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16 December 1999

Dear Andrew Sullivan,

I have recently read 'Love Undectable' which I found to be beautifully well phrased, even if I am not quite so favourable to some of the views expressed. The outlook was slightly 'gay nationalist' which may seem so more because of my age and place of residence. The chapter on friendship however certainly struck a resonant chord.

The reason I am particularly writing is to share with you some observations which back up many of your views and perceptions. You came to them, in your exposition anyway, through psychological and medical writings. In my case however they are derived largely from observation of many many gay people over a thirty-five year period. For a decade or more I worked for our local advice and information service (Cara-Friend) seeing, and listening to, or reading letters from many hundreds of individuals. Obviously I have met droves of gays and lesbians in the ordinary course of living and socialising in Belfast. We are a small community especially because we export the majority of our young people to metropolitan centres on the mainland and a few beyond, and some now to Dublin. My observations are I believe more significant than those of someone, in London, who sees gays after they have joined a big community where they have or can adopt the attitudes and manners of that group. I would tend to see them in their natural or embryo state prior to migration.

The origins of homosexuality fascinate me and if truth be told pretty well every gay bloke also as you recognise. It is almost the first topic of intimate conversation. Like you, I reckon the primary thing to remember about gay men in relation to sex is that they are men - a naturally promiscuous gender. I always say to the local RUC Community Relations cops when trying to explain the fact of cruising and cottaging (after trying to suggest it is an ethnic characteristic) that if women had the same sexual mode as men, everybody would be out cruising for sex. But they don't and aren't, which is why we get criticised for doing what straight men can only dream about. Anyway that aside it has been my privilege to crack the gay origin question to my own satisfaction even if to few others. And like Alfred Kinsey I have relied on direct observation although without utilising duff statistics.

The conclusion reached is that homosexuality is an existing condition in most men. It is the first layer of sexuality. And here I am talking very much same-sex interest. I have often remarked how if men are happy to pull themselves off, as most do frequently for years, then they are already familiar with and interested in, to a certain degree, male genitalia and male bodies. It is therefore no great distance to an interest in others males' parts, as used to be the case with adolescent boys. But that undifferentiated interest is normally brief as once that mystery is all worked out, heterosexual options begin to predominate. To a degree this undifferentiated sexuality returns in late years and is most noticeable amongst the very old who have lost or are losing their minds. I do not think Mayor Koch necessarily fits that bill but I am aware of some elderly gents in cottages (and courts unfortunately) who appear to have no homosexual past.

Once one accepts this concept of a first gay sexual skin then the evidence I have adduced is more comprehensible. My notion thus tends to environmental factors, or even at times inherited environmental factors, being predominant in the formation of sexual orientation. From contrary observation I do allow for a certain possibility of genetic sourcing with one particularly controversial aspect. That is the Long Jaw (LJ) or prognathous category to which I will return.

I suppose the key to my theory in the beginning came from watching deaf and dumb gay people. In my early days Belfast's only gay bar, the Royal Avenue, was shared with the deaf community. They inhabited the front of the long room. So instead of entering a noisy pub one first passed through a nearly silent section where there was a breeze from hands racing through the air. Numbers of the deaf guys were also gay (or in one case that I knew personally the hearing son of deaf parents). Over the years I noted and was told of this phenomenon elsewhere - that an unusually high proportion of deaf people were gay, and that bars were shared. Trying to work this out, it struck me they must be gay because they were not being taught heterosexuality - or more accurately - they were not hearing the full charge of the indoctrination that parents, family, neighbourhood and society normally provide from day one. It was probably due to a mixture of literally not hearing the instructions, and of families not emphasising heterosexuality to the same degree because of a sense that it was unfair to raise, or heighten, expectations of marriage and babies with youngsters who it was felt may not or should not be pointlessly encouraged. Thus, with poor heterosexual training this category often stayed put with their primary homosexuality.

I then began to see how many other sub-groups in gay society fitted this pattern but with often more complicated reasoning having to be deduced. It is undoubtedly a fact that disabled people are much more likely to be gay than able-bodied. My own boyfriend is a case in point - he having had cerebral palsy which left him with a limp - one leg is shorter than the other - and an angelic face. The deaf rule again applies; although these youngsters could listen they were not told as much or as often of a glorious (heterosexual) future. And therefore their primary sexual skin came to predominate.

Further categories include racial or ethnic minorities that are in decline. An example I know well is that of Southern Irish Protestants - I was at Trinity College Dublin. Southern Anglicans in particular are unquestionably more homosexual than their Catholic counterparts, or used to be. For years Church of Ireland parents there were worried about their children's poor marriage prospects and indeed almost dampened enthusiasm in that department for fear of the inevitable consequence - marriage to a Catholic, and therefore if not conversion the certainty of Catholic grandchildren. The consequence of course was the Protestant community diminishing further. I also know of a serious number of gay Jews in Belfast from a tiny and rapidly diminishing Jewish community. This may be the case in England, and indeed America also, but I have only slight knowledge of this.

Another similar group observed as being less of the marrying kind although more from obituary notices than personal experience are the rich and the aristocratic. Marriage was once a critical aspect to such dynasties but there definitely comes a point in the third or fourth generation where that enthusiasm fades or wanes. This may be similar to what afflicts southern Protestants, and perhaps stems from the fact that there are fewer and fewer trustworthy partners out there who are not gold-diggers. Perhaps the family has become so cerebral or beyond conventional rules that plain and simple heterosexuality attributes are insufficiently taught.

The old concept of the absent or weak father and the dominant or over-protective mother, not to mention over-devotion to the mother, often seems to have some bearing as you recall when listening to so many different gay histories. But it is I think misleading in many cases being more likely that heterosexuality is again being underplayed by one or other parent due to desynchronisation from the norm in their societal surroundings or it is just going unheard.

One other group which is significantly gay, out of all proportion to their overall numbers in my experience is that composed of adopted children. This again suggests a non-genetic causation although also confirming that sexual preference is probably set at an extremely early age - in the pram - and might be caused by a gap in training or a failure to know how to listen to a second set of parent teachers. I have also met many gay siblings (and twins) but am never absolutely sure of the meaning of these cohorts. Obviously it could be the inherited gay gene theory which I always reckoned was tosh, or just remarkably similar parental conditioning. A small point not well founded, by definition, but possibly significant is that such non-twin gay pairs seem to be fairly close in age terms.

Another idea comes from noticing, a relatively easy thing in Belfast - not a city with many immigrants - that an inordinate number of gay children appear to come out of (a) service families (b) families where one or other parent is an outsider (c) families from England, abroad or foreign parts - although not from the few classic immigrant families found in Great Britain. These facts have told me that where the children are more isolated from neighbourhood and community by virtue of moving frequently, or are alienated or isolated by language difficulties, ethnic habits or host community hostility there is some mechanism again where they do not pick up a sufficiency of heterosexual signals. 
A small group of people I suspect become gay because they are innately rebellious - 'thrawn' in local parlance. They just won't take any notice of what they are told.

Belfast is actually a pleasant place to live if you are gay. We now have a gay Secretary of State in Peter Mandelson whose orientation has only led to one, loyalist, outbreak of homophobia This presents us with a bit of a quandary. Do we in the gay organisations like NIGRA go along with the conspiracy of silence on his status? If so, this means that we cannot invite him to address NIGRA's 25th anniversary dinner next year because if we do and he refuses that becomes a news story and if he accepts that too becomes for him a difficult news story, drawing attention to that which he avoids mentioning. What is the protocol for this? For we may be joining a conspiracy of silence. Mo Mowlam received a NIGRA delegation last year promised us an equal age of consent and kept her promise even though her officials have not always followed through on other 'inclusion' aspects from the Belfast Agreement for fear of frightening unionists (whose MPs have always been significantly gay). Now there's a subject for a thesis.

A number of us here became convinced that a large number of gay men (and lesbians) had long jaws or more accurately a sort of Habsburg-style pushed in face. All LJs are gay but all gays are not LJs. The source might be physiological in that that this facial formation makes the subject develop a nasal almost camp voice pattern. Thus their families take them as gay and respond and train them accordingly. Not easy to convince sceptics of this one however.

A small aspect of the environment/heredity dispute to which I can add (in a non-Mendelian example) is the possibility of inherited environmental tendencies - a tendency in some families to have gay children. I have a gay cousin and my mother reckons one of her cousins and her grandfather was gay. Three generations of susceptibility, possibly a tradition of underemphasising heterosexuality for whatever reasons. 
It is important to put these observations of mine in context and provide you with a little biographical information on myself should you wonder just what sort of person could make some of these remarks. I was the individual who won the Northern Ireland case at the European Court of Human Rights at Strasbourg in 1981 which led to the total prohibition on gay sex here being overturned and the law reformed in 1982. Radio Four dramatised the start of that case in 1976, in a play broadcast on 8 December, and very well written it was too, hinging as it did on the intense personal loves and friendships our small group experienced at that time. 
I am currently finishing a book on Roger Casement and the diaries and have turned up a fair amount of new evidence that should (but won't) put paid to the new forgery school. If he interests you I can provide you with some extracts, as part of the book is intended to be a republication of the four Black Diaries and the first ever publication of the 1911 diary which is especially sexual. I am also a Unionist and up to 1998 did a three year stint working for Robert McCartney MP until the referendum result and an increasing inability to cope with his rages. In general I am moving rightwards politically. Why are so many politicians (especially Tories), church organists, genealogists and archaeologists gay? Is it to do with a sense of tradition? If so why? Because we do not breed forward (much) we try instead to resurrect or maintain the past? Or because we are tidy?

I read a recent interview with you in Positive magazine which was both interesting and informative, and well written and quite evocative about your life and state of health.
Wishing you all the best for the future. 
2nd version
Dear Andrew Sullivan,

I have recently read your book Love Undectable which I found to be beautifully well phrased, even if I am not quite so favourable to some of the views expressed. The outlook was slightly 'gay nationalist' which may seem so to me more because of my age and place of residence. The chapter on friendship however certainly struck a resonant chord.

The particular reason I am writing is to share with you some observations which back up many of your views and perceptions. You came to them, in your exposition anyway through psychological and medical writings. In my case however they are derived largely from observation of many many gay people over a thirty-five year period. For a decade or more I worked for our local advice and information service (Cara-Friend) seeing and listening to, or reading letters from many hundreds of individuals. Obviously I have met droves of gays and lesbians in the ordinary course of living and socialising in Belfast. We are a small community especially because we export the majority of our young people to metropolitan centres on the mainland and a few beyond, and some now to Dublin. My observations are I believe more significant than those of someone, in London, who sees gays after they have joined a big community where they have, or can adopt the attitudes and manners of that group. I would tend to see them in their natural or embryo state prior to migration.

The origins of homosexuality fascinate me and if truth be told pretty well every gay bloke also, as you recognise. It is almost the first topic of intimate conversation. Like you, I reckon the primary thing to remember about gay men in relation to sex is that they are men - a naturally promiscuous gender. I always say to the local RUC Community Relations cops when trying to explain the fact of cruising and cottaging (after trying to suggest it is an ethnic characteristic) that if women had the same sexual mode as men, everybody would be out cruising for sex. But they don't and aren't, which is why we get criticised for doing what straight men can only dream about. Anyway that aside it has been my privilege to crack the gay origin question to my own satisfaction even if to few others. And like Dr Alfred Kinsey I have relied on direct observation although without utilising duff statistics.

The conclusion reached is that homosexuality is an existing condition in most men. It is the first layer of sexuality. And here I am talking very much in terms of same-sex interest. I have often remarked how if men are happy to pull themselves off, as most do frequently for years, then they are already familiar with and interested in, to a certain degree, male genitalia and male bodies. It is therefore no great distance to an interest in others males' parts, as used to be the case with adolescent boys in the days before saturation. But that undifferentiated interest was normally brief as once that mystery is all worked out, heterosexual options begin to predominate. To a degree this undifferentiated sexuality returns in late years and is most noticeable amongst the very old who have lost or are losing their minds. I do not think Mayor Koch necessarily fits that bill but I am aware of some elderly gents in cottages (and courts unfortunately) who appear to have no homosexual past.

Once one accepts this concept of a first gay sexual skin then the evidence I have adduced is more comprehensible. My notion thus tends to environmental factors, or even at times inherited environmental factors being predominant in the formation of sexual orientation. From contrary observation I do allow for a certain possibility of genetic sourcing with one particularly controversial aspect, that is the Long Jaw (LJ) or prognathous category to which I will return.

I suppose the key to my theory in the beginning came from watching deaf and dumb gay people. In my early days Belfast's only gay bar, the Royal Avenue, was shared with the deaf community. They inhabited the front of the long room. So instead of entering a noisy pub one first passed through a nearly silent section where there was a breeze from hands racing through the air. Numbers of the deaf guys were also gay (or in one case that I knew personally the hearing son of deaf parents). Over the years I noted and was told of this phenomenon elsewhere - that an unusually high proportion of deaf people were gay, and that bars were shared. 

Trying to work this out, it struck me they must be gay because they were not being taught heterosexuality - or more accurately - they were not hearing the full charge of the indoctrination that parents, family, neighbourhood and society normally provide from day one. It was probably due to a mixture of literally not hearing the instructions, and of families not emphasising heterosexuality to the same degree because of a sense that it was unfair to raise, or heighten, expectations of marriage and babies with youngsters who it was felt may not or should not be pointlessly encouraged. Thus, with poor heterosexual training this category often stayed put with their primary homosexuality.

I then began to see how many other sub-groups in gay society fitted this pattern but with often more complicated reasoning having to be deduced. It is undoubtedly a fact that disabled people are much more likely to be gay than able-bodied. My own boyfriend is a case in point - he having had cerebral palsy which left him with a limp, one leg is shorter than the other and an angelic face. The deaf rule again applies; although these youngsters could listen they were not told as much or as often of a glorious (heterosexual) future. And therefore their primary sexual skin came to predominate.

Further categories include racial or ethnic minorities that are in decline. An example I know well is that of Southern Irish Protestants - I was at Trinity College Dublin. Southern Anglicans in particular are unquestionably more homosexual than their Catholic counterparts, or used to be. For years Church of Ireland parents there were worried about their children's poor marriage prospects and indeed almost dampened enthusiasm in that department for fear of the inevitable consequence - marriage to a Catholic and therefore, if not conversion the certainty of Catholic grandchildren. The consequence of course was the Protestant community diminishing further. I also know of a serious number of gay Jews in Belfast from a tiny and rapidly diminishing Jewish community. This may be the case in England, and indeed America also, but I have only slight knowledge of this.

Another similar group observed as being less of the marrying kind although more from obituary notices than personal experience is the rich and the aristocratic. Marriage was once a critical aspect to such dynasties but there definitely comes a point in the third or fourth generation where that enthusiasm fades or wanes. This may be similar to what afflicts southern Protestants, and perhaps stems from the fact that there are fewer and fewer trustworthy partners out there who are not gold-diggers. Perhaps the family has become so cerebral or beyond conventional rules that plain and simple heterosexuality attributes are insufficiently taught.

The old concept of the absent or weak father and the dominant or over-protective mother, not to mention over-devotion to the mother often seems to have some bearing as you recall when listening to so many different gay histories. But it is I think misleading in many cases being more likely that heterosexuality is again being underplayed by one or other parent due to desynchronisation from the norm in their societal surroundings.

One other group which is significantly gay, out of all proportion to their overall numbers is that composed of adopted children. This again suggests a non-genetic causation although also confirming that sexual preference is probably set at an extremely early age - in the pram and might be caused by a gap in training or a failure to know how to listen to a second set of parent teachers. I have also met many gay siblings (and twins) but am never absolutely sure of the meaning of these cohorts. Obviously it could be the inherited gay gene theory which I always reckoned was tosh, or just remarkably similar parental conditioning. A small point but possibly significant is that such non-twin gay sibling sets seem to be fairly close in age terms.

Another idea comes from noticing, a relatively easy thing in Belfast which is not a city with many immigrants, that an inordinate number of gay children appear to come out of (a) service families (b) families where one or other parent is an outsider (c) families from England, abroad or foreign parts - although not from the few 'new Commonwealth' immigrant families found in Great Britain. These facts have told me that where children are more isolated from neighbourhood and community by virtue of moving frequently, or are alienated or isolated by language difficulties, ethnic habits or host community hostility there is some mechanism again where they do not pick up a sufficiency of heterosexual signals. 

A small group of people I suspect become gay because they are innately rebellious - 'thrawn' in local parlance. They just won't take any notice of what they are told.

Belfast is actually a pleasant place to live if you are gay. We now have a gay Secretary of State in Peter Mandelson whose orientation has only led to one, loyalist, outbreak of homophobia This presents us with a bit of a quandary. Do we in the gay organisations like NIGRA go along with the conspiracy of silence on his status? If so, this means that we cannot invite him to address NIGRA's 25th anniversary dinner next year because if we do and he refuses that becomes a news story and if he accepts that too becomes for him a difficult news story, drawing attention to that which he avoids mentioning. What is the protocol for this? For we may be joining a conspiracy of silence. Mo Mowlam received a NIGRA delegation last year promised us an equal age of consent and kept her promise even though her officials have not always followed through on other 'inclusion' aspects from the Belfast Agreement for fear of frightening unionists (whose MPs have always been significantly gay). Now there's a subject for a thesis.

A number of us here became convinced that a large number of gay men (and lesbians) had long jaws or more accurately a sort of Habsburg- style pushed in face. All LJs are gay but all gays are not LJs. The source might be physiological in that that this facial formation makes the subject develop a nasal almost camp voice pattern. Thus their families take them as gay and respond and train them accordingly; Not easy to convince sceptics of this one however although Mandelson is an example!

A small aspect of the environment/heredity dispute to which I can add (in a non-Mendelian example) is the possibility of inherited environmental tendencies - a tendency in some families to have gay children. I have a gay cousin and my mother reckons one of her cousins and her grandfather was gay. Her cousin was disowned by his Warwickshire father for being a conscientious objector in the war, and was killed working with a French ambulance crew. He was then posthumously awarded the Légion d'Honeur for bravery! Her grandfather from Newcastle on Tyne had some sort of male 'secretary' and was an art collector. Three generations of susceptibility suggests perhaps a tradition of underemphasising heterosexuality - for whatever reasons. 

It is important to put these observations of mine in context and provide you with a little biographical information on myself should you wonder just what sort of person could make some of these remarks. I was the individual who won the Northern Ireland case at the European Court of Human Rights at Strasbourg in 1981 which led to the total prohibition on gay sex here being overturned and the law reformed in 1982. Radio Four dramatised the 1976 start of that case in a play broadcast on 8 December, and very well written it was too, hinging as it did on the intense personal loves and friendships our small group experienced at that time. 

I am currently finishing a book on Roger Casement and the diaries and have turned up a fair amount of new evidence that should (but won't) put paid to the new forgery school. If he interests you I can provide you with some extracts, as part of the book is intended to be a republication of the four Black Diaries and the first ever publication of the 1911 diary which is especially sexual. I am also a Unionist and up to 1998 did a three year stint working for Robert McCartney MP until the referendum result and an increasing inability to cope with his rages. In general I am moving rightwards politically. I then observe another phenomenon and ask myself: Why are so many politicians (especially Tories), church organists, genealogists and archaeologists gay? Is it to do with a sense of tradition? If so is it perhaps because we do not breed forward (much) and try instead to resurrect or maintain the past? Or because we are tidy?

I read a recent interview with you in Positive magazine which was both interesting and informative, and well written and quite evocative about your life and state of health. 

Wishing you all the best for the future. 

Jeffrey Dudgeon
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