most of human history and most places on this earth, conforming to gender roles was important whereas whom you had sex with was not. Considering that there are no documents showing same-sex marriages, or the adoption of children by same-sex couples, or diaries that explicitly state homosexual behaviors or “gay” identities, it is problematic to tell a history that includes LGBTQ people.

Since Stonewall, and in particular the past 30 years, gay rights have come to the forefront of world politics. Every day there is some act of gay protest, opposition to gay rights, laws being passed or rescinded that specifically identify sexual orientation, and other events. Thus, any chronology, including this one, will be incomplete. Readers are encouraged to use this list as a starting point in their own research.


Evaluating and Interpreting Primary Documents

In historiography, which is the study of the writing of history and the employment of historical methods, a primary source is a document, recording, artifact, work of art or literature, or other information resource that was created at or near the time being studied, usually by someone with direct, personal knowledge of the particular past events, persons, or topics being described. Primary sources are original sources of information about the past, unlike secondary sources, which are works later historians create from a study, citation, and evaluation of primary sources. A modern monograph such as Chicano! The History of the Mexican American Civil Rights Movement by F. Arturo Rosales; a modern film such as Zoot Suit, directed by Luis Valdez; a modern television production such as Walkout, directed by Edward James Olmos and Moctezuma Esparza; or The House on Mango Street by Sandra Cisneros may be helpful in explaining the Chicano movement, but they are all secondary descriptions and depictions based upon firsthand experiences and recollections recorded and preserved in the primary documents of the period.

Primary documents—as illustrated by the document selections in Documents of the Chicano Movement: Eyewitness to History—come in many forms and types, including letters, journals, polemics, speeches, literary works, and public records and documents. All these types of sources were written by a particular person at a particular time in a particular place for a particular reason. Some were written with no expectation that they would ever be read by anyone other than the original recipient; others were written for publication or at least with an eye to wider distribution. Some were meant to inform, some to persuade, some to entertain, and some to obfuscate. Each exhibits the political, religious, class, ethnic, or personal biases of their creators, whether those attitudes were consciously or unconsciously expressed. Some are the product of poor memories, bad information, or outright deception, but all are authentic voices of someone alive at the time and all can add at least a little to the information we have of an otherwise irrecoverable past age or person. Nonetheless, historians must carefully evaluate and test all primary sources to determine how much weight and credibility each should be given.

How to Read Primary Documents

When evaluating a primary source, historians ask the following questions:

	Who wrote or produced it? What is known about this person’s life or career?
 	When was the source written or produced? What date? How close or far was that date from the date of the events described?
 	Where was it produced? What country, what region, what locality?
 	How was the source written or produced? What form did it originally take? Was it based upon any preexisting material? Does the source survive in its original form?
 	Why was the source written or produced? What was its creator trying to do, and for whom?
 	Who was the source written or produced for? Who was its audience, and why? What do we know about the audience?
 	What is the evidential value of its contents? How credible is it?


Readers of the document selections contained in this volume should apply these same questions to the selections they read or study.

When analyzing a primary document, scholars also seek to identify the key words and phrases used by the author and try to understand what the author meant by those terms. They will also try to summarize the main thesis of the source to understand what point the author was trying to make. Once the author’s thesis is understood, historians evaluate the evidence the author provided to support that argument and try to identify any assumptions the author made in crafting those arguments. Historians also examine the source within the context of its time period by asking if the document is similar to others from the same period, or how widely was it circulated, or what tone, problems, or ideas it shares with other documents of the period. Scholars will also seek to determine if the author agrees or disagrees with other contemporary authors on the same subject and whether or not the source supports what they already know or have learned about the subject from other sources.

Primary sources offer modern readers and researchers the actual words of people who lived through a particular event. Secondary sources, like textbooks, offer an interpretation of a historical person or event by someone who did not know the person or witness the period. Reading primary sources allows us to evaluate the interpretations of historians for ourselves and to draw our own conclusions about a past personage or events. Asking the questions listed earlier will help users of this volume better understand and interpret the documents provided here. Because of unfamiliar and archaic language or terminology, or very different modes of expression or styles of writing, some primary sources can be difficult to read and hard to understand.

However, an important part of the process of reading and using historical sources is determining what the documents can tell about the past and deciding whether one agrees with the interpretation offered, both by the author of the original source and by later creators of secondary works based on the original document. By using primary sources, modern readers become aware that all history is based on sources that are themselves interpretations of events rooted in the interpreter’s own opinions and biases. This awareness allows modern students to recognize the subjective nature of history. Thus, reading primary sources provides modern readers with the tools and evidence needed to make informed statements about the world of the past and of the present.


Introduction

There have always been and always will be people who engage in homosexual activities and relationships and those who do not conform to the gender binary. Being “gay” is a modern political concept. It reflects the efforts made by homosexuals to fight against a heterosexist society that tells them they are deviant and not deserving of full human rights. LGBT rights are the process of claiming the respect due all people.

Historical Overview of LGBT Rights and Issues

Until the Industrial Revolution, the lives of most people were the same and unchanged. The development of steam power, the use of fossil fuels, and the invention of electricity were technical developments that increased the ability of humans to communicate and be productive. These events occurred during the 1800s. Before that, most people worked on farms. A farmer in seventeenth-century England would be virtually indistinguishable from a farmer in 180 C.E. Rome or a farmer in Egypt or China or Africa in 2000 B.C.E. Cultures slowly evolved, and most accepted homosexual behaviors. In general, as long as a person who owned property fulfilled his or her familial obligations of producing children, whom they had sex with was relatively immaterial. And, in general, the society really didn’t care what poor and marginalized people did sexually as they had no need for assuring property rights through family lineage.

What is rarely written about are, what anthropologists term, all-male societies (or societies made up of one gender). Jamestown, the first settlement in America by Europeans, was made up exclusively of men. Frontiersmen, the military, and the movement west were conducted mostly by men. The early settlement of the Midwest, mountains, desert regions, California, Oregon, and Washington was by men. For example, in 1848, San Francisco had a population of 812 people of whom approximately three-fourths were male. Within three years these numbers would become more male dominated as 25,000 Chinese men came to California through San Francisco to participate in the Gold Rush of 1851 and to build the cross-continental railroad. Whom did these men have relationships with? We can only conclude that same-sex relationships were, in fact, the norm in all-male societies, yet public documents will have no record of these lives.

LGBT Rights in America

The Americas were populated for many thousands of years before the arrival of Europeans. Hundreds, if not thousands, of languages were spoken, and only a few nations in South America used limited written symbols. In North America, no language group had a written language. As such, we have no original documentation about the lives of First People residing in what is now the United States. We have no specific information about family structure, marriage, same- or other-sexual relationships, or more. What do exist are some of the diaries and reports from the first European explorers who were confused and shocked by the amount of gender and sexual nonconformity they witnessed within the indigenous population. Considering the many reports of “sodomitical” behaviors observed within First People, it could be assumed that “sodomy” was common.

But what is sodomy? A review of historical documents, court cases, legislation, and religious treaties shows a wide variance as to what it means. Sometimes it was defined as any sexual behaviors (regardless of same- or other-sex) outside of wedlock. Many laws vaguely referred to sodomy as a crime so heinous that it could not be named, the public was not allowed to observe the trials, and newspapers were forbidden to report on the outcome of the trials. Other times it was concisely defined as to where vaginas, anus, penises, and mouths were used and the location the sexual behavior occurred. Often the gender, age, or status of the person modified the definition. For example, men could be convicted of sodomy but not women. For centuries, lesbianism was not identified since sex between women was thought to be inconceivable. Also, slaves faced greater punishment for the same behavior. The European explorers most likely identified any behavior that did not conform to Catholic gender and sexual norms as “sodomy.”

In a sense, most First People nations were not antigay. Most tribes respected the innate spirit which they believed resides in all things. They looked for the benefits each person brought to the tribe. A two-spirited person was truly special as he or she contained the spirit of both women and men and, as such, often held a respected position in the tribe as spiritual leader, teacher, and counselor. Creation myths often told the stories of how god created a two-spirited person to help men and women in the world. Being central to their creation myths helped nurture tolerance between different sexual relationships, gender expressions, and sex roles.

But all that would change with the invasion of Europeans. The English sent initial settlements to Jamestown and the Virginia colonies as business ventures. The sailors, soldiers, and farmers were all men. It was reported that men were stealing food and trading for sexual favors. Sodomy was so widespread that the military implemented rules against its practice under pain of death. As the English established more colonies, English common laws were applied—and this included sodomy provisions meting out the death penalty. In the Spanish- and Portuguese-controlled areas, Catholic rules were applied. The Catholic world had experienced centuries of religious inquisitions and, as such, was ruled by mysticisms and fear. The form of Catholicism that came to the Americas was fundamental, extremely antigay, and paranoid. Colonies set up under Spanish and Portuguese rule applied Catholic rules, and sodomy was punishable by death.

As can be imagined, the spread of Europeans throughout the Americas brought with them antigay beliefs, sentiments, and legal systems. Homosexuality and same-sex relationships not only were illegal but also couldn’t be spoken about. The idea of gay rights had not entered the American psyche.

Rise of the Early Gay Rights Movement

The early gay rights movement began in Germany during the mid-1800s. The rise of Nazism crushed the fledgling movement. But the idea of equal rights for homosexuals did not die with World War II. Instead, it rose again in the United States paralleling the civil rights movement that began in the 1950s.

The German Homosexual Emancipation Movement

Karl Heinrich Ulrich published many social and juridical studies in Germany concerning same-sex love between men. His 12 books represented the largest body of work on homosexuality in the 1860s and were collectively known as Researches on the Riddle of Love between Men. He used the term “Uranian” in reference to male homosexuality, a term taken from Plato’s Symposium in which love between two men was referred to as a beautiful love that belonged to the heavenly “Muse Urania.” Ulrich is recognized as the “Grandfather of Gay Liberation.”

The word homosexual was coined in 1869 by Hungarian doctor Karoly Maria Benkert (who went by the pseudonym K. M. Kertbeny). The term heterosexual was not used publicly until 10 years later in 1880. Initially heterosexuality meant sexual deviancy and was used in defense of homosexuality. In 1871, the newly united Germany enacted the New Prussian Penal Code. It included Paragraph 175 outlawing “unnatural sexual acts between men, and men and beast” and specified imprisonment for up to four years (Plant 1988, 33).

British doctor Havelock Ellis continued with the medicalization of homosexuality and coined the phrase “sexual inversion” to characterize homosexual behavior. Sigmund Freud was influenced by the work of Ellis and further characterized homosexuality as an “immature” stage of development. It is important to realize that Freud and early psychologists did not base their theories on any scientific evidence but, instead, cast social and cultural norms and prejudices into the new field of psychology. Unfortunately, their theories would influence psychology for the next 100 years.

Heterosexuality was medicalized as the norm and homosexuality as “deviant.” However, not everyone accepted this. Magnus Hirschfeld founded the Scientific Humanitarian Committee in Germany in 1897 to overcome antigay prejudice and to change the law. He worked tirelessly for three decades for homosexual emancipation. The committee distributed over 50,000 copies of the pamphlet What People Should Know about the Third Sex. Although there were 40 gay bars in Berlin by World War I, he had little success organizing the many homosexual groups in Germany.

Hirschfeld opened the Institute for Sexual Research in 1919. The library contained more than 20,000 volumes of rare anthropological, medical, legal, and social documents. It employed four physicians and several assistants and included over 35,000 photographs.

German Brownshirts and police often physically beat Hirschfeld. One month after Hitler was named chancellor of Germany on January 30, 1933, all homosexual rights organizations and pornography were banned. Four months later on May 6, 1933, approximately 100 students surrounded and entered the Institute for Sexual Research. They smashed and carried everything out. A public ceremony was held four days later where these materials, along with a bust of Hirschfeld, were burned. (History books contain the infamous pictures of the Nazi burning books. They imply that Nazis were “bad” for destroying books. However, what books were being burned? The first fires contained the institute’s collection on sexuality and homosexuality. Why do history books fail to mention this? Perhaps our own culture wants to suppress all references to homosexuality.)

For the next two years, the Nazis staged a campaign against homosexuals. Bars were closed, groups and meetings were banned, and homosexuals were arrested in thousands. On July 3, 1934, the leader of the Brownshirts (SA) and a known homosexual, Ernst Roehm, was executed along with hundreds of other members (during what is known as the “Night of the Long Knives”). By 1935, the entire homosexual reform movement was extinguished, and thousands of homosexuals were thrown into concentration camps where at least 50,000 of them died. They were identified with a lavender triangle sewn onto their clothes. Tragically, some legal-minded Allied commanders forced those who survived the camps to return to prison after the war to serve out their sentences as sexual deviants.

The American Homosexual Emancipation Movement

There is very little evidence of efforts toward homosexual emancipation in the United States in the nineteenth century and early twentieth century. The Chicago Society for Human Rights was the first group in the United States to advocate for gay rights. Henry Gerber, a German American immigrant, along with a number of working-class homosexuals, launched the Society in 1929, which was granted nonprofit corporate status from the state of Illinois. Gerber was aware of the works of Hirschfeld and the Institute for Sexual Research. The Society created a newsletter and was able to distribute only two issues before law enforcement arrested (without warrant) all members of the board. The men were jailed, brought to trial, but ultimately set free. Gerber lost his job with the post office and the Society disbanded (Katz 1976).

The early 1920s saw an increase in the number of novels with lesbian and gay themes published in the United States, although not without great controversy. A growing underground developed in Harlem in New York and in other major cities such as San Francisco and New Orleans. Homosexuals were fairly free to associate with each other yet still under the fear of police entrapment and harassment.

World War II and the Migration of Lesbians and Gays to the Cities

Family patterns, social networks, and entire cultural systems were disrupted by World War II. Millions of men and women left their homes to enter the military or to work in factories to help make war supplies. Many of these settings were segregated by race and sex. Soldiers often had to share bunks, and men were often seen sleeping in each other’s arms at train depots while waiting to ship out. Men often danced with each other at army canteens. Women lived together in company-provided housing at war factories. Homosexuality was a criminal act in the military in the 1920s and 1930s, but the war provided an excuse for these behaviors. Under these conditions, lesbians and gay men were able to find each other without bringing undue attention (Blumenfeld & Raymond 1993, 291; D’Emilio & Freedman 1988, 25–26).

An effort was made to reduce the number of personnel in the military after the war. One method was to enforce the 1943 regulations banning homosexuals from all branches of the military. Approximately 10,000 men and women were dishonorably discharged from the military for homosexuality during the war and immediately afterward (known as “blue-discharges” because the discharge document was printed on blue paper). Many did not return home but rather flocked to New York, Los Angeles, and San Francisco to form gay enclaves. The gay community found relative safety and, eventually, its identity within these enclaves.

A number of factors led to the development of the modern gay movement after World War II. In 1948 Alfred Kinsey released his study of American male sexual habits—Sexual Behaviors in the Human Male —and in 1953 his corresponding study of American female sexual habits—Sexual Behaviors in the Human Female. The reports sent shock waves through American culture forever shattering stereotypes and myths concerning American puritanical codes of sexual conduct. The reports showed, besides other things, that many Americans had sex out of wedlock, engaged in sex in their teens, and had participated in a variety of sexual behaviors, including bisexuality and homosexuality.

Another factor was McCarthyism. Joseph McCarthy led a campaign to purge Communists and homosexuals from the federal government. Although many Communists lost their jobs, many more (thousands) homosexuals lost theirs. (Interestingly, our history books constantly refer to “McCarthyism” as the period in which Communists were routed out with the question “Are you now or have you ever been a Communist?” Yet, the plight of homosexuals is barely mentioned. Have history books purposely ignored this inequality in an effort to continue keeping homosexuals hidden?) However, the hearings gave an unprecedented exposure to homosexuals and homosexual oppression. Roy Cohen, McCarthy’s assistant, was known as a cunning, ruthless attorney and gay. Cohen would later become a mentor of President Donald Trump.

The media around McCarthyism facilitated discussions about homosexuality. Much of what was written was negative, but it allowed closeted and isolated homosexuals to know that there were many others like them.

The Homophile Movement

The Homophile Movement is a period in which people who engaged in homosexual behavior and relationships began to self-identify and cast-off the deficit label put on them by early sexologists. They began to overcome their own homophobia and find love for themselves and other homosexuals. This is the period of homo (same) phile (love) identity formation.

Harry Hay (previously known as Henry Hay) was one of the key founders of the modern gay movement. He was a Communist organizer in Los Angeles and a sought-after teacher of Communist theory. In 1950, he assembled friends from the University of Southern California and launched the International Bachelors Fraternal Orders for Peace and Social Dignity (sometimes referred to as Bachelors Anonymous). The group was structured as a secret society with underground guilds separated so that no one would know all other members—a method used by the old left to keep members safe.

In 1951 Bachelors Anonymous incorporated in California as the Mattachine Society. The name Mattachine was inspired by the Société Mattachine, a secret fraternal organization in thirteenth- and fourteenth-century France and Spain of unmarried townsmen who performed music, dances, and rituals while wearing masks, sometimes in protest against oppression. The Society wanted to unify homosexuals and educate people about LGBTQ issues. At the same time, the Mattachine Foundation was established to provide a legal front for the Society.

In the same year the Mattachine Society was formed, Donald Webster Cory published The Homosexual in America. He argued that the problems experienced by homosexuals stemmed from societal disapproval rather than from homosexuality itself. This was an important perspective, but American society was not ready to accept it. The publisher was ordered to cease publishing books with homosexual themes.

America was a very dangerous place for lesbians and gay men during the 1940s, 1950s, and 1960s. Bars were about the only place gays and lesbians could meet, and often they were unmarked and required patrons to enter through a back door so no one could see them entering from the street. Police regularly entrapped men and women for lewd conduct, raided bars and baths, and suspended business licenses of gay establishments with no provocation or legitimacy. For example, in some cities and states there were laws that required bar patrons to wear clothing conforming to their gender. Police would enter a lesbian bar and seek out the manliest-looking patron. They would take her outside to the sidewalk and make her strip. They were making sure that she wore at least three items of clothing that were “feminine.” If she wore boxer shorts, she could be arrested.

In 1952, Dale Jennings, one of the members of the Mattachine Society, was arrested and charged with lewd conduct. He claimed that a man he was not overly interested
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