TAcITUS

(BORN cA. A.D. 55-56)

Roman historian and ethnogra-
pher. Tacitus had a public career which
ended in service as proconsul in Asia circa
112113, but even earlier he had begun to
compose the works on which his later
fame rests.

The Germania was published in
all likelihood in 98, but contains material
from sources of earlier decades; it is the
most extensive source that has survived
from classical antiquity on the customs
and beliefs of the Germanic barbarians
who lived east of the Roman province of
Gaul. The text that is most often quoted as
evidence for the attitude of the pagan
Germanic tribes toward homosexuality is
in the twelfth chapter: “Penalties are pro-
portional to the gravity of the offense;
traitors and deserters they hang on a tree,
the slothful and cowardly and sexually
infamous (ignavos et imbelles et corpore
infames) they drown in mud and swamps
with a wicker basket placed over their
heads.” This passage has been interpreted
as expressifig an intolerance of homosex-
ual behavior that preceded any contact
with the Christianity of the Mediterra-
nean world, but in fact the three Latin
words express a single Germanic one,
corresponding to Old Norse argr, which is
a designation for the male who is in gen-
eral passive, cowardly, and effeminate;
the penalty named is for cowardice and
lack of manliness on the battlefield, not
for sexual activity per se. However, right-
wingcirclesin twentieth-century Germany
conceived on the basis of this text the
notion that their pagan ancestors pun-
ished homosexuals by drowning them.
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The Histories and the Annals are
Tacitus’ great contribution to Roman his-
tory. Composed in an exceedingly refined
and concise style, they are informed by the
ideology of the Senatorial aristocracy and
itsresentment of the power of the imperial
regime that had supplanted the Roman
republic. These works include occasional
references to homosexual matters, such as
that under Tiberius menwere forbidden to
wear thin silk clothing of the sort in which
handsome slave boys were appareled ({An-
nals, 2:33). He mentions that Nero had
sexual connections with his stepbrother
Britannicus—whom he poisoned shortly
after coming to power—{Annals, 13:17),
with the actor Paris, and with boys of free
birth, thus using freemen for his own grati-
fication as if they were slaves. Tacitus also
describes Nero's “marriage” with a male
favorite whose name is given as Pythago-
ras or Sporus, and says that he went in
disguise to participate in lewd revelsin the
city of Rome, accompanied by other men
who robbed and assaulted those who
crossed their path (Annals, 13:25). An-
other story [Annals, 14:42) tells how Ped-
anius Secundus, the prefect of Rome, was
murdered by one of his slaves, either be-
cause he had been refused the liberty that
hehad purchased or because he was in love
with a youth and could not bear to be
supplanted by his master. When all the
slaves living under the same roof were to -
be executed as retribution, a mass meeting
called to protest this excessive penalty
turned into a riot. This incident, like oth-
ers, shows that homosexual attachments

‘in no way diminished the esteem which

even a slave could enjoy in antiquity.
Tacitus also recounts (Annals, 16:18) the
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life and death of Nero’s favorite Petronius,
the probable author of the Satyricon
which, even preserved as itisin a fragmen-
tary form, still affords a panorama of the
sexual life of first-century Rome. Thus
while Tacitus does not describe the homo-
sexuality of that period in as much detail
as do Suetonius and Martial, his work is a
valuable supplement to other contempo-
rary portrayals of Roman eroticism.

BIBLIOGRAPHY. Otto Kiefer, Sexual
Life in Ancient Rome, London: Rout-
ledge & Kegan Paul, 1934; Ronald H.
Martin, Tacitus, London: Batsford, 1981.
Warren Johansson

TALMUD

A collection of 67 treatises, the
Talmud interprets and elaborates the
commandments of the Torah and the
narratives of the Old Testament; the legal
portion is known as halakhah, the folklore
is called agadah. There are two redactions
of the Talmud, the Jerusalem Talmud and
the Babylonian Talmud. Both have as their
core the Mishnah, the decisions of the
sages of the preceding three centuries that
was edited by Rabbi Judah the Prince in
193. Written in late Hebrew, it served as
the basis for subsequent teaching and
interpretation that lasted from the first
half of the third century to the year 499.
These secondary deliberations, not in the
Mishnah and assembled in the Gemara,
were mainly conducted in Aramaic, the
spoken language of the Jews of Palestine
and Babylonia (each with its own dialect).
The final process of redaction probably
began before the end of the fifth century
and lasted into the seventh. The editio
princeps of the Babylonian Talmud is that
of Venice: Daniel Bomberg, 1520-23, the
numbering of whose folios is the basis for
later citation; the standard modemn edition
is that of Vilnius: Romm, 1922, with the
classic commentary in Rabbinic Hebrew
of Solomon benIsaac of Troyes(1040-1105)
and numerous minor glosses.
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The largest part of the material
relative to homosexuality in the Talmud
is in the treatise Sanhedrin, which deals
with the capital crimes adjudicated by the
Beth Din, the high court of the Jewish
religious community. In Sanhedrin 53a it
is stated that death by stoning is the pen-
alty for two groups of offenses, the first of
which constitute violations of the patria
potestas—the authority of the head of the
patriachal extended family—the second
the propagation or practice of idolatry or
magic:

incest with mother blasphemy

father’s sexual
intercourse with
daughter in law

intercourse with

idolatry

giving one’s

another male or seed to

with a beast Molech
cursing one’s father necromancy or
or mother divination
adultery with a incitement to
betrothed maiden idolatry

a wayward and sorcery

rebellious son

In Sanhedrin 54a~-55a the Gema-
ra elaborates this prescription as follows:
In Leviticus 20:13 “if a man also lie with
mankind” means “a man” not a minor,
“mankind” both adult and minor; “their
blood shall be upon them” is by analogy
with Leviticus 20:27 (the penalty for one
who “hath a familar spirit” or “is a wiz-
ard” is interpreted to ordain death by ston-
ing). Leviticus 18:22 is taken to apply to
the active partner, Deuteronomy 23:18 to
the passive, proving that the kadesh men-
tioned in the latter verse was the sacred
prostitute who served the male worship-
per in the Ishtar-Tammuz cult; but Rabbi
Akiba derived both prohibitions from the
former by reading the consonantal text as
both tishkabh, “thou shalt lie” and
tishshakebh, “thou shalt be lain with.”
Legal responsibility commenced at the
age of nine years and a day, which was also
the lower limit for the emancipation of
the child from the patria potestas in sex-
ual matters in later Islamic law.




In Niddah 13b, the tractate that
deals with menstrual impurity in women,
there is the curious statement that “those
who play with children delay the coming
of the Messiah.” While the assertion is not
interpreted solely to referto pederasty, the
underlying notion is that the Messiah will
not come until all the unborn souls con-
tained in Guph (literally “body”] have
beendisposed of. This isthe probable source
of the thirteenth-century Christian accre-
tion to the account of the Nativity
which maintained that because of the
“crime against nature” the Son of Man
repeatedly postponed his incarnation, and
even thought of abandoning the project
altogether.

Sanhedrin 70a interprets the pas-
sage in Genesis 9:22“And Ham ... saw the
nakedness of his father” as meaning that
Ham sodomized Noah, while the alterna-
tive explanation is that he castrated him.
The allusion is to the legal language of
Leviticus 18:7 “The nakedness of thy fa-
ther . . . thou shalt not uncover,” which
prohibited homosexual incest with the
male parent, an indirect proof that the
generalized taboo of Leviticus 18:22 is a
later insertion into the Holiness Code.

On the subject of Sodom,
Sanhedrin 109a-b relates that the “men of
Sodom were wicked and sinners” |Genesis
13:23), “wicked” meaning “with their
bodies” and “sinners” with their money,
hence both depraved and uncharitable. In
their prosperity the Sodomites resolved to
abrogate the laws which protected the
stranger and the traveler, and further in-
verted the principles of justice so that if
someone wounded his neighbor he was
ordered to pay the fee for bleeding; if
someone crossed the river by ferry he had
to pay four zuzim, if on foot he had to pay
eight. A particular tale of their inhospital-
ity concerned a maiden who gave a poor
mansome bread hidden in apitcher. When
the Sodomites discovered this, they
smeared her body with honey and exposed
her on the city wall so that the bees would
come and devour her.
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The decisions and pronounce-
ments of the sages were later codified, first
by Musa ibn Maimun {(Maimonides)in the
thirteenth century in the Mishneh Torah,
then by Joseph Karo in the sixteenth in the
Shulhan Arukh. The latter remains the
fundamental code of morality and reli-
gious observance for the Orthodox Jew to
the present day, and authorizes the fierce
opposition of some Orthodox groups in
large American cities to the enactment of
gay rights legislation. On this issue they
can form alliances with conservative
Catholics and fundamentalist Protes-
tants, even though they refuse, unlike the
Conservative and Reform wings of Juda-
ism, tojoin the contemporary ecumenical
dialogue on public policy and social jus-
tice with the Christian denominations.

BIBLIOGRAPHY. Immanuel Jacobovits,
““Homosexuality,” Encyclopedia Judaica,
8 {1971), 961-62; Barry Dov Schwartz,
The Jewish Tradition and Homosexual-
ity, New York: Jewish Theological
Seminary, 1979 {unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation).

Warren Johansson

TASTE

Traditionally one of the five
senses, taste is used in an extended sense
to denote critical judgment, discernment,
or appreciation. In this broader sense it
has played a major role in the history of
aesthetics. In addition, sociologists hold
that taste preferences characterize spe-
cific social groups or classes.

The seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries saw a reign of “good taste.”
While most agreed that this taste was
formed through experience and cultiva-
tion, it proved difficult to determine what
its actual defining characteristics were.
Forsome, good taste was unitary and iden-
tifiablewith classic norms, including such
qualities as balance, restraint, and ideal
beauty; for others, there were several
tastes, each valid in its own sphere. In the
latter approach, one might acquire a taste
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for the sublime, the romantic, or the
Gothic, as distinct from the classic. Dur-
ing the later decades of the eighteenth
century, the concept of taste meshed with
the novel idea of sensibility, viewed as a
matter of subtle intuition, of attunement
to a kind of unheard melody, rather than a
simple assimilation of rules. The notion
that tastes are personal and variable is
sometimes summed up in the Latin proverb
De gustibus non disputandum est, " There
is no arguing about tastes.” If, in principle,
aplurality of tastes is generally recognized
today, it is still possible to speak of, say, a
bawdy joke as being “in poor taste.”

The idea that sexual interests are
appetites probably lies at the root of the
concept of homosexuality as itself a taste,
though the expression has also had its
appeal as aeuphemism. In a passage in The
Adventures of Roderick Random [1748),
Tobias Smollett spoke of Petronius’
{homosexual) “taste in love.” The notion
is probably more common in French,
where older writers spoke of sodomy as e
gout contre nature, “the unnatural taste.”
In his great novel A la recherche du
temps perdu, Marcel Proust rang many
changes on the word gotit with relation to
homosexuality. French also records an
expression goit florentin, “Florentine
taste,” forhomosexuality; technically, this
is an ethnophaulism, an ascription of a
disprized behavior to a foreign group.

A different topic is that of homo-
sexuals as tastemakers. As far as can be
determined, this role emerged in the sec-
ond half of the eighteenth century. The
presiding genius of this period was the
archeologist Johann Joachim Winckel-
mann (1717-1768), whose interpretations
of Greek art (which was filtered through
his homoerotic appreciation of male
beauty) had a formative influence on the
course of neo-Classicism in the visual arts
throughout Europe. His efforts were rein-
forced by a noble gadfly, Count Francesco
Algarotti {1712-1764), a close friend of
Frederick the Great of Prussia. It is a curi-
ous fact that the rise of the opposing cur-
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rent of romanticism was also promoted by
homosexuals, especially the poet Thomas
Gray (1716-1771), whose 1751 Elegy Writ-
ten in a Country Churchyard is a major
harbinger of the new sensibility, and Ho-
race Walpole [1717-1797), whose villa at
Strawberry Hillnear London counts as one
of the first monuments of the Gothic re-
vival.

The bisexual poet George Gor-
don, Lord Byron (1788-1824), had an incal-
culable influence over romanticism
throughout Europe. None of the romantic
critics, with the possible exception of
Samuel Taylor Coleridge (1772-1834),
seem to have been homosexual. In a lesser
realm, Edward Lear {1812-1888), with his
limericks and other nonsense writings,
helped to define the characteristically
English genre of humor. On the continent
French artists and writers, such as Eugéne
Delacroix (1798-1863) and Gustave
Flaubert (1821-1880), took an interest
in Islam, its art and culture, noting that
sexual norms in Arab countries (moeurs
arabes, moeurs levantines) differed from
those of the Christian occident.

Through his Russian Ballet, Sergei
Diaghilev (1872-1929) not only changed
attitudes about dance but, through his
patronage, was able to promote avant-garde
music and paintingas well. Gertrude Stein
(1874-1946), a friend of Picasso and Ma-
tisse, played a major role in the introduc-
tion of modern art into the United States.
The New York poet Frank O’Hara (1926~
1966) was one of the chief advocates and
definers of Abstract Expressionist paint-
ing. On a less exalted level of cultural
achievement many modern couturiers,
whose sensibilities determine the chang-
ing tides of women'’s fashions, are homo-
sexual. The prominence of gay people in
the fashion industry has led hostile ob-
servers (such as the late Edmund Bergler, a
Freudian psychoanalyst) to denounce their
influence as perverse and conspiratorial.

In conclusion it is perhaps appro-
priate to advance some speculative sug-
gestions as to why homosexuals, in some




periods at least, have felt a special calling
astastemakers, Participation in a different
(but justifiable) mode of sexuality may
sensitize one to different (also justifiable)
artisticmodes. Then the well known affin-
ity of homosexuals for travel, and for part-
ners of other races, allows them to im-
merse themselves in the aesthetic theory
and practice of “exotic” peoples, and then
to return with these discoveries to their
own lands. Finally, the stereotypical as-
cription of aesthetic sensitivity to male
homosexuals may operate—as stereotypes
generally do—to lure some members of
the affected group into the general field.
From the host society they have absorbed
the ideathat they must be “sensitive,” and
some are impelled to achieve this quality.

Wayne R. Dynes

TCHAIKOVSKY, PETER

IL’vicH (1840-1893)

The greatest Russian composer of
the nineteenth century. Imbued with
Western techniques and attitudes at the
conservatory, his artistic personality
remained profoundly Russian both in his
use of folksong and in his absorption in
Russian ways of life and thought. His
genius for what hecalled “thelyricalidea,”
the beautiful, self-contained melody, gives
his music permanent appeal; a hard-won
but secure and professional technique and
his ability to use it for emotional expres-
sion enabled him to realize his potential
more fully than did any of his Russian
contemporaries.

The son of a mining engineer, he
began taking piano lessons at the age of
five and quickly evinced a striking talent.
In 1840 he was enrolled at the School of
Jurisprudence in St. Petersburg, where the
homosexual practices common in the
institutionmay have served to bringoutor
to confirm his own tendencies. After sev-
eral years as a clerk in the Ministry of
Justice, he resigned in 1863 to become a
full-time student at the Conservatory and
thereafter devoted himself to 2 musical
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career. He had a brief attachment to a
woman named Desirée Artot, but their
wish to marry was opposed by family and
friends, and Tchaikovsky had no further
direct emotional involvement with any
woman until, in 1877, he received a writ-
ten declaration of love from Antonina
Miliukova, whom he married on July 18.
Inspired by self-loathing and a desperate
effort to escape from his homosexuality,
the marriage was—in the euphemistic
language of the Victorian era—a complete
failure. The composer fled his bride and
even attempted suicide, after which he
suffered a complete nervous collapse. A
medical specialist advised him never to
see his wife again. On the other hand, he
maintained a correspondence over some
14 years with the wealthy widow
Nadezhda von Meck, never meeting her
in person so that each for the other could
remain a figure of fantasy.

His work has no specifically
homosexual themes; the love affairs in his
compositions are all heterosexual, as be-
fitted works intended for performance in
the Russia of the nineteenth century,
especially the repressive regime of Alex-
ander II under which the last years of his
life were played out. His Sixth Symphony,
the Symphonie Pathétique, written in
1893, was dedicated to Bob Davydov, and
was the expression of his love, the fullest
outpouring of the emotions he had felt
during a lifetime. In the Soviet Union,
where the composer’s musical achieve-
ment is deeply revered as a national heri-
tage, a complete veil has been drawn
across his homosexuality in historical,
critical, and cinematic accounts. In the
West, however, his orientation is gener-
ally acknowledged. Thus the German
homosexual writer Klaus Mann devoted
to Tchaikovsky a novel that treats the
erotic side of his character, Symphonie
Pathétique [1935].

The circumstances of his death
have been disputed. In 1978 a Soviet
scholar, Aleksandra Orlova, revealed a
narrative dictated to her in 1966 by the
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aged Aleksandr Voitov of the Russian
Museum in Leningrad. According to this
source, a member of the Russian aristoc-
racy had written a letter accusing
Tchaikovsky of ahomosexual liaison with
his nephew, entrusting it to Nikolai
Jakobi, a high-ranking civil servant, for
transmission to the Tsar. Jakobi, also a
former pupil of the School of Jurispru-
dence, feared the disgrace which the scan-
dal would bring on the institution and
hastily summoned a court of honor that
included six of Tchaikovsky’s contempo-
raries from the school. On October 31,
1893, after more than five hours of delib-
eration, the court supposedly resolved that
the composer should kill himself. The
arguments against this story are consider-
able. Homosexuality was too extensively
tolerated among the upper classes in Rus-
sia at that period for the matter to have
had such serious import. Moreover, the
intervals of freedom from censorship
that followed the Revolutions of 1905 and
1917 gave sufficient opportunity for the
publication of the facts, had the tale been
true. It is more likely that Tchaikovsky
died of cholera after accidentally drinking
a glass of contaminated water.

BIBLIOGRAPHY. Nina Berberova,
Tchaikovski: biographie, Paris: Editions
Actes Sud, 1987.

Warren Johansson

TEAROOMS
See Toilets.

TELEOLOGY

Teleology (from Greek, telos
“end”) is the character attributed to na-
ture or natural processes of being directed
toward an end or shaped by a purpose. As
such, the concept has been deployed as a
criterion of the morality of sexual acts.

Classical Thought. Teleology was
a favorite concern of the Greeks. The piv-
otal discussion is Aristotle’s treatment of
final cause, “that for the sake of which a
thing exists” {De generatione animalium).
According to those belonging to the
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school of Aristotle (the Lyceum) or philo-
sophical sects based on his teaching, each
object had an end or purpose at which
naturally it should aim. Nature designed
the sexual organs, they maintained, for
procreation upon which the future of the
race depended. To direct the penis to
other orifices than the human vagina, its
predestined container, was to act against
nature.

Another strand derives from Plato.
Although Aristotle recognized that some
individuals were homosexual “by na-
ture,” that is congenitally, while others
acquired that sexual orientation through
experience and practice, on the whole his
numerous and often contradictory writ-
ings argued that homosexuality was some-
thing to be explained, and therefore not
clearly a part of the given, of the world of
nature in the ordinary sense. In the work of
Plato, however, the concept of nature was
more clearly evaluative. In the Laws, his
last dialogue, the old Plato—whose earlier
dialogues had praised pederasty asinciting
love of truth and beauty—condemned
homosexual acts as against nature.

While a minority of Greeks ob-
served homosexual behavior among ani-
mals, those who denied it there argued
that its absence was proof that such con-
duct was at best artificial, rather than
natural. Although some argued that what
made man superior to animals was exactly
his improvement over nature, the major-
ity of later Greek thinkers felt that it was
best to act in accord with nature. This
doctrine typified the Stoics, who domi-
nated ancient philosophy during the late
Republic and the first two centuries of the
Roman Empire. Most but not all teachers
of the “Second Stoa,” centered in Rome
and catering to old Roman disapproval of
pederasty as a Greek import, decried
homosexuality as against nature: Seneca,
Musonius Rufus, and Epictetus.

Judeo-Christian Attitudes. Philo
Judaeus of Alexandria combined the Greek
doctrine that homosexuality was unnatu-
ral with the peremptory injunction pre-




served in Leviticus that Judaism had taken
from Zoroastrianism, the Persian state
religion. St. Paul merely echoed thisbanin
the first chapter of Romans, citing the
Flood and the destruction of Sodom as
proof of divine disapproval of unnatural
sexual conduct. William Benjamin Smith
(1850-1934) speculated that this Pauline
passage, which makes no mention of
Christ or Christianity, is a self-contained
essay on the revelation of God’s wrath
taken from an anonymous Jewish source.
St. Clement of Alexandria, an assiduous
student of Greek philosophy, held that
“one must follow nature herself when
she forbade [pederastic] excesses through
the disposition she gave the organs, having
given virility to man not to receive seed
but to eject it” (Paedagogus, X, 87, 3).

Constantius and Constans, the
sons of the first Christian Roman em-
peror, Constantine the Great, inscribed
the condemnation in Roman law. In a
tortuously worded edict of 342, they first
decreed death for homosexual offenses
and forbade sexual relations between man
and wife in any fashion that did not in-
volve penetration of the vagina by the
penis. Theodosius the Great resumed this
tradition, followed most horribly by Jus-
tinian, who proclaimed that sodomites if
unpunished brought famines, earthquakes,
and pestilences on society.

Medieval and Modern Times.
Medieval theologians continued and de-
veloped this Patristic approach, which the
Scholastics Albertus Magnus and Thomas
Aquinas greatly strengthened in accord
with the new reverence for Aristotle’s
teleological system. Aquinas claimed that
even rape was preferable to sodomy, be-
cause it was, after all, a penis-to-vagina
act, The revival of Roman law, as inter-
preted by Christian jurisconsults in the
twelfth century, stressed the idea of na-
ture. Curiously, it was the early Middle
Ages, and not classical antiquity, that
elevated Nature to the status of a goddess,
and her supposed decrees were adduced in
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the condemnations of homosexuality of
Alan of Lille and Jean de Meun.

Even apart from the peremptory
condemnation in the Mosaic law and the
legend of the destruction of Sodom deriv-
ing from Genesis 19, the ascetic motif in
Christian morality, which sets Christian-
ity apart from the other Abrahamic relig-
ions—Judaism and Islam—that have no
such ideal of an asexual humanity, would
alone have sufficed to render all non-re-
productive sexual activity immoral. Dual-
istic and gnostic thought imbued Pauline
Christianity with an intense pathological
rejection of the body and its erotic func-
tions, conditioned by the proximity of the
sexual and the excretory organs that made
disgust an inescapable component of the
Christian attitude toward sexuality and
especially toward homosexual activity.
The fantasies of Scholastic writers in
Latin Christendom bear witness to this
irrational hatred of homoerotic feeling
and behavior. A legal author of the four-
teenth century, LucadaPenne (ca. 1320—ca.
1390), went so far as to call the sodomite
worse than a murderer, because he aimed
atdestroyingnotjust asingle human being
but the entire human race, and declared
that if such a culprit had been executed
and could be brought back to life several
times, each time he should be punished
more severely than the preceding one.
Paradoxically enough, such views were
maintained alongside the glorification of
virginity, which if it became universal
would effect the end of the human race
just as surely as any form of non-procrea-
tive sexuality. Other legal writers held
that God could wreak vengeance on an
entire community for the crime of a single
individual, so branding the sodomite as an
enemy of society to be blamed for every
manner of collective misfortune.

Modem Critiques of Teleology.
The seventeenth and eighteenth centu-
ries saw the popularity of the “argument
from design” as a proof of the existence of
God. Even deists like Sir Isaac Newton
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(1642-1727), himself possibly homophile,
argued that the perfect mechanism of the
universerequired aclockmaker—a “prime
mover” as Aristotle and Thomas Aquinas
had supposed. The things of the world
manifest such order, so it was claimed,
that they could only have reached their
present state through the purposeful guid-
ance of a creator who endowed each thing
with its own specific character, which
man should not seek to alter. Hence the
penis is suited only for placement in a
vagina, not in an anus or mouth. The
argument oddly neglects the point that
the penis has a dual function: it serves to
urinate (presumably not in the vagina) as
well as emit semen. If it can have two
distinct types of emissions, why must it
have only one proper vessel? Conversely,
if God had been opposed to putting the
penis in the mouth or anus, could he not
have shaped these latter organs in such a
way as to make penetration difficult?
Voltaire ridiculed the argument from de-
sign because by it one could demonstrate
that God had foreseen ships, since he pro-
vided harbors for them, and eyeglasses,
since he gave noses a bridge.

Of course modern biologists rec-
ognize purpose in the world, in the lim-
ited sense that birds build nests in which
to hatch and raise their young and
spiders weave webs to trap insects. What
they generally do not hold, however, is
that some cosmic mind has predeter-
mined the purposes of all living things.

Even today, however, Aristotle’s
discarded model of a grand teleology rul-
ing nature inspires Roman Catholic and
much other Christian doctrine. In spite of
all subsequent criticism and the repudia-
tion by the physical and biological sci-
ences of the concept of “Nature” as a
personified feminine principle whose in-
tentions are somehow frustrated by non-
procreative sexual activity, these religious
thinkers persist in their antiquated views.
Though scarcely metaphysicians and
unwilling to discuss how many angels
could dance on the head of a pin, Hitler

1282

and Stalin were as convinced asany Roman
pope or Southern Baptist that homo-
sexuality is unnatural. The most recent
pronouncements of the Roman Catholic
church still teach that homosexual acts
are “intrinsically disordered because they
lack finality,” which is to say that they are
immoral because they cannot lead to pro-
creation—as if any good would result if
every sexual act did have procreative con-
sequences. The prospects for world popu-
lation densities would be horrifying. Inthe
twentieth century the increasing longev-
ity of the population and the need to
maintain the proper equilibrium with
available resources has forced heterosexu-
als to adopt birth control techniques rang-
ing from periods of abstinence and the use
of the condom to abortion to keep the pro-
creative consequences of their own sex-
ual activity within bounds. Yet even most
of those branches of Protestantism
which do not completely reject birth
control and other forms of non-procrea-
tive sex (as the Catholics and Orthodox
do), still tend to condemn homosexua-
lity as against the law of God and nature.
It is incumbent on thinkers not beholden
to a revealed religion to expose such posi-
tions as inconsistent, and above all to
affirm that they embody no inherent
logic sufficient to compel a secular, plural-
istic society to adopt them.

William A. Percy

TELEPHONE
See Phone and Computer Sex.

TELEVISION

Although the technology on
which it is based came into existence as
early as 1923, it was only in the early 1950s
that television became a fixture of Ameri-
can domestic life, gradually elbowing the
Hollywood film out of its primacy in the
entertainment field. Establishing itself in
Europe at the same time, television even-
tually spread throughout the globe, even
tothe poorest Third World countries. While
in America most television stations are




commercially owned, in many countries
the medium (like radio) is a government
monopoly. It is uncertain, however,
whether the exigencies of censorship in
state systems are more restrictive than
the “tyranny of the ratings” in the United
States. The spread of cable TV and in-
creased use of satellite transmissions in
the 1970s reduced the stranglehold of the
major networks. In a few cities gay people
were even able to secure their own pro-
grams, thanks to public access legisla-
tion. In the 1980s the widespread use of
VCRs [recording equipment operating
through television sets} further promoted
diversity, and users could, if they wished,
rent a wide variety of porno films to be
shown through their home sets. The new
field of video emerged as a means for
minority artists to create individualized
works which could be shown on televi-
sion screens.

Gay Men and Lesbians in Televi-
sion. From the beginning children formed
a large portion of the TV audience. Com-
mercial advertisers were sensitive to
campaigns by pressure groups. These fac-
tors excluded sex of any kind from the
small screen, and reduced controversy to a
minimum. Only in the news services,
which were to some extent insulated from
the rest of programming, was some discus-
sion of issues possible. In the view of
many, the early decades of television jus-
tified the claim of Federal Communica-
tions Commission commissioner New-
ton Minnow that television was a “vast
wasteland.”

The fledgling industry inherited
many practices and trends from Holly-
wood—among them self-censorship.
However, Hollywood had created a genre
of “sissy” character, a figure with veiled
gay traits. This type occasionally appeared,
in even more disguised form, in such early
situation comedy series as “Mr. Peepers,”
with Wally Cox. When motion pictures
that contained references to homosexual-
ity were shown, even on late-night televi-
sion, the offending sections were ruth-
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lessly edited out, a practice that continues
to this day. For this reason many now
prefer to buy or rent uncensored versions
to play on home VCR equipment.

In the 1960s the civil rights
movement, and increasingly the women'’s
movement, were big news. This opened
the way for some rare excursions into the
realm of homosexuality. Mike Wallace’s
CBS Report, “The Homosexuals,” aired
nationwide on March 7, 1967, was some-
thing of a landmark, but it had been pre-
ceded in England by BBC-TV’s “One in
Twenty” (1966), based on more thorough
research by Brian McGee. Occasional dis-
cussions on local stations were generally
dominated by the judgmental views of
psychiatrists.

After the Stonewall Rebellion in
1969 coverage increased somewhat, and
gay activists appeared on “The Dick Cavett
Show,” “Jack Paar Tonight,” and “The
David Susskind Show.” In 1972 ABC'’s
“Movie of the Week” aired a sensitive
portrayal of a gay-male couple in the San
Francisco Bay Area, “That Certain Sum-
mer,” featuring Hal Holbrook and Martin
Sheen. Situation comedy series produced
by Norman Lear {“All in the Family” and
““Maude”} occasionally showed nonstere-
otypical homosexuals. In the 1980s, prime-
time series such as “Cagney & Lacey,”
“Designing Women,” and “L.A. Law”
treated the subject. Such popular series as
“Brothers” (acableseries), “Dynasty” (with
its “sensitive son,” Steven Carrington),
"Hooperman,” “Love, Sidney,” and “Soap”
have included gay and lesbian characters.
A few long and lavish British series based
on literary classics have provided por-
traits of gay people in the round (e.g., “Br-
ideshead Revisited,” 1980; “The Jewel in
the Crown,” 1984), but these have reached
only elite audiences. When all is said and
done, however, after forty years of the
hegemony of network television, gay
people have had good reason to feel that
they are woefully underrepresented.

Gay Influence over Television. It
was to be expected that from the first,
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television, recruiting much of its talent
from Hollywood and Broadway, had many
gay and lesbian participants, especially in
such behind-the-scenes work as makeup
and costuming. Yet an unwritten law (itself
inherited from Hollywood) held that the
actors who appeared on the screen must be
heavily closeted. The revelation of Rock
Hudson’s homosexuality, after he had
appeared in several television dramas, sent
shock waves through the industry. Symp-
tomatic of the prejudice that exists is the
fact that open membership organizations
to defend the rights of gay people in televi-
sion have never really gotten off the
ground, and homosexuals have had to rely
on informal groups of friends. Fear of loss
of work—even blacklisting—continues to
be a powerful deterrent to speaking out.

Following the pattern of Jewish
and black organizations fighting stereo-
typingin the media, gay “pressure groups’’
have had some success in reducing blatant
expressions of prejudice on television
screens. A 1974 episode of “Police Wo-
man” called “Flowers of Evil,” about three
lesbians who murder patients in an old-
age home, provoked justified outrage. Soon
afterward, the National Gay Task Force
induced the Television Review Board of
the National Association of Broadcasters
to issue a directive stating that the Televi-
sion Code’s injunction that “material
with sexual connotations shall not be
treated exploitatively or irresponsibly”
applied to homosexuals. In Los Angeles
Newton Deiter, a gay psychologist and
activist, successfully ran the Gay Media
Task Force (GMTF). He and his associates
were able to monitor scripts for the net-
works, and to obtain frank meetings with
producers. GMTF was particularly alert
for lisping, limp-wristed mannerisms for
gay men and truck-driver characteriza-
tions of lesbians. Such offensive words as
faggot and queer were taken out.

In the 1980s these lobbying ef-
forts seemed to falter. However, gay news-
papers publicized writing campaigns

against offensive programs, and new civil
rights groups, such as New York’s Gay
and Lesbian Alliance Against Defama-
tion (GLAAD) organized their own efforts.

AIDS and Television. When the
AIDS crisis appeared in 1981 mainstream
newspapers were the main vehicle of in-
formation for the general public. Eventu-
ally, through news programs and specials,
television made a contribution, though its
insensivity sometimes fueled a climate of
panic that could have been avoided or at
least reduced. In 1983 the hospital series
St. Elsewhere” introduced an AIDS story
line, while the made-for-TV film  An Early
Frost,” about the effect of knowledge of
the disease on a middle-class homo-
sexual’s family, garnered an Emmy (Ame-
rican television’s highest award) in 1985.

Although Hollywood stars lent
their support to campaigns to raise money
in the fight against AIDS, many felt that a
silent backlash was taking place. In the
late 1970s several major performers
seemed on the verge of “coming out,” but
the atmosphere shifted radically. Even
heterosexual actors who had portrayed
gays found that it was hard to get work. If
kissing scenes were involved, actresses
demanded to be able to veto leading men
who were gay. Those in the industry who
did contract the disease felt the need to
conceal it in order to retain benefits, and to
avoid “incriminating” friends.

Allin all, the AIDS crisisrevealed
the inadequacy of television’s feeble ef-
forts to mend its ways. Much work re-
mains to be done by activists, but even so
it is unlikely that mass-market television
will ever be a true friend of gay men and
lesbians. Rather, hope lies in the spread of
new technologies which will cut the
commercial networks down to size by
making communications accessible to a
full range of viewpoints, not just those
that a few opportunistic and amoral TV
executives judge appropriate.

See also Communications.

Ward Houser




TEMPLARS

Founded in 1119 to protect pil-
grims who flocked to the Holy Land after
the First Crusade of 1095, the Knights
Templars {or Poor Knights of Christ) of the
Temple of Solomon were, with the Hospi-
talers and Teutonic Knights, one of the
three great military orders of medieval
Christianity. Vowed to poverty, chastity,
and obedience, as well as to the Benedic-
tine rule for monasticism, the Knights
were “to fight with a pious mind for the
supreme and true King.” They gained im-
munity from excommunication by bish-
ops and parish priests. Backed by the anti-
Jewish fanatic Bernard of Clairvaux, the
most influential clergyman in mid-
twelfth-century Europe, they adopted a
Rule, copies of which exist, giving vast
powers to the Grand Master, who did on
occasion have to consult the Chapters. No
copy has ever been found of their alleged
“Secret Rule.” Special chaplains under the
Grand Master served the order, which
married men could enter if they bequeathed
it half their property. Through bequests
and profits from interest charged on loans
and from letters of credit for pilgrims, the
Templars became the richest of the orders.

The Templars in the Levant.
Rashness on the part of Templars helped
provoke defeats, and also led to the recap-
ture of Jerusalem in 1187 by Saladin, who
ordered the execution of all Templars and
Hospitalers he had captured. The Tem-
plars expended much of their blood and
treasure in an attempt to hold a few for-
tresses against the Saracen onslaught.
During the Third Crusade in 1190, they
tended to side with the sodomitical Rich-
ard the Lionhearted against his rival
Philip Augustus of France. “First to attack
and last to retreat,” the Templars heroi-
cally saved the Fifth Crusade {1228-1229)
from annihilation in Egypt. They did not
cooperate with Frederick II of Hohen-
staufen during the Sixth Crusade
{1227-1230), and except in the most dire
crises, regularly opposed their rivals the
Hospitalers, helping to fragment further
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the feudal Kingdom of Jerusalem, already
rent by factions and quarrels among]Italian
merchants fromrival cities. In the disaster
of 1244 at Gaza only 18 of the 300 Tem-
plars and 16 of the 200 Hospitalers, and
neither Grand Master, survived the slaugh-
ter by the Saracens. The Seventh Crusade
led by Louis IX was captured in Egypt in
1250. After his ransom the King went on
to the Holy Land but his best efforts failed
torestore the situation. The few Templars
from Palestine who survived the fall in
1291 of the last Christian outpost there,
Acre, during the siege of which the
Grand Master was slain, sailed for their
new headquarters on Cyprus.

The Dissolution of the Order. The
order of the Templars, of whom therewere
about 4,000 in Europe, half of these in
France, did not long survive the loss of the
Holy Land. They had become the greatest
international bankers in Europe. The Paris
Temple became the principal money
market where popes and kings deposited
their funds, which the Templars loaned
out at interest, rivaling the Lombard
bankers and circumventing canon law
prohibitions against usury. Philip IV the
Fair [Philippe Le Bel) went deeply into
debt to the Templars, who sided with him
in his quarrel with Pope Boniface VI |r.
1290-1303), whom the king had arrested
at Anagni in 1302. Having taxed the
clergy, robbed and expelled Jews and
Lombards, and debased the coinage, Philip
began to plot the despoiling of the Tem-
plars as early as 1305. Having obtained
the election of his French puppet Clement
V as pope, he struck through venal inform-
ers who denounced the Templars for
heresy, blasphemy, and sodomy.

Popular suspicion had for half a
century attributed strange events to the
Templars’ secret midnight meetings. In
spite of papal procrastination and profes-
sions of disbelief in the charges, Philip had
the Grand Inquisitor of France proceed. In
August 1307 Philip had the suspected
Templars arrested, including Jacques de
Molay, then Grand Master, who had come
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from Cyprus to consult about a crusade.
Tortured first by royal officials, then if
need arose by the papal inquisition, 36
Templars died under torment in Paris
alone. Of the 138 examined in Paris, 123
confessed to spitting on or at the cross at
the rites when they joined the order. The
Grand Master confessed to spitting on the
crucifix and denying Christ. When papal
opposition collapsed, Templars were ar-
rested in England, Aragon, Castile, and
Sicily, but the Pope assumed control and
summoned a general council to decide the
case. When the public trial began in 1310,
many Templars withdrew their confes-
sions, trusting in the pope—in vain. As
relapsed heretics 67 were consigned to the
flames. In all about 120 died in Paris.

In 1312 Clement abolished the
order, transferring its property to the
Hospitalers. At last Jacques de Molay re-
vived his courage and repudiated his con-
fession, whereupon he was burnt along
with the Preceptor of the order in Nor-
mandy, in front of Notre Dame de Paris.
This horrible trial confirmed the prece-
dent for burning heretics, blasphemers,
and sodomites—something the scholastic
philosophers had been preaching for a
century—and sealed it with the approval
of the mightiest authorities. It was the
forerunner of the witcheraft trials with
their atrocious cruelty and rivaled that of
Joan of Arc as the most dramatic trial in
medieval France.

Among the chief accusations
leveled at the Templars by Philip IV in
1307 when he issued the order to arrest
them was that initiates to the Order kissed
its receptors on the buttocks, stomach,
navel, spine, and mouth and were enjoined
to commit sodomy. In spite of the most
exquisite tortures, which included roast-
ing the feet until the bones fell from their
sockets, only two or three of the accused
Templars confessed to committing sod-
omy, which they either regarded as more
heinous than blasphemy and heresy or
believed themselves innocent of commit-
ting, though many more confessed to the

other two offenses. Some seventy said that
they had been ordered to commit sodomy
but denied having done so. Scholarly opin-
ion is about equally divided as to whether
recruits had to perform the osculum in-
fame (infamous kiss), i.e., rimming the
arsehole of their superiors at the secret
midnight initiation rituals. No one can
deny that in the minds of these tortured
heroes, sodomy was a worse sin to confess
than heresy and blasphemy, a view culti-
vated by the scholastic philosophers Al-
bertus Magnus and Thomas Aquinas dur-
ing the thirteenth century. Franciscans
and Dominicans, enemies of the order and
leaders of the Inquisition, helped in the
prosecution and propaganda. More than
ever since the fall of the Roman Empire, a
Catholic secular power, the Capetian
monarchy, already inured by its blood-
thirsty campaigns against the Albigen-
sians, was exploiting the supposed ties
between demonic powers and heretics,
blasphemers, and sodomites—against
whom the Christian clergy had for so long
warned. This was a momentous precedent
for Hitler in the twentieth century, but a
more immediate one for the torture and
murder of Philip’s son-in-law Edward II
of England in 1327, engineered by Philip’s
daughter Isabella.

BIBLIOGRAPHY. Malcolm Barber, The
Trial of the Templars, New York:
Cambridge University Press, 1978; Alain
Demurger, Vie et mort de I'ordre du
Temple, 1118-1314, Paris: Seuil, 1985;
Peter Partner, The Murdered Magicians:
The Templars and Their Myth, London:
Oxford University Press, 1982.
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TENNYSON, ALFRED,

Lorp (1809-1892)

English poet laureate. The son of
a country rector, Tennyson began writing
poetry at the age of eight. In 1830 he pub-
lished his first significant book, Poems
Chiefly Lyrical. Three years later occurred
what was probably the most important
event of his life: the death of his close
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friend Arthur Hallam in Vienna. They had
met at Trinity College, Cambridgein 1828,
and had taken two continental trips to-
gether, which had deeply impressed the
poet. Tennyson’s continual and intense
brooding over the loss yielded many
manuscript drafts, which he finally com-
bined in his major poetic sequence, In
Memoriam, published anonymously in
1850. Later he gained fame for anumber of
individual shorter poems, as well as for the
Arthurian cycle, The Idyls of the King
[1859). Profiting from the innovations of
the romantic poets, Tennyson enjoyed a
superb ear, and was able to combine color
and richness of imagery with ethical state-
ment. By no means the apologist for Victo-
rian beliefs that he is sometimes taken to
be, Tennyson found the way to capture
some of the chief moral dilemmas of his
age in verse of matchless eloquence.
From the first, In Memoriam
puzzled and disconcerted many of
Tennyson'’s admirers. It is difficult toavoid
the challenge of a prolonged expostulation
to a dead friend that speaks of A spectral
doubt which makes me cold,/ that I shall
be thy mate no more.” For Tennyson,
Hallam had once been “the centre of a
world’s desire,” its “central warmth dif-
fusing bliss.” The years had only brought
more depth of feeling: “My love involves
the love before;/ my love is vaster passion
now;/ tho’ mixed with God and Nature
thou,/Iseemto love thee more and more.”
In a contemporary review of In
Memoriam, Charles Kingsley found the
poetic sequence a descendant of “the old
tales of David and Jonathan, Damon and
Pythias, Socrates and Alcibiades,
Shakespeare and his nameless friend, of
‘love passing the love of woman.”” Ben-
jamin Jowett, wondering whether it was
manly or natural to linger in such a mood,
excused the poems by speaking vaguely of
their “Hellenism.” For a century and a
quarter after the publication critics twisted
and turned to avoid directly addressing the
disturbing implications of this pivotal
work. To be sure, Tennyson complicated

TESLA, NIKOLA ¢

matters by conflating the love of his dead
comrade with the love of Christ. Probably
in his own mind the poet laureate was
never sure what the meaning of the whole
searing experience was. It is significant
that he was able to marry his cousin Emily
Sellwood, as he had long planned, only
after the final publication of In Memo-
riam.

BIBLIOGRAPHY. Christopher
Craft,”’Descend and Touch and Enter’:
Tennyson’s Strange Manner of Address,”
Genders, 1 (1988), 83-101; Alan Sinfield,
Alfred Tennyson, Oxford: Basil Black-
well, 1986.
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TesLA, NixkoLa

(1856-1943)

Serbian-American scientist and
inventor. Born the son of an Orthodox
priest in the village of Smiljan in the prov-
ince of Lik, he received his higher educa-
tion at the Technische Hochschule in
Graz and at the Charles University in
Prague. In 1882 he worked for the tele-
phone company in Budapest and invented
the amplifier, and in February of that year
discovered the phenomenon of the reverse
magnetic pole. Between 1882 and 1884 he
worked in Paris and Strasbourg, rebuilding
the Edison dynamos. Then he came to
America and worked with Edison himself
for a time. In 1886 he invented the arc
lamp for lighting city streets, and in April
1887 he founded the Tesla Electric Com-
pany. He also built the first high-effi-
ciency multiphasic current machines and
motors. In November and December 1887
he applied for patents for the Tesla induc-
tion coil and other inventions. In 1888-89
he worked for Westinghousein Pittsburgh,
applied for a patent for the transmission
of alternating current, and built the first
high-frequency generators, and in 1890 he
discovered high-frequency currents. In
1892 he patented a transformer to increase
oscillating currents to high potentials,
and began his work on wireless telegraphy.
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Between then and 1899 he pioneered in
the development of radio communication
and in the transmission of electricity with-
out wires, which he realized at a distance
of more than 1000 kilometers. This
marked the end of his creative period,
though he continued to be an active inven-
tor for more than twenty years afterward.
He became an American citizen and lived
in New York until his death in 1943.

Tesla never married; no woman,
with the exception of his mother and his
sisters, ever shared the smallest fraction
of his life. He believed that he had inher-
ited his abilities as an inventor from his
mother. As a young man he was not unat-
tractive, though too tall and slender to be
an ideal masculine type; he was handsome
of face and wore clothes well. He idealized
women, yet planned his own life in a
coldly objective manner that excluded
women entirely. Only the highest type of
woman could win his friendship; the
remainder of the sex had no attraction for
him whatever. In 1924 he gave an inter-
view published in Collier’s magazine in
which he asserted: “The struggle of the
human female toward sex equality will
end up in a new sex order, with th fe-
males superior. . . . The female mind has
demonstrated a capacity for all the mental
acquirements and achievements of men,
and as generations ensue that capacity will
be expanded; the average woman will be
as well educated as the average man, and
then better educated. . . . Women will
ignore precedent and startle civilization
with their progress.”

Tesla tried to convince the world
that he had succeeded in eliminating love
and romance from his life, but he merely
drew a veil over the secret chapter of his
life which an intolerant world had noright
to know. The mystery of his devotion to
science is one of those episodes in the
annals of invention and discovery that are
illuminated by insight into the androgy-
nous character of genius.

BIBLIOGRAPHY. Margaret Cheney,
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Genius: The Life of Nikola Tesla, New
York: Ives Washburn, 1944,
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THAILAND

Previously known as Siam, in
1939 the country was officially renamed
Prathet Thai, or Thailand—literally, “the
land of the free.” The change of name
closely followed a change in the country’s
form of government, from the previous
absolute monarchy to the modern consti-
tutional monarchy with a representative
legislature. With some fifty-two million
citizens, Thailand occupies a key position
in the rapidly developing Asian economic
sphere, and aspires to join Taiwan and
Korea as a world-wide economic force.

An ethnically and linguistically
diverse nation, Thailand began to assume
its present shape only within the last
thousand years, and many key elements of
Thai culture reached their present form in
the relatively recent past. The formation
of the nation began with the arrival in
Thailand of members of a linguistic and
cultural group designated by the term
“Taj.” (Some important members of this
group are the Siamese, the Lao, and the
Shans of northeastern Burma; altogether
the “Tai” comprise about 70 million per-
sons in southeast Asia.) The modern Thai
may be a descendant of the incoming Tai,
but he may also come from the indigenous
Mon and Khmer groups whom the Tai
joined, or from much later Chinese and
Indian immigrants to Thailand. The
modern Thai is not so much a member of
a race as a person claiming fealty to the
state of Thailand; secondarily, a Thai is
identified by his language (“a speaker of
Thai”).

During the eighteenth and nine-
teenth centuries, Thailand managed to
avoid colonization by any European
power: the primary foreign influence was
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British, and later influence came from the
United States, but the Thai always re-
tained their independence. King Rama VI
{reigned 1910-25}, a poet and translator of
Shakespeare, was reputed to be homosex-
ual. During the 1930s the Thai govern-
ment hired the libertarian French sexolo-
gist René Guyon as an advisor, and he may
have had a hand in the Thai retention of
their sexual freedom.

Thailandremains well overninety
percent Buddhist. Thai Buddha figures are
frequently effeminate, especially the so-
called “Walking Buddha.”

Thai insistence on personal free-
dom carries with it a logically necessary
corollary: a strong tolerance of eccentrici-
ties in other people. One result is that
Thailand is one of the few countries on
earth where homosexuality is not con-
demned or treated in any special way.
During the 1970s, for example, the Mi-
nister of Defense won the national
Thai contest for best female dresser. The
combination was not perceived as dread-
ful, but as sanuk, a key Thai concept
which roughly translates as “fun” or
“pleasure.” The toleration of homosexu-
ality is not a modern development.
Somerset Maugham remarked long ago
that “the Siamese were the only people on
earth with an intelligent attitude about
such matters.” Two recent Thai prime
ministers have been reported to be gay.

One result of viewing sexual
pleasure as a domain with little moral
content is that prostitution is not a highly
stigmatized activity.In fact, Bangkokisre-
nowned for its thriving “sex industry,”
which horrifies many Westerners {who
are, of course, simultaneously tempted
by all the perceived depravity).

The male prostitute is not highly
stigmatized; it is perfectly possible to make
a transition from a year as a Buddhist
monk to a year of working as an “off-boy”
in Bangkok, without abandoning any of
the religion one has absorbed and without
losing self-esteem. [The “off-boy” is a
young man employed at a gay bar who
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may be taken home by clients; the term is
British.) The suburbs of Bangkok also have
“off-boy” establishments which cater
almost entirely to Thai customers, and
which are more polite as a result. The
misbehavior of foreign tourists has caused
some of these Thai institutions to bar
foreigners, beginning in 1988. Thai cul-
ture is inherently nonconfrontational,
and the Thai would never think of trying
tocorrect aforeigner'srude, loud, or stingy
behavior. The only way out is a generic
ban on the offending parties. As one owner
explained: “The foreigners were scaring
the boys.” Bangkok also has discos, sau-
nas, and clubs where gay men can meet on
a noncommercial or free-lance basis.

While Thai society is generally
lacking in homophobia, and also has little
antipathy to age-graded relationships, an
age of consent for males was first estab-
lished (with little publicity) in 1987, at 15.

Thai society lacks Western con-
cepts of homosexuality as a distinct iden-
tity, though this situation may be chang-
ing. Traditionally, the Thai conceptuali-
zation of male homosexuality is similar to
the Mediterranean model: the penetrator
is considered a “complete male,” and any
normal male may find himself in this
role; his opposite is the “katoey,” a term
which embraces transvestism, transsexu-
ality, hermaphroditism, and effeminacy.
The katoey is expected to remain sexually
passive and submissive, and to have no
interest in women. While not discrimi-
nated against as homosexuals, the katoey
suffer from the limited position of women
in the male-dominated Thai culture.
Not all males who take passive roles are
katoey, however, and reciprocity in sex is
not unknown.

To these traditional concepts is
now being added a more flexible concept,
imported from the West, of a “gay” (the
term itself is borrowed into the Thai lan-
guage, which has no counterpart).

Thai homosexuality is seldom
discussed in public, although changes in
this area are noticeable in the emergence




