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O N E 

Virgin Ground 

On electio n nigh t 1992 , a s Bil l Clinto n savore d hi s victory , a 
minority o f American s lon g chastise d and , unti l recen t times , usuall y invisibl e 
savored a  great victor y a s well . Fo r th e firs t tim e i n thei r history , th e America n 
people ha d electe d a s thei r presiden t a  ma n wh o ha d openl y an d strongl y 
campaigned fo r th e suppor t o f homosexuals an d bisexuals . 

The ne w president' s longtim e frien d Davi d Mixner , a  gay Californi a business -
man wh o ha d helpe d rais e a n estimate d $ 2 millio n fro m th e lesbian , gay , an d 
bisexual communit y fo r Clinto n (Gallaghe r 1992) , proudl y i f erroneousl y 
claimed tha t on e of every six Clinton voter s was a lesbian o r gay man—an d thu s 
provided th e Democrats ' five  percentage poin t margi n o f victory. 1 Leavin g asid e 
the statistica l stretch , Rober t Bray , a  spokesma n fo r th e Nationa l Ga y an d 
Lesbian Tas k Force , called th e electio n " a rite o f passage fro m th e margin s t o th e 
mainstream, fro m socia l pariah t o political partner " (McAlliste r 1992) . 

In th e quarte r centur y sinc e th e Stonewal l riot s o f June 196 9 i n Ne w Yor k 
City's Greenwic h Village , whic h launche d th e nationa l ga y right s movemen t i n 
earnest, th e estimate d 5  t o 1 0 percen t o f th e U.S . populatio n tha t i s gay 2 o r 
lesbian, an d th e additional , uncertai n percentag e tha t ca n b e calle d bisexua l 
(Kinsey e t al . 1948 ; Institute fo r Se x Research 1953 ; Fay e t al . 1989 ; Janus an d 
Janus 1993 ; Laumann e t al . 1994) 3 has emerged fro m almos t absolut e invisibilit y 
to assume a significant plac e in the public consciousness , and t o have its demand s 
for lega l an d socia l equalit y considere d seriously . Th e rol e o f lesbian , gay , an d 
bisexual voters also is becoming significant , especiall y i n majo r coasta l cities , and 
urban politician s increasingl y ar e making direc t appeal s fo r thes e votes . Now, s o 
has the president o f the Unite d States . 
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2 Virgin Ground 

The page s tha t follo w repor t th e result s o f th e first  detaile d examinatio n o f 
self-identified lesbians , gay men , and bisexual s a s a factor i n th e electora l politic s 
of th e Unite d States . Thi s stud y assesse s difference s i n demographics , attitudes , 
and votin g behavio r betwee n self-identifie d bisexual s an d homosexual s an d th e 
rest o f the votin g population , a s wel l a s those betwee n ga y an d bisexua l wome n 
and men , and th e factor s explainin g thos e differences . 

The greates t par t o f th e har d numbe r analysi s i s mad e possibl e b y unprece -
dented dat a fro m 199 0 an d 199 2 nationa l an d stat e genera l electio n exi t polls . 
In thes e tw o elections , fo r th e first  tim e ever , lesbia n an d ga y genera l electio n 
voters acros s th e lan d (joine d b y bisexua l voter s i n 1992 ) coul d identif y them -
selves by thei r sexua l orientatio n i n nationa l politica l surveys . 

This stud y wil l sho w tha t self-identifie d lesbians , bisexuals , an d ga y me n i n 
America (fro m her e o n ofte n abbreviate d "LGB " or "LGBs") 5 constitut e a  disin -
herited socia l minorit y tha t ha s begu n t o acquir e som e electora l power ; tha t 
they thin k an d ac t differentl y politicall y fro m th e majority ; tha t sexua l self -
identification b y itsel f ha s a  measurable , independen t effec t o n certai n politica l 
attitudes and , often , o n ho w peopl e vote ; an d tha t self-identificatio n a s gay , 
lesbian, or bisexual correlate s directly wit h youth , and tha t therefor e th e percent -
age of self-identifiers i s likely t o grow a s time goes on . 

The Importance of  the LGB Vote 

At first  i t ma y see m that , despit e th e controvers y "ga y rights " issue s engender , 
this grou p o f voter s woul d b e to o smal l t o car e about . Befor e an d afte r thi s 
study, random-sampl e survey s askin g respondents ' sexua l orientatio n foun d 
that onl y a  smal l shar e o f Americans , fro m 1  t o 4  percent , woul d identif y 
themselves a s lesbian , gay , o r bisexua l (Harr y 1990 ; Mille r an d Bukol t 1990 ; 
Edelman 1991 ; Edelma n 1993 ; Janu s an d Janu s 1993 ; Rensberge r 1993 ; 
Laumann e t al . 1994) . 

Yet eve n so , i n th e 199 2 presidentia l election , self-identifie d LG B voter s 
were a s numerou s a s Latino voters , an d outnumbere d Asia n voter s tw o t o one . 
Further, a  disproportionate shar e of LGB self-identifiers , i n various prior studie s 
(Bell an d Weinber g 1978 ; Jay an d Youn g 1979 ; Harr y 1986 ) an d i n th e exi t 
polls w e shal l examin e here , wer e unde r th e ag e o f forty-five ; an d i t i s likely , 
therefore, tha t a s th e generation s chang e th e shar e o f "out-of-the-closet " LG B 
voters wil l grow substantiall y i n th e nex t quarte r century . 

Beyond th e questio n o f ra w numbers , withi n th e pas t fe w year s i t ha s 
become increasingl y clea r that , whil e politica l scienc e ha s pai d littl e hee d t o 
LGBs a s a  political force , th e politician s an d th e popula r medi a hav e pu t grea t 
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stock i n a  "gay vote" and, i n lik e manner , a n "antiga y vote " comprising mainl y 
older voter s an d religiou s fundamentalists . Give n al l thi s attention , ther e 
should b e a  natural interes t i n learnin g abou t LG B voters—wh o the y are , how 
many the y are , where the y stand , an d ho w the y vote . 

In addition , LG B peopl e increasingl y ar e classe d b y politicians , th e new s 
media, and som e courts o f law as a discrete an d insula r minorit y (Arriol a 1988) , 
and th e gay right s movemen t consciousl y ha s followed th e model s o f the earlie r 
movements fo r blac k civi l right s an d women' s right s (Marott a 1981 ; Schille r 
and Rosenber g 1985 ; Adam 1987) . Give n especiall y th e contex t o f LGBs a s an 
"invisible" minority , mos t member s o f whic h canno t b e identifie d b y other s 
unless they so identify themselves , i t i s particularly interestin g t o learn whethe r 
the model s previousl y develope d t o measur e politica l activatio n an d cohesio n 
among feminists , organize d labor , an d racia l minoritie s hol d u p whe n applie d 
to what increasin g ar e called "sexua l minorities. " 

Much outstandin g wor k ha s appeare d o n th e ga y right s movemen t tha t ha s 
arisen i n Americ a sinc e Worl d Wa r I I (e.g. , Marott a 1981 ; D'Emili o 1983 ; 
Adam 1987 ; Timmons 1990 ; Marcus 1992) , and th e popula r new s medi a fro m 
time t o tim e hav e given attentio n t o LGB politic s i n certai n cities , particularl y 
New York , San Francisco , and th e LG B enclave o f West Hollywood , California . 
However, unti l 1993 , n o stud y o f thi s grou p o f voter s ha d appeare d i n th e 
published scholarl y literature . Th e obviou s question s tha t aris e are , Wh y not ? 
and Wh y ar e thes e peopl e importan t anyway ? Th e firs t questio n i s answere d 
better onc e we look a t th e second . 

The year s 199 2 an d 199 3 prove d t o b e banne r year s fo r attention , b e i t 
positive o r negative , t o LGB voters and thei r politica l aspirations . 

Challenged fro m th e righ t b y commentato r Pa t Buchanan , an d pressure d b y 
religious fundamentalists , Presiden t Georg e Bus h an d th e Republica n Part y 
took ne w an d extraordinar y step s t o distanc e themselve s fro m LG B peopl e 
(Schmalz 1992a , 1992b) . Representative s o f LG B Republica n organization s 
were forbidde n t o addres s th e GO P platfor m committe e (Schwart z 1992) . A n 
openly ga y Bus h campaig n employe e was  demote d an d late r fired,  h e alleged , 
because o f pressur e o n hi s superior s fro m th e Religiou s Righ t (Brow n 1992) , 
and Mora l Majorit y founde r Jerr y Falwel l responde d b y sayin g flatly,  "Ther e i s 
no roo m fo r homosexual s i n th e Republica n Party " (ABC  News  Nightline,  2 2 
July 1992) . Th e Republica n platfor m oppose d al l federal , state , o r loca l ga y 
rights legislatio n an d supporte d th e ba n o n homosexual s i n th e arme d forces . 
President Bush , i n publishe d interviews , reiterate d hi s suppor t fo r th e militar y 
ban and condemne d parenthoo d b y same-sex couple s a s "abnormal," whil e Vic e 
President Da n Quayl e averre d tha t homosexualit y was  " a choice , an d a  ba d 
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choice" (De Wit t 1992) . The GOP convention , i n th e mids t o f a long economi c 
recession, focuse d o n "famil y values, " whic h i n th e eye s o f numerous commen -
tators wa s a  code phras e fo r attackin g ga y right s an d singl e parents . Buchana n 
and evangelist-politicia n Pa t Robertso n use d th e conventio n podiu m t o launc h 
attacks o n gay s an d lesbian s i n prim e tim e (Schmal z 1992a) . Th e Republican s 
backpedaled o n al l thi s onl y whe n postconventio n survey s reveale d tha t a 
significant percentag e o f middle-clas s heterosexua l voter s wer e turne d of f b y 
the appearanc e o f "gay-bashing" i n thei r campaig n (Turqu e e t al . 1992 ; Rosen -
thal 1992) . In th e meantime , th e Log Cabin Federation , a  national organizatio n 
of LGB Republicans , responde d t o al l thi s b y publicly refusin g t o endorse Bus h 
for reelectio n (Cline s 1992) . 

At th e sam e time , th e Democrat s wer e makin g a n unusuall y stron g appea l 
to bisexuals , lesbians , an d ga y men . Al l five  presidentia l primar y candidate s 
vied fo r LG B voters , wit h th e stronges t appea l fro m forme r Massachusett s 
senator Pau l Tsongas , original Senat e sponsor o f the first  federa l ga y civi l right s 
bill i n 1979 - Eve n th e consciousl y moderat e nominee , Bil l Clinton—governo r 
of a  conservative Souther n stat e i n whic h homosexua l act s betwee n consentin g 
adults i n privat e stil l ar e crimina l offenses—promise d t o repea l th e militar y 
ban, outla w antiga y discriminatio n i n th e federa l workforce , appoin t a  cabinet -
level "czar " t o coordinat e actio n o n AID S research , treatment , an d education , 
and sig n a  federa l ga y right s law , provide d religiou s organization s wer e ex -
empted an d clea r rule s o f judicia l interpretatio n wer e adopte d i n th e statut e 
(Clinton an d Gor e 1992) . On e hundre d eigh t openl y lesbia n o r ga y delegate s 
and alternate s attende d th e Democrati c convention , an d numerou s pro-ga y 
rights sign s an d speaker s wer e i n evidence , includin g openl y gay , HIV-positiv e 
Clinton environmenta l advise r Bo b Hatto y (Bul l 1992) . Thi s ca n b e compare d 
with th e tw o openly gay alternates attendin g a  Republican conventio n a t whic h 
numerous sign s proclaimed "Famil y Right s Forever , 'Gay ' Right s Never " (Pug h 
1992). 

Shortly afte r takin g office , th e ne w presiden t foun d himsel f o n th e receivin g 
end o f vociferou s criticis m fro m conservative s an d militar y leader s ove r hi s 
intention t o lif t th e fifty-one-year  ba n o n LGB s i n th e military . I n Januar y 
1993, afte r a  wee k i n whic h th e issu e was  th e to p new s stor y i n th e nation , 
Clinton agree d t o dela y liftin g th e ba n fo r si x months , durin g whic h final 
discharges woul d b e staye d bu t servicepeopl e facin g suc h discharg e woul d b e 
placed o n "standb y reserve " (unpai d administrativ e leave) . Afte r well-publi -
cized hearing s b y th e Senat e an d Hous e Arme d Service s Committee s an d a 
long-planned marc h o n Washingto n i n Apri l b y hundreds o f thousands o f LGB 
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people an d thei r supporters, 7 Clinto n agree d t o a  polic y forbiddin g LG B 
servicepeople t o b e ope n abou t thei r sexuality , whic h late r i n th e yea r wa s 
written int o th e statut e book s b y Congress . 

At th e stat e level , Colorado adopte d a n amendmen t t o it s stat e constitutio n 
in Novembe r 199 2 repealin g al l ga y right s legislatio n o r regulation s a t th e 
state an d loca l level s an d forbiddin g th e passag e o f ne w ones . A  similar , 
simultaneous measur e i n Oregon , whic h additionall y declare d homosexualit y 
"abnormal, wrong , unnatural , an d perverse " an d lumpe d i t togethe r wit h 
bestiality, faile d t o pass bu t wo n th e suppor t o f 43 percen t o f the state' s voters ; 
local version s o f tha t initiativ e measur e wer e adopte d i n severa l Orego n coun -
ties an d municipalitie s th e followin g year . Althoug h th e Colorad o amendmen t 
was declare d b y a  Denve r court , an d late r b y th e Colorad o Suprem e Court , t o 
violate th e U.S . Constitution , an d althoug h th e local-leve l Orego n initiative s 
were invalidate d b y a  stat e statut e overridin g them , campaign s fo r antiga y 
initiative measure s wer e undertake n i n a t leas t eigh t state s i n 199 3 an d 1994 . 
Voters i n certai n localities , mos t notabl y Cincinnati , Ohio , Lewiston , Maine , 
and Gainesville , Florida , repeale d ga y right s ordinance s passe d b y thei r cit y o r 
county councils . 

Were thi s pas t activit y no t enough , a  compellin g reaso n t o stud y LG B 
voters i s tha t LGB-relate d issue s ar e certai n t o pla y a  considerabl e rol e i n th e 
1996 presidentia l election . 

First, emotionall y charge d litigatio n wil l forc e LG B right s ont o th e nationa l 
agenda. Th e U.S . Suprem e Cour t wil l rul e durin g it s 1995-9 6 ter m o n th e 
constitutionality o f Colorado' s antiga y Amendmen t 2 . (Th e previou s ter m i t 
ruled unanimousl y tha t LG B marcher s ma y b e exclude d fro m municipa l holi -
day parade s sponsore d b y privat e groups. ) Severa l conflictin g federa l distric t 
and circui t cour t ruling s o n gay s i n th e militar y wil l hav e t o b e sifte d throug h 
by the high cour t i n shor t order . And, unles s the state' s constitution i s amended 
in th e meantime , Hawaii' s Suprem e Cour t ma y rul e i n th e mids t o f th e 199 6 
campaign tha t th e state' s ba n o n same-se x marriag e violate s th e Hawaiia n 
constitution ( a preliminar y rulin g t o tha t effec t wa s hande d dow n b y th e 
Hawaiian justice s i n 1994) . A t tha t point , th e othe r forty-nin e state s wil l 
be face d wit h recognitio n o f Hawaiia n same-se x marriage s unde r th e U.S . 
Constitution's "ful l fait h an d credit " clause ; thi s volatil e questio n eventuall y 
will b e resolved i n th e U.S . Supreme Court . 

Second, religiou s conservative s agai n wil l tr y t o plac e antiga y initiative s o n 
numerous stat e an d loca l ballot s i n 1996 , worded a s broadly a s permitted bot h 
by th e nee d t o gai n majorit y suppor t an d b y th e eventua l Suprem e Cour t 
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decision o n Amendmen t 2 . Presiden t Bus h manage d t o ignor e thes e initiative s 
in 1992 , bu t th e eventua l Republica n nomine e wil l b e pressure d t o tak e a 
stand o n the m i n 1996 . Presiden t Clinto n alread y ha s come ou t agains t them . 

Third, an y Suprem e Cour t ruling s favorabl e t o th e LG B caus e ma y lea d 
social conservative s t o deman d thei r rescissio n throug h on e o r mor e federa l 
constitutional amendments . A  rulin g requirin g state s t o recogniz e Hawaii' s 
same-sex marriage s i s th e mos t likel y t o engende r suc h a  respons e (Rotell o 
1994). 

Finally, Presiden t Clinton' s recor d (discusse d furthe r i n Chapte r 7 ) o f seek -
ing t o allow ope n LGB s int o th e militar y an d appointin g ope n lesbian s an d ga y 
men t o hig h governmen t position s i s certai n t o b e attacke d by , a t th e ver y 
least, th e farthes t righ t o f the GO P candidate s an d spokespeople . 

More than i n any prior electio n i n our history , then , candidates fo r president , 
Congress, an d stat e governorship s an d legislativ e seat s i n 199 6 wil l hav e thei r 
opinions o n same-se x relation s demande d o f them . 

Despite al l thi s attentio n t o LG B peopl e an d LG B issue s fro m nationa l 
political leaders , unti l Edelman' s articl e o n LG B voter s i n th e Clinto n electio n 
(1993) ther e wa s no  published scholarl y wor k o n lesbian , gay , or bisexua l voter s 
as a factor i n electora l politics . The firs t researc h papers presented o n thi s grou p 
of voter s onl y hav e appeare d withi n th e las t half-doze n year s (Baile y 1989 ; 
Sherrill e t al . 1990 ; Edelma n 1991 ; Hertzog 1992) . I t i s necessary , therefore , 
that a  baseline stud y b e done t o assess who thes e voters are , what attitude s the y 
hold, and—mos t importan t fo r practica l politicians—ho w numerou s the y ar e 
and ho w the y vote . 

Whatever th e actua l numbe r o f homosexua l an d bisexua l voter s i n Americ a 
may be , the y likel y woul d no t b e a  significan t facto r i n America n politic s 
worthy o f mention wer e i t no t fo r th e uniqu e disabilitie s impose d o n the m b y 
the heterosexua l majorit y (Editor s o f th e Harvar d La w Revie w 1990 ; Sherril l 
1991). Thes e disabilities , an d th e viscera l fea r tha t underlie s the m (Sherril l 
1991; Challande s 1992 ) ma y see m irrelevan t a t firs t blus h t o th e schola r o f 
politics. The y explain , however , wh y thi s fertil e fiel d o f researc h remain s 
unfurrowed, an d wh y someon e mus t brea k th e ground . Thu s I  thin k i t appro -
priate t o devote a  few page s t o thi s subject . 

As discusse d i n chapte r 2 , n o othe r grou p o f person s i n America n societ y 
today, having bee n convicte d o f no crime, i s subject t o the numbe r an d severit y 
of legall y impose d disabilitie s a s ar e person s o f same-se x orientatio n (detaile d 
in Editor s o f th e Harvar d La w Revie w 1990) . The y ar e forbidde n t o serv e i n 
the arme d forces , reserves , Nationa l Guard , o r eve n i n th e ROTC . The y ar e 
forbidden t o teac h i n mos t publi c schoo l districts . The y ar e forbidde n i n mos t 
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places, b y statut e o r policy , t o adop t childre n o r eve n t o provid e foste r care . 
They ar e forbidde n t o protec t thei r relationship s throug h marriage . I f fire d 
from thei r jobs , evicte d fro m thei r homes , expelle d fro m thei r schools , denie d 
credit, refuse d servic e i n publi c businesse s o r restaurant s o r refuse d publi c 
lodging, solel y on th e ground o f their actua l o r perceived affectio n fo r member s 
of th e sam e sex , i n mos t o f th e Unite d State s the y hav e n o recours e i n la w o r 
equity. The y ar e legall y assume d i n mos t state s t o b e unfi t t o kee p custod y o f 
their ow n children , unles s the y prov e thei r fitness,  an d on e state , Missouri , 
concludes the y ar e unfi t automaticall y a s a  matter o f law. Homosexualit y i s no t 
permitted t o b e discusse d i n man y publi c schoo l systems , eve n i n hig h schoo l 
sex educatio n courses , an d objectiv e writte n materia l abou t th e subjec t i s 
forbidden i n numerou s publi c schoo l libraries . 

These onl y cove r th e forma l lega l disabilities . Th e extralega l oppressio n i s 
far greate r (fo r overview , se e Herek 1984 ; Adam 1987 ; Sherril l 1991 ; Blumen-
feld 1992) . The U.S . Department o f Justice reporte d i n 199 3 tha t lesbians , gay 
men, an d bisexuals—ga y an d bisexua l me n especially—ofte n ar e subjec t t o 
random violen t attack , sometime s lethal . I f the y choos e t o repor t suc h attacks , 
they fac e th e likelihoo d tha t thei r statu s wil l becom e know n t o unsympatheti c 
employers, famil y members , an d neighbors , subjectin g the m t o additiona l 
punishments. I f a  cas e i s brough t t o trial , a  jury , o r eve n a  judge , ofte n wil l 
mitigate th e offense o r the penalty becaus e o f the victim' s sexualit y alone . Mos t 
Christian churche s condem n them , man y expe l the m fro m membership , an d 
nearly al l forbid the m t o serve i n th e ordaine d ministr y (Alyson  Almanac  1990) . 
Positive, o r eve n neutral , new s storie s abou t LG B peopl e remai n rar e i n muc h 
of th e country . Hundred s o f dail y newspaper s an d loca l televisio n station s 
refuse t o publis h advertisement s o r announcement s b y suppor t group s fo r ga y 
people, or for thei r heterosexua l famil y member s an d friends. 8 A s young peopl e 
they are ostracized, subjec t t o being beaten , chased , and spa t upon , an d expose d 
to variou s form s o f degradation , includin g sexua l assault . Worst , perhaps , i s 
that a  significan t percentag e o f parent s o f homosexua l an d bisexua l childre n 
physically o r verball y abus e them , see k t o forc e the m int o religiou s o r psycho -
logical counselin g i n orde r t o "change " thei r orientation , o r disow n them , 
cutting of f al l emotiona l an d financial  suppor t an d sometime s forcin g the m 
onto th e streets—simpl y becaus e the y ar e attracte d t o person s o f th e sam e se x 
as themselves . 

This combinatio n o f law s an d socia l practice s hav e mad e th e statu s an d 
rights o f LG B peopl e a  cuttin g issu e i n U.S . politics. 9 I t als o make s i t likel y 
that thos e person s wh o d o self-identif y a s bisexual , gay , o r lesbia n woul d find 
such condition s intolerable , an d woul d b e expecte d t o ban d togethe r i n orde r 
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to chang e thes e condition s throug h unifie d actio n employing , amon g othe r 
means, th e electora l process . 

Relevance to  the Study of  Minority Politics 

It ma y see m t o th e impartia l observe r tha t n o grou p o f persons coul d tolerat e 
such oppressio n a s described above , and that , i f tha t grou p i n fac t constitute s a 
tenth o f th e population , i t woul d ris e u p i n righteou s rebellion . Tha t thi s ha s 
happened onl y t o a  ver y limite d exten t amon g America n lesbians , ga y men , 
and bisexuals , therefore , mus t see m curiou s indeed . Thi s bring s u s t o th e 
second essentia l reaso n fo r th e study : t o loo k a t thi s grou p i n ligh t o f existin g 
theories abou t minorit y grou p politics . These theories , whic h I  shal l tes t i n th e 
bulk o f the study , wil l b e se t fort h mor e thoroughl y i n chapte r 2 , bu t warran t 
brief introductio n here . 

Group identification and  cohesion.  Campbel l e t al . (I960 ) denne d th e term s i n 
which late r scholar s hav e studie d grou p votin g behavio r i n America . I n thei r 
schema, th e foundatio n ston e o f distinctiv e grou p votin g i s "grou p identifica -
tion." Particularl y i n th e cas e o f objectivel y working-clas s voter s wh o identif y 
with th e middl e class , mer e objectiv e statu s a s a  membe r o f a  deprive d (o r 
dominant) grou p i s no t sufficien t t o brin g abou t cohesiv e politica l actio n fo r th e 
group's benefit ; member s als o must expres s a  psychological sens e of belonging t o 
the group. In th e case of LGBs, the absence o f legal protection , th e positive lega l 
and extralega l sanction s agains t the m describe d above , and—perhap s mos t 
important—the abilit y t o hide thei r homosexualit y o r bisexualit y a t mos t time s 
and t o "pass " for heterosexua l woul d appea r t o militate i n favor o f extremely lo w 
levels o f grou p identification , an d therefor e a  ver y smal l "lavende r vote " i n 
comparison t o the estimated shar e of "lavender" voters . 

Strength of identification and  group consciousness.  A  secondar y consideratio n wil l 
be whether self-identifier s ar e possessed o f "group consciousness " (Verba an d Ni e 
1972; Shingles 1981 ; Miller e t al . 1981) , meaning identificatio n wit h th e grou p 
plus a  positive assessmen t o f it , an understandin g o f its relativ e politica l power , a 
belief tha t th e system rathe r tha n th e individua l o r group members i s responsibl e 
for unfavorabl e disparities , and (Shingles adds) a strong sense of personal politica l 
efficacy. Amon g th e LG B population , th e impediment s t o grou p identificatio n 
are s o grea t tha t grou p identificatio n ma y possibl y b e treate d a s synonymou s 
with grou p consciousness . I f true , w e shoul d expec t tha t thos e wh o d o self -
identify woul d ten d t o b e muc h mor e politicall y libera l an d partisa n tha n thos e 
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who d o not , an d tha t self-identifier s coul d b e mobilize d wit h relativ e eas e fo r th e 
common cause . 

Organizational and  activist  influence.  Researc h indicate s tha t th e abilit y o f 
community organizations , suc h a s blac k churches , t o motivat e an d activat e grou p 
members varie s fro m grou p t o group . Amon g working-clas s people , unio n 
membership contribute s greatl y t o level s o f grou p identificatio n an d conscious -
ness. Simila r level s o f consciousnes s ar e foun d amon g self-identifie d feminists . I n 
each case , however , th e numbe r o f unio n member s an d feminist s i s smal l com -
pared wit h th e tota l numbe r o f workin g peopl e an d women , respectively. 10 

In th e cas e o f th e LG B community , suc h communit y a s exist s ha s bee n buil t 
from scratc h an d mus t b e discovere d an d explore d independentl y b y eac h perso n 
who come s ou t o f th e closet . I n thi s context , w e shal l wis h t o determin e th e 
extent t o whic h organizationa l activity , an d especiall y LG B politica l organiza -
tions o r media , influenc e grou p consciousnes s an d cohesiveness . W e shoul d 
expect, a s above , tha t self-identifie d LGB s woul d vot e cohesively , an d i n lin e 
with th e wishe s expresse d b y activis t groups . 

Coalition building:  The  Adam  hypothesis.  Finally , th e LG B exampl e ca n b e 
instructive i n assessin g th e buildin g o f electoral coalition s wit h othe r "oppressed " 
groups, an d wit h segment s o f th e whit e heterosexua l majority . Ada m (1987 ) 
states categoricall y tha t th e ga y an d lesbia n movemen t i s on e with , an d a n 
essential componen t of , th e "ne w socia l movements " o f th e lef t tha t hav e gaine d 
great influenc e i n th e Democrati c Part y i n thi s countr y sinc e th e 1960s . On e o f 
my aim s wil l b e t o tes t thi s hypothesis . 

Constructing an LGB  Voter  "Profile 

The ai m o f thi s stud y i s t o tak e th e availabl e evidenc e an d construc t a n initia l 
profile o f self-identifie d LG B voters , an d o f wha t ma y b e a n LG B votin g bloc . 
To d o thi s w e wil l nee d t o carr y ou t th e followin g tasks : 

Determine th e approximat e numbe r o f self-identified gay , lesbian , an d bisexua l 
voters, an d presen t a s complet e an d accurat e a  demographic , attitudinal , an d 
voting behavio r profil e o f these voter s i n th e Unite d State s a s the dat a allow ; 
Compare LG B voter s t o non-LG B voter s an d determin e significan t differences , 
particularly th e exten t o f bloc voting , i f any; 
Formulate an d tes t theorie s a s to th e cause s of any significan t differences ; 
Assess th e relativ e succes s o f lesbia n an d ga y organization s activ e i n electora l 
politics, i n a  localit y (Manhattan ) i n whic h suc h organization s ar e relativel y 
quite strong , i n influencin g th e voter s the y clai m t o represent . 
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These task s impl y a  number o f essentia l question s tha t mus t b e answere d i f 
we are to construc t a n LGB vote r profile . 

1. How  many  LGB  voters  are there?  A s discusse d i n chapte r 2 , th e ver y 
definition o f "lesbian, " "gay, " o r "bisexual " i s a  matte r o f considerabl e dispute . 
The onl y usabl e demarcatio n availabl e t o u s i s self-identification ; clearl y w e 
cannot measur e respondent s wh o wil l no t sa y the y ar e gay o r lesbia n o r bisexua l 
on surve y forms . I  shal l see k t o determin e whethe r a  consisten t percentag e o f 
self-identifiers ca n b e established , an d whethe r th e rate s o f identificatio n var y 
from plac e to place. 

It i s importan t t o state , an d t o restat e occasionally , tha t thi s stud y doe s no t 
encompass th e attitude s an d votin g behavio r o f al l American s wit h a  same-se x 
orientation. I t i s possibl e tha t thos e wh o remai n "i n th e closet " thin k an d vot e 
exactly lik e thei r heterosexua l friend s an d neighbors , and eve n i f not , i t i s at an y 
rate impossibl e t o sa y tha t thos e homosexua l an d bisexua l American s wh o wil l 
not identif y themselve s a s suc h ar e i n an y wa y simila r t o thos e wh o d o self -
identify. Indeed , i t i s possibl e tha t thos e wh o self-identif y wil l b e thos e alread y 
more incline d t o brea k wit h conventiona l norm s i n thei r politica l thinking . 
Looking a t th e LG B self-identifier s remain s importan t becaus e the y constitut e 
the immediat e constituenc y o f the LGB political leadership . 

2. Who  are  LGB voters?  I nex t conside r whethe r thes e voter s diffe r i n thei r 
demographic characteristic s fro m th e res t o f th e population , an d whethe r thes e 
demographic difference s tel l u s anythin g abou t th e likelihoo d o f self-identifica -
tion. Thus , specia l attentio n wil l b e pai d t o self-identificatio n b y ag e an d 
education level , tw o correlate s o f grou p consciousness , an d b y sex , a s wome n 
have been foun d i n th e se x surveys note d previousl y t o self-identify a t abou t hal f 
the rat e o f men. 

3. Do  they think and  vote  differently from the  rest of the public? Fro m ther e I  loo k 
at th e distinctivenes s o f th e LG B respondent s i n attitude s o n issues , part y 
affiliation, an d votin g behavior . Specia l attentio n wil l b e pai d t o th e rat e an d 
consistency o f liberalis m an d whethe r libera l attitude s translat e int o vote s fo r 
Democratic nominees . 

A. What  political  divisions  exist among self-identified LGB voters?  It i s unlikel y 
that a  minority grou p encompassin g member s o f al l racial , religious , an d ethni c 
groups an d bot h sexe s wil l b e monolithi c i n it s attitude s an d vot e choice . 
Particular attentio n wil l b e pai d t o finding  th e source s o f partisa n division s 
within th e community , an d t o determining th e existence and exten t o f a "gende r 
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gap," division s base d o n race , an d distinction s withi n th e grou p cause d b y 
identification wit h feminism . 

5. Is  there a "sexuality  gap" in American politics? It ma y b e that , afte r account -
ing fo r demographi c difference s betwee n "gay " an d "straight " voters , w e wil l 
find n o rea l differenc e i n attitude s an d votin g behavio r betwee n th e sexua l 
orientations a t all . I f LGB s ar e disproportionatel y urba n bab y boomers , then , 
even i f the y ar e strongl y libera l a s a  group , the y ma y b e n o mor e libera l tha n 
their heterosexua l neighbors ; an d th e self-identifier s i n th e suburbs , wh o ar e 
fewer i n number , ma y vote like thei r suburba n neighbors . 

If thi s i s not  true , however , ther e ma y i n fac t b e a n LG B vote,  as oppose d 
merely t o LG B voters . I f w e d o detec t clea r difference s betwee n LG B an d non -
LGB voters , wha t explain s thes e variations ? Ar e thes e factor s simila r t o thos e 
found amon g othe r group s wit h hig h level s o f interna l cohesio n and/o r distinc -
tive votin g behavior ? Further , i s ther e a  certai n degre e o f differenc e that , i t 
appears, w e canno t explai n fo r demographi c reason s othe r tha n tha t o f sexua l 
self-identification? 

6. Does  local leadership affect  cohesion? Finally , doe s th e exten t t o whic h loca l 
LGB politica l organization s tak e par t i n a  given electio n campaig n influenc e th e 
extent o f distinctiv e voting ? I f so , w e woul d expec t tha t region s i n whic h 
organizations ar e activ e an d unite d aroun d particula r candidate s woul d demon -
strate highe r level s of LGB voter cohesion , whereas thos e with wea k or bickerin g 
organizations woul d sho w fragmented voting . 

Surveys of  LGBs 

We retur n t o th e questio n raise d earlier : wh y n o on e ha s studie d LG B voter s 
before. Th e singula r difficult y i n examinin g th e LG B vot e was  th e complet e 
lack unti l 198 8 o f random-sample politica l survey s i n whic h respondent s wer e 
allowed t o indicat e thei r sexua l orientation . Tha t impedimen t i s now gone . 

The first  survey s t o includ e a  lesbia n an d ga y self-identificatio n questio n 
were exi t poll s take n i n certai n Democrati c presidentia l primarie s i n 198 8 
(Bailey 1989). 11 I n th e 199 0 genera l election , fo r th e first  time , tw o larg e 
national sample s an d separat e poll s i n twenty-on e state s wer e taken , agai n a s 
exit polls , whic h include d a  self-identificatio n questio n fo r gay s an d lesbian s 
(Edelman 1991) . Then, i n 1992 , the self-identificatio n questio n was  first  pose d 
to voters i n a  presidential election—an d self-identifie d bisexual s wer e include d 
for th e first  tim e (Edelma n 1993) . 
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Before the  Exit Polls 

Prior t o th e exi t poll s o f 1988 , 1990 , an d 1992 , informatio n o n LG B 
political behavio r wa s culle d fro m anecdota l evidenc e an d survey s tha t di d no t 
use rando m sampling . 

Anecdotal evidenc e ha s lon g suggeste d tha t ther e exis t i n man y citie s ga y 
enclaves o r "ghettoes " large enough t o encompas s on e o r mor e votin g precinct s 
(Levine 1979 ; Weekes 1989) . San Francisc o dre w a  supervisorial distric t wit h a 
substantial lesbia n an d ga y population i n 197 7 base d o n suc h evidence . B y th e 
mid-1980s, sufficien t demographi c indicator s ha d bee n assemble d t o identif y 
such precinct s readil y i n Sa n Francisco , Lo s Angeles , Ne w York , Houston , 
Philadelphia, Boston , Washington , an d perhap s othe r cities ; base d o n thi s 
information, a  portio n o f th e cit y o f Lo s Angele s was  carve d ou t i n 198 4 t o 
become th e cit y o f Wes t Hollywood , wit h a  populatio n estimate d i n th e 
popular pres s t o b e a t leas t 4 0 percen t ga y an d lesbian . Th e ne w cit y promptl y 
elected a n openl y homosexua l majorit y t o it s cit y counci l an d a  lesbia n a s it s 
first mayor . I n 1991 , New Yor k stat e carve d ou t a n assembl y distric t i n lowe r 
Manhattan t o protec t th e lesbia n incumben t electe d th e precedin g yea r b y 
including predominantl y LG B precincts , and Ne w Yor k Cit y include d man y o f 
these precincts i n a  new city counci l distric t expressl y designe d t o elect a n ope n 
lesbian o r ga y man. 12 Th e identificatio n o f suc h areas , an d th e exten t o f th e 
LGB population , ha s bee n mad e somewha t easie r sinc e th e U.S . Census Burea u 
released it s 199 0 dat a o n household composition , reportin g th e numbe r o f self-
identified unmarrie d couple s o f th e sam e se x livin g withi n a  give n censu s 
tract.13 

The anecdota l evidenc e ha s bee n supplemente d b y som e survey s o f LG B 
political attitude s an d behavior . Ja y an d Youn g (1979 ) compile d a  ground -
breaking stud y o f th e demographic s an d attitude s o f severa l thousan d LGBs . 
This sample , however , canno t b e use d a s a  vali d baseline . No t onl y was  th e 
sample self-selected , bu t th e venues o f exposure t o th e mai l surve y wer e largel y 
limited t o ga y bar s an d bookstores , feminis t an d ga y liberatio n organizations , 
and Blueboy,  a popula r ga y men' s pornographi c magazin e o f th e day . (Hal f o f 
the mor e tha n five  thousan d mal e respondent s answere d th e surve y i n th e 
magazine.) 

The unreliabilit y o f self-selected samplin g wit h respec t t o politica l behavio r 
was seen graphically i n th e presidential electio n o f 1992 . Overlooked Opinions , 
a Chicag o marke t researc h firm  tha t concentrate s o n LG B consumers , foun d 
that 9 0 percen t o f self-identified homosexual s planne d t o vote fo r Bil l Clinton , 
and LG B activist s toute d thi s figure.  Th e sample , however , wa s culle d fro m 
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lists o f patrons o f LGB bookstore s an d subscriber s t o LGB-oriente d magazine s 
and catalogs , necessaril y involvin g considerabl e indirec t self-selection . A s dis -
cussed below , th e electio n da y exi t pol l conducte d jointl y fo r th e fou r majo r 
broadcast new s organization s foun d tha t a  smaller , althoug h stil l ver y substan -
tial, percentage o f self-identified LGB s supporte d Clinton . 

In contras t t o nonrando m sampling , probabilit y samplin g o f th e sexual -
minority populatio n wa s i n it s infancy . Fa y e t al . (1989 ) repor t th e first  suc h 
sex study employin g a  random sample , which include d onl y me n an d use d dat a 
from 1970 . Janus an d Janus reporte d th e first  quot a sampl e stud y t o incorpo -
rate bot h sexe s only i n 1993 ; and th e first  reliable , nationa l random-sampl e se x 
survey i n th e Unite d State s wa s no t publishe d unti l 199 4 (Lauman n e t al . 
1994). Beyon d th e real m o f se x research , onl y on e random-sampl e stud y i n 
which (male ) respondents coul d identif y themselve s a s gay o r bisexua l appeare d 
in th e published literatur e (Harr y 1990) . 

The CBS and  VRS  Data  Sets 

A join t exi t pol l b y CB S News an d th e New York  Times of voters i n th e 198 8 
New Yor k Democrati c presidentia l primar y include d th e first  know n us e o f a 
gay/lesbian self-identificatio n questio n i n th e histor y o f scientifi c politica l 
polling, an d tha t surve y ha s serve d a s a  mode l fo r subsequen t poll s askin g th e 
respondent's sexua l orientation . Th e questio n wa s aske d t o asses s th e effective -
ness o f candidate Jesse Jackson's direc t appea l fo r th e vote s o f lesbians an d ga y 
men i n a  state wit h a  relativel y well-organize d LG B politica l community . Th e 
New Yor k survey reveale d tha t 4  percent o f Democratic primar y voter s checke d 
the "ga y o r lesbian " box , an d tha t a  larg e majorit y o f these , black , brown , an d 
white alike , had vote d fo r Jackson (Baile y 1989). 14 

CBS and th e Times,  therefore, aske d th e questio n i n eac h subsequen t Demo -
cratic primary surve y fo r th e res t o f the campaign . Th e questio n was  no t asked , 
however, i n th e 198 8 genera l electio n exi t polls . Eac h networ k conducte d it s 
own separat e poll , an d non e appeare d t o believ e eithe r tha t th e questio n wa s 
particularly relevan t i n tha t yea r o r tha t th e respons e rat e woul d justif y askin g 
the question . 

In 1990 , fo r th e first  time , th e fou r network s collaborate d i n a  singl e 
national exi t poll , administere d b y Vote r Researc h an d Surveys , Inc . (VRS), 15 

during th e congressiona l midter m elections ; an d a n additiona l versio n o f th e 
poll fo r CB S alon e als o wa s administere d b y VRS . I n bot h version s o f th e 
national survey , th e gay/lesbia n self-identifie r questio n wa s included . Th e sam e 
was true i n twenty-on e o f the forty-tw o separat e state-leve l exi t poll s conducte d 
on behal f o f the fou r network s b y VRS. 
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The self-identificatio n question , no w amende d t o rea d "gay , lesbia n o r 
bisexual," wa s included i n selecte d 199 2 Democrati c primar y exi t polls , and , 
for th e firs t time , i n th e join t four-networ k exi t poll s o n the genera l election . 
Since the 1992 election, VRS exit poll s on the mayoral election s i n Los Angeles 
and Ne w York Cit y i n 199 3 also hav e bee n conducte d i n which th e LGB self-
identifier questio n i s asked . T o date , however , n o know n random-sampl e na -
tional o r state-leve l politica l survey , othe r tha n a n exi t poll , ha s include d a n 
LGB self-identifie r question . 

Other Data Sources 

In additio n t o th e VR S exi t polls , th e San  Francisco  Examiner i n 199 0 
included a  gay/lesbia n self-identificatio n questio n i n it s preelectio n surve y o f 
voters. Thi s prove d t o b e prescient , fo r i n tha t election , tw o lesbian s wer e 
among th e si x at-larg e member s electe d t o th e city' s governin g Boar d o f 
Supervisors, a n openl y ga y teache r wo n firs t plac e i n th e electio n fo r th e 
city's schoo l board , an d a  referendu m measur e grantin g benefit s t o unmarrie d 
"domestic partners, " includin g lesbia n an d gay couples i n long-ter m relation -
ships, wa s adopted . (Thes e electora l victorie s wer e labele d "th e Lavende r 
Sweep.")16 

A coupl e o f months earlier , a  survey wa s taken tha t ha s an important rol e in 
our study . I n Septembe r 1990 , Democrats i n a  downtow n Manhatta n distric t 
nominated (an d the distric t late r elected ) a n ope n lesbian , Debora h Glick , t o 
the Ne w York Stat e Assembly , makin g he r the first ope n homosexua l i n a state 
legislative bod y i n th e mid-Atlanti c region . Presumin g tha t a  larg e ga y and 
lesbian populatio n inhabite d th e district , researcher s a t Columbi a Universit y 
and CUNY' s Hunte r College , workin g wit h VR S staff, conducte d a n exi t pol l 
in randoml y selecte d precinct s i n the district. Thi s surve y aske d tw o forms o f a 
self-identifier question , on e o f th e VR S "gra b bag " variet y an d a  secon d 
specifically askin g voter s t o identif y thei r sexua l orientatio n o n a  five-poin t 
modification o f Kinsey' s (1948 ) seven-poin t scale . A s discusse d i n chapte r 5 , 
this "Glic k poll " dat a bas e i s particularl y usefu l i n tha t i t als o ask s whic h o f 
several endorsements , i f any, were importan t i n the voter's decision . 

Reading the Results: A Caveat 

The reade r wil l fin d th e dat a set s use d her e thoroughl y described , an d 
occasional caution s regardin g the m se t forth , i n chapter s 3  throug h 6  an d i n 
the appendix ; bu t I  shoul d advanc e on e initial not e o f caution here . I t wil l b e 
noted periodicall y i n th e page s tha t follo w tha t som e o f th e sample s o r 
subsamples discusse d i n thi s stud y ar e rather small . Thi s i s particularly tru e of 
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the state-leve l exi t polls . O f th e 2 1 state s i n whic h th e self-identifie r questio n 
was asked i n th e 199 0 exi t polls , i n onl y thre e state s wa s the self-identifie d ga y 
and lesbia n sampl e siz e i n exces s o f 3 0 respondent s — the minimu m acceptabl e 
for analysi s i n politica l scienc e and sociology . 

My analysi s o f th e stat e poll s i n chapte r 4 , sav e fo r a  pai r o f simpl e 
descriptive table s a t th e beginning , ha s bee n confine d t o thos e thre e states . I n 
addition, whe n dealin g wit h relativel y smal l subsample s i n th e nationa l exi t 
polls (self-identifie d LG B Republicans , fo r example) , I  generall y stat e actua l 
numbers o f respondent s whe n reportin g dat a i n th e text , i n additio n t o (o r i n 
lieu of ) weighte d percentages . 

I trus t tha t an y conclusion s I  dra w her e fro m thes e smalle r sample s wil l 
be th e subjec t o f furthe r study . Nonetheless , eve n th e smal l samples , rea d 
conservatively, hav e yielde d som e valuabl e informatio n helpfu l i n drawin g ou r 
picture o f the LGB American voter . 

Americans wit h same-se x orientation s ar e repute d t o cas t anywher e fro m 1  t o 
10 percen t o f th e nation' s votes . A t th e sam e time , thes e voter s als o ar e 
subjected t o sever e lega l an d socia l disadvantage s an d hav e organized , i n th e 
past quarte r century , a  far-reachin g movemen t t o eradicat e thes e disabilitie s 
and chang e society' s hostil e attitude s towar d them . On e importan t aspec t ha s 
been t o attemp t t o organiz e LG B voter s int o a  cohesiv e an d decisiv e votin g 
bloc. Th e tim e ha s com e t o se e whether , an d t o wha t extent , th e movemen t t o 
weld togethe r a  "lavender vote " has succeeded . 

The hostil e an d fearfu l attitude s w e have noted , togethe r wit h th e homosex -
ual person' s abilit y t o "pass " fo r heterosexual , hav e retarde d researc h o n thi s 
potentially importan t topic , an d unti l recentl y prevente d th e gatherin g o f 
information o n th e demographics , attitudes , an d votin g behavio r eve n o f self -
identified LG B voters . Fortunately , however , withi n th e pas t fe w years , we hav e 
obtained th e soun d dat a necessar y t o begi n wor k o n thi s topic . Tha t bein g th e 
case, le t u s delay n o further . 



TWO 

From "Lavender" People  to 
"Lavender" Voters 

The cas e of lesbians, bisexuals , and ga y me n bear s particular interes t 
in a  number o f ways for thos e o f us intereste d i n why , and fo r whom , American s 
vote. Lik e African American s an d indigenou s Americans , homosexua l an d bisex -
ual American s hav e bee n subjec t no t merel y t o widesprea d socia l rejectio n an d 
disapproval, bu t als o t o mandator y lega l disabilities , an d unlik e Africa n Ameri -
cans an d indigenou s Americans , the y remai n subjec t t o suc h lega l disabilitie s 
throughout th e countr y today . Th e "mar k o f oppression" remain s upo n the m i n 
numerous way s discusse d below , an d alienatio n (se e Almon d an d Verb a 1963 ; 
Easton 1965 ) fro m bot h th e syste m o f governmen t an d it s policie s migh t b e 
taken t o b e th e norm . Bu t sexuality , unlik e rac e o r sex , never ha s bee n use d i n a 
formal o r informa l wa y t o disqualif y an y perso n fro m voting . Unlik e litigation , 
lobbying, o r variou s form s o f protest , whic h ofte n requir e mor e opennes s abou t 
their sexualit y tha n man y desir e o r fee l saf e enoug h t o show , th e secre t ballo t 
always ha s bee n ope n t o LG B American s a s a  potentia l mean s o f effectin g bot h 
substantive an d symboli c socia l change . 

Regrettably, w e canno t examin e th e votin g behavio r o f homosexual s an d 
bisexuals who wil l no t identif y themselve s a s such o n survey forms . A s discusse d 
below, there i s considerable evidenc e fro m se x research tha t th e proportion o f th e 
population wh o wil l identif y themselve s a s LG B i s a  rathe r smal l fractio n o f 
those wit h romanti c an d sexua l feeling s an d action s directe d towar d person s o f 
the sam e sex . Thi s i s th e resul t o f a  combinatio n o f negativ e lega l an d socia l 
consequences, which th e LGB movemen t describe s a s oppression, an d th e abilit y 
to "pass " fo r heterosexual . Th e discreet , self-awar e bisexua l o r homosexua l ca n 
avoid most , perhap s all , lega l an d socia l difficultie s i f sh e o r h e pretend s t o b e 

16 
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heterosexual, a t leas t s o fa r a s th e family , th e peopl e a t work , an d heterosexua l 
friends ar e concerned (Sherril l e t al . 1990 ; Sherrill 1991) . 

In thi s stud y I  conside r whethe r LG B self-identificatio n ha s a  significan t 
independent effect , b e i t direc t o r indirect , o n th e decisio n t o vot e an d o n vot e 
choice. I n doin g so , I  conside r whethe r w e ca n hypothesiz e tha t self-identifie d 
LGBs constitut e a  socia l grou p wit h distinctiv e votin g behavio r a s define d b y 
Campbell e t al . (I960) . Som e additiona l question s o f interest , therefore , ar e wh y 
certain LG B Americans "com e ou t o f the closet " an d identif y a s bisexual , gay, or 
lesbian, wh y suc h a  group identit y shoul d carr y ove r fro m th e spher e o f personal 
relations int o tha t o f politics , an d wh y distinctiv e grou p votin g migh t b e 
expected o f self-identified LGBs . 

Group Affiliation and  Voting  Behavior 

The framewor k o f social grou p affiliatio n an d it s effect s o n votin g behavio r lai d 
out i n The  American Voter  (Campbel l e t al . I960 , chap . 11 ) provide s u s wit h a 
model agains t whic h w e ca n examin e openl y LG B America n voter s an d wit h a 
set o f questions, th e answer s t o whic h wil l allo w u s t o hypothesiz e abou t wha t 
sort o f fit  with th e mode l w e can expect . 

According t o Campbel l an d hi s colleagues , socia l groups , encompassin g 
racial an d ethnic , religious , an d clas s affiliations, 1 ar e "secondar y groups " wit h 
respect t o thei r influenc e o n a n individual' s politica l behavior ; "primar y 
groups," thos e wit h th e greates t direc t influence , ar e mad e u p o f th e persona l 
circles o f family, friends , neighbors , an d coworkers . Objectiv e membershi p i n a 
"secondary group, " therefore , i s no t sufficien t fo r tha t grou p t o exercis e signifi -
cant influenc e ove r thos e wh o belon g t o it . On e mus t hav e a  psychologica l 
identification wit h th e secondar y group , and th e degre e o f the group' s influenc e 
correlates directly wit h th e strengt h o f identification o n th e par t o f the individ -
ual member . Bot h th e fac t o f identificatio n an d th e strengt h thereo f develo p 
through a n acculturatio n process , b y whic h a  membe r become s awar e o f th e 
group's history , values , norms , an d politica l agenda . Th e greate r th e shar e o f 
objective grou p member s wh o identif y themselve s a s group members , an d th e 
stronger thei r degre e o f identification, th e mor e cohesive th e group is—tha t is , 
the mor e likel y i t i s tha t member s wil l ac t i n th e votin g boot h i n a  wa y 
consistent wit h th e group' s collectiv e perceptio n o f it s interests . 

Group effect s o n votin g behavio r ma y b e measured b y th e distinctivenes s o f 
the tota l vot e b y grou p member s compare d wit h tha t o f thei r neighbor s o f 
similar backgroun d an d statu s wh o d o no t belon g t o th e group . Severa l factor s 
will increas e or decrease group distinctiveness . Strengt h o f identification amon g 
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group member s increase s distinctiveness ; tha t is , thos e wh o identif y strongl y 
with th e grou p wil l vot e differentl y fro m nongrou p member s mor e ofte n tha n 
will thos e wh o identif y wit h th e grou p weakly . A  secon d facto r affectin g 
distinctiveness i s wha t Campbel l an d hi s colleague s cal l th e "transmissio n o f 
group politica l standards " t o it s members , whic h i s a  direc t functio n o f th e 
relative unit y o f o r divisio n amon g grou p leaders : th e mor e th e group' s ac -
knowledged leader s disagree, the les s likely i t i s that th e group's aggregat e vot e 
will diffe r muc h fro m tha t o f th e res t o f th e voters . Finally , distinctivenes s i s 
affected b y th e "politica l salience " o f grou p membership , th e degre e t o whic h 
the grou p an d it s issue s ar e importan t o r "hot " i n a n election ; thi s ca n b e 
manifested eithe r i n a  group member' s candidac y fo r offic e agains t a  nonmem -
ber o r i n a n electio n fough t i n par t o n issue s o f specia l concer n t o th e group' s 
members. 

It i s i n th e interes t o f practical politician s t o brin g group s int o an d cemen t 
them i n permanen t coalitions , usuall y throug h politica l parties . I t i s no t 
necessarily i n th e interes t o f any particular group , however , t o so limit it s roo m 
for maneuver . Onc e partisa n habit s becom e ingraine d amon g th e mas s o f 
members the y ar e difficul t t o shift , eve n i n situation s i n whic h th e group' s 
interests woul d objectivel y b e bette r serve d b y such a  shift . 

Campbell e t al . (I960 ) mak e clea r tha t factor s affectin g th e degre e an d 
strength o f self-identification ar e thos e mos t likel y t o promot e grou p cohesio n 
and/or distinctiv e votin g betwee n member s o f any socia l grou p an d th e res t o f 
the population . Becaus e o f the degre e t o which self-identificatio n i s an issu e fo r 
LGB peopl e i n thei r dail y lives , le t alon e fo r th e purpos e o f assessin g thei r 
degree o f grou p identit y an d distinctivenes s i n th e votin g booth , th e nex t 
section o f thi s chapte r concentrate s largel y o n th e connectio n betwee n self -
identification an d oppression . I  first  defin e oppressio n an d asses s th e LG B 
movement's clai m tha t i t represent s a n oppresse d group . I  the n examin e 
psychological an d sociologica l studie s relatin g t o th e developmen t o f grou p 
identity an d positiv e self-assessmen t amon g individual s belongin g t o oppresse d 
groups. 

The thir d sectio n look s a t wh y member s o f an y oppresse d grou p shoul d 
wish t o participat e i n th e politica l system , an d wh y votin g woul d b e see n a s a 
fruitful mean s o f achievin g relie f fro m thei r conditions . Thi s sectio n concen -
trates o n th e wor k o f Easton (1965 ) i n differentiatin g amon g type s o f politica l 
system support , Almon d an d Verb a (1963 ) i n defining Americ a a s a "participa -
tory politica l culture " an d comparin g i t t o others , an d Edelma n (1964 ) i n 
setting fort h "symbolic " purposes fo r politica l participation . 

The fourt h sectio n define s an d discusse s "grou p consciousness " (Verb a an d 
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Nie 1972 ; Mille r e t al . 1981 ; Shingle s 1981) , a  concep t tha t marrie s grou p 
identification t o a  se t o f conceptions o f th e group' s plac e i n th e politica l worl d 
that, together , mak e participatio n i n th e politica l proces s see m desirabl e an d 
likely t o b e effective . Becaus e Cass' s semina l stud y (1984 ) appear s t o find a 
direct connectio n i n tim e betwee n th e willingnes s t o "com e out " t o person s 
whose expected reaction s are unknown o r likely t o be negative and th e develop -
ment o f what , amon g black s an d feminists , woul d b e describe d a s grou p 
consciousness, I  the n tak e u p th e questio n o f whether , amon g LGBs , grou p 
identification fo r politica l purpose s i s necessaril y equivalen t t o th e existenc e o f 
group consciousness . 

The fifth  sectio n wil l examin e th e developmen t o f th e postwa r LG B move -
ment. Thi s sectio n wil l sugges t th e strengt h o f particula r issu e concern s o r 
ideological orientations , an d an y difference s tha t ma y b e expecte d amon g 
subgroups withi n th e communit y i n attitudes an d votin g behavior , particularl y 
between LG B wome n an d men . Fro m thi s w e ca n asses s th e likel y succes s o f 
transmission o f share d grou p politica l norm s b y LG B politica l leaders , whic h 
directly affec t grou p distinctivenes s i n voting . 

The complet e thesi s wil l b e summarize d a t th e en d o f th e chapte r i n th e 
form o f nine specifi c hypothese s t o be tested i n th e res t o f the book . 

Group Identification and  the  Claim of  Oppression 

It i s the centra l clai m o f the LG B movemen t toda y tha t it s member s constitut e 
an oppresse d cultura l minorit y (Marott a 1981 ; Adam 1987) . I t wil l b e helpfu l 
to first  defin e th e concept s o f grou p identificatio n an d oppression , an d thei r 
applicability t o th e situatio n o f LGBs. 

Miller e t al . (1981 ) defin e grou p identificatio n a s " a perceive d self-locatio n 
within a  particular socia l stratum, alon g wit h a  psychological feelin g o f belong-
ing t o tha t particula r stratum. " Grou p identificatio n i s essentially th e outwar d 
expression o f a  psychologica l feelin g o f belongin g t o a  particula r subse t o f a 
population, a  sense tha t one' s essentia l identit y i s boun d u p wit h tha t o f othe r 
people wh o shar e som e commo n attribute , characteristic , o r belief . I t differ s 
from objectiv e grou p membershi p i n that , unlik e objectiv e membership , i t i s a 
matter o f choice tha t occur s a posteriori—or, i n rar e instances , group identifica -
tion ma y occu r amon g thos e wit h a  psychologica l desir e t o belong , bu t wh o 
lack th e characteristic s tha t woul d giv e the m objectiv e membershi p i n th e 
group. 

A particularl y clea r exampl e o f th e separatio n betwee n objectiv e grou p 
membership an d grou p identificatio n i s found i n th e attitude s o f persons who , 
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by thei r incom e level s an d jo b status , clearly belon g objectivel y t o th e workin g 
class. A  sizabl e percentage , rangin g fro m a  quarte r t o hal f o f thos e i n thi s 
classification, prefe r t o identif y themselve s wit h th e middl e clas s (Bailey 1992) . 
As individual s identif y psychologicall y wit h th e middl e clas s rathe r tha n thei r 
own, thei r politica l attitude s an d votin g behavio r com e t o reflec t thos e o f th e 
middle clas s fa r mor e tha n thos e o f thei r working-clas s neighbor s wh o identif y 
with thei r objectiv e class . The increasin g tren d towar d working-clas s member s 
identifying a s middle class , therefore, spell s trouble fo r thos e on the lef t seekin g 
to buil d a  coalition o f feminists, socia l minorities , an d working-clas s whites . 

With regar d t o oppression , severa l workin g definition s ar e availabl e t o us , 
going bac k t o th e Pentateuc h and , i n th e nineteent h century , Marx . Th e 
numerous definition s o f oppressio n i n us e hav e i n commo n th e notio n o f th e 
exercise o f authorit y o r powe r i n a n "unjust, " "cruel, " and/o r "burdensome " 
manner, o r i n a  manne r tha t "pushe s other s down " o r "hold s the m down. " 
The numerou s an d variou s definition s ma y b e summarize d a s th e deliberat e 
stratification o f societ y b y on e o r mor e dominan t group s fo r th e purpos e o f 
accumulating a n undu e shar e o f economic , political , social , and/o r psychologi -
cal benefit s b y placin g a n undu e shar e o f economic , political , social , and/o r 
psychological burden s o n th e subordinate d classes. 2 

The first  America n t o defin e ga y men , lesbians , an d bisexual s a s "a n op -
pressed cultura l minority " was  Harr y Hay , founde r o f th e Mattachin e Society , 
the first  ga y organizatio n i n postwa r America , i n 195 0 (D'Emili o 1983 ; Tim -
mons 1990 ; Marcu s 1992) . Earlie r ga y movements , centere d i n pre-Hitle r 
Germany, ha d calle d merel y fo r toleratio n an d compassio n (Ada m 1987) , s o 
Hay's assertion was  something quit e new . 

The concep t o f oppressio n i n th e nineteent h an d twentiet h centurie s ofte n 
has bee n lai d ove r wit h Marxia n notion s o f historica l materialism , an d Hay , a 
lifelong Marxist , base d hi s applicatio n o f oppressio n t o homosexual s o n th e 
notion tha t insurin g sexua l control—limitin g th e releas e o f sexua l energie s t o 
procreation—was i n th e stron g interes t o f capitalist s seekin g t o insur e tha t 
labor's energie s wer e focuse d o n production , an d thereb y o n maximizin g sur -
plus value . Thu s was  a n allianc e forme d betwee n Christia n moralist s (wh o 
sought sexua l continenc e fo r othe r reasons ) and th e capitalis t class , which i n hi s 
view ha s continued t o th e presen t (Ada m 1987 ; Timmons 1990). 3 

However, a s Mattachine cofounde r Chuc k Rowlan d (i n Marcu s 1992 ) notes , 
the majorit y o f th e member s the y brough t int o Mattachin e wer e simpl y men 4 

tired o f police entrapmen t an d harassment , me n wh o wante d t o meet , socializ e 
with, an d discus s issue s o f commo n interes t wit h othe r ga y me n i n peace . 
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"They didn' t wan t t o b e par t o f a n oppresse d cultura l minority, " Rowlan d 
recalled, an d the y argue d tha t ga y peopl e wer e "jus t lik e everybod y els e excep t 
for wha t w e d o i n bed. " Thi s rejectio n o f Hay' s analysi s an d it s implications , 
along wit h th e forme r Communis t Part y tie s o f Hay, Rowland , an d som e othe r 
founders, le d t o th e founders ' resignatio n fro m th e grou p i n 195 3 (D'Emili o 
1983; Timmon s 1990) . Th e clai m o f oppressio n als o likel y woul d hav e bee n 
dismissed a t th e tim e b y virtuall y al l nongays , as homosexuality wa s deemed t o 
be eithe r a  grav e si n o r a  psychologica l disorde r o r (interestingly ) both , an d 
consensual homosexua l act s i n privat e wer e crimina l offense s i n ever y stat e o f 
the Union. 5 

However, a  few influentia l activist s i n the vanguard o f the early "homophile " 
movement discusse d late r i n thi s chapter , includin g Fran k Kamen y o f th e 
Mattachine Societ y o f Washington , D.C . an d Barbar a Gitting s o f th e Daugh -
ters o f Bilitis , di d accep t th e notio n o f oppression , i f no t Hay' s Marxis t basi s 
for it ; th e basi s fo r oppressio n mor e commonl y accepte d i n th e movemen t wa s 
that LG B peopl e wer e simpl y th e subjec t o f unjus t an d mindles s intoleranc e 
because o f misunderstanding , ignorance , an d fear , a s wer e black s (Marott a 
1981;D'Emilio 1983 ; Marcus 1992) . 

The oppressio n argumen t wa s explicitl y adopte d b y th e Ga y Liberatio n 
movement an d b y lesbia n feminis m followin g th e Stonewal l riot s o f June 196 9 
(Marotta 1981) . The explanation s offere d fo r thi s oppressio n ar e numerou s an d 
remain th e subjec t o f debate ; I  shal l no t attemp t a  comprehensive surve y here . 
But acceptanc e an d explicatio n o f the  fact  o f oppressio n — the undu e denia l o f 
social benefit s an d placemen t o f undu e socia l burden s o n thos e romanticall y 
attracted t o person s o f th e sam e sex—ha s becom e universa l amon g LG B 
activists (Ada m 1987 ; Marcus 1992) . Hay' s "oppresse d cultura l minority " idea , 
with o r withou t (usuall y without ) it s Marxia n underpinnings , ha s becom e th e 
standard o f the movement . 

It is , o f course , th e contentio n o f th e proponent s o f lega l restriction s o n 
homosexuals an d bisexuals , includin g o n thei r private , consensua l sexua l activ -
ity, tha t suc h measure s ar e no t oppressiv e a t all , bu t ar e necessar y t o "protect " 
families fro m th e possibilit y tha t an y on e o f thei r members , particularl y thei r 
pubescent an d teenag e children , ma y becom e homosexual . Level s o f publi c 
disapproval hav e no t bee n altere d i n th e las t te n years ; no w a s then , opinio n 
polls find  tha t les s tha n 4 5 percen t o f American s conside r homosexualit y "a n 
acceptable alternativ e lifestyle," 6 an d tha t consistentl y fo r twent y year s now , 
roughly 7 0 percen t hav e sai d tha t homosexua l activit y i s "alway s wrong " 
(Bowman an d Lad d 1993) . 
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Who/What Is  "Gay"?  The  Measurement Problem 

There i s considerabl e ambiguit y i n th e ter m "homosexuality. " First , w e 
must distinguis h amon g thre e disparate , bu t ofte n confounded , measure s o f 
sexuality: sexua l attraction , sexua l behavior , an d sexua l identity . I n particular , 
the exten t t o whic h a  perso n i s attracte d t o men , t o women , o r t o bot h ha s 
been confounde d wit h LG B self-identification . 

The firs t publishe d random-sampl e stud y o f an y nationa l populatio n t o 
distinguish amon g a  population' s locatio n o n thes e element s wa s Lauman n e t 
al. (1994) , mos t commonl y calle d th e NOR C o r Chicag o se x survey. 7 Th e 
researchers' face-to-fac e interview s wit h 3,43 2 respondent s foun d tha t 10. 1 
percent o f U.S . me n an d 8. 6 percen t o f U.S . wome n showe d eithe r same-se x 
attraction, behavior , o r self-identification , o r som e combinatio n thereof . O f 
these, however , onl y a  quarter o f the me n (2. 7 percen t o f all me n surveyed ) an d 
one-sixth o f th e wome n (1. 4 percen t o f al l wome n surveyed ) self-identifie d a s 
gay, lesbian , o r bisexual . Th e remainde r reporte d eithe r same-se x desire s o r 
behavior, o r both , bu t self-identifie d a s heterosexual . 

This mirror s th e result s o f an interestin g stud y (Mille r an d Bukol t 1990 ) o f 
undergraduate student s a t Notr e Dam e Universit y a t th e behes t o f it s govern -
ing board . A  surve y o n genera l issue s o f sexualit y o n campu s wa s maile d t o 
every fourt h undergraduate , abou t tw o thousan d total . Seve n hundre d fiv e 
surveys wer e maile d back . Th e surve y aske d abou t bot h same-se x sexua l behav -
ior an d self-identification . O n th e firs t o f thes e questions , 6. 5 percen t o f th e 
students respondin g wh o said the y were sexually active at Notr e Dam e reporte d 
having ha d relation s solel y wit h member s o f the sam e sex , whereas 2. 4 percen t 
had ha d relation s wit h bot h sexes . This add s up t o 8. 9 percent , no t to o fa r fro m 
Kinsey's much-use d numbe r o f 1 0 percent , Janu s an d Janus' s estimat e (1993 ) 
of 7  percent , an d th e 9- 3 percen t foun d b y Lauman n e t al . (1994) . (W e mus t 
remember tha t eac h stud y use d a  differen t definitio n o f homosexualit y an d a 
different samplin g method. ) Bu t whe n aske d ho w the y identifie d themselves , 
only 1  percen t sai d the y considere d themselve s homosexual , an d 2. 5 percen t 
bisexual. I n othe r words , a  majority o f those wh o reporte d the y wer e homosex -
ual o r bisexua l behaviorall y stil l identified  themselves a s heterosexual . 

A fourth term , use d increasingl y commonl y i n discrimination law , i s "sexua l 
orientation," sometime s iterate d a s "affectional preference, " "affectiona l orienta -
tion," o r "sexua l preference " (Editor s o f th e Harvar d La w Revie w 1990) . 
"Sexual orientation"—o r an y o f these substitut e term s — is used i n discussion s 
of those wh o are either attracte d t o or have se x with person s o f the sam e sex , or 
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both, o r those wh o identif y themselve s a s homosexual o r bisexual . Fo r purpose s 
of the law , the thre e aspect s o f homosexuality hav e bee n pile d int o one . 

Social Impediments to  Self-Identification 

The result s o f the NOR C an d Notr e Dam e survey s mak e considerabl y mor e 
sense when on e consider s th e stron g force s arraye d agains t a  person identifyin g 
as gay, lesbian , o r bisexual . I n thi s sectio n I  lis t principall y extralega l forces ; i n 
the nex t sectio n I  turn t o lega l forces , wit h whic h w e are principally concerned . 
In th e upshot , i t ma y surpris e th e reade r tha t anyon e a t al l woul d choos e t o 
self-identify. 

Lack of family socialization.  Althoug h recen t evidenc e points t o a physiological 
connection wit h homosexualit y o r bisexualit y (LeVa y 1991 ; Alle n an d Gorsk i 
1992; Bailey an d Pillar d 1991 ; Bailey e t al . 1993 ; but se e Barinaga 1991 ; King 
and McDonal d 1992 ; Byn e an d Parson s 1993) , ther e i s a t th e sam e tim e n o 
evidence tha t LG B parent s ar e mor e likel y t o hav e LG B childre n tha n ar e th e 
rest o f th e populatio n (Polikof f 1990 ; Patterso n 1992) . A n extremel y smal l 
number o f lesbians , bisexuals , and ga y me n gre w u p i n familie s i n whic h on e o r 
both o f th e parent s wa s openly , o r eve n implicitly , th e sam e way , o r eve n i n 
which a  clos e famil y membe r coul d serv e a s a  "rol e model. " A  secon d elemen t 
usually i s present : stron g parenta l an d familia l disapprova l o f homosexuality , 
reflected i n the survey result s acros s time note d abov e (Bowman an d Ladd 1993) . 

The information  gap. The absenc e o f rol e learnin g appropriat e t o LG B youth , 
and th e likelihood o f family hostilit y t o the child' s developing interes t i n persons 
of th e sam e se x shoul d tha t interes t becom e known , translat e a s wel l int o th e 
classroom. Outsid e th e centra l citie s o f majo r metropolita n areas , littl e o r n o 
information abou t homosexualit y i s taugh t eve n i n hig h schoo l classrooms . 
Where proposals are made t o teach th e subject i n a more than cursory way, severe 
objections ofte n ar e raised , principall y tha t th e ver y discussio n o f the subjec t i n 
the classroo m wil l promot e homosexualit y (Editor s o f th e Harvar d La w Revie w 
1990).8 Mos t students ' educatio n abou t homosexualit y i s confine d t o rumor , 
misinformation, an d abusiv e epithet s directe d a t suspecte d homosexual s an d 
bisexuals. I t i s therefor e almos t uniforml y tru e tha t lesbian , gay , o r bisexua l 
young peopl e gro w u p withou t an y exposur e t o othe r LG B peopl e o r LG B 
culture, sav e fo r occasiona l appearance s i n th e popula r medi a (Sherril l 1991 ; 
Alyson 1991) . 

A repor t commissione d b y th e U.S . Departmen t o f Healt h an d Huma n 
Services i n 198 9 estimate d tha t a s man y a s 3 0 percen t o f teenag e suicide s an d 
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suicide attempt s wer e relate d t o a n inabilit y t o accep t one' s sexua l orientation , 
that hal f o f ga y an d lesbia n teenager s ha d attempte d suicid e a t leas t once , an d 
that suicid e was the leadin g caus e of death amon g homosexua l youth . Th e repor t 
was rejecte d b y th e Secretary , Dr . Loui s Sullivan , becaus e o f objection s t o it s 
findings b y Republica n Representativ e Willia m Dannemye r o f California , a 
notable figure  i n th e Religiou s Righ t win g o f th e president' s part y (Mague n 
1991). 

Fear of personal rejection.  Fo r thos e wh o d o develo p a n understandin g o f thei r 
sexuality, thre e grea t fear s clou d th e horizo n (discusse d i n Challande s 1992 ; 
Sherrill 1991) . The mos t powerful , apparently , i s the fea r o f personal rejectio n b y 
family an d friends , especiall y parents. Negative reaction s are far from th e unifor m 
response, but thes e fears ar e not unfounded . Studie s of teenage runaways estimat e 
that a s man y a s hal f hav e lef t hom e becaus e o f physica l o r emotiona l abus e 
related t o thei r sexua l orientation ; a  considerable numbe r wer e throw n ou t o f the 
house b y th e parent s (Gals t 1992) . Amon g adults , th e instance s o f parent s 
cutting of f thei r children , emotionall y o r financially,  becaus e th e childre n hav e 
"come out" t o the m ar e legion (Sherril l e t al . 1990) . 

Fear of material or  personal loss. Even i f th e famil y an d friend s ar e acceptin g 
and/or supportive , a  secon d se t o f substantia l fear s looms : fear s o f materia l o r 
personal loss . Two predominate : los s o f a  jo b o r caree r opportunitie s an d los s o f 
child custod y (se e Stoddar d e t al . 1983 ; Editor s o f th e Harvar d La w Revie w 
1990). Again , neithe r i s uncommon , and , a s discusse d below , th e la w ofte n 
mandates o r strongl y encourage s th e terminatio n o f employmen t o r custod y 
rights base d o n sexua l orientation . 

Fear of physical violence.  Finally , eve n thos e wit h completel y supportiv e fami -
lies, friends , an d employers , livin g i n state s o r citie s i n whic h antiga y bia s i s 
unlawful, ar e subjec t t o random , unprovoke d physica l attac k a t a  significant rat e 
(Comstock 1991) . Althoug h suc h attack s occu r i n al l areas , the y ar e predomi -
nately directe d agains t ga y and bisexua l me n i n majo r cities , and ar e committe d 
predominately b y younger me n (Shapir o 1990 ; Comstock 1991) . 

Legal Barriers to Self-Identification 

Our principa l concern , o f course , i s with consciou s us e o f th e la w t o repres s 
homosexual an d bisexua l behavio r and/o r self-identification . Thi s i s no t th e 
place fo r a  thoroug h recapitulatio n o f antiga y law s an d policie s o n th e books . 
Clearly, however , th e la w reinforce s th e fear s note d abov e (se e Editor s o f th e 
Harvard La w Review 1990) . 
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"Sodomy" laws.  As noted earlier , i n twenty-tw o states , sex between consentin g 
adults o f th e sam e gende r i n privat e remain s a  crimina l offense , ofte n a  felon y 
(Murdoch 1993) . The U.S . Supreme Court , i n Bowers  v.  Hardwkk (1986) , whic h 
challenged Georgia' s felon y law , rule d five  t o fou r tha t suc h privat e sexua l act s 
are no t protecte d unde r th e righ t t o privacy enunciate d i n Griswold  v. Connecticut 
(1965) wit h respec t t o us e o f contraceptives , an d i n Roe  v. Wade  (1973) wit h 
respect t o obtaining a n abortion. 9 

Mandatory exclusion  from employment.  Publi c schoo l teacher s an d counselor s i n 
many jurisdiction s (Stoddar d e t al . 1983 ) an d member s o f the U.S . armed force s 
(Humphrey 1990 ; Steffan 1992 ; Shilts 1993 ) are subject t o mandatory , summar y 
dismissal i f foun d t o b e homosexua l o r bisexual . A s note d earlier , Presiden t 
Clinton faile d earl y i n hi s administratio n t o convinc e Congres s t o suppor t hi s 
plan t o permit ga y men , lesbians , and bisexual s t o serve openly i n th e military . 

Family law.  A s o f thi s writing , i n n o state , a s i n non e bu t thre e foreig n 
countries (Denmark , Norway , an d Sweden) , ar e same-se x couple s permitte d 
legally t o marry. 10 Ope n LGB s ar e forbidden , b y la w o r (mor e often ) b y regula -
tion o r informal policy,  from adoptin g children . Further , i n the majorit y o f states 
there i s a  rebuttabl e presumptio n i n custod y la w tha t a  ga y fathe r o r lesbia n 
mother i s an unfi t paren t fo r hi s o r he r ow n childre n (Gibso n an d Rishe r 1977 ; 
Bagnall e t al . 1984 ; Suseoff 1985 ; Gottsfield 1985). 11 

Permissible discrimination.  Where discriminator y practice s ar e no t writte n int o 
law, suc h practice s nonetheles s ar e permitte d i n mos t o f th e country . On e ma y 
be fired  fro m one' s job , evicte d fro m one' s hom e o r denie d a  leas e o r contract , 
denied credi t o r insurance , refuse d servic e i n a  plac e o f business , o r otherwis e 
affected i n numerou s aspect s o f one' s dail y life , solel y becaus e o f one' s actua l o r 
perceived sexua l orientation . Th e case s o f suc h discriminatio n ar e legio n an d d o 
not warran t repeatin g her e (see Stoddard e t al . 1983 ; Editors o f the Harvar d La w 
Review 1990 ; Sherrill 1991) . 

In only nin e state s and th e Distric t o f Columbia, an d i n scattere d localitie s i n 
other states , i s an y lega l redres s availabl e fo r discriminatio n base d o n sexua l 
orientation. Th e voter s o f Colorad o i n Novembe r 199 2 amende d thei r stat e 
constitution positivel y t o forbid any such protection; th e vote repeals antidiscrim -
ination ordinance s i n Denver , Boulder , an d Aspe n an d a n executiv e orde r o f th e 
governor bannin g discriminatio n i n stat e employment. 12 N o state , an d onl y a 
scattering o f cities , provid e an y lega l protectio n t o person s i n long-ter m same -
sex relationship s wit h regar d t o propert y rights , insurance , healt h care , an d 
inheritance. 
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Even wher e law s exis t protectin g th e job s an d home s o f lesbians , ga y men , 
and bisexuals , larg e number s o f offenses g o unreported , fo r thre e reasons : lack o f 
confidence tha t th e enforcemen t authorit y wil l d o anythin g t o redres s th e situa -
tion; inabilit y o r lac k o f willingnes s t o devot e th e time , psychologica l energy , 
and (sometimes ) mone y neede d t o pursu e redress ; and , i n man y cases , th e 
unwillingness t o b e identifie d a s homosexua l o r bisexua l fo r fea r o f othe r reper -
cussions suc h a s discover y b y unknowin g famil y member s o r friends , verba l o r 
physical abuse , and th e lik e (Sherril l 1991 ; Powell an d Mitrovic h 1992) . 

Are Homosexuals  and  Bisexuals  Oppressed? 

Oppression was  define d earlie r a s th e deliberat e stratificatio n o f societ y i n 
which on e se t o f person s obtain s o r hold s undu e benefit s b y placin g undu e 
burdens o n anothe r se t o f persons . Th e LG B movemen t ha s submitte d t o th e 
nation a  clai m tha t i t constitute s a n oppresse d group . W e hav e befor e u s a 
synopsis o f law s an d practice s grounde d i n sexua l orientatio n tha t ar e cite d 
frequently b y LG B leader s i n suppor t o f thi s claim . On e ma y tes t th e "oppres -
siveness" o f th e sam e b y askin g whethe r heterosexual s woul d find  suc h law s 
and practice s acceptable , o r eve n tolerable , i f applied t o the m b y bisexual s an d 
homosexuals, rathe r tha n th e othe r wa y around . I f the y woul d b e deeme d 
unacceptable o r intolerable—an d ther e i s ever y indicatio n tha t the y woul d 
be—then th e argumen t tha t bisexua l an d homosexua l American s ar e a n op -
pressed grou p has , a t th e ver y least , to o muc h weigh t t o b e dismisse d ou t o f 
hand. 

Clearly th e condition s face d b y LGB Americans diffe r substantiall y fro m th e 
challenges face d b y women , person s wit h disabilities , an d member s o f racial , 
ethnic, an d religiou s minorities . W e se e tha t condition s withi n an d withou t 
the individua l militat e strongl y i n mos t case s agains t self-identificatio n a s gay , 
lesbian, o r bisexual . I t i s n o surprise , therefore , tha t th e ver y fe w random -
sample studie s o f bisexual , gay , an d lesbia n self-identificatio n prio r t o th e 
Chicago study , al l conducted withi n th e past fe w year s (Harry 1990 ; Miller an d 
Bukolt 1990 ; Rensberge r 1993) , foun d tha t 1. 0 t o 1. 5 percen t o f a  give n 
population wil l self-identif y a s gay o r lesbian , an d a n additiona l 2  t o 3  percen t 
will self-identif y a s bisexual—substantiall y lowe r tha n Kinsey' s figure  o f 1 0 
percent, an d Janu s an d Janus' s figure  o f 7  percent , wh o i n practic e ar e exclu -
sively o r predominately homosexual . 

We the n ad d t o thi s matri x th e optio n o f "passing. " Wherea s nearl y al l 
women, mos t Africa n American s an d Asia n Americans , an d man y indigenou s 
Americans an d Latino s ar e readil y identifiabl e b y thei r externa l appearance , 
most LGB s ar e not , an d i n th e contex t o f th e disabilitie s discusse d here , th e 
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optimal pragmati c solutio n migh t appea r t o th e casua l observe r t o b e t o "pass " 
for heterosexua l i n context s i n whic h disclosur e o f one' s sexua l orientatio n 
could provok e conflict . "Passing, " i n addition , ca n b e justifie d t o onesel f o n a 
ground ofte n use d earl y o n b y ga y right s supporters , an d stil l use d whe n 
politically convenien t toda y (Sama r 1991) : wha t on e doe s i n private , the y 
argued, i s one' s ow n busines s an d doe s no t nee d t o b e th e concer n o f anyon e 
else (D'Emili o 1983 ; Marcus 1992) . Sexualit y bein g one' s ow n business , man y 
persons wh o are open wit h LG B friend s an d hav e reache d th e stag e o f "identit y 
acceptance" (Cas s 1984 ) ma y refus e t o identif y generall y a s LGBs o r t o involv e 
themselves wit h th e organize d LG B community . 

What i s of interest, then , i s to discove r why , given al l thes e barrier s an d th e 
opportunity t o escap e the m b y "passing, " anyon e woul d choos e t o identif y a s a 
member o f a sexual minority . 

In thi s context , a  brie f loo k i s warrante d a t th e respons e t o oppressio n 
among Africa n Americans , a  grou p mos t o f whos e member s ar e unabl e t o 
"pass." Althoug h th e form s o f oppressio n face d b y black s diffe r i n man y way s 
from thos e face d b y LGBs , black s ar e th e mos t simila r t o LGB s i n havin g 
endured wide-rangin g discriminatio n mandated , unti l th e 1960s , by law. Taken 
together, thes e studie s sugges t a  broa d men u o f potentia l responses , leavin g 
much u p t o the individua l an d he r o r hi s circumstances . 

Kardiner an d Ovese y (1962) , i n thei r ground-breakin g psychodynami c 
study o f twenty-five blac k Americans ( a number o f whom ha d sough t treatmen t 
for psychiatri c disorder s o r difficulties) , lai d ou t evidenc e o f a  tremendou s 
beating dow n o f self-estee m an d indee d o f activ e self-hatre d an d self-destruc -
tiveness amon g blacks , wit h a  variet y o f neuroti c an d pathologica l conse -
quences. This i s the result , th e author s reported , no t o f inferior moral s o r values 
or a n inabilit y t o adjus t t o stres s o n th e par t o f blacks , bu t o f th e breadt h an d 
intensity o f racia l animosit y o f whit e societ y towar d the m an d th e internaliza-
tion of that animosity . 

This internalizatio n di d no t appea r t o b e confined , a s i n th e Kardiner -
Ovesey study , t o blac k peopl e wh o ha d activ e psychologica l problems . Clar k 
and Clar k (1947 ) foun d evidenc e o f suc h effect s i n youn g blac k childre n i n 
early studies i n which a  child was  given a  black dol l an d a  white dol l an d aske d 
to choos e on e t o pla y with ; mos t blac k children , lik e nearl y al l whit e children , 
chose t o play wit h th e whit e doll . 

However, late r blac k researcher s hav e criticize d thes e findings.  Jenkin s 
(1982), i n particular , classifie s thes e findings  a s one-dimensional an d mechanis -
tic, an d note s tha t the y fai l t o accoun t fo r th e effec t o f "humanistic " factor s — 
actions take n base d o n a  consciou s directio n adopte d b y th e individua l (t o 
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become a  goo d basebal l playe r o r t o g o t o la w school , fo r instance)—o n 
subsequent adjustmen t an d behavior . Summarizin g researc h fro m th e 1970s , 
Jenkins finds  that , althoug h relativel y negativ e racial  image s stil l coul d b e 
found amon g Africa n Americans , thes e ofte n di d no t carr y ove r int o othe r 
aspects o f self-assessment an d self-esteem . 

White (1984 ) look s t o cultura l bia s i n interpretatio n o f black responses . H e 
delineates wha t h e call s a n "Afro-America n psychologica l perspective, " whic h 
differs i n significan t respect s fro m th e European-base d perspectiv e o f America n 
psychology an d whic h i s essentia l t o understandin g th e wa y blac k American s 
respond t o an oppressive dominan t culture . 

Both Jenkin s an d Whit e als o not e th e centra l rol e o f th e civi l right s an d 
Black Powe r movement s o f th e 1960 s i n bringin g t o th e for e a  mor e positiv e 
self-image amon g man y Africa n American s an d reestablishin g consciou s con -
nections wit h blac k Africa n histor y an d culture . A s discusse d late r i n thi s 
chapter, thi s le d t o a  ris e i n level s o f "blac k consciousness " i n politic s durin g 
the sam e period . 

Thus evidenc e exist s tha t internalizatio n o f a  negativ e self-imag e becaus e o f 
membership i n a  despise d grou p nee d no t carr y ove r int o al l aspect s o f th e 
personality. Thos e center s o f positive self-estee m withi n th e individual , couple d 
with th e presentatio n (howeve r meager ) o f positive attitude s towar d he r grou p 
membership, ca n hel p he r reorien t he r feeling s abou t belongin g t o tha t group . 

The Development of  Group Self-Identification among Members 
of Sexual Minorities 

We hav e examine d th e element s o f self-identificatio n an d wh y ga y men , 
bisexuals, an d lesbian s migh t no t self-identify , bu t hav e ye t t o answe r why  o r 
how certai n peopl e acquir e th e psychologica l attribute s o f self-identificatio n 
while other s d o not . Th e questio n o f wh y an d how—th e questio n o f identit y 
formation—is essentia l wit h respec t t o LGBs. 

Cass (1984) , i n he r stud y pullin g togethe r th e wor k o f severa l othe r re -
searchers, point s ou t th e fundamenta l fac t tha t homosexua l childre n gro w u p 
not onl y unawar e tha t the y ar e homosexual , no t onl y ofte n unawar e unti l lat e 
in childhoo d o f wha t homosexualit y actuall y is , bu t grow  up believing  that they 
are heterosexual.  Childre n ar e socialize d int o strictl y bifurcate d se x roles , wit h 
the expectatio n tha t whe n th e tim e come s a  bo y wil l fal l i n lov e wit h a  gir l 
(and vice versa), they wil l marry , and the y wil l hav e and rais e children together . 

This differ s fro m th e situatio n o f black o r female children . I t i s the cas e tha t 
there i s n o preexisting rac e o r se x consciousness 13 i n ver y youn g children ; thi s 
awareness i s inculcated, directl y an d indirectly , b y adults an d b y older children . 
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The studie s abov e sho w tha t youn g children , afte r becomin g consciou s o f thes e 
differences, the n ofte n loo k t o whites , o r men , a s th e "reference " fo r wha t i s 
best an d ten d t o negat e thei r ow n rac e o r se x a s a  result . Bu t onc e thi s 
consciousness o f difference i s established, blac k childre n gro w u p knowin g tha t 
they ar e "black, " an d femal e childre n gro w u p knowin g tha t the y ar e "girls, " 
with eac h ove r tim e learnin g th e attitude s an d behavio r expecte d o f the m b y 
society i n thes e roles . Further , th e developmen t o f Afrocentrism an d feminis m 
has offere d a  countervailing , positiv e blac k o r femal e "reference. " Homosexua l 
and bisexua l children 1 d o becom e consciou s o f difference s i n sexua l identity , 
and develo p affect s (usuall y negative ) towar d homosexuality , bu t al l th e whil e 
they believe , an d ar e constantl y reinforce d i n th e belief , tha t the y ar e hetero -
sexual. 

The discover y tha t on e i s attracte d t o other s o f th e sam e sex , therefore , i s a 
most profoun d shoc k t o the psyche. I t i s just suc h a  shock t o the psyche , cause d 
by som e poten t externa l event , tha t Cros s (1971 ) an d Downin g an d Rous h 
(1985) cit e a s th e keyston e t o th e identit y developmen t o f Africa n American s 
and feminists , respectively . I n th e absenc e o f suc h a n event , i t i s unlikel y tha t 
the existin g socia l orde r wil l b e questione d o r tha t th e proces s o f persona l 
transformation wil l begin . 

After th e developmen t o f severa l differen t theorie s o f identit y formation , 
Cass (1984) devise d a  six-stage hypothesis , teste d it , an d foun d support , rather , 
for a  four-stage proces s o f development i n gay people : 

1. Identity  confusion.  Th e homosexua l person , havin g expecte d t o b e heterosex -
ual, faces th e critica l realizatio n o f not bein g wha t on e has bee n traine d t o b e al l 
one's life . Her e on e ask s onesel f repeatedl y whethe r on e reall y i s homosexual . A t 
the poin t a t whic h th e answe r seem s t o b e affirmative , severa l option s ar e open : 
denial an d suppressio n o f homosexua l feelings , leadin g t o othe r psychologica l 
difficulties; attempt s t o chang e t o heterosexuality , a t leas t o n th e surface ; o r 
suicide. Provide d tha t non e o f thes e option s ar e taken , o r tha t non e ar e deeme d 
workable, an individua l ma y proceed t o th e nex t stage . 

2. Identity  tolerance.  I n orde r t o mee t one' s social , sexual , and emotiona l needs , 
one begins seekin g ou t th e company o f other homosexuals . However , on e has no t 
at thi s poin t accepte d onesel f as homosexual , an d wha t happen s nex t depend s o n 
the exten t t o whic h on e comes  t o vie w one' s homosexualit y i n a  negativ e o r 
positive light , ofte n dependin g largel y o n one' s gay contact s an d th e reaction s o f 
the fe w truste d straigh t friend s t o who m one' s secre t i s revealed . Al l durin g thi s 
stage, i n mos t o f one' s lif e on e continue s t o "pass " fo r heterosexual , an d con -
sciously so . I f th e assessmen t i s negative , th e individua l i s likel y t o kee p t o 
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limited encounter s wit h th e ga y worl d whe n necessar y an d t o maintai n th e 
heterosexual facade . 

3. Identity  acceptance.  If , however , one' s assessmen t o f gay lif e i s positive , an d 
particularly i f straigh t confidant s ar e supportive , on e i s likel y t o accep t one' s 
sexuality an d immers e onesel f mor e int o ga y life , developin g a  networ k o f ga y 
friends an d th e fir m sens e tha t on e "belongs " in th e gay community . On e furthe r 
discloses one' s sexualit y selectivel y t o friend s an d famil y members . However , a t 
this stage , on e stil l feel s i t pruden t t o "pass " an d fi t i n wit h th e heterosexua l 
majority, an d t o avoi d confrontatio n ove r th e issu e o f homosexuality ; ther e 
remains th e notio n tha t bein g ga y i s les s good tha n bein g straight , bu t tha t on e 
might a s wel l b e happ y wit h wha t on e is . As wil l b e see n late r i n thi s chapter , 
this i s roughl y th e degre e o f developmen t tha t characterize d th e earl y "homo -
phile" movement , an d tha t characterize s certai n assimilationis t gay s toda y (fo r 
example, see Bauman 1986) . 

4. Identity  pride and synthesis.  Ther e may , however , develo p a  fierc e loyalt y t o 
one's ga y friend s an d communit y tha t outweigh s an d nullifie s thes e ideas . A t 
this point , negativ e feeling s develo p towar d antiga y heterosexual s (i f no t al l 
heterosexuals), alon g wit h a  sens e tha t "straight " society—no t one' s sexualit y 
and no t th e LG B community—i s th e problem . Thes e change s ar e consonan t 
with an d essentia l t o th e developmen t o f "grou p consciousness, " a s wil l b e 
discussed late r i n thi s chapter . Th e ga y perso n come s ou t t o virtuall y everyone , 
often a t firs t i n a  confrontational wa y t o forc e other s t o fac e an d dea l wit h thei r 
negative feelings . A s time goe s on , i f reactions ar e no t overwhelmingl y negative , 
disclosure an d it s ramification s becom e a  nonissu e an d har d feeling s towar d 
straight society  soften , a s on e become s full y comfortabl e wit h one' s identit y 
regardless o f th e reactio n o f others . Th e identit y s o jarre d b y th e discover y o f 
youth become s fully , happil y integrate d again . 

Cross (1971 ) an d Downin g an d Rous h (1985 ) presen t somewha t differen t 
patterns fo r black s an d feminists , bu t the y bea r som e smal l resemblanc e t o th e 
four stage s Cas s present s fo r lesbian s an d ga y men . A t baseline , absen t parenta l 
guidance t o th e contrary , black s an d wome n gro w u p acceptin g th e existin g 
social order , th e author s hypothesize , placing thes e people a t th e leve l equivalen t 
to Cass' s "identit y acceptance " stage , wit h th e obviou s exceptio n o f havin g 
neither th e nee d no r th e abilit y t o hide thei r se x or race . 

Development proceed s fro m thi s baselin e condition . I n th e first  stage , on e i s 
catalyzed b y some event o r events tha t ange r one , making on e question th e socia l 
order, an d resultin g i n "pola r affect, " negativ e feeling s towar d th e "oppressor " 
group. I n th e second , on e withdraws fro m contac t wit h member s o f the "oppres -
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sor" group an d immerse s onesel f with othe r wome n o r blacks , developing a  sense 
of pride an d affirmation , whic h lead s eventually t o more flexible  perception s an d 
lessens th e blanke t condemnatio n o f me n o r whites . I n th e third , one' s new , 
positive self-imag e i s internalized, an d on e finds  onesel f transcendin g traditiona l 
ideas o f race and se x roles , adopting a  pluralistic perspective . Finally , on e make s 
a commitment t o meaningfu l actio n o n behal f of the nonsexist/nonracis t vie w o f 
the world on e has adopted . 

These studie s infor m eac h other . Cass' s "identit y acceptance " stag e i s ver y 
similar t o th e situatio n i n whic h black s an d wome n find  themselve s i n th e tw o 
studies cite d abov e jus t befor e th e catalyzin g even t tha t cause s th e questionin g 
of societ y an d result s i n grou p consciousness . I n othe r words , i t ma y b e that , 
having gon e throug h th e proces s o f establishing ga y identity , on e mus t the n g o 
through a  secon d process , simila r t o tha t describe d i n th e studie s above , befor e 
the flowering  o f gay consciousnes s (compresse d b y Cas s int o he r "identit y prid e 
and synthesis " stage) can occur . 

The catalyzin g even t wil l var y fro m perso n t o person . I n th e cas e o f an LG B 
person, i t ma y b e th e positiv e affirmatio n o f attending a  Gay Prid e Da y fo r th e 
first time , o r i t ma y b e th e negativ e o f th e queer-bashin g o f a  friend , th e slo w 
death o f another fro m AIDS , or the los s of one's own job . 

At th e outse t I  suggeste d tha t i t di d no t appea r t o b e i n th e interes t o f 
homosexuals and bisexual s t o identify themselve s a s such in public and o n survey 
forms, othe r tha n se x surveys complete d i n absolut e privacy . Thi s wa s becaus e of 
the lega l an d socia l disabilitie s impose d o n them— prima facie  evidence fo r th e 
movement's clai m tha t homosexual s ar e a n oppresse d minority—an d thei r abil -
ity t o avoi d thes e disabilitie s b y "passing " fo r heterosexual . However , i t appear s 
that environmenta l effect s ca n catalyz e "closeted " peopl e int o reorientin g thei r 
personal attitude s towar d thei r ow n sexualit y an d towar d society' s treatmen t o f 
their kindre d spirits , i n a  way that , a s wil l b e seen late r i n thi s chapter , i s equa l 
or equivalent t o the developmen t o f group consciousnes s i n th e politica l context . 
If thi s i s th e case , w e ca n expec t tha t self-identifie d LGBs , thoug h smal l i n 
number, wil l hav e the stronges t sens e of identification wit h th e group . 

Oppressed Groups and  Electoral  Politics 

The questio n tha t the n arise s i s why  group s lon g exclude d fro m position s o f 
power, such a s African Americans , Latinos , and, i n ou r case , open LGBs , shoul d 
accept th e more s o f th e dominan t politica l cultur e an d pla y b y it s rule s rathe r 
than becomin g alienate d fro m it . Wh y shoul d previousl y exclude d group s loo k 
to participatio n i n th e "mainstream " politica l process , rathe r tha n separatis m 



n From "Lavender"  People  to "Lavender"  Voters 

or rebellion—b e i t violen t o r not—a s a  mean s o f achievin g relie f fro m thei r 
isolation an d suffering ? 

This questio n i s especially pertinen t i n th e America n electora l system , wit h 
its single-membe r districts , pluralit y voting , an d th e duopol y o f th e Demo -
cratic an d Republica n parties ; America n genera l election s (thoug h no t alway s 
the part y nominatin g processes ) emphasiz e th e nee d t o compromis e an d reac h 
toward th e center , whereve r i t ma y lie . I n thi s context , wha t i s th e allur e o f 
voting t o a  membe r o f a  marginalize d an d oppresse d group ? Wha t make s 
voting worthwhile , a s opposed t o recusin g onesel f fro m th e electora l proces s o r 
confronting i t b y othe r means ? 

The literatur e offer s thre e answers . Firs t i s th e divorcemen t o f "diffuse " 
support fo r th e natio n an d it s form o f government, whic h i s high an d relativel y 
stable, fro m "specific"  suppor t fo r policie s an d politician s (Easto n 1965 ; 
Abramowitz i n Almon d an d Verb a 1980) . Secon d i s the "participatory " natur e 
of American politica l cultur e an d th e valu e tha t cultur e place s o n votin g a s a n 
affirmation o f th e for m o f governmen t an d democrati c ideal s (Almon d an d 
Verba 1963 ; Elazar 1965 ; Abramowit z i n Almon d an d Verb a 1980) . Thir d i s 
the usefulnes s o f votin g t o achiev e symboli c goal s eve n whe n th e connectio n 
between votin g an d substantiv e polic y chang e i s tenuou s (Edelma n 1964 ; 
Browning e t al . 1990) . 

One answe r i s supplie d b y Easton' s mode l (1965 ) separatin g "diffuse " sup -
port fo r th e natio n an d it s forms an d institution s o f government fro m "specific" 
support fo r policie s an d publi c officials . A t th e tim e h e wrote , bot h "diffuse " 
and "specific " suppor t fo r th e Unite d State s governmen t wer e quit e high . I n 
the succeedin g year s o f Vietnam , Watergate , economi c troubles , an d socia l 
unrest, "specific"  suppor t fo r governmen t plummete d (Abramowit z i n Almon d 
and Verb a 1980) , although , a s Abramowit z point s out , genera l question s o n 
"specific" suppor t appea r t o elici t response s base d o n evaluation s o f th e presi -
dent an d executiv e branch . I n th e 1980s , "specific " suppor t climbe d agai n 
during th e heigh t o f the Reaga n administration , thoug h no t t o anywher e nea r 
its level s in th e earl y 1960s , then fel l agai n a s the 1980 s cam e t o a  close. In th e 
meantime, level s o f suppor t fo r bot h th e natio n an d th e basi c syste m o f 
government remaine d remarkabl y high ; th e pessimis m abou t politics , politi -
cians, an d policie s di d no t translat e int o a n erosio n o f confidenc e i n ou r 
constitutional framework . 

Similar results , interestingly , wer e obtaine d acros s racia l groups . Thi s ma y 
not b e difficul t t o understand . Eve n member s o f disinherited group s ar e raise d 
on th e promise s o f th e Declaratio n o f Independence , an d ar e taugh t America n 
history filled  wit h example s o f group s overcomin g poverty , hardship , oppres -



From "Lavender"  People  to "Lavender"  Voters 33 

sion, an d degradation , i f onl y b y degree s an d onl y afte r a  long , har d struggl e 
against entrenche d power , throug h appeal s t o underlyin g fairnes s an d th e 
creative us e of a  flexible  Constitution . Th e successfu l transmissio n o f participa -
tory an d egalitaria n ideal s t o member s o f minorit y group s wh o ha d acces s t o 
the ballo t i s atteste d t o empiricall y a s fa r bac k a s The  American Voter  an d The 
Civic Culture, a landmark five-nation  stud y b y Almond an d Verb a (1963) . 

In The  Civic Culture, Almond an d Verb a enunciate d th e concep t o f a  civic o r 
political "culture, " a  se t o f attitude s towar d th e politica l syste m an d it s 
component parts , an d towar d one' s ow n persona l participatio n i n th e system . 
This se t o f attitude s i s generall y share d b y an d characteristi c o f a  particula r 
political communit y o r subdivision . Th e notio n o f a  share d civi c cultur e goe s 
back a t leas t t o Plato ; Almond an d Verb a rewor k an d operationaliz e tha t notio n 
for th e presen t day . 

The author s characteriz e th e Unite d State s a s havin g predominatel y a  "par -
ticipatory" politica l cultur e a s opposed t o a  "subject " culture . I n th e latter , th e 
citizen i s aware of the basi c political structure s an d function s o f her society , an d 
has opinion s abou t it s legitimacy , bu t i s concerned wit h watchin g an d evaluat -
ing only what i t does and no t how  it doe s so, and i s not concerne d t o participat e 
herself. I n th e former , th e citize n ha s a  direc t interes t i n th e doing s o f th e 
various players—electe d officials , interes t groups , parties , an d th e like—an d 
feels tha t sh e shoul d b e a  participan t i n th e proces s herself . Voting , therefore , 
is see n a s especiall y importan t a s on e effectiv e means , an d fo r man y i n thei r 
American sampl e th e only effectiv e means , of influencing th e actions o f govern-
ment "elites. " 

Elazar (1965) expands o n thi s an d lay s out a  (largely impressionistic ) schem a 
of intranationa l politica l cultures , whic h ar e discussed , an d applie d t o a n 
analysis o f ga y an d lesbia n votin g i n thre e states , i n chapte r 4 . I t i s notable , 
however, tha t i n th e Souther n states , whic h Elaza r classifie d a s havin g "tradi -
tional" politica l culture s i n whic h governin g wa s expecte d t o b e lef t t o elite s 
(see chapte r 4) , blac k citizen s wer e expecte d t o refrai n fro m participatio n i n 
affairs o f state an d face d seriou s extralega l consequences , sometime s inflicte d b y 
law enforcemen t officials , i f the y violate d thi s unofficia l code . A s a  result , 
Almond an d Verb a foun d amon g Souther n black s th e onl y significan t remnan t 
of a  "subject " politica l cultur e i n th e Unite d States . A s Elazar' s boo k was  i n 
press, th e Votin g Right s Ac t o f 196 5 wa s bein g passed ; i t effectivel y remove d 
this barrier . Withi n a  fe w years , Souther n black s wer e votin g a t rate s no t to o 
far belo w thos e o f whites—highe r rates , indeed , whe n on e controlle d fo r 
socioeconomic statu s (Verb a an d Ni e 1972)—an d Souther n black s classifiabl e 
as holding "subject " rathe r tha n "participatory " politica l more s nearl y vanishe d 
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within a  fe w year s (Abramowit z i n Almon d an d Verb a 1980) . Th e mer e 
accessibility o f th e ballot , combine d wit h acceptanc e o f th e politica l more s o f 
the dominan t cultur e wit h respec t t o th e importanc e o f voting , le d t o signifi -
cant level s of voting amon g citizen s who previously wer e mere "subjects " o f th e 
system. 

The questio n arise s i n thi s context : Wh y shoul d an y grou p tur n t o th e 
ballot bo x rathe r tha n t o som e othe r mean s o f effectin g it s ends , especiall y 
when th e connectio n betwee n mas s votin g an d th e substantiv e decision s o f 
elected an d appointe d official s i s attenuated a t best ? Th e answe r lie s les s i n an y 
substantive nexu s betwee n votin g an d specifi c publi c polic y tha n i n th e sym -
bolic effect s o f (1 ) affirmin g th e politica l syste m an d one' s allegianc e t o i t — 
what Almon d an d Verba (1963) and Easto n (1965 ) cal l "allegiant " behavior , (2 ) 
helping t o gai n a n audienc e fo r one' s concern s wit h thos e i n power , an d (3 ) 
serving a s a  politica l counterweigh t t o th e demand s o f opposin g "reference " 
groups — in othe r words , showin g th e officia l tha t a  politica l benefi t accrue s 
from supportin g one' s ow n grou p an d a  politica l cos t accrue s fro m supportin g 
the "reference " group . 

A long-deprive d grou p appear s t o ac t cohesivel y an d mobiliz e politicall y fo r 
both th e redres s o f specifi c grievances—tha t is , t o accomplis h specifi c substan-
tive policy goals—and fo r th e symbolic purpose o f placing member s o f the grou p 
in position s o f authority , a s a  means o f increasing th e self-estee m an d "interna l 
political efficacy " (Shingle s 1981 ) o f individual s i n th e group , an d makin g th e 
rest o f th e communit y tak e notic e o f the m an d deal  with  them  with  respect 
(Edelman 1964) . I n fact , bot h "substantive " an d "symbolic " goal s hav e bee n 
seen t o b e importan t t o enhancin g th e socia l standin g an d economi c conditio n 
of racial minorities . Perr y writes : 

Some observers seem to feel tha t symboli c benefits are not important . Symbolic benefit s 
that confe r a n aura of legitimacy, respect , and equa l standing t o a previously disadvan -
taged, discriminate d against , an d subordinat e grou p ar e ver y important . (Perr y i n 
Browning et al. 1990 , 149) 

Edelman identifie s thre e kind s o f "symbolic " use s o f politics . On e i s th e us e o f 
politics a s a means o f "objec t appraisal, " th e determinatio n o f where on e stand s 
with thos e i n powe r o r thos e seekin g power ; fo r example , th e us e o f a  politica l 
party's platfor m t o appea l t o certai n group s o f voters , rathe r tha n a s a  crysta l 
ball i n whic h th e futur e policie s o f governmen t ma y b e see n shoul d th e part y 
win. Two  other s relat e t o mor e deep-seate d psychologica l causes : th e us e o f 
politics fo r th e externalizatio n o f unresolve d inne r problems , and , mor e im -
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portant t o us , th e us e o f politic s a s a  mean s o f socia l adjustment . I n thi s las t 
context, th e mer e ac t o f makin g demand s o n th e syste m an d causin g the m t o 
be hear d make s th e syste m recogniz e an d legitimiz e th e person(s ) makin g th e 
demands, an d whethe r th e individual' s o r group' s aim s hav e an y substantiv e 
chance o f bein g adopte d i s o f relativel y smal l importance , a s recognitio n an d 
legitimation ar e th e principa l symboli c goals . Th e symboli c goa l o f "objec t 
appraisal" als o i s serve d whe n th e individua l o r group , havin g mad e th e 
demand, ca n determin e a  public official' s positive , negative , o r neutra l orienta -
tion towar d itself . 

Because member s o f racia l minoritie s hav e bot h substantiv e an d symboli c 
goals, th e questio n i s whether votin g i s a satisfactory mean s o f obtaining eithe r 
or bot h kind s o f goals . Edelma n (1964 , 27-28 ) note s tha t publi c official s 
themselves anecdotall y se e littl e relatio n betwee n th e public' s vote s an d thei r 
own. Fenn o (1978 ) an d Kingdo n (1989) , studyin g member s o f Congress , 
modify thi s understandin g b y distinguishin g issue s base d o n thei r salienc e 
within a  member's distric t an d thei r relativ e complexity , an d notin g th e degre e 
to which member s tailo r thei r votin g behavio r t o avoi d controversy . The y find, 
then, tha t som e nexu s exist s betwee n th e electorate' s vote s an d th e member's , 
although thes e case s appea r largel y t o b e restricte d t o high-salience , "easy " 
issues used b y voters fo r th e purpose o f "objec t appraisal. " 

The Problem  of  Developing Group  Consciousness 

Having establishe d tha t previousl y disinherite d group s wit h acces s to the ballo t 
can se e it s us e a s advantageous t o achievin g symboli c an d substantiv e politica l 
goals, w e no w tur n ou r attentio n t o whethe r self-identifie d LGB s specificall y 
are likel y t o d o s o i n an y numbers , an d whethe r the y ar e likel y t o bas e thei r 
votes a t leas t i n par t o n a  perception o f oppressio n o r disadvantag e becaus e o f 
their sexua l identity . 

This raise s again issue s relate d t o the studie s o f identity formatio n discusse d 
earlier (Cross 1971 ; Cass 1984 ; Downing an d Rous h 1985) . These teac h u s tha t 
a woman , a n Africa n American , o r a n LG B perso n mus t g o throug h a  proces s 
of sheddin g society' s predominan t idea s abou t hersel f an d he r plac e i n societ y 
before becomin g full y committe d t o he r identit y an d assertin g politica l de -
mands base d o n tha t identity . A  lesbia n o r ga y man , Cas s tell s us , i n th e stag e 
of "identit y prid e an d synthesis, " develop s th e willingnes s t o identif y him - o r 
herself a s LG B eve n i n situation s i n whic h th e revelatio n i s likel y t o provok e 
confrontation. I t appear s the n tha t i n th e cas e o f LGBs , acceptanc e o f one' s 
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identity i s insufficien t t o promp t on e t o behav e politicall y a s a n ope n LGB . 
Public self-identificatio n likel y occur s only onc e one has develope d th e psycho -
logical qualitie s constitutin g group  consciousness. 

Browning e t al . (1990) , studyin g politica l incorporatio n o f racia l minoritie s 
in American cities , examined th e composition o f cross-group coalitions , be the y 
two set s o f minoritie s (black-Latin o coalitions , fo r example ) o r coalition s be -
tween a  minorit y grou p an d som e segmen t o f th e dominan t majorit y (usuall y 
white). Thei r mode l posit s tha t politica l mobilization  of a group was  essentia l t o 
its succes s i n buildin g electora l coalition s wit h othe r groups , winnin g office , 
and enactin g favorabl e policies . 

Previous researc h (Verb a an d Ni e 1972 ; Mille r e t al . 1981 ; Shingles 1981 ) 
suggests tha t amon g thes e groups , th e forc e tha t mobilize s the m i s group 
consciousness, a s distinc t fro m grou p identification . Mille r e t al . (1981 ) defin e 
group consciousnes s a s "identification wit h a  group and  a  political awarenes s o r 
ideology regardin g th e group' s relativ e positio n i n societ y alon g wit h a  com -
mitment t o collective actio n aime d a t realizin g th e group's interests. " 

Group consciousnes s ha s no t bee n show n t o exercis e a n independen t effec t 
on grou p members ' attitude s o r thei r consistenc y wit h on e another , o r o n 
members' cohesio n i n votin g o r othe r politica l behavior . However , grou p 
consciousness appear s t o b e a  centra l elemen t i n motivatin g individual s t o ac t 
politically, an d t o d o s o throug h certai n specifi c channel s the y dee m effective . 
In th e cas e a t hand , then , grou p consciousness , thoug h i t woul d hav e n o 
discernible effec t o n how  they voted , ma y induc e LGBs to  vote. 

The empirica l stud y o f group consciousnes s a s an essentia l elemen t i n grou p 
political mobilizatio n goe s bac k t o Verb a an d Nie' s semina l discussio n (1972 , 
149-73).15 Thes e researcher s operationalize d blac k consciousnes s rathe r simply , 
using a s thei r indicato r whether , an d ho w man y times , a  blac k responden t 
mentioned rac e o r racia l issue s a s a  proble m i n th e countr y i n a n open-ende d 
question. The y foun d tha t th e 6 4 percen t o f Africa n American s wh o di d so — 
those consciou s "o f rac e a s a  proble m o r a  basi s o f conflict " (158)—wer e 
slightly mor e likel y t o vot e o r otherwis e participat e politicall y tha n wer e 
whites, an d tha t afte r controllin g fo r socioeconomi c status , th e "group-con -
scious" black s wer e ver y considerabl y mor e likel y t o participat e tha n similarl y 
situated white s (159-63) . 

Since th e Verba-Ni e study , th e meanin g o f the ter m an d th e indicator s use d 
to measur e th e concep t hav e bee n sharpene d considerably . Grou p consciousnes s 
research i n thi s countr y principall y ha s focuse d o n Africa n Americans , bu t a 
few studie s als o hav e bee n don e o n th e factor s leadin g t o grou p consciousnes s 
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among women , th e poor , differen t ag e groups , an d eve n withi n dominan t 
groups suc h a s whites an d businesspeople . 

Miller e t al . (1981) identif y fou r element s constitutin g grou p consciousness . 
The firs t i s group identification,  a s they hav e denned i t above . 

The secon d i s a  stron g positiv e feelin g fo r one' s ow n grou p an d a  simila r 
negative feelin g fo r a n opposin g "reference " group , wha t th e author s cal l polar 
affect. This concep t usuall y ha s bee n measure d wit h relativ e placemen t o f thes e 
groups o n a  "feelin g thermometer, " wit h a  ratin g o f 10 0 representin g th e 
"warmest" possibl e feelin g towar d th e group , 0  representin g th e "coolest, " an d 
50 representin g absolut e neutrality . I n certai n instance s th e "opposing " group s 
have been eas y t o identify : white s an d blacks , businessme n an d workers , and s o 
forth. I n others , identifyin g th e appropriat e "referenc e group " i s difficult ; 
indeed, i t ma y b e argue d tha t th e mer e existenc e o f relative antipath y betwee n 
the identifier s o f tw o group s ca n b e equate d wit h th e existenc e o f a  "referenc e 
group" relationship . 

The thir d i s a sense of discontent wit h th e relativ e power o f one's own grou p 
compared t o th e opposin g "referenc e group, " calle d polar  power. This concep t 
can b e measure d wit h question s relatin g t o relativ e grou p influenc e i n society , 
or question s tha t requir e th e responden t t o plac e th e tw o group s o n a  contin -
uum o f relativ e power . A  dominan t grou p tha t feel s it s positio n threatene d b y 
a subordinat e grou p woul d scor e hig h o n a  measur e o f pola r power , jus t a s 
would a  group wit h a  strong feelin g o f oppression . 

The final  element , system  blame,  we ma y cal l a  sense o f societa l fault , a  belie f 
that th e power structure , rathe r tha n individua l behavior , i s responsibl e fo r th e 
relative condition s o f one's ow n grou p an d th e referenc e group . Thi s ha s been a 
particularly importan t facto r studie d i n th e grou p consciousnes s literature : th e 
extent t o whic h Africa n American s o r working-clas s peopl e com e t o believ e 
that, whethe r the y wor k har d an d follo w th e rule s o r not , barrier s t o thei r 
progress remai n becaus e o f referenc e grou p prejudic e o r perception s o f threat ; 
the exten t t o whic h wome n com e t o believ e tha t th e hom e i s no t th e plac e fo r 
them, o r tha t workin g wome n com e t o perceiv e "glas s ceilings. " Th e direc t 
relevance o f this concep t t o LGBs wil l b e assessed late r i n thi s chapter . 

Shingles (1981 ) add s t o th e equatio n a  fifth  element , whic h h e call s internal 
political efficacy.  Gamso n (1968 ) posite d tha t th e optima l combinatio n o f ele -
ments t o induc e politica l participatio n consiste d o f hig h politica l efficac y ( a 
strong belie f tha t one' s politica l participatio n ca n mak e a  difference ) an d lo w 
political trust . Shingle s distinguishe s betwee n "externa l efficacy, " th e degre e t o 
which environmenta l o r systemi c factor s imped e th e individua l i n achievin g 
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political goals , an d "interna l efficacy, " th e degre e t o whic h th e individua l 
believes i n he r o r hi s ow n abilities , give n a  relativel y leve l playin g field,  t o 
score points . 

An importan t finding  o f grou p consciousnes s researc h ha s bee n th e signifi -
cant correlatio n o f grou p consciousnes s wit h educatio n level , ag e (younge r 
people bein g mor e "conscious") , partisanship , an d degre e o f politica l interest . 
Tate (1991) also found that , amon g olde r and less-educate d blacks , membershi p 
in a  politicall y activ e blac k churc h was  a n importan t inducemen t t o grou p 
consciousness. 

There i s n o way t o measur e thes e additiona l element s o f LGB consciousnes s 
in an y o f th e existin g politica l dat a base s tha t allo w LG B self-identification . 
However, i f i n fac t LG B self-identificatio n i s concomitan t wit h th e develop -
ment o f LGB group consciousness , we can expec t t o find  tha t th e self-identifie d 
LGBs i n thes e sample s wil l displa y th e sam e correlate s wit h grou p conscious -
ness foun d amon g Africa n American s an d feminis t women . Tha t is , a t th e 
minimum w e shoul d find  tha t self-identifie d LGB s ar e significantl y younger , 
more educated , an d mor e partisan tha n th e res t o f the population . 

Electoral Cohesion and  the  Several LGB Movements 

It appear s obviou s that , i f a  group i s t o hav e a  stron g influenc e a s a  group o n 
elections, i t shoul d b e relativel y unite d aroun d a  se t o f candidates , principles , 
or specifi c substantiv e o r symboli c goals . W e retur n t o th e poin t raise d b y 
Campbell e t al . (I960 ) tha t grou p distinctivenes s i n votin g i s i n larg e par t a 
function o f th e transmissio n o f grou p politica l norms , whic h i n tur n i s a 
function o f th e relativ e unit y o f th e group' s politica l leaders . Ho w unite d ar e 
self-identified and , w e presume , group-consciou s LGB s likel y t o be , and , 
therefore, ho w distinctiv e i s a "lavender vote " likely t o be ? 

Having chose n th e channe l o f electoral activit y (alon e or with othe r channel s 
of politica l activity) , a  politica l leade r withi n a  grou p usuall y i s oblige d t o 
work wit h others . Th e exten t t o whic h thos e others , an d th e leade r her - o r 
himself, ar e willin g t o pu t asid e persona l an d philosophica l difference s t o 
achieve th e commo n en d i s essentia l t o success . Thi s potentiall y i s ver y prob -
lematic i n th e LG B community , whic h ha s ha d t o b e buil t u p fro m scratc h 
within th e las t fe w decade s and int o which it s members ar e no t socialize d unti l 
adulthood, i f at all . 

Within th e LG B community , ther e hav e bee n a  successio n o f practica l an d 
theoretical response s t o thei r socia l condition i n th e period sinc e World Wa r II . 
These ar e discusse d i n especiall y goo d detai l b y Marott a (1981 ) an d Ada m 
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(1987), an d als o b y D'Emili o (1983) , Timmon s (1990) , an d Marcu s (1992) . A 
brief revie w o f these movement s wil l guid e u s i n determinin g th e likel y exten t 
of group cohesio n an d distinctivenes s i n voting . 

The Homophile Movement 

As note d before , th e first  postwa r organizatio n t o promot e faire r treatmen t 
for homosexual s i n th e Unite d State s wa s th e Mattachin e Society , founde d i n 
Los Angele s i n 195 0 b y longtim e Communis t Part y activis t Harr y Hay , hi s 
then lover , fashio n designe r Rud i Gernreich , an d a  smal l numbe r o f other s 
(including Chuc k Rowland , mentione d earlier) . Th e nam e Mattachin e cam e 
from medieva l cour t entertainer s wh o hi d behin d mask s t o spea k unpleasan t 
truths,1 whic h give s th e reade r a  clu e t o th e basi c lin e take n b y th e first  ga y 
movement, know n a s th e "homophile " movement . A s note d earlier , Ha y an d 
the earl y Mattachin e founder s go t to o fa r ahea d o f thei r member s an d resigne d 
under pressur e i n 1953 ; i t i s principall y th e mor e conservativ e LGB s wh o 
carried o n th e movemen t tha t I  discuss here . 

Facing absolut e societa l hostilit y towar d homosexuality , th e homophil e 
movement sough t t o stres s that , excep t fo r thei r sexua l orientation , LG B 
people wer e "jus t lik e everybod y else. " Th e ter m "homophile " wa s adopte d i n 
preference t o "homosexual " i n orde r t o counterac t th e prevailin g stereotyp e 
that LG B peopl e wer e obsesse d wit h sex . Muc h wa s mad e o f th e ide a tha t 
people di d no t choos e t o b e ga y o r bisexual , an d therefor e shoul d no t b e 
punished fo r it—agreein g implicitl y wit h th e notio n tha t heterosexualit y wa s 
"better" tha n homosexuality . Th e argumen t als o wa s advance d tha t th e sexua l 
acts o f consentin g adult s i n privat e ha d n o bearin g o n an y othe r face t o f thei r 
lives, tha t homosexualit y i n essenc e wa s private behavio r an d shoul d b e beyon d 
the questionin g o f the state . 

The questio n "Wh y ar e w e gay? " als o receive d considerabl e attentio n i n 
homophile discussio n group s an d conferences . Considerabl e controvers y aros e 
in 196 5 whe n Washingto n activis t Fran k Kamen y propose d tha t a  conventio n 
of the Eas t Coas t Homophil e Organization s (ECHO ) adop t a  formal statemen t 
that homosexualit y wa s not a  mental illness , as it wa s then generall y considere d 
by medica l professionals. 17 

The principa l sociopolitica l aim s o f th e homophil e movement , then , wer e 
(1) t o desexualiz e th e issu e o f homosexuality , (2 ) t o mak e th e issu e on e o f 
privacy, (3 ) to convinc e th e publi c tha t gay s coul d no t hel p ho w the y wer e an d 
were simpl y tryin g t o mak e th e bes t o f thei r situation , an d (4 ) t o furthe r 
convince th e publi c o f their essentia l sameness . Th e recip e was , through publi c 
education an d occasiona l protes t an d lobbying , t o convinc e straigh t societ y t o 
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remove th e barrier s t o assimilation . Ther e was , a t thi s point , n o tal k o f "ga y 
pride," muc h les s o f "ga y power, " an d n o sens e o f commo n caus e wit h othe r 
groups facin g socia l oppression . Ther e was  merel y a  desir e fo r a n en d t o th e 
constant threa t o f polic e raid s an d beatings , entrapment , psychiatri c commit -
ment, officia l blackmail , an d othe r use s o f th e blun t forc e o f th e stat e t o 
persecute thos e who love d other s o f the sam e sex . 

The Gay  Liberation  Movement 

The countercultur e ethi c tha t aros e i n th e mid - t o lat e 1960s , however , 
introduced a  drasticall y differen t poin t o f view , whic h was  crystallize d i n th e 
Stonewall riots . Th e ne w thinking , encourage d b y th e militanc y o f the Africa n 
American civi l right s movemen t an d th e buddin g feminis t movement , hel d 
not onl y tha t LG B peopl e wer e a s good an d mora l a s straigh t people , bu t tha t 
the dominan t cultur e ha d muc h t o lear n fro m th e ga y subcultur e and , indeed , 
that th e dominan t cultur e ha d becom e thoroughl y corrupte d an d neede d t o b e 
altered i n radica l ways . 

The Ga y Liberationis t visio n too k muc h fro m th e Blac k Powe r movemen t 
of th e lat e sixties . Lik e Blac k Power , an d th e simila r Blac k Consciousnes s 
movement the n arisin g i n Sout h Africa , Ga y Liberatio n sough t t o defin e th e 
good an d buil d u p a  positiv e sens e o f humanit y i n LG B peopl e i n a  contex t 
independent o f th e dominan t culture' s value s an d mores . Indeed , th e ultimat e 
goal o f Ga y Liberatio n wa s subversiv e o f th e dominan t culture : i t sough t t o 
break dow n th e dominan t more s o f sexua l monogamy , stric t gende r roles , an d 
the postwa r idea l o f th e nuclea r famil y wit h th e fathe r a t it s hea d (Tobi n an d 
Wicker 1975 ; Jay an d Youn g 1977 ; Richmond an d Noguer a 1979) . 

Marotta (1981 ) an d Ada m (1987 ) divid e th e earl y Ga y Liberationist s int o 
two principal groups , "political " and "cultural " reformers . Th e politica l reform -
ers, accordin g t o Marotta , sough t t o achiev e LG B freedo m throug h change s i n 
the la w an d socia l institutions , particularl y th e media . The y sough t redres s 
through litigation , lobbying , electora l politics , an d protes t demonstration s 
with specifi c politica l aims , an d therefor e wishe d t o kee p th e debat e focuse d 
squarely o n equa l right s an d endin g stereotype s withou t diversio n int o "sid e 
issues." 

The cultura l reformers , o n th e othe r hand , sough t throug h socia l activitie s 
and publi c visibilit y demonstration s withou t (necessarily ) specifi c politica l 
purposes t o hel p skittis h LG B peopl e becom e comfortabl e with , an d prou d of , 
what the y were . The y viewe d persona l liberatio n a s th e fundamenta l goal , 
eschewed politica l game playing, and stresse d makin g al l LGB people welcome , 



From "Lavender" People to "Lavender" Voters 41 

accepted, an d visible , includin g dra g queens , leatherfolk , prostitutes , an d oth -
ers excluded fro m th e homophil e movement . 

The basi c tensio n wa s betwee n wha t w e ma y cal l puttin g institutiona l 
change firs t an d puttin g persona l transformatio n first.  Thi s resulte d i n constan t 
bickering betwee n th e faction s i n th e earl y day s o f Gay Liberation , bu t eventu -
ally a  sor t o f "cross-fertilization " allowe d eac h sid e i n th e disput e t o adap t 
many mean s o f th e othe r fo r it s ow n end s an d t o exis t i n a n acceptabl e modus 
vivendi. 

Lesbian Feminism 

However, th e women' s movemen t a t first  mad e littl e impac t o n th e ga y an d 
bisexual me n activ e i n Ga y Liberation . Lesbian s an d bisexua l wome n com -
plained o f having t o remin d th e me n tha t the y wer e there , an d tha t the y wer e 
not especiall y concerne d wit h polic e entrapmen t (on e issu e tha t wa s stressed b y 
the ga y movement ) bu t wer e concerne d abou t achievin g equa l opportunities , 
financial independence , an d a n en d t o violence agains t wome n (issue s tha t wer e 
not the n stresse d b y th e movement) . The y wer e underrepresente d i n decisio n 
making and , i t wa s claimed , foun d th e me n ofte n assumin g tha t the y woul d 
make th e coffe e an d pu t ou t refreshment s a t meeting s (Marott a 1981) . Th e 
suspicion aros e amon g som e wome n tha t th e me n wer e intereste d solel y i n 
gaining acces s to the privileges o f male heterosexual s an d wer e perfectly willin g 
to ignor e thei r concern s a s women . 

At th e sam e time , lesbian s wh o ha d foun d shelte r i n th e women' s move -
ment, an d wh o ha d ha d a  disproportionate rol e i n runnin g it , wer e beginnin g 
to b e ru n ou t o f it . Bett y Friedan , whos e boo k The  Feminine Mystique mad e he r 
the foundin g mothe r o f moder n America n feminism , decrie d lesbian s a s " a 
lavender menace " wh o threatene d th e credibilit y o f th e movement , an d le d a 
1970 purg e o f lesbians fro m th e boar d o f the Ne w Yor k chapte r o f NOW. Kat e 
Millett's boo k Sexual  Politics,  published th e sam e year , wa s wel l receive d unti l 
Millett publicl y sai d tha t sh e was bisexual , a t whic h tim e he r usefulnes s t o th e 
movement wa s deemed ended. 18 

As feminis t theor y an d consciousness-raisin g develope d i n th e earl y 1970s , 
many lesbian s deemed i t necessar y t o curtai l o r brea k of f join t effort s wit h me n 
and t o for m separat e group s tha t woul d addres s thei r concern s bot h a s lesbian s 
and mor e generall y a s women . Thu s was  bor n lesbia n feminis m a s a  separat e 
and importan t developmen t (se e especially Phela n 1989) . 

The influenc e o f lesbia n feminis t though t an d practic e ofte n i s underesti -
mated. Al l feminis t thinker s sough t mean s t o und o th e cultura l conditionin g 
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that kep t wome n i n psychologica l a s wel l a s materia l subjection . On e o f th e 
distinctive contribution s o f lesbian feminis m ha s been it s experimentation wit h 
new "woman-identified, " nonhierarchica l form s o f socia l interactio n i n whic h 
an egalitarian proces s i s emphasized. Th e mos t prominen t exampl e i s consensu s 
decision making , ditchin g Robert's  Rules  of  Order  an d othe r forma l regulation s 
and makin g n o final  decisio n unti l firm  consensu s ha s bee n reache d afte r 
thorough (ofte n ver y lengthy ) discussion . Anothe r experiment , wit h varyin g 
degrees o f success, was "leaderless " organization , i n which task s are assigned b y 
lot o r rotatio n an d n o on e perso n o r bod y o f persons speak s fo r th e grou p o n a 
permanent basi s (Marott a 1981) . 

A rif t develope d i n th e earl y 1970 s betwee n th e lesbia n feminists , wh o cam e 
to predominat e i n th e lesbia n movemen t an d identifie d i n particula r wit h 
feminism, an d thos e lesbian s wh o remaine d i n Ga y Liberatio n an d identifie d 
principally wit h th e ga y right s movement . Th e latte r initiall y wer e denounce d 
and ostracize d b y th e forme r a s being "male-identified. " Thi s rift , althoug h fa r 
less intens e a s lesbia n feminist s rejoine d commo n effort s wit h ga y men , seem s 
to remai n importan t i n perception s o f difference s an d i n som e issu e prioritie s 
between lesbian s identifie d wit h th e feminis t movemen t a s oppose d t o thos e 
identified wit h th e LG B right s movemen t bu t no t wit h feminis m (Kristianse n 
1990). 

Lesbian separatism , anothe r stran d o f feminis t thought , develope d whe n 
certain lesbia n feminist s cam e t o believe , indeed , tha t th e proble m was  no t 
with th e aggressive , violent , domineerin g more s o f me n an d th e cultur e the y 
had constructed , bu t wit h me n themselves : me n wer e biologicall y incapabl e o f 
being anythin g othe r tha n aggressive , violent , an d domineering , an d n o 
amount o f feminis t consciousness-raisin g o f me n was  goin g t o d o an y good . 
Even wer e i t theoreticall y possible , me n woul d neve r giv e u p thei r privilege d 
position. I t wa s necessary , therefore , fo r wome n t o completel y separat e fro m 
men an d hav e n o interactio n wit h the m a t all , t o buil d separat e all-woma n 
communities wher e the y would b e safe and self-sufficient . Ther e remai n a  smal l 
but committe d numbe r o f lesbian separatists . 

Responses to  the New Right  and  AIDS 

The division s i n th e movemen t resultin g fro m th e spli t betwee n Ga y 
Liberationists an d lesbia n feminist s bega n t o hea l a s unite d effort s t o achiev e 
national chang e bega n t o b e mounted . Th e Nationa l Ga y Tas k Forc e was 
founded i n Ne w Yor k i n 197 3 t o tr y t o provid e a  unite d fron t fo r th e 
"political" ar m o f th e movement ; earl y o n it s practic e was  t o hav e tw o co -
executive directors , on e a  woman , on e a  ma n (Marcu s 1992) . Th e N G T F — 
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later rename d th e Nationa l Ga y an d Lesbia n Tas k Forc e (NGLTF)—togethe r 
with othe r movemen t group s helpe d scor e a n earl y victor y whe n th e America n 
Psychiatric Associatio n vote d i n 197 3 t o remov e homosexualit y fro m it s lis t o f 
mental an d emotiona l disorders . A t th e sam e time , ga y an d lesbia n bookstore s 
and newspaper s appeare d i n majo r citie s and o n som e college campuses , usuall y 
as join t effort s betwee n lesbian s an d ga y men . (Bisexuals , a t th e time , wer e 
given littl e recognitio n o r acceptance withi n th e movement. ) 

This tren d towar d healin g an d reunio n withi n th e movemen t too k o n stea m 
in th e lat e 1970 s an d earl y 1980 s becaus e o f tw o relate d developments . Th e 
first wa s th e ris e o f th e "Ne w Right " movement , muc h o f which becam e wha t 
today i s calle d th e Religiou s Righ t o r Christia n conservatism , whic h include d 
an initia l spur t o f antiga y activity . Th e secon d wa s th e onse t o f th e AID S 
epidemic an d th e government' s seemingl y feebl e respons e t o it , largel y relate d 
to fea r o f offendin g Presiden t Reagan' s "Ne w Right " constituenc y (Pressma n 
1983). 

The first  notabl e antiga y electora l campaign , a  referendum driv e t o repea l a 
recently passe d ga y right s ordinanc e i n greate r Miami , Florida , i n th e sprin g o f 
1977, was led t o victory b y singer and orang e juic e spokeswoman Anit a Bryant . 
Copycat measure s wer e passed withi n month s i n Wichita , Kansas , and St . Paul , 
Minnesota. A  repea l measur e als o reache d th e ballo t i n Seattle , Washington , 
but faile d there . I n eac h case , the impetu s t o overturn th e gay right s law s cam e 
mainly fro m fundamentalis t Christia n churche s (Ada m 1987) . 

Most notably , California' s statewid e ballo t i n Novembe r 197 8 include d a n 
initiative measur e t o mandat e th e firing  o f homosexua l schoolteacher s (Zonan a 
1978). Le d b y stat e senato r Joh n Briggs , whos e bas e o f suppor t agai n was 
fundamentalist churches , th e measur e faile d afte r leadin g i n th e poll s durin g 
most o f th e year , afte r LG B organizer s wo n ove r Ronal d Reaga n an d Geral d 
Ford, amon g others . Th e statewid e LG B effor t t o rais e fund s t o fight  th e 
"Briggs Initiative " wa s cochaire d b y Sall y Gearhart , a n openl y lesbia n colleg e 
professor an d activist , an d Sa n Francisc o Superviso r Harve y Milk , th e state' s 
first (and , a t th e time , only ) openl y ga y electe d officia l (Shilt s 1982 ; Epstei n 
1986). 

The "Ne w Right " gaine d a  nationa l foothol d whe n i t aide d i n th e electio n 
of Ronal d Reaga n an d th e Republica n takeove r o f th e Senat e i n 1980 . Th e 
following year , th e first  repor t o f a  strang e "ga y cancer " appeare d i n th e New 
York Times. Th e emergin g unit y amon g lesbian s an d gay men i n respons e t o th e 
antigay backlas h o f th e lat e 1970 s wa s redouble d whe n larg e number s o f ga y 
and bisexua l me n bega n t o succumb t o acquired immun e deficienc y syndrome . 

Initial effort s t o educat e th e publi c t o avoi d behavio r associate d wit h AID S 
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were stymie d b y stron g reluctanc e amon g socia l conservative s t o hav e th e 
government advertis e way s t o mak e ga y se x an d intravenou s dru g us e "safer" ; 
they believe d suc h campaign s woul d signa l approva l o f an d encouragemen t t o 
engage i n wha t the y deeme d immora l behavior . I n addition , a  low priority was 
attached t o researc h int o th e cause s an d possibl e cure s o r treatment s fo r th e 
syndrome unti l i t starte d t o appea r i n th e "genera l population " — that is , 
beyond th e identifie d "hig h risk " group s o f Haitians , intravenou s dru g users , 
and ga y an d bisexua l me n (Shilt s 1987) . Indeed , som e Ne w Righ t leader s 
opined tha t AID S was jus t dessert s fo r immorality ; th e Reveren d Jerry Falwell , 
founder o f th e Mora l Majorit y movement , calle d AID S "God' s punishmen t o n 
homosexuals." 

Faced wit h a  national administratio n seemingl y unwillin g t o hal t th e sprea d 
of th e diseas e withi n th e ga y community , numerou s loca l effort s t o provid e 
education, treatment , an d counselin g sprun g up , beginnin g wit h Ga y Men' s 
Health Crisis , founded i n playwrigh t Larr y Kramer' s livin g roo m i n Ne w Yor k 
(Shilts 1987) . I n turn , th e nationa l LG B organization s bor n sinc e Stonewal l 
made governmen t actio n o n AIDS a  significant priority . 

By th e mid-1980 s ther e wer e severa l nationa l movemen t organization s i n 
place. I n additio n t o th e NGLTF , th e Huma n Right s Campaig n Fun d wa s 
formed i n 197 9 t o rais e mone y fo r proga y congressiona l candidate s and , later , 
to engag e i n professiona l an d grassroot s lobbyin g (i t absorbe d th e Ga y Right s 
National Lobb y i n 1985) . Four other groups centere d o n litigation : th e Lambd a 
Legal Defens e an d Educatio n Fund , th e Nationa l Cente r fo r Lesbia n Rights , 
Gay an d Lesbia n Advocate s an d Defenders , an d th e ACLU' s Ga y an d Lesbia n 
Rights Project . Th e AID S Action Council , t o lobby o n AIDS issues specifically , 
was forme d a t th e nationa l leve l i n 1985 . Shortl y thereafte r cam e th e first 
chapter o f th e Ga y an d Lesbia n Allianc e Agains t Defamatio n (GLAAD) , t o 
concentrate o n improvin g th e portraya l o f LGB s i n th e mas s media . Th e Ga y 
and Lesbia n Victor y Fund , whic h raise s mone y fo r openl y LG B candidate s fo r 
public office , wa s formed later , i n 1991 . 

ACT UP  and  the  Rise of the "Queers" 

However, b y th e en d o f th e Reaga n administration , afte r wha t wa s see n a s 
several year s o f governmen t neglec t o f AID S largel y o n politica l ground s 
(Dejowski 1989) , patienc e wit h th e "insider " method s o f th e nationa l group s 
was wearin g ou t amon g thos e whos e friend s an d lover s wer e dying , o r wh o 
were HIV-positiv e themselves . In 198 7 Larr y Kramer—who ha d bee n expelle d 
from GMHC , th e organizatio n h e cofounded , o n th e groun d tha t hi s angry , 
belligerent styl e was  alienatin g potentia l benefactor s an d damagin g th e grou p 
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internally—once agai n organize d a  group o f New Yorker s int o th e first  chapte r 
of th e AID S Coalitio n T o Unleas h Power , fa r bette r know n b y it s acronym , 
ACT UP. 

A mas s actio n grou p tha t quickl y sprea d t o othe r cities , AC T U P use d 
(mostly) nonviolen t confrontatio n tactics , suc h a s "sit-ins " an d "die-ins " a t 
the office s o f governmen t agencies , pharmaceutica l companies , an d others , t o 
force expedite d testin g an d approva l o f AID S treatment s an d t o lowe r th e 
often exorbitan t cos t charge d fo r thos e treatment s b y dru g companie s (Crosse n 
1989). 

ACT UP' s structur e wa s quit e loose . Mas s meeting s wer e hel d weekly . 
Anyone attending coul d propose a  direct action , which th e group would discus s 
and endors e b y consensus . A  numbe r o f committee s wer e se t up , bu t al l wer e 
deemed responsibl e t o th e tota l membershi p rathe r tha n t o officers . Ther e wer e 
informal tie s wit h chapter s i n othe r cities , bu t n o mean s wer e exercise d t o 
control th e us e o f th e AC T U P name , eithe r externall y o r internally . Thi s le d 
eventually t o controversia l episode s an d th e splinterin g o r dissolution o f severa l 
ACT U P chapters. 19 

This coincide d wit h a  ne w wav e o f antiga y activis m i n Congres s an d th e 
states. I n 198 9 Senato r Jesse Helm s o f Nort h Carolin a succeede d i n hi s effor t 
to plac e conten t restriction s o n artist s subsidize d b y th e Nationa l Endowmen t 
for th e Arts , specificall y rulin g ou t governmen t fundin g fo r "homoeroti c art. " 
Four performanc e artist s ha d thei r NE A fundin g cu t of f i n 199 0 fo r violatin g 
the rules , among the m a  lesbian an d tw o gay men wh o treate d o f their sexualit y 
in thei r art . Als o i n 1989 , a s note d previously , Healt h an d Huma n Service s 
Secretary Loui s Sulliva n suppresse d a n HH S repor t tha t one-thir d o f teenag e 
suicides an d suicid e attempt s i n th e Unite d State s wer e relate d t o a n inabilit y 
to dea l wit h one' s sexua l orientation , afte r Representativ e Willia m Dannemye r 
of California objecte d tha t th e repor t woul d promot e acceptanc e o f homosexu -
ality. 

However, th e initia l successe s o f AC T U P i n som e o f it s battle s wit h th e 
government an d busines s (mos t notabl y th e "fas t tracking " o f AIDS treatmen t 
approval b y the Food an d Dru g Administration ) an d i n channeling th e energie s 
of many LGB s sparke d a  new LGB militanc y a t th e en d o f the 1980s . Again i n 
New York , a  ne w direc t actio n grou p arose , organize d alon g th e line s o f AC T 
UP bu t thi s tim e t o promote "quee r visibility, " an d calle d itsel f Quee r Nation . 
Again, Quee r Natio n chapters—connecte d t o th e mothe r grou p i n spiri t 
only—popped u p i n majo r urba n area s aroun d th e country . Chantin g thei r 
trademark slogan , "We'r e here ! We'r e queer ! Ge t use d t o it! " member s con -
ducted "queer-ins " in shopping malls , government offices , an d publi c gatherin g 
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places, a s wel l a s outsid e meeting s o f antiga y organization s an d th e office s o f 
antigay businesse s an d official s (Brownin g 1993) . 

Like AC T UP , th e "quee r movement " was  distinguishe d b y a  rejectio n o f 
the "insider " o r "mainstream " tactic s o f th e nationa l lobbyin g an d litigatio n 
groups. I t was  felt  tha t effort s t o integrat e LGB s int o mainstrea m America n 
life an d t o convinc e thei r fello w citizen s o f thei r essentia l samenes s ha d bee n 
ineffective, especiall y wit h respec t t o peopl e wit h AIDS , an d als o serve d t o 
deny th e righ t o f les s conventiona l LGB s t o look , dress , speak , act , an d b e 
different fro m th e heterosexua l norm . Thus , lik e th e lesbia n feminis t move -
ment, th e quee r movemen t eschewe d hierarch y an d structure . I t als o encour -
aged visibl e action t o shock heterosexua l societ y int o "gettin g use d t o it. " 

The adoptio n o f the wor d "queer " b y th e movemen t was  deliberate. I n prio r 
years th e LG B movemen t ha d converte d th e pin k triangle , th e Nazis ' symbo l 
for homosexual s i n th e concentratio n camps , int o a  symbol o f pride. Th e quee r 
activists appropriate d on e o f th e mos t provocativ e insult s hurle d a t LGB s o f 
both sexe s to neutraliz e painfu l memorie s o f rejection an d abus e an d imbu e th e 
term wit h a  positiv e connotatio n fo r LG B people . A t th e sam e time , th e 
happy adoptio n o f th e insultin g an d abusiv e ter m fo r themselve s woul d shoc k 
heterosexuals int o payin g attention . Connecte d t o thi s was  th e all-inclusiv e 
nature o f "queer. " Use d b y heterosexual s t o encompas s nonviolen t sexua l out -
casts of all kinds , includin g transvestite s an d transsexuals , "queer " was  though t 
to embrac e al l suc h person s a s th e wor d "gay " onc e di d bu t coul d n o longer . 
Finally, give n th e sens e o f "queer " meanin g anythin g od d o r different , it s us e 
was mean t t o embrac e an d promot e th e acceptanc e o f odditie s an d difference s 
(Signorile 1993 ; Browning 1993) . 

The New Assimilationists 

At th e sam e tim e a s the quee r movemen t too k off , s o did a  reaction agains t 
its "in-your-face " confrontationalism , it s celebratio n o f sexua l freedo m an d 
glaring difference , an d it s embrac e o f libera l o r left-win g politics . A  smal l bu t 
increasingly voca l grou p o f LG B conservative s an d libertarian s argue d tha t 
LGBs mus t liv e i n th e "rea l world, " tha t th e dominan t cultur e ha d muc h t o 
recommend i t i n preferenc e t o th e "ga y subculture, " an d tha t LGB s ha d t o 
accept muc h o f the dominan t cultur e agains t whic h man y o f thei r leader s ha d 
been rebellin g i f th e dominan t cultur e was  t o accep t the m a s equals . Thes e 
voices range d fro m Camill e Paglia , a  lesbia n schola r wh o critique d feminis m 
from a  libertaria n perspectiv e i n provocativ e languag e an d hel d muc h LG B 
scholarship t o b e second-rate , t o Marvi n Liebman , a  longtim e "movemen t 
conservative" ally o f William F . Buckley wh o came ou t a s gay i n 1990 . 
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Expositions o f thi s "ne w assimilationist " viewpoin t ar e foun d i n th e wor k 
of Kir k an d Madse n (1989 ) an d Bawe r (1993) . Kir k an d Madse n argue d tha t 
gay "misbehavior, " a s the y viewe d it , wa s largel y responsibl e fo r th e failur e 
of th e LG B movemen t t o reac h th e heart s o f middl e America . The y advocate d 
both a  nationa l advertisin g campaig n t o stres s th e similaritie s betwee n 
LGBs an d th e res t o f society , an d change s i n th e persona l lifestyle s o f LGB s 
(especially men ) immerse d i n th e urba n subcultur e t o bette r fi t i n wit h th e 
societal norm . 

Bawer late r argue d tha t LG B peopl e livin g nex t doo r i n th e suburb s wh o 
looked, sounded , an d acte d jus t lik e thei r straigh t neighbor s wer e fa r mor e 
psychologically threatenin g t o heterosexua l societ y tha n ar e flamboyant  fol k i n 
feathers o r leather s livin g i n distan t bi g citie s wh o ar e see n b y heterosexual s 
only o n televisio n i n Ga y Prid e parades . Therefore , Bawe r asserted , i t was 
assimilated LGB s livin g an d workin g an d playin g amon g thei r neighbor s wh o 
would d o th e mos t difficult , an d a t lengt h th e mos t successful , wor k i n 
breaking dow n ancien t hatred s an d fear s an d bringin g abou t rea l equality . 

There was a dramatic shif t i n philosophy an d strateg y followin g Stonewal l fro m 
the essentia l assimilationis m o f th e earl y homophil e movemen t t o th e flam-
boyant radicalis m o f Gay Liberation , whic h aske d fo r nobody' s permission t o b e 
whatever on e wa s an d demande d equality . I n lik e manner , th e assumption s o f 
Gay Liberatio n wer e flipped  o n thei r hea d b y th e withdrawa l o f th e lesbia n 
feminists, wh o demande d a  more fundamenta l challeng e t o wha t the y sa w a s a 
fundamentally oppressiv e culture , no t merel y wit h respec t t o sexuality . 

The communit y eventuall y gre w bac k togethe r i n respons e t o th e AID S 
crisis an d politica l challenge s fro m th e right . Ye t som e o f th e ol d conflict s 
reemerged i n ne w guises , especially tha t betwee n th e militan t stree t activist s o f 
the lat e 1980 s an d earl y 1990 s an d th e ne w assimilationist s whos e respons e i t 
engendered. Betwee n thes e pole s wer e numerou s national , state , an d loca l 
LGB politica l organization s seekin g t o hol d th e movemen t (and , sometimes , 
themselves) togethe r an d chang e th e country' s min d an d hear t a t th e sam e 
time. 

Nine Hypotheses 

At thi s poin t w e ca n dra w thi s lon g discussio n togethe r i n th e for m o f nin e 
hypotheses, th e question s t o b e answere d t o th e exten t possibl e wit h th e 
empirical exi t pol l dat a i n th e succeedin g chapters . 

In doin g this , I  mus t not e agai n th e inheren t disadvantage s o f th e absenc e 
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of empirical dat a o n LGBs u p t o now . First , ther e i s no group o f nonvoters wh o 
self-identify a s LGBs agains t who m on e ca n compar e thos e self-identifier s wh o 
do choos e t o vote . Second , a s note d throughout , ther e i s n o wa y t o compar e 
"closeted" homosexual s an d bisexual s wit h self-identifie d LGB s wit h respec t t o 
their politica l attitude s o r votin g behavior , an d ou r demographi c informatio n 
about peopl e i n th e close t i s sketchy a t best . 

With thes e caveat s i n mind , her e ar e the hypothese s upo n whic h I  shal l bas e 
the empirica l tests : 

Hypothesis 1:  Rate of  Identification 

Lesbians an d ga y me n wil l self-identif y i n politica l survey s a t rate s 
equivalent t o thos e foun d i n previou s random-sampl e research , abou t 1. 0 
to 1. 5 percen t o f th e population . Whe n bisexual s ar e included , th e shar e 
of self-identifiers wil l increas e b y a n additiona l 2  t o 3  percent . 

Hypothesis 2:  Demographic  Characteristics 

LGBs wh o d o self-identif y wil l b e possesse d o f th e equivalen t o f "grou p 
consciousness." Therefore, th e demographic correlate s o f group conscious -
ness foun d amon g wome n an d Africa n Americans—youth , hig h educa -
tion levels , and stron g partisanship—shoul d b e disproportionatel y grea t 
among self-identifie d LGBs . Also , give n th e result s o f prio r se x surveys , 
men ma y significantl y outnumbe r wome n amon g self-identifiers . 

Hypothesis 3:  Political  Attitudes 

The genera l politica l orientatio n o f LG B voter s wil l b e libera l o r leftis t 
and Democratic , i n keepin g wit h th e patter n foun d amon g Africa n 
Americans, feminists , an d non-Cuba n Latinos , and wil l b e highly distinc -
tive from tha t o f non-LGB identifiers . 

Hypothesis 4:  Gender  and Feminism 

Lesbians an d bisexua l women , whethe r feminist s o r not , wil l b e mor e 
opposed t o th e us e o f force i n politics , an d therefor e wil l b e mor e likel y 
to vote for Democrat s tha n ar e gay and bisexua l men . I n addition , lesbia n 
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feminists wil l hol d differen t issu e prioritie s fro m LG B me n an d wome n 
who d o no t identif y wit h feminism , an d thu s ar e fa r mor e likel y t o hol d 
liberal position s o n abortio n an d othe r feminis t issues ; they wil l b e mor e 
inclined t o vote fo r Democrat s tha n wil l othe r women . 

Hypothesis 3:  Voting  Blocs within  the  Community 

Given th e divergen t concept s o f grou p identit y amon g LGBs , an d thei r 
differing notion s o f what th e goal s o f th e LG B movemen t shoul d b e an d 
the bes t mean s fo r achievin g them , LG B voter s wil l no t b e monolithic ; 
although th e larg e majorit y wil l vot e fo r Democrats , significan t minori -
ties wil l suppor t Republican s o r leftis t thir d candidates . 

Hypothesis 6:  The  "Sexuality  Gap" 

LGB votin g wil l b e sufficientl y distinctiv e a s t o hav e a n independen t 
effect o n vot e choic e afte r controllin g fo r attitudes , partisanship , incum -
bency, an d demographi c factor s significantl y correlate d wit h LG B self -
identification. Thus , ther e wil l b e a n authenti c "sexualit y gap, " meanin g 
that self-identifie d LGB s wil l b e mor e libera l an d Democrati c i n thei r 
voting tha n wil l thei r liberal , Democrati c cohort s wh o d o no t identif y a s 
lesbian, bisexual , o r gay. 

Hypothesis 7:  Results in Specific  Contests 

LGB votin g wil l remai n highl y distinctiv e i n particula r individua l con -
tests, not merel y i n aggregated nationa l partisa n result s fo r governorship s 
and seat s in Congress , and wil l b e particularly distinctiv e i n high-salienc e 
contests. 

Hypothesis 8:  Symbolic versus Substantive  Voting 

LGB voter s wil l see k bot h substantiv e an d symboli c gains . Therefore , i n 
a high-salienc e contes t betwee n a  "progay " an d a n "antigay " candidate , 
they wil l vot e fo r th e "progay " candidate ; and i n a  contest i n whic h ther e 
is littl e differenc e betwee n th e candidate s o n LG B issues , substantiv e 
issue differences wil l b e o f greater concern . 
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Hypothesis 9:  Role of Political Leadership 

The exten t o f LGB votin g cohesio n i n an y give n contes t wil l depen d o n 
the unit y o f LG B politica l leaders , who , i f united , shoul d b e abl e t o 
mobilize LGB voter s independentl y o f any outside politica l force . 

Having thu s lai d ou t a  theor y o f LG B self-identificatio n an d it s manifestatio n 
in th e voting booth , I  proceed t o tes t tha t theor y i n th e succeedin g chapters . 



T H R E E 

The Sexuality Gap:  The  1990  National 
Exit Polls 

This i s th e firs t o f fou r chapter s presentin g th e result s o f th e stud y 
of LG B votin g behavior . Th e firs t tw o o f thes e chapter s presen t dat a fro m th e 
1990 midterm genera l elections for member s o f Congress and fo r stat e governors . 
The presen t chapte r discusse s th e result s o f tw o simultaneou s version s o f th e 
national exi t poll , whic h giv e u s th e firs t loo k eve r a t lesbia n an d ga y (thoug h 
not bisexual ) voters acros s th e land . Chapte r 4  goe s o n t o loo k a t th e aggregate d 
results fro m twenty-on e state s i n whic h th e gay/lesbia n self-identificatio n ques -
tion wa s asked , an d a t thre e state s i n particula r fo r whic h th e lesbia n an d ga y 
sample siz e was large enough t o conduct mor e in-dept h analysis . 

Chapter 5  looks at a  Democratic primary rac e in New York City i n Septembe r 
1990 tha t i s distinctive bot h fo r havin g a  strong, openly lesbia n candidat e i n th e 
contest an d fo r bein g th e subjec t o f a n exi t pol l develope d b y loca l politica l 
scientists tha t measure s no t onl y th e demographic s an d politica l attitude s o f th e 
voters, bu t th e effec t o f newspape r an d magazin e endorsements , suppor t o f 
political clubs , an d contac t b y specifi c campaig n organizations , an d ho w al l o f 
these togethe r affecte d th e voters ' decisions . Usin g thes e dat a w e ca n asses s th e 
effect o f LGB political activist s o n LGB voters . 

Chapter 6  give s u s ou r firs t loo k a t LG B politica l behavio r i n a  presidentia l 
race, the 199 2 contes t amon g Bil l Clinton , Georg e Bush , an d Ros s Perot . I t als o 
marks th e firs t tim e tha t bisexual s ar e include d i n th e LG B identificatio n 
category i n a  general electio n survey . 

Two thing s shoul d b e note d a t th e outset . First , chapter s 3  t o 5  d o no t 
include bisexuals , becaus e th e self-identifie r question s di d no t includ e bisexuals ; 
I shal l b e discussing i n thos e chapter s onl y th e votin g behavio r o f self-identifie d 
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lesbians an d ga y men. 1 I n thos e chapters , therefore , I  wil l usuall y no t refe r t o 
"LGBs." Second , al l th e survey s discusse d her e ar e exit  polls,  whic h diffe r i n 
certain respect s fro m pre - an d postelectio n pollin g don e eithe r door-to-doo r o r 
by telephone . 

A thoroug h discussio n o f th e stud y method s i s foun d i n th e appendix , bu t a 
brief introductio n t o exi t pollin g i s in orde r here . Al l th e pollin g place s (usuall y 
called precincts ) i n th e countr y ar e stratified  by thei r geographi c location . Then , 
within eac h geographi c "samplin g unit " a  numbe r o f precinct s ar e selecte d a t 
random. Precinct s wit h mor e voter s assigne d t o the m hav e a  greate r chanc e o f 
being chosen , bu t smal l an d middle-size d precinct s ge t include d a s well. 

On electio n day , a  traine d polltake r goe s t o eac h sampl e precinc t an d ask s 
every Nt h vote r (th e numbe r varie s accordin g t o he r instructions ) leavin g th e 
polling plac e t o participate . Eac h selecte d responden t wh o agree s t o participat e 
is handed a  single shee t o f paper printed o n one or both side s with questions . Al l 
questions ar e i n a  check-the-box format ; ther e ar e n o "open-ended " question s i n 
which th e responden t write s ou t a n answer . Th e responden t complete s th e for m 
either a t a n adjacen t tabl e o r booth , o r o n a  clipboard provide d b y th e polltaker . 
She then fold s u p he r surve y an d deposit s it , unsigned , i n a  "ballot box. " 

At th e end o f her shift , th e polltaker eithe r transport s th e complete d form s t o 
a data-entry locatio n o r telephone s a  data-entry operato r a t th e centra l offic e an d 
reads th e answer s of f eac h form . Th e result s ar e tabulate d o n a  mainfram e 
computer an d ar e mad e availabl e t o th e broadcas t network s tha t commissione d 
the poll , whic h announc e th e result s a s th e poll s clos e i n eac h stat e (unles s th e 
contest is , according t o th e poll , too close to call) . 

The disadvantage s t o exi t pollin g ar e tha t researcher s canno t compar e th e 
results amon g voter s wit h thos e amon g nonvoters , an d tha t th e check-the-bo x 
format doe s no t allo w researcher s t o prob e respondents ' answer s o r observ e ton e 
of voice , bod y language , an d th e lik e tha t ma y b e importan t i n interpretin g 
responses, a s they ca n d o i n a  telephone o r face-to-fac e poll . Exi t polls , however , 
offer th e grea t advantage s o f allowin g fo r th e pollin g o f ver y larg e number s o f 
people i n a  very shor t tim e frame ; assurin g tha t onl y thos e peopl e wh o actuall y 
voted ar e include d i n th e sampl e (leavin g ou t thos e wh o di d no t vot e bu t late r 
claim the y did , a  constan t proble m wit h postelectio n surveys) ; an d gettin g th e 
voter's attitude s an d impression s o f th e candidate s an d campaign s immediatel y 
after sh e leaves the polls . 

With thes e thing s i n mind , le t u s procee d t o loo k a t th e nationa l result s 
from 1990 . I n thi s chapter , I  presen t firs t comparativ e demographi c data , the n 
comparative attitudina l an d votin g behavio r data . A s thi s stud y i s the firs t o f it s 
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kind o f this group o f voters, I necessarily shal l devote a  substantial portio n o f the 
chapter t o thes e "baseline " statistics . Followin g this , I  shal l attemp t t o develo p 
an initia l causa l mode l t o accoun t fo r difference s betwee n th e self-identifie d 
lesbian an d ga y voter s an d nonidentifiers , an d an y difference s betwee n lesbian s 
and gay men . 

The 199 0 nationa l exi t poll s allo w u s t o asses s th e first  si x o f th e nin e 
hypotheses se t fort h a t th e en d o f chapte r 2 ; th e remainin g thre e wil l b e 
addressed i n chapter s 4  an d 5 . Thi s chapte r i s organize d i n th e orde r i n whic h 
the hypothese s appea r i n chapte r 2 . A t eac h stage , I  shal l refe r bac k t o thes e 
hypotheses an d not e whether th e dat a confir m o r fai l t o confirm them . 

Throughout thi s discussio n I  refe r t o th e CBS , VRS, an d U.S.A . dat a bases . 
As mentione d i n chapte r 1 , CB S wrot e a  separat e versio n o f th e nationa l exi t 
poll, wherea s a  join t versio n o f th e surve y wa s writte n fo r al l fou r participatin g 
networks: CBS , ABC , CNN , an d NBC . Bot h wer e administere d b y Vote r Re -
search an d Surveys , Inc . (VRS) , an d som e question s o n eac h pol l wer e identica l 
to thos e o n th e othe r poll . Dat a fro m th e CB S versio n alon e mak e u p th e CB S 
data base ; data from th e four-networ k join t version alone are called th e VRS data 
base; an d th e combine d responses  t o identica l question s o n bot h version s ar e 
called th e U.S.A . data base . 

Hypothesis 1:  Rate of  Identification 

Lesbians an d ga y me n wil l self-identif y i n politica l survey s a t rate s 
equivalent t o thos e foun d i n previou s random-sampl e research , abou t 1. 0 
to 1. 5 percen t o f the population . Whe n bisexual s ar e included , th e shar e 
of self-identifiers wil l increas e b y an additiona l 2  to 3  percent . 

Of th e 19,88 8 respondent s t o th e U.S.A . poll , 221 , o r 1. 1 percent , identifie d 
themselves a s bein g ga y o r lesbian . Exactl y th e sam e percentag e s o identifie d 
themselves whe n th e tota l unweighte d response s fro m th e twenty-on e stat e exi t 
polls wer e adde d togethe r (se e chapte r 4) . On e percen t o f th e respondent s t o 
the VRS form, an d 1. 2 percen t o f those t o th e CBS form, sai d the y were lesbia n 
or gay . I f we compare thi s t o rate s o f exclusively o r predominantly homosexua l 
behavior, usin g eithe r th e Kinse y figure  o f 1 0 percen t o r th e Janus an d Janu s 
figure o f 7  percen t ( 3 percen t bein g self-identifiers) , w e find  tha t onl y a 
minority o f lesbian s an d ga y me n i n th e Unite d State s ar e willin g t o identif y 
themselves a s such o n a  political surve y tha t wa s anonymou s an d self-adminis -
tered, althoug h no t complete d i n absolut e privacy . Thes e findings  confor m t o 
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Hypothesis 1 ; self-identification fall s i n th e rang e betwee n 1. 0 an d 1. 5 percen t 
found i n othe r random-sampl e survey s no t complete d i n absolut e privacy . 

Edelman (1991 , 1993 ) note s tha t ther e i s a substantial drop-of f i n response s 
to th e "grab-bag " questions , amon g whic h th e self-identificatio n ite m wa s 
included, whic h mean s thi s figure  i s likely a n underestimate . Th e discussio n o f 
Hypothesis 1  in chapte r 6  set s fort h Edelman' s findings  o n thi s issu e i n greate r 
depth. 

Hypothesis 2:  Demographic  Characteristics 

LGBs wh o d o self-identif y wil l b e possesse d o f th e equivalen t o f "grou p 
consciousness." Therefore, th e demographic correlate s o f group conscious -
ness foun d amon g wome n an d Africa n Americans—youth , hig h educa -
tion levels , and stron g partisanship—shoul d b e disproportionatel y grea t 
among self-identifie d LGBs . Also , give n th e result s o f prio r se x surveys , 
men ma y significantl y outnumbe r wome n amon g self-identifiers . 

The Essential  Differences and  Similarities 

The essentia l demographi c difference s an d similaritie s betwee n th e homo -
sexual an d heterosexua l sample s ar e se t fort h i n tabl e 3. 1 (a t th e en d o f th e 
chapter). The reader' s attentio n ma y b e directe d t o th e followin g difference s i n 
particular. 

Age. Self-identificatio n appear s t o b e largel y a  functio n o f age . Random -
sample dat a indicat e tha t th e rat e o f homosexual behavio r reporte d b y any give n 
age grou p amon g me n i s statisticall y identica l t o tha t a t an y other , sav e fo r a 
slight di p i n reportin g amon g thos e age d sixty-fiv e an d olde r (Fa y e t al . 1989). 2 

We see , however, tha t amon g thos e age d eightee n t o twenty-nin e (bor n i n 196 1 
or later) , 2. 6 percen t checke d th e "ga y o r lesbian " box , whereas onl y 1. 5 percen t 
of thos e betwee n age s thirt y an d forty-nin e (bor n betwee n 194 1 an d I960 ) di d 
so, an d a  paltry 0. 3 percen t o f thos e age d fifty  o r olde r (bor n befor e Worl d Wa r 
ID.3 

It i s wort h notin g tha t ther e wa s n o significan t differenc e betwee n th e ga y 
and nonga y sample s i n th e shar e o f first-time  voters , usually person s eightee n o r 
nineteen year s o f age . Give n th e dat a above , i t woul d b e expecte d tha t a  large r 
share o f first-time  voter s woul d self-identify . Thi s finding,  alon g wit h th e dat a 
on educatio n discusse d below , indicate s tha t th e predominan t ag e fo r "comin g 
out" i s not eightee n o r nineteen bu t sometim e i n the twenties . 
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Education. Another significan t correlat e wit h hig h level s o f group conscious -
ness i s education , an d th e lesbian/ga y sampl e certainl y score s exceedingl y hig h 
on thi s indicator . Th e VR S surve y sampl e a s a  whol e is , a s expected , mor e 
educated tha n i s th e populatio n (Wolfinge r an d Rosenston e 1980) , accordin g t o 
concurrent censu s data . However , althoug h th e se x studie s cite d previousl y 
indicate tha t college-educate d respondent s wer e fa r mor e likel y t o repor t havin g 
had a  homosexua l experienc e tha n wer e thos e withou t college , ther e i s n o 
theoretical o r anecdota l reaso n t o suppos e tha t homosexua l an d heterosexua l 
voters woul d hav e significantl y differen t level s o f education . The y do . Eighty -
nine percen t o f the lesbia n an d ga y sampl e reporte d havin g som e colleg e educa -
tion, a s against two-third s o f the res t o f the voter s an d a  bi t ove r one-hal f o f th e 
total adul t populatio n i n the 199 0 census . An absolut e majorit y o f self-identifie d 
lesbians and ga y me n (5 3 percent ) ha d receive d a t leas t a  bachelor's degree . Mos t 
notably, tw o ga y voter s i n seve n reporte d havin g attende d pos t baccalaureate 
graduate o r professional schools . 

As note d above , th e sampl e i s predominately young . However , eve n control -
ling fo r age , th e ga y sampl e wa s fa r mor e highl y educate d tha n wer e th e res t o f 
the voters (data no t shown) . 

Sex. Gay me n consistentl y wer e foun d t o outnumbe r lesbian s significantly . I n 
the U.S.A . data , me n constitute d 5 9 percen t o f the ga y an d lesbia n respondents , 
as against 4 9 percen t o f the nonga y respondents. 4 Thi s imbalanc e i s found i n th e 
state survey s a s well : i n onl y fou r o f th e twenty-on e state-leve l studie s di d 
women outnumbe r me n (se e table 4.1 , chapter 4) . 

Why thi s shoul d b e s o i s beyon d th e scop e o f thi s wor k t o determine , bu t 
should b e touched upo n here . The earl y studie s (Kinse y e t al . 1948 ; Institute fo r 
Sex Researc h 1953 ) indicate d tha t abou t twic e a s man y me n a s wome n wer e 
homosexual. Th e Janu s an d Janu s (1993 ) findings  confir m this , a s d o th e 
Chicago findings  o n sexua l self-identificatio n (Lauman n e t al . 1994). 5 I t ha s been 
postulated tha t difference s i n gender rol e training—the greate r permissibility o f 
emotional an d physica l closenes s betwee n wome n tha n betwee n men , an d th e 
stronger socia l force s directin g wome n towar d marriag e an d motherhood—ma y 
lead wome n t o comprehen d thei r feeling s a s lesbian late r i n lif e tha n i s the cas e 
with ga y men . I t i s possibl e a s wel l tha t a  larg e numbe r o f lesbian s hav e 
custody o f children, which , the y feel , would b e endangered wer e they t o identif y 
themselves a s lesbian, even i n a  self-administered exi t poll , because of the lac k of 
total privacy. 6 

An additiona l hypothesi s tha t ma y b e worth y o f investigation wa s generate d 
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by the finding  o f considerable "lesbia n bisexuality" i n the Glick pol l (see chapters 
5 and 7  for furthe r explication) . 

As predicted i n Hypothesi s 2 , the gay and lesbia n self-identifier s ar e dispropor -
tionately youn g an d highl y educated ; thes e ar e tw o demographi c correlate s o f 
group consciousness , and indicat e a  likelihood o f especially stron g identificatio n 
with th e group . Further , w e find  tha t ga y me n d o significantl y outnumbe r 
lesbians, b y rate s equivalen t t o thos e foun d i n previou s se x researc h o n sexua l 
behavior an d identity . 

Other Demographic Findings 

Race. I t i s interestin g tha t th e on e significan t differenc e foun d amon g th e 
races i n self-identificatio n wa s tha t a  considerabl y large r proportio n o f Latino s 
than white s self-identified . I t als o i s o f interes t tha t rate s o f self-identificatio n 
among blacks , Asians , and person s o f "other" race s did no t diffe r significantly . I f 
group consciousness and group identificatio n overlap , as I have hypothesized, on e 
would expec t base d o n overal l educatio n level s tha t Latino s an d Africa n Ameri -
cans woul d self-identify  a t a  muc h lowe r rat e tha n woul d white s i n th e sample . 
The lac k o f differenc e amon g Africa n American s ma y b e attributabl e t o th e 
higher level s o f partisanship an d politicizatio n amon g black s wh o d o vote ; thes e 
levels, a s note d i n chapte r 2 , ar e no t necessaril y dependen t o n educatio n level . I 
am no t sure , however, what t o make of the significantl y highe r self-identificatio n 
rate of Latino voters , who have the lowes t educatio n level s in th e sample . 

Residence. A  majo r differenc e amon g th e group s wa s foun d wit h respec t t o 
both regio n o f residence an d th e siz e o f th e localit y o f residence . Twic e a s man y 
lesbians an d ga y me n a s nongays , indee d almos t hal f o f th e subsampl e (4 3 
percent), live d i n th e Wester n states . Ther e wer e n o significan t difference s i n 
residence patterns betwee n th e groups i n th e Northeas t and , interestingly , i n th e 
South. I t i s i n th e Midwester n state s tha t th e lowes t leve l o f self-reportin g i s 
found, hal f th e nationa l rate . Thes e findings  wer e confirme d precisel y i n th e 
twenty-one stat e survey s whe n th e total s fro m th e state s i n eac h regio n wer e 
added togethe r (se e table 4.1 , chapter 4) . 

This apparen t Wester n migratio n wa s no t confine d t o California . Nor , appar -
ently, was i t dependen t o n stat e law s regulatin g sexua l activitie s o r th e existenc e 
of stat e ga y right s laws . N o significan t difference s i n self-reportin g wer e foun d 
between state s wit h an d withou t "sodomy " law s (dat a no t shown) , an d non e o f 
the state s i n th e continenta l Wes t ha d statewid e civi l right s law s protectin g 
sexual minoritie s i n 1990. 7 
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Significant difference s als o were found i n the size of localities i n which lesbia n 
and gay respondents resided , and i n thi s particular instanc e significant difference s 
between th e lesbian s an d th e ga y me n wer e found . Th e lesbian/ga y sampl e a s a 
whole wa s considerabl y mor e urba n tha n th e res t o f th e respondents , wit h 
about one-thir d livin g i n a  majo r city . Th e urba n residents , however , wer e 
disproportionately male ; althoug h mor e lesbian s live d i n th e citie s tha n di d 
similarly situate d nonga y women , the y tende d t o resid e i n th e suburbs . 

Income. I t i s interestin g tha t ther e ar e n o statisticall y significan t difference s 
between th e income s o f th e ga y sampl e an d th e res t o f th e sample . Ther e ar e 
somewhat mor e gay/lesbia n respondent s i n th e lowes t incom e category , bu t thi s 
appears t o b e caused b y th e substantia l til t towar d yout h i n th e sample ; control -
ling agai n fo r age , th e ga y grou p i f anythin g doe s bette r tha n it s nonga y 
counterparts. I t als o i s worth y o f not e tha t a  gende r ga p appear s betwee n th e 
incomes o f lesbians an d thos e o f gay men . 

Occupation. Th e gay/lesbia n sample , again , disproportionatel y fall s withi n th e 
highest occupationa l categories . An absolute majorit y repor t holdin g professional 
or manageria l employment , an d five  i n seve n ar e white-colla r worker s o f som e 
sort. Th e categorie s i n whic h th e grou p w e ar e studyin g i s underrepresente d 
include retiree s (1 0 percent , versu s 2 1 percen t fo r th e res t o f th e sample) , 
homemakers (n o respondents , versu s 1 0 percent) , an d farmer s an d far m worker s 
(no respondents , versu s 2  percent). I t i s well t o not e that , i n spit e o f prohibitor y 
laws an d practices , on e i n twelv e self-identifie d lesbian s an d ga y me n report s 
being a  schoo l teacher , althoug h th e grea t majorit y presumabl y d o no t disclos e 
their sexualit y t o thei r student s o r employers . Identica l share s o f th e ga y an d 
nongay sample s ar e governmen t employee s (1 2 percent ) an d labo r unio n mem -
bers (11 percent) . 

Religion. The CB S for m aske d voter s wha t thei r religio n wa s currently , th e 
conventional surve y question . Th e VR S form , however , asked  voter s th e religio n 
in whic h the y wer e raised ; i t i s possibl e tha t som e voter s answere d th e latte r 
question a s they woul d hav e th e former . Nonetheless , significan t comparison s d o 
emerge. 

Half o f American heterosexual s wh o voted i n 199 0 were raised a s Protestants , 
and nearl y hal f cal l themselve s Protestan t today . I n contrast , onl y abou t a  thir d 
of self-identifie d homosexual s were , o r are , Protestant . Th e numbe r raise d a s 
Catholics doe s no t diffe r betwee n th e groups , bu t onl y abou t 1 5 percen t o f gay 
men an d lesbians , a s agains t 2 5 percen t o f nonga y voters , conside r themselve s 
Catholics today . A  somewha t large r shar e o f th e ga y sampl e (1 6 percen t versu s 
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11 percent) said i t was raised i n "othe r Christian" denominations ; only 9  percent , 
however, identifie d wit h suc h denomination s today. 8 

Most notabl e i s tha t twic e a s man y ope n gay s an d lesbian s a s heterosexual s 
(20 percen t versu s 1 0 percent ) reporte d havin g bee n raise d a s non-Christians , 
and today , full y thre e ga y o r lesbia n voter s i n seve n (versu s on e nonga y vote r i n 
seven) repor t bein g non-Christian . I t i s no t difficul t t o propose , although her e i t 
is impossibl e t o test , a  hypothesi s tha t th e difference s i n religiou s affiliatio n ar e 
the resul t o f long-standin g condemnatio n o f homosexua l behavio r b y mos t 
Christian denominations , leadin g t o a  rejectio n o f Christianit y i n favo r o f mor e 
accepting faiths , o r th e abandonmen t o f religio n altogether . Give n th e hostilit y 
to or discomfort wit h homosexualit y o f most Christia n denominations , i t ma y b e 
more surprisin g tha t 5 9 percen t o f openl y ga y an d lesbia n voter s stil l identif y 
with th e Christia n faith , tha t th e sam e shar e o f bot h group s (11-1 2 percent ) 
identifies a s "fundamentalis t o r evangelica l Christian, " an d tha t abou t a  quarte r 
of th e gay/lesbia n sampl e report s attendin g religiou s service s a t leas t onc e a 
month (2 4 percent , versu s 4 3 percen t o f nongay voters) . Eighteen percen t o f th e 
gay sampl e (versu s 8  percent ) hol d n o religiou s preference , whil e 1 9 percen t 
(versus 5. 5 percent ) identif y wit h religion s othe r tha n Christianit y an d Judaism . 

It als o ma y b e postulated , give n th e differenc e i n religiou s upbringin g 
between homosexua l an d heterosexua l identifier s reporte d i n th e VR S pol l — 
particularly th e large r shar e o f non-Christian s an d th e smal l percentag e o f 
Protestants — that one' s religious upbringin g ha s a direct effec t o n willingness t o 
identify a s a  gay ma n o r a  lesbian. I n effect , a  Christian, particularl y Protestant , 
upbringing ma y mak e a  lesbia n o r a  ga y ma n fa r mor e likel y t o sta y i n th e 
closet, o r no t t o admi t hi s o r he r homosexualit y eve n t o him - o r herself. 9 

The surprisin g finding  her e i s tha t bein g raise d i n certai n religiou s traditions , 
particularly th e Protestan t tradition , appear s t o hav e a  significan t effec t o n 
acknowledgment o f one' s sexua l orientation . Thos e raise d a s Catholics , fo r in -
stance, ma y leav e thei r churc h i n disagreemen t wit h it s stan d o n th e stat e o f 
their souls ; bu t bein g raise d a s a  Protestan t appear s t o suppres s eve n one' s self -
acknowledgment.10 

Miscellaneous demographics.  Th e fac t tha t numerou s ga y an d lesbia n couple s 
and single s hav e children , whethe r b y previou s opposite-se x marriage , adoption , 
or alternativ e method s o f parenthoo d (artificia l insemination , surrogat e parent -
hood, etc.) , i s well known . Th e dat a confir m that , amon g thos e lesbian s an d ga y 
men wh o vote, childrearing i s not a t al l uncommon, althoug h considerabl y mor e 
women—18 percent , versu s 6  percen t o f gay me n (an d 3 2 percen t o f non-self -
identifiers)—had childre n unde r eightee n livin g wit h the m a t th e tim e o f th e 
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survey. Mor e notabl e i s tha t 1 0 percen t o f th e ga y sampl e state d the y wer e 
presently married ! 

It i s interesting , an d perhap s a  caus e fo r concern , tha t 1 2 percen t o f openl y 
gay an d lesbia n voter s repor t havin g bee n crim e victim s withi n th e las t year , a s 
against 5  percent o f nonga y voters . Som e o f thi s effec t ma y b e explaine d b y th e 
disproportion o f lesbian s an d ga y me n livin g i n larg e cities ; bu t i t i s possibl e 
that som e als o ma y b e attributabl e t o antiga y violence . Give n thi s fact , i t i s 
interesting tha t slightl y fewe r ga y voters own guns tha n nonga y voters , althoug h 
again thi s likel y i s a  function o f urban residence ; th e surve y dat a sho w tha t gu n 
owners are disproportionately foun d i n small-town an d rura l America . 

Despite th e arme d services ' continue d effort s t o exclud e an d expe l lesbian s 
and ga y me n fro m th e service , exactl y th e sam e shar e (1 8 percent ) o f bot h th e 
gay-lesbian sampl e an d th e res t o f th e sampl e report s bein g militar y veterans . 
Equal percentages also report currently having relative s in the military o r reserves 
(12 percent) . 

The difference s betwee n th e tw o group s perhap s ma y bes t b e see n b y buildin g 
a hypothetica l "median " voter , on e heterosexua l (or , a t least , no t self-identifie d 
as homosexual), one self-identifie d a s "ga y o r lesbian. " Th e demographi c differ -
ences note d her e may presage differences i n attitude s an d votin g behavior . 

The media n heterosexua l vote r i n 199 0 appear s t o hav e bee n a  forty-six -
year-old whit e woma n livin g i n th e suburb s o f a  medium - t o large-size d cit y 
somewhere i n middle America . Sh e was raised a s a Christian, almos t certainl y a 
Protestant, an d stil l call s herself one today , bu t doe s no t g o to church eve n onc e 
a month . Sh e i s married , wit h childre n eithe r grow n o r o f colleg e age ; sh e ha s 
taken som e college-leve l courses ; an d sh e work s a t leas t part-tim e outsid e th e 
home i n a  white-collar job , probably administrative . 

The media n openl y homosexua l vote r i n 1990 , meanwhile , appear s t o hav e 
been a  thirty-six-year-ol d whit e ma n wit h a  colleg e degre e an d a  full-tim e 
professional o r manageria l job , livin g an d workin g i n a  centra l cit y o f a t leas t 
fifty thousand , mos t likel y i n th e West . H e i s unmarrie d an d ha s n o children . 
Raised a s a  Christian , h e stil l consider s himsel f one , bu t i s fa r les s likel y eve n 
than ou r media n nonga y vote r t o attend services . 

Hypothesis 3:  Political  Attitudes 

The genera l politica l orientatio n o f LG B voter s wil l b e libera l o r leftis t 
and Democratic , i n keepin g wit h th e patter n foun d amon g Africa n 
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Americans, feminists , an d non-Cuba n Latinos , and wil l b e highly distinc -
tive from tha t o f non-LGB identifiers . 

Ideology and  Partisanship 

Table 3. 2 present s th e part y affiliation , ideology , an d attitude s o n issue s o f 
the tw o groups . Briefly , th e result s confir m i n essenc e th e finding  o f Jay an d 
Young's self-selecte d sampl e (1979) , an d confir m th e ideologica l predictio n o f 
Hypothesis 3 : self-identified lesbian s an d ga y me n ar e very libera l indeed . 

When aske d directl y abou t thei r ideologica l leaning s i n th e VRS survey, five 
gay/lesbian voter s i n nin e cal l themselve s liberals , a s opposed t o fewer tha n on e 
in five  nonga y voters ; an d whil e mor e tha n one-thir d o f nonga y respondent s 
call themselve s conservatives , onl y one-elevent h o f lesbian an d ga y respondent s 
do so . Par t o f thi s i s attributabl e t o th e stron g feminis m o f a n extraordinar y 
percentage o f th e women : five  lesbian s i n eigh t cal l themselve s "stron g femi -
nists," a s oppose d t o a  mer e on e i n eigh t nonga y women . However , eve n 
controlling fo r thi s facto r an d fo r th e demographi c correlate s o f gay/lesbia n 
self-identification, homosexua l self-identificatio n i n an d o f itsel f make s on e 
statistically mor e likel y t o b e libera l (se e discussion unde r Hypothesi s 6) . 

Perhaps mor e interestin g i s th e fac t that , althoug h th e siz e o f th e localitie s 
in whic h the y resid e i s a  facto r i n th e liberalis m o f ga y me n an d lesbians , th e 
percentages o f liberals remai n hig h an d relativel y eve n fro m th e citie s dow n t o 
the countryside . Thus , cit y dwellers , bot h ga y an d straight , similarl y ten d t o 
be liberal , wit h ga y peopl e tendin g t o b e somewha t mor e so ; bu t i n th e 
suburbs, smal l towns , and rura l areas , gay voter s ar e fa r mor e libera l tha n thei r 
nongay neighbors . 

Because th e CB S for m di d no t as k th e respondent s thei r ideology , I  buil t a 
0-6 scale , base d o n response s t o si x issue-relate d question s i n whic h a  liberal -
conservative dichotom y reasonabl y coul d b e established, 11 wit h 6  bein g "mos t 
liberal," 0  "mos t conservative. " Forty-six percent o f gay and lesbia n respondent s 
fell int o th e tw o mos t "liberal " categories , versu s 1 3 percen t o f heterosexuals ; 
24 percen t o f nongay voters , versus 8  percent o f gay/lesbian voters , fel l int o th e 
two mos t "conservative " categories . 

This consisten t liberalism , however , di d no t automaticall y translat e int o 
more suppor t fo r th e Democrati c Party . Th e U.S.A . result s find  tha t onl y 1 2 
percent mor e gay me n an d lesbian s tha n nonga y me n an d wome n identif y wit h 
the Democrat s (4 8 versus 3 6 percent) . I t doe s translate , however , int o a  genera l 
aversion t o th e Republica n Part y (1 9 percen t o f th e ga y sampl e versu s 3 4 
percent o f th e nonga y sampl e reporte d a  Republica n affiliation) . Th e rat e o f 
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identification wit h neithe r majo r part y i s equivalen t fo r bot h group s (3 3 
percent o f gay me n an d lesbian s versu s 3 0 percen t o f the remainder) . 

Thus, th e elemen t o f especially stron g partisanshi p predicte d i n Hypothesi s 
2 i s not  confirmed i n thi s dat a set . Th e partisa n til t o f lesbia n an d ga y self -
identifiers i s distinctive, a s predicted i n Hypothesi s 3 , bu t give n th e extremel y 
distinctive liberalis m o f th e self-identifiers , i t ma y b e surprisin g tha t thes e 
attitudes di d no t mor e strongl y translat e int o a  preference fo r th e mor e libera l 
political part y i n 1990 . 

An exampl e of why thi s migh t b e the case is given i n Messina's stud y (1985 ) 
of th e attitude s o f th e majo r Britis h part y candidate s fo r offic e towar d racia l 
minorities i n a  multiracia l Londo n borough . I n essence , th e Labou r Party' s 
candidates, who were pledged i n principle t o equality fo r al l Britons , and spok e 
to tha t effec t t o th e borough' s minorit y grou p members , wer e observe d t o 
distance themselve s strongl y fro m an y concret e measure s o n behal f o f minorit y 
groups fo r fea r o f losin g th e whit e suppor t neede d t o wi n th e election . Suc h 
may b e said t o hav e bee n th e genera l attitud e o f the nationa l Democrati c Part y 
toward lesbian s an d ga y me n unti l 1992 ; i t sough t t o includ e ga y an d lesbia n 
voters i n it s bas e o f suppor t wit h sympatheti c words , withou t alienatin g 
socially conservativ e voter s wh o supporte d th e Democrat s o n economi c an d 
historical grounds . 

Issue Stands  and Priorities 

It i s wel l t o remin d th e reade r o f th e circumstance s i n th e countr y i n 
November 1990 . Georg e Bus h wa s midwa y throug h hi s singl e ter m o f office , 
and th e issue s dominatin g th e publi c consciousnes s a t tha t poin t reflecte d hi s 
perceived strength s an d weaknesses , th e relativ e effect s o f whic h woul d resul t 
in hi s defeat tw o years later . 

Three month s befor e th e 199 0 election , Bus h ha d sen t 250,00 0 America n 
troops t o Saud i Arabi a an d th e Persia n Gul f i n orde r t o preven t seizur e o f th e 
Saudi oi l fields  b y Iraq' s dictator , Sadda m Hussein , wh o ha d invade d an d 
conquered th e emirat e o f Kuwai t day s before . Later , Bus h was  th e principa l 
organizer o f a n internationa l coalitio n tha t impose d a n economi c an d militar y 
embargo on Iraq t o force it s withdrawal fro m Kuwait . I t was  widely anticipate d 
that wa r migh t b e necessar y t o accomplish thi s latte r goal . 

At th e sam e time , th e U.S . econom y wa s slidin g int o a  recession , an d a 
principal facto r cite d i n th e country' s economi c sluggishnes s was  th e inabilit y 
of Bus h an d th e Congress , controlle d b y th e Democrats , t o mak e substantia l 
cuts i n wha t wer e the n mor e tha n $20 0 billio n annua l deficits . Afte r muc h 
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public an d privat e wrangling , th e parties agree d o n a  deficit reductio n package , 
as part o f which Bus h agree d t o a  tax increase , breaking hi s principal campaig n 
pledge o f 1988 . 

Other issue s ha d com e t o b e prominen t durin g thi s period . Bus h ha d 
pledged t o b e th e "educatio n president " an d th e "environmenta l president " 
during hi s 198 8 campaign , an d i n 198 9 declare d "wa r o n drugs " an d "zer o 
tolerance" o f drug importatio n an d use . Th e U.S . Suprem e Court' s decisio n i n 
Webster v. Reproductive Health Services  (1989), which gav e states increased latitud e 
in restrictin g certai n abortions , returne d abortio n t o th e forefron t o f socia l 
issues. The saving s an d loa n failur e crisi s o f the lat e 1980 s reache d ful l fruitio n 
during thi s period o f Bush's term . 

The first  issu e of  Time  for 1991 , two month s afte r th e election , reflecte d th e 
public's apparen t mixe d feeling s abou t it s president : i t name d a s it s "Me n o f 
the Year" "th e tw o George Bushes, " one a  strong, astut e leade r i n foreign affair s 
without recen t preceden t wh o sough t t o creat e a  "ne w worl d order " fro m th e 
ashes o f Sovie t communism , th e othe r on e essentiall y unintereste d i n affair s i n 
his own country , weaving fro m issu e to issu e without clea r focus o r vision . 

In eithe r case , issue s o f specific concer n t o lesbian s an d ga y men—ga y civi l 
rights, AIDS , an d violenc e agains t wome n an d minoritie s bein g paramoun t — 
were no t hig h o n th e agend a o f th e Republica n president , th e Democrati c 
Congress, o r th e greates t numbe r o f heterosexua l America n citizen s a s th e 
country wen t t o th e polls , an d question s o n thes e topic s wer e include d i n 
neither th e CB S nor th e VRS version o f the survey . 

Approval ratings.  Ther e wa s a  seventeen-poin t divergenc e i n th e rating s o f 
President Bush' s performanc e betwee n th e ga y an d nonga y samples ; 6 0 percen t 
of nongays approved; 5 7 percent o f open homosexual s di d not . A t th e same time , 
there wa s a n eleven-poin t differenc e i n assessmen t o f whethe r th e countr y 
generally wa s headed i n th e righ t direction ; 5 9 percent o f nongay voters , and 7 0 
percent o f lesbian an d gay voters , said th e natio n wa s "seriousl y of f on th e wron g 
track." Th e fac t tha t Bush' s persona l approva l ratin g wa s relativel y hig h give n 
this degree of voter pessimism i s remarkable . 

There wa s n o significan t differenc e i n th e voters ' overwhelmingl y negativ e 
opinions o f Congress, or i n how ofte n the y fel t the y coul d trus t "th e governmen t 
in Washington " t o d o th e righ t thin g (two-third s o f eac h grou p sai d "onl y 
sometimes" o r "never") . A  somewha t smalle r majorit y o f lesbian s an d ga y me n 
(63 versu s 7 2 percent ) though t a n answe r wa s t o limi t th e numbe r o f year s 
members o f Congress ma y serve . 
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The important  issues. Th e mos t notabl e divergenc e betwee n straigh t an d ga y 
was th e evaluatio n o f th e importanc e o f th e environmen t a s a  campaig n issue . 
One-fourth o f ga y voter s i n th e CB S versio n o f th e surve y considere d thi s th e 
most importan t issu e in thei r vote for member s o f Congress i n 1990 , second onl y 
to th e economy , versu s 8  percen t o f nonga y voters ; an d 4 5 percen t i n th e VR S 
version o f th e pol l name d i t on e o f thei r to p "on e o r two " issues , fa r an d awa y 
the mos t important , a s against 2 1 percen t o f nongay respondents , wh o ranke d i t 
behind education , th e federa l deficit , an d th e combine d categor y o f crim e an d 
drugs. Moreover , when th e CBS form aske d whethe r voter s considered preservin g 
the environmen t o r preservin g job s th e mor e important , eve n i n th e fac e o f a 
looming recession , 5 5 percen t o f th e nonga y voter s opte d fo r th e ecology—an d 
so did 7 7 percen t o f gay and lesbia n voters . 

It i s notabl e tha t th e situatio n i n th e Persia n Gul f di d no t registe r highl y i n 
the mind s o f th e voters , gay o r straight , whe n i t cam e t o castin g thei r vote s fo r 
members o f Congress; only th e saving s an d loa n crisi s ranke d lower  in determin -
ing individuals ' votes . 

The economy. N o significan t differenc e wa s foun d betwee n th e group s i n thei r 
assessment o f th e stat e o f th e econom y (eithe r o n th e da y o f th e electio n o r 
projecting a  yea r ahea d fro m then) , whethe r the y considere d themselve s bette r 
off financiall y tha n tw o year s before , thei r concer n abou t th e federa l deficit , o r 
their (lac k of ) approva l o f th e federa l defici t packag e recentl y turne d dow n b y 
Congress. Slightl y mor e gay s an d lesbian s liste d unemploymen t a s a  greate r 
economic concer n tha n inflation ; rathe r fewe r i n th e CB S version liste d th e stat e 
of th e econom y a s thei r chie f concer n i n castin g thei r vote s fo r Congress . 
Minimal, simila r number s o f bot h group s liste d th e saving s an d loa n crisi s a s 
important. 

Differences wer e seen , however , whe n voter s wer e asked  t o assig n economi c 
responsibility t o a particular party . (This i s not surprisin g give n th e twenty-nine -
point part y identificatio n ga p amon g ga y voters , versu s 2. 6 percen t amon g 
nongays.) Nine-poin t pluralitie s o f nonga y identifier s though t th e Democratic -
controlled Congres s woul d mak e bette r decision s abou t defici t reductio n tha n 
would Bush , an d gav e Republican s mor e blam e tha n Democrat s fo r th e saving s 
and loa n mess . Ga y an d lesbia n voters , however , truste d Congres s mor e o n th e 
deficit b y a  three-to-on e margin ; 4 0 percen t blame d th e Republicans , an d onl y 
13 percent th e Democrats , fo r th e saving s and loa n crisis . 

Abortion. Bot h th e VR S an d CB S poll s foun d tha t 66  percen t o r mor e o f 
homosexual voter s essentiall y supporte d abortio n o n demand , a s agains t 43—4 5 
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percent o f nongays . With th e questio n worde d somewha t differently , 7 7 percen t 
in th e VR S version , an d 66  percen t i n th e CB S version, indicate d tha t abortio n 
should alway s b e legal . I n th e CB S form, 4 1 percen t o f nonga y voter s indicate d 
that abortio n shoul d b e eithe r outlawe d o r allowe d onl y i n case s o f rape , incest , 
or endangerment o f the mother; only 20 percent o f gay and lesbia n voters agreed . 
As noted below , significantly mor e lesbia n an d ga y voter s name d abortio n a s one 
of thei r two  mos t importan t issues , bu t lesbian s wer e fa r mor e likel y tha n ga y 
men t o nam e i t th e mos t importan t (als o se e th e nex t section , o n gende r an d 
feminism). 

Crime and  drugs.  Lesbia n an d ga y voters , i t appears , believe d th e "wa r o n 
drugs" a s pursue d b y th e administratio n wa s a  disma l flop.  Straigh t an d ga y 
agreed tha t mor e emphasi s shoul d b e give n t o educatio n an d treatmen t rathe r 
than la w enforcement ; bu t th e margi n amon g nonga y voter s wa s fou r t o three , 
indicating a  stron g bas e o f suppor t fo r Bush' s "zer o tolerance " policy , wherea s 
among homosexua l voters , th e margi n fo r educatio n an d treatmen t wa s seve n 
to one . 

The group s parte d compan y a s wel l o n th e deat h penalty . Aske d i n th e CB S 
version t o nam e thei r preferre d penalt y fo r first-degree  murder , heterosexual s 
opted fo r capita l punishmen t b y a  tw o t o on e margi n ove r lif e imprisonmen t 
without possibilit y o f parole ; onl y 5  percen t opte d fo r th e possibilit y o f parole . 
Homosexual voter s spli t almos t exactl y dow n th e middl e betwee n lif e withou t 
parole an d death , an d 1 5 percent supporte d th e possibility o f parole. 

Defense and  the  Persian Gulf. A s note d above , a t th e tim e o f th e election , a 
quarter-million America n troop s were stationed i n what becam e the Persian Gul f 
War zone , an d Presiden t Bus h ha d ordere d th e doublin g o f thi s force . Th e 
United Nations , however , ha d no t approve d militar y actio n agains t Ira q o r se t a 
deadline fo r Iraq i withdrawa l fro m Kuwait . Whil e Sadda m Hussei n wa s o n th e 
minds o f th e voters , therefore , h e di d no t loo m a s larg e a s issue s a t home ; onl y 
about 7  percen t o f nonga y voter s an d 5  percen t o f ga y voter s (n o significan t 
difference) indicate d th e Persia n Gul f a s a major facto r i n thei r vot e i n 1990 . 

Opinions o n th e conflic t di d diverge , however . Lesbia n an d ga y voter s wer e 
less likel y t o approv e o f Bush' s commitmen t o f American force s t o th e Gul f (5 9 
versus 7 0 percent) ; an d whe n aske d whethe r U.S . force s shoul d remai n there , 
even i f ther e migh t b e America n casualties , a  5 4 percen t majorit y sai d no , 
whereas a  five to thre e majorit y o f nongay s sai d yes . Although n o late r dat a ar e 
available broke n dow n b y sexua l orientation , thes e number s sugges t tha t a 
substantial majorit y o f lesbians an d ga y men , perhaps thre e ou t o f five,  probably 
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supported th e wa r whe n i t cam e to pass , but no t th e overwhelmin g majoritie s o f 
three, four , o r fiv e t o one found amon g th e res t o f the population . 

Gay an d lesbia n voter s believe d tha t th e Defens e Departmen t wa s getting fa r 
too larg e a  share o f the federa l budget . Whil e 3 9 percen t o f nongay respondent s 
believed th e defens e budge t shoul d b e cut—4 5 percen t believin g i t shoul d b e 
kept a t abou t it s presen t leve l — 60 percen t o f ga y an d lesbia n voter s favore d 
cuts. 

Our media n heterosexua l vote r i n Novembe r 199 0 wa s a political independent , 
ideologically moderat e bu t leanin g mor e towar d conservativ e tha n liberal . Sh e 
saw th e econom y an d federa l defici t reduction , alon g wit h education , crime , 
and drugs , a s th e mos t importan t issue s i n castin g he r vot e fo r Congress . Sh e 
voted fo r Georg e Bus h an d generall y approve d o f th e jo b h e wa s doing , bu t 
thought th e country wa s seriously of f track an d wa s not sur e whether sh e woul d 
vote fo r Bus h o r fo r th e Democrati c nomine e i n 1992 . Sh e loathe d Congress' s 
performance an d though t members ' tenur e shoul d b e limite d b y law—bu t 
trusted i t slightl y mor e t o dea l wit h th e defici t tha n sh e di d Bush . O n specifi c 
issues, she supported th e Persia n Gul f deploymen t an d was  incline d t o suppor t 
our stayin g there , eve n a t th e ris k o f war; she favored som e restriction s o n lega l 
abortion, bu t no t thos e propose d b y pro-lifers ; sh e favore d th e deat h penalt y 
for first-degree  murde r and , whil e supportin g educatio n an d treatmen t t o dea l 
with drugs , though t la w enforcemen t wa s a n importan t secon d element ; sh e 
thought bot h partie s mus t shar e th e blam e fo r th e saving s an d loa n crisis ; sh e 
opted fo r preservin g th e environmen t ove r preservin g job s i f nee d be , bu t 
hesitantly. 

Our media n self-identifie d homosexua l vote r wa s fo r al l practica l purpose s a 
liberal Democrat : h e voted fo r Michae l Dukaki s i n 1988 , disapproved o f Bush' s 
conduct a s president, though t th e countr y wa s seriously of f track , an d probabl y 
would vote for the president' s Democrati c opponen t tw o years hence; he blame d 
both parties , bu t th e Republican s mor e tha n th e Democrats , fo r th e saving s 
and loa n mes s and truste d th e Democrat s i n Congres s fa r mor e t o deal wit h th e 
deficit tha n th e president . H e though t w e wer e righ t t o sen d th e troop s t o th e 
Middle East , bu t no t t o keep the m ther e i f war becam e likely , an d tha t defens e 
spending generall y shoul d b e cu t substantially . H e to o distruste d th e federa l 
government, strongl y disapprove d o f Congres s an d favore d tenur e limits , al -
though no t quit e a s enthusiastically. Whil e no t a  strong feminis t himself , mos t 
of hi s lesbia n friend s were , an d h e joine d i n thei r stron g suppor t o f lega l 
abortion. Hi s principa l concern , afte r th e economy , was  th e environment , an d 
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he strongl y favore d th e ecolog y ove r economi c growt h whe n th e tw o conflict . 
He favore d lif e withou t parol e ove r th e deat h penalty , an d though t dru g la w 
enforcement essentiall y shoul d b e abandone d i n favo r o f dru g educatio n an d 
treatment. 

Voting Behavior 

Table 3. 3 display s th e breakdow n betwee n th e group s o n th e dependen t 
variables, voting behavior . Th e dat a fo r th e Hous e o f Representatives sho w th e 
percentages o f respondent s i n al l fifty  states , includin g thos e i n whic h th e 
incumbent representativ e was  unopposed ; wherea s thos e fo r th e Senat e an d fo r 
state governor s reflec t tota l percentage s o f th e vot e onl y fro m thos e state s i n 
which suc h election s wer e bein g held . 

It i s i n th e return s fo r chie f executive s o f th e state s tha t Democrati c 
dominance i n ga y an d lesbia n votin g behavio r i s mos t full y expressed . Non -
self-identifiers gav e Democrat s a  six-poin t margi n ove r Republicans ; self-iden -
tified homosexual s gav e Democrat s a  forty-two-point margin . (Seve n percent o f 
nongay voters , and 5  percent o f gay voters , cast ballot s fo r thir d candidates. ) 

In U.S . Senat e elections , heterosexua l voter s spli t almos t exactl y dow n th e 
middle, a t abou t 4 9 percen t fo r eac h party . Ga y an d lesbia n voters , i n contrast , 
split five  t o thre e fo r th e Democrats . On e ma y not e th e complet e absenc e o f 
voting fo r independen t o r thir d part y candidates , an d th e comparativel y stron g 
showing fo r Republicans , compare d t o th e gubernatoria l an d Hous e returns. 12 

Two particular difference s ar e notabl e i n th e Hous e returns . First , heterosex -
uals gav e th e Democrat s a  fifty  to forty-thre e margin , whil e homosexua l voter s 
gave the m a  margi n o f fifty-eight  t o twenty-six . Second , a  remarkabl e 1 6 
percent o f lesbian an d ga y voter s cas t thei r ballot s i n Hous e race s fo r indepen -
dents an d thir d part y candidates , compared t o 7  percent o f nongay voters . Thi s 
independent blo c vote d almos t unanimousl y fo r Democrat s fo r governo r i n 
states i n whic h suc h election s wer e bein g held . Thi s raise d th e possibilit y tha t 
among lesbian s an d ga y me n i n th e Unite d State s ther e was  a  leftis t vot e o f 
about 1 5 percen t tha t wen t t o th e Democrat s i n majo r statewid e an d nationa l 
elections, bu t splintere d of f t o thir d candidate s i n Hous e races , and perhap s a t 
the loca l leve l a s well . Thi s possibilit y wil l b e teste d i n th e sectio n o n 
Hypothesis 5  later i n thi s chapter . 

The Democrati c dominanc e wa s reflecte d i n th e (obviousl y inaccurate ) self -
reporting o f th e presidentia l vot e i n 1988 , an d th e (mor e likel y accurate ) 
statement o f ho w th e voter s likel y woul d cas t thei r ballot s i n 1992 . O f thos e 
who reporte d the y ha d vote d i n 1988 , 6 3 percen t o f nongay s sai d the y ha d 
voted fo r Bush ; onl y 3 3 percen t admitte d t o havin g vote d fo r Michae l Du -
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kakis.13 Amon g self-identifie d ga y me n an d lesbians , thes e number s wer e 
almost reversed : 6 0 percen t sai d the y vote d fo r Dukakis , onl y 3 3 percen t fo r 
Bush. 

As note d above , however , suppor t fo r Bus h a t thi s poin t appeare d t o b e 
weak. Despit e th e relativel y hig h approva l ratin g an d claime d 198 8 support , 
only 3 4 percen t o f nonga y voters , jus t ove r hal f o f thos e wh o claime d t o 
approve o f Bush' s performance , sai d the y probabl y woul d vot e fo r Bus h i n 
1992; 3 1 percen t sai d the y probabl y woul d vot e fo r th e Democrati c nominee , 
and 3 5 percen t di d no t know . Amon g lesbia n an d ga y voters , a n absolut e 
majority (5 2 percent ) sai d the y probabl y woul d vot e fo r th e Democrat ; onl y 1 0 
percent sai d the y probably woul d vot e fo r Bush . 

Certain factor s wer e mor e influentia l tha n other s i n th e vot e choic e o f ga y 
and lesbia n voters . The y wer e significantl y les s likel y t o se e th e abilit y t o ge t 
things don e a s th e mos t importan t qualit y i n a  congressiona l candidate , an d 
more likel y t o vie w stand s o n th e issue s a s th e mos t importan t factor . Partisa n 
labels als o wer e cite d a s principa l reason s fo r votin g fo r a  give n candidat e fa r 
more b y lesbia n an d ga y voter s (1 7 percent , versu s 8  percen t amon g nongays) . 
These result s ma y b e explained b y th e ver y hig h educatio n leve l o f the gay an d 
lesbian sample . Althoug h ther e wer e grea t difference s i n opinio n abou t Presi -
dent Bush , abou t two-third s o f bot h group s indicate d tha t th e presiden t wa s 
not a  facto r i n thei r congressiona l votin g decision . Ther e wer e n o significan t 
differences betwee n th e group s i n thei r assessmen t o f th e ton e o f th e 199 0 
campaigns; abou t hal f o f eac h grou p opine d tha t th e year' s campaign s wer e 
more negativ e tha n i n th e past . 

Respondents t o th e VR S versio n als o wer e aske d t o asses s severa l possibl e 
Democratic presidentia l contenders , mor e tha n fifteen  month s befor e th e first 
1992 presidentia l primar y o r caucu s wa s held . (I n th e event , onl y tw o o f th e 
seven potential candidate s liste d entere d th e race , along with fou r othe r "major " 
candidates no t listed. ) I n ou r analysis , avowe d Republica n respondent s wer e 
excluded. 

Although th e difference s betwee n th e group s wer e no t statisticall y signifi -
cant, certain difference s wer e manifested. Abou t one-thir d i n each group name d 
New York' s governor , Mari o Cuomo , a s thei r first  choice . The n the y split . Th e 
Reverend Jess e Jackson , wh o activel y ha d courte d ga y an d lesbia n voter s i n 
1984 an d 1988 , place d secon d wit h thes e voters , bu t a t 2 1 percent , rathe r 
anemic give n th e stron g suppor t h e ha d sough t fro m th e community . Ne w 
Jersey Senato r Bil l Bradle y ra n thir d amon g gay s an d lesbian s a t 1 5 percent ; 
four other s traile d i n th e single digits . One o f those four , moderate-to-conserva -
tive Texa s Senato r Lloy d Bentsen , Dukakis' s 198 8 runnin g mate , garnere d th e 
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support o f on e ou t o f si x nonga y Democrat s an d independents , puttin g hi m 
second; Jackson ra n third , wit h mos t o f hi s suppor t comin g fro m blac k voters , 
and Bradle y a  clos e fourth . I n eac h group , abou t on e vote r i n si x preferre d 
someone othe r tha n th e seve n candidate s listed . 

Bill Clinton , th e the n governo r o f Arkansas, go t th e suppor t o f 2  percen t o f 
nongay voters—an d non e amon g self-identifie d ga y me n an d lesbians! l 

Hypothesis 4:  Gender  and Feminism 

Lesbians, whethe r feminist s o r not , wil l b e mor e oppose d t o th e us e o f 
force i n politics , an d therefor e wil l b e mor e likel y t o vot e fo r Democrat s 
than ar e gay men . I n addition , lesbia n feminist s wil l hol d differen t issu e 
priorities fro m LG B men an d women wh o do not identif y wit h feminism , 
and thu s ar e fa r mor e likel y t o hol d libera l position s o n abortio n an d 
other feminis t issues ; the y wil l b e mor e incline d t o vot e fo r Democrat s 
than wil l othe r women . 

I nex t compare d ga y me n wit h lesbian s t o determin e whethe r an y significan t 
differences existe d i n attitude s o r votin g behavior. 15 Th e item s i n whic h a 
statistically significan t differenc e wa s found ar e shown i n tabl e 3.4 . 

Hypothesis 4  i s based i n par t o n Gilens' s finding  (1988 ) tha t foreig n policy , 
rather tha n pocketboo k issue s o r eve n "women' s issues, " was a  principal sourc e 
of th e "gende r gap " amon g America n voter s i n th e 1980s . Additionally , how -
ever, w e se e an extremel y hig h shar e o f lesbian s wh o calle d themselve s "stron g 
feminists." Thi s confirm s th e existenc e an d predominanc e withi n th e ope n 
lesbian communit y o f lesbia n feminis m (Marott a 1981 ; Phela n 1989) . Give n 
this, on e woul d expec t t o find  tha t abortio n and , perhaps , economi c issue s 
would caus e a  cleavage betwee n th e sexes . 

Although ther e ar e significan t difference s o n certai n indicators , i t doe s no t 
appear tha t a  great divid e exist s betwee n lesbian s an d ga y me n o n any domesti c 
issue. Ga y me n suppor t abortio n right s a s strongl y a s d o lesbians , an d whe n 
asked th e on e most  important issu e i n th e election , th e sexe s di d no t diffe r 
notably. Th e finding  tha t thre e time s a s man y wome n a s me n considere d 
abortion on e o f th e two  mos t importan t issues , therefore , mus t b e rea d wit h 
some caution . 

Equally mixe d message s ar e foun d i n gende r difference s regardin g th e stat e 
of th e economy . Althoug h ga y wome n viewe d th e stat e o f th e econom y a s 
worse, and wer e extremely unlikel y t o approve o f the recentl y passe d bipartisa n 
deficit reductio n plan , onl y a  thir d a s man y wome n a s me n name d th e defici t 
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plan a s a  top issue , an d othe r indicator s relatin g t o th e econom y showe d littl e 
or no gender differences . 

The mos t notabl e difference attributabl e t o sex was found—as Gilen s woul d 
have predicte d — in th e question s o n U.S . interventio n i n th e Persia n Gulf . 
Gay me n supporte d th e sendin g o f American troop s t o Saud i Arabia , an d thei r 
potential us e i n battle , b y margin s equa l t o thos e o f heterosexuals . I t wa s 
lesbians, mor e tha n perhap s an y othe r demographi c category , wh o mos t 
strongly objecte d bot h t o th e initia l deploymen t an d t o any furthe r us e of forc e 
in th e region . 

There is , however , a  stron g "feminis m gap " withi n th e lesbia n an d ga y 
community. Eve n takin g onl y variable s use d i n th e VR S for m (th e onl y on e t o 
ask th e feminis m question) , tabl e 3. 5 display s a  variet y o f issue s o n whic h 
strongly feminist lesbian s differe d fro m ga y me n an d fro m lesbian s wh o di d no t 
identify strongl y wit h feminism. 16 Althoug h feminis m i n and o f itself does no t 
eliminate th e ga p betwee n gay/lesbia n self-identifier s an d th e res t o f th e 
population, nonfeminis t gay s an d lesbian s ar e fa r close r o n man y issue s t o th e 
heterosexual populatio n tha n ar e lesbia n feminist s (se e table s 3. 2 an d 3.3) ; 
indeed, th e nonfeminis t lesbian s ar e considerabl y les s likel y t o vot e fo r Demo -
crats o r t o oppos e an y restriction s o n abortion , an d mor e likel y t o rat e thei r 
personal situatio n a s bette r tha n tw o year s ago , tha n ar e th e ga y men . A n 
additional issu e o n whic h nonfeminis t lesbian s diverge d bot h fro m ga y me n 
and thei r feminis t sister s wa s th e importanc e o f education i n th e election : thi s 
was name d th e mos t importan t issu e b y nonfeminis t lesbians , wherea s i t go t 
middling importanc e fro m th e othe r tw o groups. 17 

On tw o issue s a  join t effec t o f gende r an d feminis m ca n b e observed . Fo r 
our purpose s th e mos t importan t issu e i s attitudes o n th e Persia n Gul f deploy -
ment. Fiv e ga y me n i n seve n supporte d it , compare d t o fewe r tha n hal f o f th e 
nonfeminist lesbian s an d onl y a  thir d o f feminis t lesbians . Th e othe r issu e i s 
the importanc e attribute d t o th e defici t plan : onl y hal f a s man y nonfeminis t 
lesbians a s ga y me n name d th e defici t pla n a s a  to p issue ; lesbia n feminist s 
rated i t lowe r still . 

Yet o n th e cutting-edg e feminis t issu e o f abortion rights , th e feminis m ga p 
was readil y apparent : 4 8 percen t o f lesbia n feminists , bu t onl y 1 8 percen t o f 
nonfeminist lesbian s an d 9  percen t o f ga y men , rate d abortio n on e o f th e tw o 
most importan t issue s i n th e election . I n addition , wherea s lesbia n feminist s 
were nearl y unanimou s i n opposin g an y restriction s o n abortio n rights , onl y 
three i n five  nonfeminis t lesbian s agreed , fewe r tha n th e three-fourth s o f ga y 
men wh o hel d thi s position . 

It i s o f interes t tha t feminis m appeare d t o hav e a n independen t effec t o n 
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one's economi c perception s a s well: twice a s many lesbia n feminist s a s gay me n 
or nonfeminis t lesbian s describe d th e curren t stat e o f th e econom y a s "poor, " 
and wherea s a  majority o f lesbian feminist s rate d themselve s wors e off tha n tw o 
years before , a n absolut e majorit y o f nonfeminis t lesbian s rate d themselve s 
better off ! 

It i s o f additional interes t tha t 4 4 percen t o f lesbian an d ga y feminist s wer e 
not raise d a s Christians , a s agains t 1 1 percen t o f th e nonfeminis t lesbian s an d 
gay men , an d 1 0 percen t o f th e heterosexua l populatio n (tabl e 3.1) . Bein g 
raised a s a  non-Christia n (a s oppose d t o one' s presen t religiou s activity ) als o 
was a  significant contributin g facto r t o strong feminis m (se e table 3.9) . 

It i s no t possibl e t o tes t th e CB S dat a fo r th e effect s o f feminism . Thi s 
strong relationshi p betwee n feminis m an d non-Christia n upbringing , however , 
warrants exploratio n i n a  future study . 

Perhaps th e mos t notabl e finding  wit h regar d t o lesbia n feminist s wa s tha t 
it wa s they , more tha n an y othe r group , wh o deserted Democrati c nominee s fo r 
third candidate s i n th e contest s fo r th e Hous e o f Representatives ; tw o i n seve n 
did so . Possibl e explanation s fo r thi s phenomeno n ar e discusse d an d teste d i n 
the nex t sectio n o f the chapter , o n Hypothesi s 5 . 

The findings  her e appea r t o confir m ou r hypothesi s tha t a  gender ga p exist s 
within th e lesbia n an d ga y community , a s amon g heterosexua l voters , wit h 
respect t o foreig n policy , a t leas t wit h respec t t o th e us e o f military force . Th e 
hypothesis tha t a n additiona l "feminis m gap " exist s wit h respec t t o abortio n 
and economi c issue s als o wa s confirmed . I n addition , feminis m appeare d t o 
augment th e comparativ e militar y dovishnes s o f the lesbian s i n th e sample . 

With respec t t o th e economi c issues , i t i s interestin g tha t althoug h lesbia n 
feminists perceive d economi c condition s t o b e muc h wors e tha n di d ga y me n 
or nonfeminis t lesbians , an d althoug h the y almos t unanimousl y oppose d th e 
deficit reductio n pla n hammere d ou t b y Presiden t Bus h an d Congress , the y 
were th e grou p leas t incline d t o se e th e defici t pla n a s importan t i n th e 
election; t o thes e women , abortio n was  the ke y issue . The prioritie s o f gay me n 
(the econom y an d th e deficit) , nonfeminis t lesbian s (education) , an d lesbia n 
feminists (abortio n rights ) were considerably different . 

Hypothesis 5:  Voting  Blocs within  the  Community 

Given th e divergen t concept s o f grou p identit y amon g LGBs , an d thei r 
differing notion s o f what th e goal s o f the LG B movemen t shoul d b e an d 
the bes t mean s fo r achievin g them , LG B voter s wil l no t b e monolithic ; 
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although th e larg e majorit y wil l vot e fo r Democrats , significan t minori -
ties wil l suppor t Republican s o r leftis t thir d candidates . 

Two questions nee d answerin g i n orde r t o confirm Hypothesi s 5 . First, d o thos e 
gay an d lesbia n voter s wh o suppor t Democrat s diffe r significantl y i n thei r 
demographic characteristic s o r thei r attitude s fro m thos e wh o d o not ? Second , 
are ther e consisten t an d identifiabl e bloc s o f vote s withi n th e lesbia n an d ga y 
community tha t hol d togethe r fro m contes t t o contest ? 

There wer e fe w significan t demographi c indicator s o f wha t wil l caus e self -
identified lesbian s an d ga y me n t o identif y wit h th e Republica n Part y o r t o 
vote fo r it s candidates . Th e mos t importan t on e appeare d t o b e religiosity : 3 2 
percent o f thos e attendin g religiou s service s a t leas t onc e a  mont h identif y a s 
Republicans, a s against 1 5 percen t o f secular gay s an d lesbians . Relate d t o thi s 
was th e finding  that , o f th e smal l shar e o f th e CB S ga y sampl e wh o calle d 
themselves fundamentalis t o r evangelical Christians , 72 percen t (te n o f fourtee n 
respondents) calle d themselve s Republicans , versu s 1 6 percen t o f th e rest , an d 
this grou p make s u p mor e tha n a  thir d o f gay an d lesbia n Republican s i n th e 
CBS poll . A  thir d significan t factor , a s ma y b e expected , was  race : 2 1 percen t 
of European-America n self-identifier s wer e Republican , versu s 8  percen t o f 
people o f color . Finally , regio n approache d statistica l significanc e (a t .089) : 2 6 
percent o f Southerner s an d 2 2 percen t o f Westerner s identifie d wit h th e GOP , 
as against 1 3 percent o f Midwesterners an d 9  percent o f Easterners . 

The attitude s o f ga y an d lesbia n Republican s di d diffe r significantl y fro m 
those o f th e Democrat s an d independents , bu t thei r attitude s d o no t resembl e 
those o f heterosexua l Republicans ; the y ar e self-described , an d ca n b e objec -
tively described , a s moderates rathe r tha n conservatives . I n th e VR S data , onl y 
three o f fifteen  Republica n identifier s labele d themselve s conservative , wherea s 
eight o f fifteen  calle d themselve s moderate , an d th e remainin g fou r calle d 
themselves liberal . Thi s distinguishe s gay/lesbia n Republican s fro m th e abso -
lute majoritie s o f Democrat s (7 0 percent ) an d independent s (5 6 percent ) wh o 
called themselve s liberal , bu t put s thei r ideologica l self-identificatio n close r t o 
that o f nongay independent s tha n t o nonga y identifier s wit h eithe r party. 18 

In th e CB S data , althoug h the y wer e mor e likel y t o tak e conservativ e 
positions tha n Democrat s o r independents , larg e majoritie s o f lesbia n an d ga y 
Republicans supporte d environmenta l protectio n ove r job s an d supporte d dru g 
treatment an d education , rathe r tha n la w enforcement , t o solv e dru g abuse . 
The mos t significan t difference s wer e foun d o n maintainin g th e militar y forc e 
in th e Persia n Gul f (7 3 percen t supporte d it , versu s 3 1 percen t o f Democrats ) 
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and o n defens e spendin g (5 9 percen t oppose d cuts , versu s 2 5 percen t o f 
Democrats). I n addition , 5 7 percen t o f Republicans , a s agains t 2 3 percen t o f 
Democrats, favore d som e restriction s o n abortion , an d a  narro w majorit y o f 
Republicans (5 5 percent ) supporte d th e death penalty—almos t equa l t o the 5 2 
percent suppor t foun d amon g ga y an d lesbia n independents . Th e scale d re -
sponses sho w tha t onl y on e Republica n responden t hel d n o libera l positions , 
and onl y seve n o f twenty-fou r hel d jus t one , wherea s si x o f twenty-fou r hel d 
liberal stand s o n al l o r nearl y al l issues . Th e pluralit y (te n respondents ) fel l i n 
the middle , with two , three , o r four libera l response s ou t o f six. 

Interestingly, whe n ga y Republican s wer e broke n ou t int o religiou s catego -
ries, th e "born-again " Republican s wer e n o mor e conservative , eithe r i n th e 
aggregate o r o n an y individua l issue , tha n wer e th e rest , an d th e churchgoin g 
Republicans wer e mor e favorable  t o cuttin g defens e spendin g tha n wer e th e 
secular Republican s (significan t a t .05) . 

The principa l findin g regardin g votin g behavio r amon g self-identifie d ga y 
and lesbia n Republican s i s tha t the y spli t thei r ticket s considerabl y mor e tha n 
do ga y an d lesbia n Democrats . Thirty-nin e percen t o f gay/lesbia n Democrats , 
and 3 6 percen t o f nongay Democrats , voted a  straight ticke t fo r House , Senate , 
and gubernatoria l election s wher e al l thre e wer e contested . Bu t althoug h 3 1 
percent o f nonga y Republican s di d th e same , onl y 1 8 percen t (fiv e o f twenty -
seven) o f gay/lesbian Republican s i n thes e state s supporte d thei r party' s entir e 
ticket. Thi s wa s mos t eviden t i n contest s fo r governor : abou t hal f o f ga y an d 
lesbian Republican s vote d t o put Democrat s i n thei r statehouses . 

As fo r lesbia n an d ga y self-identifier s wh o affiliate d wit h neithe r majo r 
party, i n mos t respect s the y did no t diffe r significantl y fro m self-identifier s wh o 
called themselve s Democrats. 19 Demographically , peopl e o f colo r wer e some -
what les s likel y t o b e independent s tha n wer e European-Americans . However , 
the principa l differenc e appear s t o b e regional : hal f o f Midwesterner s an d 4 1 
percent o f Easterner s gav e n o major-part y identification , a s agains t abou t one -
quarter o f those fro m th e Sout h o r th e Wes t (significan t a t .089) . 

Ideologically, independent s ar e somewha t les s libera l tha n ar e self-identifie d 
Democrats. A s note d above , i n th e VR S pol l a n absolut e majorit y o f indepen -
dents cal l themselve s liberal , and i t i s notable tha t hal f of the "stron g feminists " 
identify a s independent s a s wel l (significan t a t .076) . I n th e CB S questions , 
however, onl y a  thir d o f the independents , a s agains t two-third s o f th e Demo -
crats, fal l int o th e mos t libera l categories ; anothe r one-thir d gav e libera l 
responses t o fou r o f the si x questions , an d th e remainin g one-thir d gav e tw o o r 
three suc h responses . They ar e as liberal a s the Democrat s o n abortion , environ -
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mental protection , an d drugs , bu t unlik e th e Democrat s the y spli t dow n th e 
middle o n defense spending , th e Persia n Gulf , an d th e deat h penalty . 

It i s i n thei r votin g behavio r tha t ga y an d lesbia n independent s ar e mos t 
likely t o b e confused , o n th e surface , wit h Democrats . Nearl y a  quarte r (thir -
teen o f fifty-four  respondents ) vote d fo r Democrat s i n ever y on e o f thre e 
contests, wherea s onl y tw o o f fifty-four  vote d fo r Republican s acros s th e board . 
The thirty-nin e independent s (o f fifty-four)  wh o spli t thei r tickets , however , 
behaved lik e "tru e independents, " wit h Democrat s receivin g rathe r smal l plu -
ralities i n th e Hous e an d gubernatoria l contest s an d th e Republican s a  smal l 
plurality i n th e Senat e races ; full y 3 5 percen t o f independen t ticket-splitter s 
(fourteen o f thirty-nine ) vote d fo r thir d candidate s i n th e Hous e races . Thi s 
distinguishes the m fro m Democrati c ticket-splitters , wh o appea r t o hav e splin -
tered awa y mostly i n th e Hous e races . 

One othe r ga y an d lesbia n subgrou p demand s ou r attention : th e 1 6 percen t 
who reported votin g fo r a  third candidat e fo r th e Hous e o f Representatives. W e 
have clue s t o th e compositio n o f thi s group . A n absolut e majorit y o f lesbia n 
and ga y Democrat s wh o spli t thei r ticket s vote d fo r thir d candidate s fo r th e 
House, wherea s onl y thre e o f twent y Republica n ticket-splitter s di d so . Also , 
as note d earlier , al l bu t on e o f thi s grou p vote d fo r Democrati c candidate s fo r 
governor; an d a  disproportio n o f lesbia n feminist s ar e foun d amon g th e thir d 
candidate voters. 20 

An examinatio n o f thei r issu e position s tend s t o confir m th e initia l impres -
sion tha t thi s grou p i s significantl y mor e libera l tha n wer e voter s fo r th e 
Democrats. O n th e CB S issu e scal e nearl y two-third s o f thir d candidat e voter s 
(65 percent ) fel l int o th e to p tw o categorie s fo r liberalism , an d 9 0 percen t too k 
liberal stand s o n a t leas t fou r o f the si x issue s i n th e scale . The thir d candidat e 
voters wer e significantl y mor e libera l o n cuttin g defens e spendin g an d o n 
abortion right s tha n wer e th e Democrati c voters . However , oddly , the y wer e 
more conservativ e o n th e deat h penalty ; thi s i s a n anomalou s finding  tha t I 
cannot no w explain . Thi s grou p maintaine d th e stron g liberalis m o f al l lesbia n 
and ga y self-identifier s o n th e weighing o f environment agains t job s and o n th e 
solution t o dru g abuse , an d wa s a s oppose d t o continuin g th e presenc e i n th e 
Persian Gul f a s were th e Democrati c voters . 

However, i n th e VR S data , onl y 3 8 percen t o f thir d candidat e voters , a s 
against 6 8 percen t o f Democrati c voters , identif y a s liberals ; th e pluralit y o f 
third candidat e voter s (4 5 percent ) identif y a s moderates . Thi s resul t ap -
proaches statistica l significance , a t .077 . Further , an d o f greater importance , n o 
significant difference s wer e foun d betwee n th e Democrati c an d thir d candidat e 
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voters o n issu e prioritie s tha t woul d accoun t fo r a  splittin g awa y fro m th e 
Democratic candidate . Finally , afte r part y an d incumbenc y wer e controlle d for , 
no differenc e wa s foun d i n votin g fo r a  thir d candidat e whethe r th e sea t ha d a 
Democratic o r Republica n incumbent , o r n o incumben t seekin g reelection . M y 
initial impressio n tha t liberal s wer e votin g fo r thir d candidate s agains t Demo -
cratic incumbent s wh o were insufficientl y libera l was  no t confirmed . 

Why, then , woul d liberall y incline d voter s who almost unanimousl y suppor t 
Democrats fo r governor , an d abou t hal f o f whom ar e self-identified Democrats , 
vote fo r thir d candidate s fo r th e House ? Th e onl y clu e remainin g i s th e 
interesting, indee d peculiar , finding  tha t thir d candidat e votin g wa s confine d 
almost exclusivel y t o th e Northeaster n an d Wester n states . I n eac h o f thes e 
regions, jus t unde r a  quarte r o f al l ga y an d lesbia n Hous e voter s chos e thir d 
candidates, a s agains t on e responden t apiec e fro m th e Midwes t ( 4 percen t o f 
gay/lesbian Midwester n voters ) an d th e Sout h ( 2 percen t o f gay/lesbian South -
ern voters ) (significan t a t .01) . N o othe r demographi c difference s hel p u s 
explain thi s phenomenon . 

Whatever th e explanation ma y be , it appear s tha t ther e i s not a  "green" vot e 
after all , merely a  gaggle o f Democrats an d independent s o f liberal tempe r wh o 
have ye t t o b e persuade d o r integrate d int o votin g fo r a  straigh t Democrati c 
ticket. 

A surprising finding  wa s the existenc e o f significant difference s i n voting fo r 
the Senat e an d fo r stat e governor s base d o n th e origina l ag e clusters . Th e basi s 
of th e difference s was  mad e mor e clea r whe n thes e cluster s wer e compresse d 
into th e thre e show n i n tabl e 3.6 : age s eightee n t o twenty-nin e (th e "post -
boom" generation), thirt y t o forty-four (th e "bab y boomers") , and forty-fiv e an d 
up (thos e bor n durin g o r befor e Worl d Wa r II) . Th e bab y boomer s wer e 
significantly (o r nea r significantly ) mor e likel y t o suppor t Democrat s an d 
oppose Republican s tha n wer e either th e generation befor e the m o r th e genera -
tion after . 

This i s not a  mere reflectio n o f relatively wea k partisa n commitmen t amon g 
the younge r generation . A s see n i n th e table , th e younges t cohort , althoug h 
apparently mor e mindfu l o f the environmen t tha n wer e the bab y boomers , wer e 
significantly mor e likel y t o approv e o f Presiden t Bush' s performanc e i n office , 
were les s sanguin e abou t th e prospec t o f cutting th e defens e budge t (althoug h 
there wer e n o significan t difference s i n suppor t fo r th e Persia n Gul f engage -
ment), an d wer e mor e incline d t o suppor t som e restriction s o n abortion . Take n 
together, th e younges t self-identifier s als o were th e leas t liberal . 

The olde r cluste r wa s notabl y mor e moderat e tha n th e boomer s a s well , bu t 
the reason s fo r thi s ar e no t readil y discernible . Thos e forty-fiv e an d olde r i n 
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1990 includ e th e larges t shar e o f self-identifier s withou t colleg e educations — 
and th e larges t shar e wit h postgraduat e educations ; th e larges t shar e wit h lo w 
incomes—and th e larges t shar e wit h highe r incomes , but , interestingly , th e 
lowest shar e wit h white-colla r employment . Thi s grou p als o wa s distinguishe d 
from al l voter s unde r forty-fiv e i n it s rat e o f religiou s attendance , whic h was 
equal t o tha t o f nonga y identifier s (4 3 percent) ; 8 1 percen t o f thos e unde r 
forty-five, i n contrast , wer e secular. However , controllin g fo r education , income , 
employment status , an d religiou s attendanc e di d no t produc e an y consisten t 
patterns tha t migh t explai n th e greate r relativ e conservatis m o f this group . 

The principa l difference s i n th e votin g boot h betwee n self-identifie d ga y an d 
lesbian American s an d th e res t o f the population ar e as follows : 

This grou p o f voter s ha s a  distinctiv e til t towar d th e Democrati c Party . 
Whereas amon g nonga y respondent s 1 8 percen t vote d a  straigh t Democrati c 
ticket an d 1 5 percen t straigh t Republican , 2 6 percen t o f ga y an d lesbia n 
respondents vote d straigh t Democrati c an d onl y 7  percent straigh t Republican . 

Preference fo r th e Democrat s alon e doe s no t explai n th e degre e o f distinc -
tiveness o f lesbia n an d ga y voters . Independents , a  majorit y o f who m ar e 
self-described liberals , als o ten d t o suppor t Democrats ; bu t wherea s nonga y 
independents spli t almos t evenl y betwee n th e parties , 2 3 percen t o f ga y an d 
lesbian independent s vote d straigh t Democratic , a s against 4  percent wh o vote d 
straight Republican . I n addition , th e ga y an d lesbia n Republica n minorit y 
tends t o fracture : onl y 1 8 percen t o f gay/lesbia n Republican s vote d a  straigh t 
ticket, a s against 3 9 percent o f gay/lesbian Democrats . 

That said , th e ga y an d lesbia n electorat e i s not  monolithically Democratic . 
This grou p split s it s ticket s a t exactl y th e sam e rat e a s nonga y voter s — two-
thirds d o so . Th e independen t ticket-splitter s ar e ver y muc h independen t i n 
behavior an d u p fo r grabs . An d wha t appeare d a t first  blus h t o b e a  leftis t o r 
"green" vot e appear s merel y t o b e libera l Democrat s an d independent s i n th e 
Northeast an d Wes t wh o spli t fro m thei r part y i n th e Hous e race s fo r unex -
plained reasons . I t i s probable , therefore , tha t moderat e o r libera l Republican s 
sympathetic t o lesbia n an d ga y concern s coul d receiv e majorities , eve n larg e 
majorities, o f gay an d lesbia n votes. 21 

Finally, ther e i s a n importan t generationa l differenc e withi n th e ga y an d 
lesbian sample . Bab y boomer s ar e significantl y mor e libera l an d mor e incline d 
to vot e fo r th e Democrat s tha n ar e th e generatio n tha t precede d the m o r th e 
generation tha t followe d them . Th e pre - an d post-boo m generation s ar e no t 
conservative, bu t middle-of-the-road . I f thi s tren d continues , th e distinc -
tiveness o f ga y an d lesbia n votin g ma y decrease  a s th e year s g o on , eve n a s th e 
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share o f th e populatio n tha t openl y identifie s a s lesbia n an d ga y i s likel y t o 
increase. 

Hypothesis 6:  The "Sexuality Gap" 

LGB votin g wil l b e sufficientl y distinctiv e a s t o hav e a n independen t 
effect o n vote choic e afte r controllin g fo r attitudes , partisanship , incum -
bency, an d demographi c factor s significantl y correlate d wit h LG B self -
identification. Thus , ther e wil l b e an authentic "sexualit y gap, " meanin g 
that self-identifie d LGB s wil l b e mor e libera l an d Democrati c i n thei r 
voting tha n wil l thei r liberal , Democrati c cohort s who do not identify a s 
lesbian, bisexual , or gay. 

Despite th e actua l an d potentia l division s withi n th e community discusse d i n 
the precedin g tw o sections o f this chapter , i t i s clear fro m th e preceding page s 
that ther e ar e fundamental difference s i n the demographics, politica l attitudes , 
and votin g behavio r o f self-identified lesbian s an d gay men as against th e res t 
of th e population . I  no w loo k a t th e exten t t o whic h ga y o r lesbia n self -
identification ca n assis t i n explainin g an d predicting votin g behavio r fo r Con -
gress or for state governors afte r w e have controlled fo r other variables . 

Table 3. 7 show s th e hypothesize d demographi c correlate s wit h gay/lesbia n 
self-identification, a s determine d fro m tabl e 3.1 . In addition , becaus e o f th e 
extraordinarily distinctiv e liberalis m o f thi s group , an d th e extraordinaril y 
strong feminis m o f mos t o f th e lesbians , I  teste d whethe r th e demographi c 
correlates woul d "was h out " any independent effec t o f sexual self-identificatio n 
on liberalis m o r feminism . Th e result s showe d that , eve n whe n w e contro l 
for al l demographi c correlates , sexua l self-identificatio n retaine d a  potent , 
independent effec t o n identificatio n a s a  libera l (tabl e 3.8 ) an d a s a  stron g 
feminist (tabl e 3-9 ) (significant i n bot h case s a t .0001) . Indeed , i n th e cas e of 
feminism, gay/lesbia n self-identificatio n wa s th e thir d stronges t facto r (mea -
sured b y the Wald statistic ) afte r gende r an d education . 

I the n teste d th e elements o f Hypothesis 6  in this order : 

1. Sexua l self-identificatio n standin g alon e ha s a  statisticall y significan t 
effect o n vote choic e and party affiliation . 

2. Sexua l self-identificatio n ha s an independen t effec t o n vot e choic e afte r 
controlling fo r demographic variable s o n which ga y and lesbian self-identifier s 
differ fro m th e rest o f the population . 

3. Sexua l self-identificatio n ha s an independen t effec t o n vot e choic e afte r 
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controlling fo r thes e demographi c variables , plu s part y identificatio n an d th e 
party o f the incumbent seekin g reelectio n (i f any). 

4. Sexua l self-identificatio n ha s an independen t effec t o n vot e choic e afte r 
controlling fo r th e stron g liberalis m an d feminis m show n b y th e ga y an d 
lesbian self-identifiers , i n addition t o the demographic an d partisanship indica -
tors include d above . 

For th e purpose s o f logisti c regressio n analysis , seve n "yes-no " dependen t 
variables wer e create d t o measure vot e choice : a  vote fo r or against a  Democra t 
for th e House , Senate , o r governor' s office , fo r o r agains t a  Republican fo r the 
same, and for or against a  third candidat e fo r the House alone . 

The result s ar e abstracted i n tabl e 3.10 . Briefly, self-identificatio n a s gay or 
lesbian ha d a n independen t effec t o n eac h o f th e seve n dependen t variables . 
Following th e additio n o f th e demographi c correlates , however , th e effec t o f 
self-identification clearl y wa s eliminate d i n th e Senat e races , an d onl y ap -
proached significanc e i n the governor's contests ; only in the House race s was an 
independent effec t foun d afte r controllin g fo r demographics . 

At th e nex t stage , control s wer e adde d fo r th e part y affiliatio n o f th e 
voter an d o f the incumben t officia l seekin g reelection , i f any . Th e addition o f 
partisanship indicator s eliminate d an y remainin g independen t effec t o f self -
identification i n the gubernatorial races , as well a s in voting fo r a Democrat fo r 
the House . Yet even after th e inclusion o f party affiliation , incumbency , and the 
demographic correlate s wit h self-identification , th e gay/lesbia n self-identifier s 
retained independen t powe r t o explai n a  vot e fo r o r agains t a  Republica n o r 
independent candidat e fo r the House. 

Finally, ideolog y an d feminis m wer e adde d t o th e mix . Thes e element s 
eliminated th e independen t explanator y powe r o f self-identification o n votin g 
for o r agains t a  Republican. 22 Th e independen t effect , however , was  retaine d 
with respec t t o voting fo r a  thir d candidate . Thus , afte r liberalism , feminism , 
party affiliations , an d severa l demographi c correlate s ar e accounte d for , self -
identification a s lesbia n o r ga y i n an d o f itsel f mad e a  perso n mor e likel y t o 
vote for a third candidat e fo r the House o f Representatives. 

What These  Results  Tell Us 

The distinctiv e votin g behavio r o f gay/lesbia n self-identifier s canno t b e 
explained awa y o n the basi s o n demographi c correlations . I n th e Hous e races , 
and possibly i n the gubernatorial races , a gay or lesbian citize n vote s differentl y 
from he r o r hi s heterosexua l neighbo r wh o share s th e sam e demographi c 
characteristics. I n the House races , i t als o is evident tha t th e self-identified ga y 
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or lesbia n vote r differ s i n th e boot h fro m th e heterosexua l neighbo r wh o 
shares no t onl y demographi c characteristics , bu t part y affiliatio n an d th e sam e 
incumbent officeholder . I t i s onl y onc e on e control s fo r th e stron g liberalis m 
and feminis m o f th e grou p tha t thes e difference s ar e eliminated—almost . 
There remain s a  chance tha t i f you ar e a  nongay libera l feminist , the n a  liberal , 
feminist copartisa n neighbo r wh o i s demographicall y lik e yo u i n ever y wa y 
except fo r identifyin g a s gay o r lesbia n wil l stil l b e voting fo r a  third candidat e 
in th e Hous e election , rathe r tha n fo r th e Democrat . 

Are w e makin g to o muc h o f a  smal l thing ? I n mos t cases , ideolog y an d 
feminism wip e ou t an y independen t effec t remainin g afte r partisanshi p an d 
demographics hav e bee n entere d int o th e equation . On e canno t say , therefore , 
that a s a  rul e ga y an d lesbia n self-identificatio n ha s a n independen t effec t o n 
vote choice afte r control s hav e been applied . 

Yet we have seen tha t self-identificatio n a s gay or lesbian ha s an independen t 
effect o n liberalis m an d feminis m afte r controllin g fo r numerou s demographi c 
correlates. Thes e i n tur n exer t a n independen t effec t o n part y affiliation , issu e 
stands, an d evaluation s o f incumben t officeholder s an d governmen t perfor -
mance, whic h togethe r determin e vot e choic e (Campbel l e t al . I960) . W e ca n 
say, therefore, tha t becaus e of its effec t i n augmenting liberalis m an d feminism , 
gay/lesbian self-identificatio n ha s importan t indirec t effect s o n votin g behavio r 
in th e Unite d States . 

A Look  at the  Retrospective Model 

In thi s subsectio n I  shal l examin e thes e direc t an d indirec t effect s o f the ga y 
and lesbia n vot e i n th e contex t o f th e principa l mode l o f votin g behavio r 
accepted today , th e "Michiga n model " (Campbel l e t al . I960) 2 3 a s refine d b y 
the "retrospectiv e model " (Fiorina 1981) . 

The Michiga n model , briefl y allude d t o above , hold s tha t th e principa l 
factor i n determinin g one' s vot e i s part y affiliation , whic h result s fro m a 
combination o f famil y socializatio n (especiall y th e part y affiliation s o f one' s 
parents), historica l force s withi n th e communit y i n whic h on e grow s up , 
current socioeconomi c status , and (i n Campbell' s da y o f the one-part y South , a t 
least) regio n o f residence . Variou s "short-term " force s als o influence d th e final 
voting decision ; i n presidentia l elections , thes e force s principall y wer e persona l 
evaluations o f th e candidates , evaluation s o f thei r issu e stands , an d assessmen t 
of th e performanc e o f th e incumben t party—al l o f whic h wer e influence d b y 
one's party affiliation . 

The retrospectiv e model' s principa l refinemen t o f th e Michiga n mode l i s 
its discover y tha t short-ter m force s ar e manifeste d principall y i n presidentia l 
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performance rating s and , interestingly , i n retrospectiv e evaluation s o f economic 
performance. Initia l modelin g durin g th e 1980 s sough t t o predic t presidentia l 
vote choic e usin g objectiv e indicator s o f economi c health , eithe r a t th e aggre -
gated nationa l leve l o r a t th e individual , persona l leve l (Mori n 1989) . Suc h 
modeling failed , however , i n th e 199 2 presidentia l election , i n whic h percep -
tions o f th e stat e o f th e nationa l econom y wer e considerabl y gloomie r tha n 
either voters ' assessments o f their persona l economi c condition s o r the objectiv e 
economic indicators . Thus , i t wa s discovere d tha t th e voters ' perception s o f 
whether th e country's  economy i s bette r of f no w tha n i t was  fou r year s ag o 
appears t o b e the mos t accurat e indicator . 

Retrospective modelin g i s mos t notabl e fo r it s predictiv e powe r i n two -
candidate presidentia l contests . By knowing th e voter' s party affiliation , evalua -
tion o f presidentia l performance , an d retrospectiv e assessmen t o f th e nation' s 
economy,2 on e ca n determin e th e aggregat e popula r vote , withi n thre e per -
centage points , and predict ho w betwee n 8 0 and 9 0 percent o f individual voter s 
will cas t thei r ballot s (Mori n 1989). 25 

This modeling , a s note d above , ha s bee n use d principall y i n analyzin g 
presidential election s rathe r tha n off-yea r congressiona l races . Therefore , I 
attempt som e smal l modification s t o th e usua l indicators . I n additio n t o th e 
measure o f th e president' s performance , I  includ e a n indicato r o f congressiona l 
performance;26 an d I  add th e elemen t o f incumbency i n th e House races , which 
is a  particularl y significan t influenc e o n congressiona l votin g (Mayhe w 1974 ; 
Jacobson 1983) . 

Table 3.1 1 show s th e resul t o f specifyin g a  classi c retrospectiv e model , 
modified a s note d abov e an d addin g gay/lesbia n self-identificatio n t o th e mix . 
As on e ma y expect , part y affiliatio n an d Hous e incumbenc y wer e b y fa r th e 
two greatest determinant s o f voting fo r member s o f the House . I t i s interestin g 
that Bush' s performanc e a s president exercise d a  greater independen t influenc e 
on Hous e votin g tha n di d th e evaluatio n o f Congres s a s a n institution . A s 
expected, n o independent effect s o f gay/lesbian self-identificatio n wer e found. 27 

It i s wort h notin g tha t th e individual-leve l percentag e predictiv e powe r o f 
these retrospectiv e model s i n th e Hous e race s consistentl y fel l i n th e lo w 
seventies, a s agains t th e hig h eightie s an d lo w ninetie s foun d i n predictin g 
presidential elections . 

Conclusion: The  Gay or  Lesbian American  Voter 

The fundamenta l questio n fo r th e practica l nationa l politicia n o r he r adviser s 
is, o f course, whether thi s smal l numbe r o f voters reall y matters . Th e answe r i s 
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yes. Although ga y an d lesbia n self-identificatio n di d no t hav e a  direct indepen -
dent effec t o n votin g behavior , self-identifier s wer e significantl y mor e libera l 
and feminis t tha n wer e nonga y identifier s wh o share d th e sam e demographi c 
characteristics. Ideolog y an d feminism , i n turn , influenc e th e factor s tha t th e 
Michigan model , an d it s refinemen t i n th e retrospectiv e model , tel l u s deter -
mine ho w al l bu t a  fe w citizen s wil l vote : part y affiliation , issu e positions , 
retrospective evaluations , and persona l judgment s abou t th e candidates . 

We ar e lef t wit h th e chicken-or-the-eg g questio n o f which cam e first.  Doe s 
one's lif e experience s a s a  homosexua l i n Americ a mak e on e mor e sociall y 
liberal an d nonconformist , o r ar e sociall y liberal , nonconformis t homosexual s 
the mos t likel y t o self-identify , an d therefor e b e reflecte d i n th e poll ? Th e 
soundest answe r i s tha t w e d o no t know , an d w e canno t tel l fro m thes e data . 
Anecdotal evidenc e suggest s tha t th e answe r ma y b e both . I n chapte r 2  I 
discussed th e psychologica l proces s o f self-acceptanc e and , later , a  sor t o f 
conscientization tha t lead s t o grou p consciousness . I  hav e hypothesize d tha t 
one "come s out, " o r self-identifies , i n setting s tha t ma y lea d t o confrontatio n 
only durin g th e perio d i n whic h thi s conscientizatio n i s takin g place , bu t no t 
before i t ha s begun . 

The 199 0 nationa l exi t poll s revea l t o u s fo r th e first  tim e a  numericall y 
small communit y o f self-identified ga y an d lesbia n voter s wh o ar e fa r younger , 
better educated , mor e urban , mor e white-collar , les s religious , les s incline d t o 
affiliate wit h Christianity , an d mor e libera l an d feminis t tha n ar e the res t o f th e 
voting population . Demographicall y thi s group coul d fit  easily into any portrai t 
of "yuppie " twenty - an d thirtysomething s a t th e beginnin g o f th e 1990s , sav e 
for th e fac t o f it s distinctiv e liberalis m and , amon g lesbians , thei r stron g 
feminism. 

This distinctiveness , however , di d no t uniforml y benefi t th e Democrati c 
Party. Compare d t o th e stron g culturall y libera l tendencie s o f th e ga y an d 
lesbian population , part y identificatio n wit h th e Democrat s remain s relativel y 
weak. Thes e voter s o n th e whol e d o hav e a  pronounced aversio n t o identifica -
tion wit h th e Republica n Party , bu t fewe r tha n hal f o f th e lesbia n an d ga y 
voters identified wit h th e Democrats , a  share far lowe r tha n tha t amon g Africa n 
Americans an d nonlesbia n feminists . Abou t on e i n si x lesbia n an d ga y voters , 
nearly al l o f who m wer e libera l o r leftist , abandone d th e Democrat s fo r thir d 
candidates i n races for th e House o f Representatives. Thus , the limited evidenc e 
we hav e regardin g th e concurrenc e o f self-identification wit h grou p conscious -
ness i s inconclusive . 

There is , nonetheless , a  "sexualit y gap " i n America n politics . Homosexua l 
self-identification correlate s with an d augment s liberalis m an d feminism . Thes e 
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two variables , i n turn , affec t votin g behavio r an d position s o n externa l affair s 
issues. Further , a s note d above , wit h respec t t o cultura l issue s lesbia n an d gay 
voters ar e significantl y mor e libera l i n thei r attitude s tha n ar e heterosexual s 
with identica l demographi c backgrounds . Withi n th e gay/lesbia n communit y 
itself, th e principa l gender-base d divisio n appear s t o b e no t betwee n me n and 
women, bu t betwee n stron g feminist s an d th e rest , althoug h o n question s o f 
military forc e a  clear "gende r gap" is manifested . 

What i s perhaps o f the greatest importanc e t o the practical-minded i s that , 
although th e votin g behavio r an d issu e attitude s o f ga y an d lesbia n self -
identifiers ar e distinctiv e compare d wit h th e res t o f th e population , lesbian s 
and ga y men are just a s likely t o spli t thei r ticket s a s are other citizens . Thus , 
the "ga y and lesbian vote " i s up for grabs . As of 1990 , it ha d neithe r bee n los t 
to th e Republican Part y no r integrated int o th e Democratic Part y t o anywher e 
near the extent t o which th e African America n vot e had been . 

This muc h w e kno w fro m th e result s s o far . Severa l questions , however , 
remain unanswered . I n the next tw o chapters I  seek bot h t o confirm th e result s 
obtained i n thes e aggregate d result s a t th e leve l o f individua l contests , an d t o 
test th e remainin g thre e hypotheses : whethe r lesbia n an d ga y votin g remain s 
distinctive, o r as distinctive, i n individua l contests ; whethe r a  cohesive blo c of 
gay an d lesbia n voter s ca n b e turne d directl y t o a  specifi c candidat e base d o n 
issue concern s o r a  "progay " politica l orientation ; an d whethe r loca l gay / 
lesbian politica l organization s effectivel y ca n mobilize a  bloc vot e fo r a  favore d 
candidate. I n short , w e have t o determine whether , asid e fro m generall y libera l 
gay and lesbian voters,  ther e i s a liberal gay and lesbian vote  in America . 
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T A B L E 3 . 1 . 
Demographic comparison of  gay and lesbian voters  with  other  voters,  1990 U.S.  general 

election 

Data base 

U.S.A. 

VRS 

U.S.A. 

U.S.A. 

U.S.A. 

U.S.A. 

VRS 

CBS 

Variable 

Age' 
18-29 
30-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-59 
60 o r olde r 

Education' 
Not hig h schoo l graduat e 
High schoo l graduat e 
Some colleg e 
College graduat e 
Postgraduate wor k 

Sex' (% male ) 

Race* 
White 
Black 
Hispanic/Latino 
Asian 
Other 

Region' 
East 
Midwest 
South 
West 

Size/type o f locality ' 
500,000 o r mor e 
250,000-499,000 
50,000-249,000 
Suburbs 
10,000-49,000 
Rural are a 

Household incom e 
Less than $15,00 0 
$15,000-29,999 
$30,000-49,999 
$50,000-99,999 
$100,000 o r mor e 

Type of employment ' 
Professional manage r 

Nongay 
(%) 

13.8 
22.3 
12.2 
9.3 

15.2 
27.2 

6.7 
27.8 
27.7 
22.5 
15.3 

49.0 

90.6 
5.3 
2.4 
1.0 

.8 

22.7 
28.8 
27.6 
20.9 

12.9 
4.1 

13.0 
38.5 

3.3 
28.2 

12.5 
25.0 
34.1 
23.5 
4.9 

30.2 

Gay/lesbian 
(%) 

31.3 
28.3 
16.8 
12.1 
4.3 
7.2 

2.3 
8.6 

35.7 
25.1 
28.3 

58.9 

86.8 
5.7 
5.1 

.7 
1.8 

18.5 
15.4 
22.1 
43.9 

17.8 
13.6 
20.8 
31.7 

2.1 
13.8 

17.0 
25.5 
29.0 
25.5 

3.0 

50.6 
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Data bas e 

CBS 
VRS 

VRS 

CBS 

U.S.A. 

CBS 

VRS 
CBS 

U.S.A. 
CBS 

VRS 

CBS 
CBS 

Variable 

Schoolteacher 
Other white-colla r 
Blue-collar 
Farm 
Full-time studen t 
Homemaker 
Retired 
Unemployed/looking 

Government employe e 
Labor unio n membe r 

Religion raised  in 
Protestant 
Catholic 
Other Christia n 
Jewish 
Other religio n 
No religio n 

Religion todayc 

Protestant 
Catholic 
Other Christia n 
Jewish 
Other religio n 
No religio n 

Attend religiou s service s 
at leas t onc e a  month r 

Fundamentalist o r 
evangelical Christia n 

Married 
Have childre n unde r 18 r 

First-time vote r 
Military vetera n 
Have famil y membe r i n 

armed force s o r reserve s 
Crime victim withi n las t 
year^ 
Gun owner * 

Nongay 
(%) 
5.4 

11.7 
12.4 

1.8 
3.1 
9.7 

21.1 
4.7 

11.8 
11.3 

49.2 
30.0 
10.8 

3.8 
3.1 
3.2 

46.7 
25.2 
11.9 

3.2 
5.5 
7.6 

43.4 

10.7 

62.0 
31.6 

3.2 
18.1 

11.7 

5.3 
28.5 

Gay/lesbian 
(%) 
8.4 

12.3 
13.4 
— 

2.4 
— 

9.6 
3.1 

11.9 
10.8 

31.6 
32.1 
16.1 
6.3 
7.4 
6.6 

34.5 
15.3 
8.9 
4.8 

19.0 
17.6 

24.4 

11.7 

10.4 
11.4 

3.5 
17.5 

12.2 

12.3 
21.6 

N O T E : Dat a ar e presente d a s weighte d percentages . "U.S.A. " indicate s combine d response s t o 
identical question s fro m bot h th e VRS and CB S polls . 

a Significanc e leve l (chi 2): =  .05 . 
Significance leve l =  .01 . 

c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
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T A B L E 3 .2 . 
Comparison of  political attitudes of gay and lesbian  voters  with  other  voters,  1990 U.S.  general  election 

Data bas e 

General 
U.S.A. 

U.S.A. 

VRS 

VRS 

CBS 

VRS 

VRS 

The economy 
VRS 

VRS 

Variable 

Party affiliation ' 
Democratic 
Republican 
Independent, othe r 

Bush approva l 
rating' 

Ideology' 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Conservative 

Approval o f Congres s 

Single mos t importan t 
Economy 
Drugs 
Environment' 
U.S. defici t pla n 
Abortion 
Persian Gul f 
Savings an d loan s 

Among to p tw o issue s 
Environment' 
Education 
Crime an d drugs * 
U.S. defici t pla n 
Abortion* 
Federal taxes * 
Persian Gul f 
Savings an d loan s 
National econom y 

Country i s seriousl y 
off track * 

i 

Condition o f econom y 
Excellent o r goo d 

Nongay 

(%) 

36.4 
33.8 
29.8 

60.3 

19-0 
46.5 
34.5 

19-6 

issue 
44.0 

8.3 
7.6 

19.5 
10.4 
7.4 
2.8 

20.9 
25.9 
21.9 
24.9 
13.4 
14.6 
6.5 
4.6 

13.9 

59.0 

20.4 

Compared t o tw o year s ago a m 
Better of f 
About th e sam e 
Worse of f 

28.5 
44.9 
26.5 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

(%) 

47.8 
19.0 
33.1 

43.4 

55.5 
35.2 

9.3 

25.6 

35.0 
4.8 

25.3 
16.9 
8.9 
5.3 
3.8 

44.9 
19.7 
16.6 
25.9 
21.0 
10.2 
4.5 
6.4 

12.9 

70.2 

14.4 

38.8 
38.2 
23.0 

Data bas e 

VRS 

CBS 

CBS 

Variable 

Economy nex t yea r wil l b e 
Better 
About th e sam e 
Worse 

More importan t economi c 
Unemployment/jobs 
Inflation/prices 

Saving environmen t mor e 
saving job s (% "y e s ' ) ' 

Federal spending 
CBS 

VRS 

Social issues 
VRS 

CBS 

VRS 

Better abl e t o handl e den e 
Bush 
Congress 

Nongay 
<%) 

14.0 
31.7 
54.3 

problem* 
15.7 
28.6 

important 
54.9 

it' 
45.5 
54.5 

Approve o f 199 0 bipartisa n 
deficit reductio n pla n 

Abortion shoul d b e legal ' 
Always 
Sometimes 
Never 

Abortion shoul d b e legal ' 
Always 
In mos t case s 
Rape/incest/life o f 

mother 
Never 

44.6 

39.5 
45.3 
15.2 

42.7 
16.7 

31.2 
9.4 

First-degree murde r penalt y shoul d 
Death 
Life withou t parol e 
Prison, possibl e 

parole 

Better wa y t o fight  drugs ' 
More la w 

enforcement 
Education, treatmen t 

Strong feminist ^ 

62.5 
32.4 

5.1 

43.7 
56.3 

8.4 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

<%) 

12.5 
32.2 
55.3 

19.3 
23.5 

: tha n 
76.8 

25.4 
74.6 

36.1 

77.4 
21.9 

.8 

66.4 
13.0 

13.6 
6.9 

be' 
42.1 
42.5 

15.4 

12.5 
87.5 

26.0 
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Data bas e Variable 

Gay/ 
Nongay lesbia n 

(%) (% ) Dat a bas e Variable 

Gay/ 
Nongay lesbia n 

(%) (% ) 
Defense and foreign affairs 
VRS Right t o b e i n Gul f 

Institutional trust 
69.7 58. 9 CB S Federa l governmen t ca n b e truste d 

to do th e righ t thin g 

CBS 

CBS 

Should sta y i n Persia n 
even a t ris k o f 
U.S. lives ' 

Defense spendin g 
should^ 

Increase 
Stay abou t th e sam e 
Decrease 

Gulf 

61.9 

15.5 
45.1 
39.3 

46.1 

4.1 
35.5 
60.4 

CBS 

VRS 

Almost al l th e tim e 
Most o f the tim e 
Only sometime s 
Never 

Most member s o f Cong i 
deserve reelectio n 

3.1 
30.0 
58.4 

8.4 

ress 
21.1 

Support Congressiona l ter m 
limits* 72.0 

2.8 
31.6 
60.5 

5.0 

27.3 

62.5 

N O T E : Dat a ar e presente d a s weighte d percentages , 
tions fro m bot h th e VR S and CB S data bases . 

a Significanc e leve l (chi 2): = = .05 . 
b Significance leve l =  .01 . 
1 Significance leve l =  .001 . 

'U.S.A." indicate s combine d response s t o identica l ques -
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T A B L E 3 . 3 . 
Voting behavior and 1992  presidential  preferences of  gay and lesbian voters  compared  with other  voters, 

1990 U.S.  general  election 

Data base 

U.S.A. 

U.S.A. 

U.S.A. 

VRS 

Variable 

Vote fo r governor ' 
Democratic 
Republican 
Other 

Vote fo r U.S . Senate ' 
Democratic 
Republican 
Other 

Vote fo r U.S . House ' 
Democratic 
Republican 
Other 

Nongay 
% 

49.4 
43.5 

7.1 

48.8 
48.0 

3.2 

50.0 
43.2 

6.8 

Self-reported 198 8 presidentia l 
Bush (R ) 62. 5 
Dukakis (D ) 33. 3 
Other 4. 2 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

% 

68.8 
26.4 

4.8 

59.7 
37.6 

2.8 

58.1 
25.8 
16.1 

vote' 
33.2 
60.1 

6.7 

Data base 

CBS 

CBS 

CBS 

Variable 
Nongay 

(%) 
Most importan t facto r i n : 
Congressional vot e choice ' 

Effectiveness 
Stands o n 

issues 
Party 

Which part y d o yo u 
the saving s an d loa n 

The Democrat s 
The Republican s 
Both equall y 
Neither 

Campaigns thi s yea r 

More positiv e 
More negativ e 
About sam e as 

in pas t 

45.1 

46.8 
8.1 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

% 
making 

26.0 

57.2 
16.8 

blame mor e fo r 
crises?^ 

16.9 
26.0 
43.4 
13.7 

were 

10.3 
49.5 

40.2 

12.6 
40.3 
38.0 

9.1 

12.9 
52.0 

35.2 

VRS 

CBS 

Probable presidentia l vot e i n 1992 ' 
Bush 33. 7 10. 3 
The Democra t 31. 2 51. 7 
Not sur e 35. 1 37. 9 

Congressional vot e today ' 
Pro-Bush 19. 7 11. 8 
Anti-Bush 16. 0 29. 2 
Bush wa s no t a 

factor 64. 3 59. 0 

VRS Preferred Democrati c nomine e i n 
1992 (Republican s excluded ) 

Lloyd Bentse n 
Bill Bradle y 
Bill Clinto n 
Mario Cuom o 
Jesse Jackson 
Sam Nun n 
Douglas Wilde r 
Someone els e 

16.5 
11.6 
2.4 

31.0 
12.4 
8.2 
1.3 

16.6 

7.3 
15.0 
0 

33.9 
20.8 

3.1 
2.4 

17.5 

N O T E : Dat a are presented a s weighted percentages . "U.S.A. ' 
tions from bot h the VRS and CBS data bases. 

a Significance leve l (chi2): =  .05 . 
h Significance leve l =  .01 . 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 

indicates combine d response s t o identica l ques -
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T A B L E 3 .4 . 
Significant differences between  lesbians  and  gay  men,  1990 national  exit  polls 

Item 

VRS data 
Abortion a  top issu e 
Deficit pla n approva l 
Favor Gulf deploymen t 
Country of f trac k 
Economy excellent/goo d 
Strong feminis t 

CBS data 
Should stay  i n Gul f 

Neared statistical significance 
Environment a  top issu e 
Deficit pla n a  top issu e 

Men (%) 

12.2 
45.8 
71.1 
64.3 
22.6 

6.2 

59.9 

51.5 
33.6 

Women (%) 

36.4 
20.0 
37.0 
80.5 

0 
61.2 

32.5 

33.2 
12.3 

Significance 

.001 

.05 

.01 

.05 

.05 

.001 

.01 

.08 

.051 

T A B L E 3 . 5 . 
Significant differences among  gay men  and feminist and  nonfeminist  lesbians,  1990 VRS 

national exit  poll form 

Item 

Abortion a  top issu e 
Deficit pla n a  top issu e 
Economic stat e (% "poor" ) 
Senate vote (% Democratic ) 
Deficit pla n approva l 
Favor Gulf deploymen t 
Bush approva l 
Probable Democrati c vote r 199 2 

Compared t o two year s ago am 
Better of f 
About th e sam e 
Worse of f 

Neared statistical significance 
Education a  top issu e 
Voted fo r Bus h 198 8 
Country of f trac k 
House vot e 

Democratic 
Republican 
Other 

Abortion alway s lega l 

Gay men 
% 
9.2 

34.9 
18.5 
58.1 
48.5 
71.2 
41.9 
45.3 

37.0 
46.0 
17.0 

15.7 
39.0 
62.4 

70.0 
21.7 

8.3 
74.1 

Nonfeminist 
lesbians 

% 
18.3 
16.1 
22.5 
26.8 
41.4 
45.0 
52.3 
19.8 

55.2 
41.5 

3.3 

43.4 
53.0 
68.5 

61.2 
27.7 
11.1 
59.8 

Feminist 
lesbians 

(%) 
47.9 

9.8 
44.1 
77.0 

6.5 
31.7 

4.6 
80.8 

35.1 
12.1 
52.7 

19.3 
9.9 

88.1 

64.3 
7.1 

28.6 
95.7 

Significance 

.001 

.05 

.05 

.01 

.01 

.01 

.01 

.01 

.01 

.064 

.070 

.076 

.099 

.104 
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T A B L E 3 .6 . 
Differences among  self-identified lesbian and  gay  respondents,  based  on revised age cluster 

Data base 

Demographics 
U.S.A. 

VRS 

VRS 

Item 

Attend religiou s service s a t 
least onc e a  month^ 

Education^ 
Not hig h schoo l graduat e 
High schoo l graduat e 
Some colleg e 
College graduat e 
Postgraduate wor k 

Household income ^ 
Less than $15,00 0 
$15,000-29,999 
$30,000-49,999 
$50,000-99,999 
$100,000 o r mor e 

18-29 
(%) 

18.5 

0 
5.9 

55.7 
24.4 
14.0 

20.4 
41.1 
18.6 
14.1 

5.8 

Age 
30-44 
(%) 

18.7 

0 
6.3 

26.7 
32.4 
34.7 

7.6 
20.4 
39.8 
30.5 

1.6 

45 + 
<%) 

43.0 

11.9 
19.2 
17.3 
10.1 
41.5 

33.2 
3.7 

24.8 
38.3 

0 

CBS White-collar employment * 82.3 76.6 51.8 

Attitudes 
U.S.A. 

CBS 

CBS 

Bush approval * 

Single mos t importan t issue ^ 
Economy 
Drugs 
Environment 
U.S. defici t pla n 
Abortion 
Persian Gul f 
Savings an d loan s 

Abortion shoul d 
always be legal^ 

54.1 

31.5 
0 

31.8 
16.5 

5.6 
1.6 

13.0 

58.5 

35.0 

46.3 
7.1 

20.0 
10.8 
14.0 

1.7 
0 

81.1 

45.4 

18.6 
6.2 

27.5 
28.1 

3.6 
15.9 

0 

48.6 

CBS Defense spendin g shoul d 
be decreased ^ 36.5 67.9 71.3 

CBS 0-6 issu e scale (number o f liberal stands)* ' 
0 o r 1  liberal 6. 3 
2 t o 4  libera l 64. 8 
5 or 6  libera l 28. 9 

5.4 
36.2 
58.3 

13.2 
43.1 
43.7 

VRS Among to p tw o issue s 
Environment^ 
Federal taxes* 

58.9 
9.8 

38.0 
4.0 

33.3 
24.8 

3
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Data bas e Item 
18-29 
(%) 

Age 
30-44 

(%) 
45 + 
(%) 

Voting behavior 
U.S.A. 

U.S.A. 

U.S.A. 

Vote fo r governor * 
Democratic 
Republican 
Other 

Vote fo r U.S . Senate* 
Democratic 
Republican 
Other 

Vote fo r U.S . House*1 

Democratic 
Republican 
Other 

65.6 
34.4 

51.2 
48.8 

0 

60.8 
22.8 
10.4 

77.3 
17.2 

0 

75.6 
22.6 

1.8 

63.1 
18.8 
18.1 

57.4 
32.5 

5.4 

49.6 
40.8 

9.6 

44.7 
35.3 
20.0 

N O T E : Dat a ar e presented a s weighted percentages . "U.S.A. " indicate s combine d response s t o identica l 
questions fro m bot h th e VRS and CBS data bases . 

a Significanc e leve l (chi2) : =  .05 . 
h Significance leve l =  .01. 
c Significance leve l =  .001. 
^Relationships significan t a t .051 t o .099 (approaching statistica l significance) . 
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T A B L E 3 .7 . 
Logistic regression of  factors with significant  relationship to  self-identification as  gay or  lesbian 

Variable 

U.S.A. data 
Age 
Sex 
Race 
Church attendanc e 
Region 

East 
South 
West 

Size of locality 
500,000 o r mor e 
250,000-499,999 
50,000-249,999 
Suburbs 
10,000-49,999 

Constant 

VRS data 
Age 
Sex 
Race 
Region 

East 
South 
West 

Size of locality 
500,000 o r mor e 
250,000-499,999 
50,000-249,999 
Suburbs 
10,000-49,999 

Church attendanc e 
Religion raise d i n 

Catholic 
Other Christia n 
Jewish 
Other religio n 
No religio n 

Education 
Income 
Constant 

B 

- . 3 6 0 6 
- . 3 4 2 4 
- .024 8 
- . 6 4 1 1 

.4038 

.4413 
1.1276 

.8147 
1.5397 
.9484 
.4065 
.1525 

- 3 . 7 4 2 3 

- . 4 2 3 9 
- . 6 3 2 5 

.0656 

.4154 

.8988 
1.2127 

1.1353 
1.6382 

.7595 

.5105 
- . 0 6 1 7 
- . 6 7 1 3 

.2324 

.4358 

.5706 

.8503 

.2424 

.3737 
- . 2 9 1 3 

- 4 . 2 3 1 1 

S.E. 

.0428 

.1385 

.2085 

.1589 

.2359 

.2304 

.2079 

.2463 

.2645 

.2347 

.2182 

.4939 

.3316 

.0746 

.2171 

.2911 

.3763 

.3551 

.3350 

.3804 

.4019 

.3794 

.3464 

.8380 

.2428 

.2689 

.3265 

.4654 

.4388 

.4522 

.1061 

.1058 

.6669 

Wald 

70.9608 
6.1162 

.0141 
16.2793 

2.9300 
3.6687 

29.4077 

10.9404 
33.8869 
16.3292 

3.4697 
.0953 

127.3746 

32.3141 
8.4912 

.0509 

1.2186 
6.4056 

13.1021 

8.9093 
16.6163 
4.0089 
2.1717 

.0054 
7.6468 

.7471 
1.7822 
1.5034 
3.7544 

.2874 
12.4032 
7.5789 

40.2486 

Significance 

.0000 

.0134 

.9053 

.0001 

.0869 

.0554 

.0000 

.0009 

.0000 

.0001 

.0625 

.7575 

.0000 

.0000 

.0036 

.8215 

.2696 

.0114 

.0003 

.0028 

.0000 

.0453 

.1406 

.9413 

.0057 

.3874 

.1819 

.2201 

.0527 

.5919 

.0004 

.0059 

.0000 

NOTE: Sex : Me n ar e code d " 1 , " wome n "2. " Race : Peopl e o f colo r ar e code d " 1 , " white s ar e code d 
"0." Region : Th e Midwes t i s th e baseline . Siz e o f locality : Rura l area s ar e th e baseline . Religiou s 
upbringing: Protestant s ar e th e baseline . 
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T A B L E 3 . 8 . 

Logistic regression  of  effect  of  self-identification  as  gay  or  lesbian,  after  its  demographic  correlates 
are controlled  for,  on  self-identification  as  a  liberal 

Variable 

Age 
Sex 
Race 
Region 

East 
South 
West 

Size of localit y 
500,000 o r mor e 
250,000-499,999 
50,000-249,999 
Suburbs 
10,000-49,999 

Church attendanc e 
Religion raise d i n 

Catholic 
Other Christia n 
Jewish 
Other religio n 
No religio n 

Education 
Income 
Gay/lesbian 
Constant 

B 

- . 1 3 1 3 
.2704 
.5240 

.1183 
- . 3 2 1 8 
- . 0 2 3 3 

.1714 

.3575 

.3038 
- .000 7 
- .066 4 
- .694 7 

.2138 

.1894 
1.2081 

.1322 

.6327 

.1139 
- . 0 7 1 0 
1.3324 

- 1 . 5 3 9 9 

S.E. 

.0164 

.0560 

.0887 

.0775 

.0816 

.0806 

.0938 

.1358 

.0936 

.0745 

.1853 

.0602 

.0675 

.0954 

.1254 

.1582 

.1379 

.0273 

.0290 

.2186 

.1663 

Wald 

64.4386 
23.2710 
34.9306 

2.3297 
15.5441 

.0837 

3.3419 
6.9317 

10.5240 
.0001 
.1284 

133.0346 

10.0395 
3.9447 

92.8383 
.6987 

21.0579 
17.3966 

5.9839 
37.1534 
85.7483 

Significance 

.0000 

.0000 

.0000 

.1269 

.0001 

.7724 

.0675 

.0085 

.0012 

.9925 

.7201 

.0000 

.0015 

.0470 

.0000 

.4032 

.0000 

.0000 

.0144 

.0000 

.0000 

S O U R C E : VR S dat a base . 
N O T E : Sex : Men ar e code d " 1 , " wome n "2."  Race : Peopl e o f color ar e code d " 1 , " white s ar e code d 

"0." Region : Th e Midwes t i s th e baseline . Siz e o f locality : Rura l area s ar e th e baseline . Religiou s 
upbringing: Protestant s ar e th e baseline . 

3
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T A B L E 3 .9 . 

Logistic regression  of  effect  of  self-identification  as  gay  or  lesbian,  after  its 
demographic correlates  are  controlled  for,  on  self-identification  as  a  strong  feminist 

Variable 

Age 
Sex 
Race 
Region 

East 
South 
West 

Size of localit y 
500,000 o r mor e 
250,000-499,999 
50,000-249,999 
Suburbs 
10,000-49,999 

Church attendanc e 
Religion raise d i n 

Catholic 
Other Christia n 
Jewish 
Other religio n 
No religio n 

Education 
Income 
Gay/lesbian 
Constant 

B 

- . 0 5 3 4 
1.7870 

- . 1 5 1 1 

.1541 

.1089 

.1053 

.4716 

.2158 

.4723 

.1940 
- . 1 7 6 6 
- .028 0 

.1255 
- .024 4 

.5269 

.6097 
1.0346 

.4904 

.0347 
1.3406 

- 7 . 7 2 8 4 

S.E. 

.0229 

.0948 

.1353 

.1099 

.1103 

.1146 

.1297 

.1987 

.1292 

.1068 

.2724 

.0804 

.0929 

.1432 

.1695 

.2145 

.1811 

.0386 

.0397 

.2634 

.2822 

Wald 

5.4233 
355.4827 

1.2475 

1.9669 
.9750 
.8449 

13.2187 
1.1794 

13.3663 
3.2960 

.4204 

.1213 

1.8266 
.0289 

9.7330 
8.0785 

32.6465 
161.0552 

.7626 
25.9036 

665.4474 

Significance 

.0199 

.0000 

.2640 

.1608 

.3234 

.3580 

.0003 

.2775 

.0003 

.0694 

.5167 

.7276 

.1765 

.8650 

.0018 

.0045 

.0000 

.0000 

.3825 

.0000 

.0000 

S O U R C E : VR S dat a base . 
N O T E : Sex : Men ar e code d " 1 , " wome n "2. " Race: Peopl e o f color ar e code d " 1 , " white s ar e code d 

"0." Region : Th e Midwes t i s th e baseline . Siz e o f locality : Rura l area s ar e th e baseline . Religiou s 
upbringing: Protestant s ar e th e baseline . 

3
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T A B L E 3 . 1 1 . 

Logistic regression  of  vote for U.S.  House  according to  the retrospective model,  adding  the  variables 
of incumbent party, evaluation  of Congress, and  self-identification  as  gay or  lesbian 

Variable B  S.E . Wal d Significanc e 

Voted for Democrat  for House 
(72.88% correct) 

Democratic identificatio n 
Republican identificatio n 
Democratic incumbenc y 
Republican incumbenc y 
Bush approva l 
Congressional approva l 
Retrospective evaluatio n o f nationa l 

economy 
Ideology 
Gay o r lesbia n 
Constant 

.9468 
- . 7 8 7 0 

.6305 
- .806 2 
- . 6 8 5 5 

.2489 

.1168 
- . 4 2 3 4 
- . 0 5 7 1 

.1307 

.0640 

.0642 

.0921 

.0934 

.0580 

.0675 

.0434 

.0386 

.2691 

.2040 

218.5561 
150.1569 
46.8756 
74.4559 

139.6852 
13.5920 

7.2596 
120.2243 

.0450 

.4105 

.0000 

.0000 

.0000 

.0000 

.0000 

.0002 

.0071 

.0000 

.8320 

.5217 

Voted for Republican  for House 
(7334% correct) 

Democratic identificatio n 
Republican identificatio n 
Democratic incumbenc y 
Republican incumbenc y 
Bush approva l 
Congressional approva l 
Retrospective evaluatio n o f nationa l 

economy 
Ideology 
Gay o r lesbia n 
Constant 

- .900 6 
.8519 

- . 7 8 1 6 
.7345 
.7838 
.2150 

- . 2 0 0 2 
.4237 

- . 3 2 6 9 
.2031 

.0662 

.0642 

.0935 

.0941 

.0593 

.0687 

.0441 

.0395 

.3044 

.2072 

184.8204 
175.9151 
69.9195 
60.9713 

174.9790 
9.7842 

20.5983 
115.2897 

1.1536 
.9604 

.0000 

.0000 

.0000 

.0000 

.0000 

.0018 

.0000 

.0000 

.2828 

.3271 

Voted for third  candidate for House 
(no "yes" answers  predicted) 

Democratic identificatio n 
Republican identificatio n 
Democratic incumbenc y 
Republican incumbenc y 
Bush approva l 
Congressional approva l 
Retrospective evaluatio n o f nationa l 

economy 
Ideology 
Gay o r lesbia n 
Constant 

- . 5 8 1 9 
- .442 2 
1.3302 

.8540 
- . 1 8 0 7 
- .296 2 

.3093 

.0819 

.5905 
- 5 . 3 0 3 0 

.1061 

.1103 

.2498 

.2544 

.0977 

.1272 

.0733 

.0641 

.3131 

.4218 

30.0614 
16.0678 
28.3602 
11.2682 
3.4205 
5.4189 

17.8211 
1.6332 
3.5581 

158.0968 

.0000 

.0001 

.0000 

.0008 

.0644 

.0199 

.0000 

.2013 

.0593 

.0000 

S O U R C E : VR S dat a base . 
N O T E : Retrospectiv e evaluation s wer e code d o n a  l-to- 4 scale , wit h 1  bein g "excellent " an d 4 

being "poor. " 

3



F O U R 

A View  from the  States 

It wa s establishe d i n th e precedin g chapte r tha t i n Novembe r 199 0 
there was a distinctive "ga y and lesbia n vote" in America . Self-identifie d lesbian s 
and ga y me n wer e significantl y mor e liberal , particularl y o n domesti c socia l 
issues, tha n wer e othe r voter s wit h th e sam e demographi c characteristics , an d 
lesbian self-identifier s wer e profoundl y mor e likel y stil l t o cal l themselve s 
"strong feminists " tha n wer e wome n wh o di d no t identif y a s lesbians . Thi s 
augmented liberalis m an d feminis m i n tur n directl y affecte d part y affiliation , 
retrospective evaluation s o f th e presiden t an d th e economy , an d vot e choic e i n 
contests fo r bot h house s o f Congress and fo r stat e governorships . 

At th e sam e tim e th e nationa l exi t poll s analyze d i n th e las t chapte r wer e 
taken, VR S conducte d a  statewid e exi t pol l i n eac h o f forty-tw o o f th e forty -
three state s (Virgini a excluded ) i n whic h eithe r a  governo r o r a  U.S . senator , o r 
both, wa s bein g electe d i n Novembe r 1990 . Eac h stat e surve y wa s a  versio n o f 
the four-networ k VR S form o f the nationa l pol l adapte d t o th e circumstance s i n 
each state . I n onl y twenty-on e o f thes e state s di d VR S emplo y th e two-pag e 
"long form " surve y (se e appendix ) tha t include d th e questio n permittin g self -
identification b y lesbian s an d ga y men . Nearl y al l th e second-pag e question s 
were identica l i n eac h state , a s wer e a  numbe r o f demographi c question s aske d 
on the first  page of each survey . 

In thi s chapte r I  see k t o confir m a t th e stat e leve l th e result s foun d a t th e 
national level , and als o t o tes t tw o additiona l hypothese s tha t wer e no t possibl e 
to tes t usin g th e nationa l polls , relatin g t o th e distinctivenes s o f votin g i n 
individual contest s (a s oppose d t o th e aggregate d result s foun d i n th e nationa l 
polls) an d th e exten t t o whic h result s diffe r give n th e relativ e closenes s o r 

96 
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polarization o f candidates i n high-salienc e contest s o n LGB issues . In addition , I 
seek to determine whethe r th e "politica l culture " of each state appears t o have an 
effect o n lesbia n an d ga y votin g behavior , an d t o reac h initia l inferentia l conclu -
sions abou t th e rol e o f LGB politica l leader s i n mobilizin g a  cohesive blo c vot e 
among lesbia n an d ga y self-identifier s (t o b e teste d mor e thoroughl y i n chap -
ter 5) . 

In thi s chapte r I  firs t compar e th e poole d result s o f the twenty-one-stat e dat a 
with th e result s o f th e nationa l data , t o determin e whethe r the y ar e sufficientl y 
similar tha t th e nationa l number s ca n b e confirme d a s a  reliabl e baselin e fo r 
future study . 

It i s extremely importan t t o cautio n th e reade r tha t a  substantial shar e of th e 
respondents t o th e stat e exi t poll s als o wer e respondent s t o on e o r th e othe r o f 
the nationa l surveys . A s man y a s 7 0 percen t o f th e respondent s t o th e "VRS " 
national pol l for m als o answere d a  state-leve l surve y (Murra y S . Edelman , per -
sonal communication) . 

Although thi s does no t preclud e al l comparative analysis , given tha t th e larg e 
majority o f respondents t o an y give n stat e surve y di d no t complet e th e nationa l 
VRS poll , a  substantia l minorit y o f state-leve l respondent s di d complet e bot h 
surveys. Som e built-i n correlatio n o n tha t accoun t mus t b e expected , an d th e 
national-state comparison s mus t b e read with grea t conservatism . I t ha s not bee n 
possible fo r m e t o isolat e thos e respondent s wh o complete d th e nationa l surve y 
from thos e who did not . 

It wil l b e o f specia l interest , then , whe n lookin g a t th e comparativ e results , 
to find  those areas in which a  trend foun d i n th e nationa l poll s was not  confirmed 
in th e state-leve l data . 

Then, i n the same manner a s in th e nationa l study , I  seek to establish baselin e 
measurements fo r eac h o f thre e particula r states . A s show n i n tabl e 4.1 , in onl y 
three state s wer e ther e a s man y a s thirt y ga y an d lesbia n self-identifiers — 
California ( N =  86) , Texas ( N =  50) , and Massachusett s ( N =  33) . I  tak e 3 0 
as th e absolut e minimu m numbe r o f case s wit h whic h an y meaningfu l analysi s 
may b e done. 

The three-stat e analysi s begin s with a n assessment o f Elazar's typolog y (1965 ) 
of "politica l cultures " a s applied t o eac h o f the thre e states , and th e likel y effec t 
of politica l cultur e o n ga y an d lesbia n voter s i n thos e states . The n follow s a 
thumbnail descriptio n o f th e politica l situatio n i n eac h stat e a t th e tim e o f th e 
1990 genera l election . Thi s i s followe d b y simpl e comparativ e crosstabulation s 
of attitudes , demographics , an d votin g behavio r i n tha t election , a s wer e pre -
sented a t th e nationa l leve l i n chapte r 3 . 

Once thi s ha s bee n don e fo r al l thre e states , I  the n wil l assess , bot h stat e b y 
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state an d comparativel y amon g th e thre e o f them, ho w th e conclusion s initiall y 
reached usin g th e nationa l dat a base s hol d u p i n individua l contests . Thi s wil l 
involve determinin g (1 ) th e exten t t o whic h sex , feminism, an d part y affiliatio n 
are responsibl e fo r division s amon g self-identifie d lesbian s an d ga y men , (2 ) 
the independen t effec t o f gay/lesbia n self-identificatio n afte r controllin g fo r 
demographic correlates , partisanship , ideology , an d feminism , an d (3 ) th e inde -
pendent effect , i f any , o f gay/lesbia n self-identificatio n o n vot e choic e i n retro -
spective model s i n statewid e elections . The answer s t o thes e questions constitut e 
the answe r t o Hypothesi s 7 , which postulate s tha t distinctiv e gay/lesbia n votin g 
will b e maintaine d i n individua l contest s a t th e level s foun d i n th e nationa l 
polls, and wil l b e especially distinctiv e i n high-salienc e contests . 

In addition , m y speculation s i n th e nex t fe w page s abou t th e effect s o f 
political cultur e o n lesbia n an d ga y self-identifier s i n eac h stat e wil l b e teste d 
using crosstabula r data . I  shal l compar e th e vot e choice s o f self-identifier s wit h 
the res t o f th e sampl e a s broke n dow n b y rac e an d b y stron g identificatio n (o r 
not) with feminism . 

I shal l als o b e testin g Hypothesi s 8 , relatin g t o th e rol e o f symboli c versu s 
substantive voting . I n tw o o f th e thre e gubernatoria l contests , on e candidat e 
clearly wa s perceive d a s "progay, " th e othe r "antigay, " an d i n on e o f thes e 
(Massachusetts), th e "progay " candidat e wa s th e Republican . I n th e thir d state -
house contes t (California) , bot h candidate s attempte d t o presen t themselve s a s 
gay right s supporters . Hypothesi s 8  woul d predict , then , tha t th e "progay " 
candidates, regardles s o f party, would wi n ove r the lion' s shar e of lesbian an d ga y 
self-identifiers i n Texa s an d Massachusetts , wherea s i n Californi a th e contes t 
would b e decide d o n th e basi s o f substantiv e issu e concerns , an d th e ga y an d 
lesbian vot e migh t therefor e b e fragmented , unlik e i n th e othe r tw o states . Th e 
results o f thi s inquir y wil l allo w u s t o mak e initia l inference s abou t th e abilit y 
of LG B politica l leader s independentl y t o mobiliz e "their " voters , whic h i s th e 
subject o f Hypothesi s 9 ; thi s hypothesi s wil l b e teste d empiricall y i n th e nex t 
chapter. 

Comparing the  National and  Twenty-One-State  Results 

Edelman (1991 ) previousl y reporte d som e o f th e findings  fro m poole d result s 
from th e twenty-on e stat e polls . Thes e results , an d som e additiona l ones , 
are se t fort h i n table s 4. 1 (pooled , unweighte d dat a compare d wit h nonga y 
respondents) an d 4. 2 (compariso n wit h lesbian s an d ga y me n i n weighte d 
national data) . Thes e poole d result s ar e consisten t wit h th e findings  o f th e 
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national rando m samples , an d therefor e confir m th e first  thre e hypothese s i n 
several respects . 

Table 4.1 break s down th e ra w number o f respondents i n each of the twenty -
one "lon g form " state s b y se x an d b y sexua l self-identification . Th e tota l shar e 
of self-identifiers i s 1. 1 percent , precisel y th e sam e as in th e nationa l polls . Th e 
regional pattern s o f self-identificatio n ar e th e sam e a s well ; Westerner s ar e 
nearly twic e a s likely t o self-identify a s are Northeasterner s o r Southerners , an d 
these i n tur n ar e twic e a s likely t o d o s o as are Midwesterners . Th e breakdow n 
by sex shows a  substantial majorit y o f gay me n ove r lesbians ; gay me n mad e u p 
64 percen t o f th e poole d stat e respondents . Thes e level s ar e foun d i n mos t o f 
the states ; i n onl y fou r o f th e twenty-on e d o wome n constitut e a  majority , 
whereas wome n ar e i n th e majorit y amon g th e res t o f the votin g populatio n i n 
all bu t on e state an d i n bot h nationa l polls . 

Table 4.2 compare s th e findings  o f the nationa l poll s and th e pooled twenty -
one-state dat a o n th e demographic s an d attitude s o f th e ga y an d lesbia n 
respondents. I n nearl y ever y respec t th e findings  o f th e poole d stat e sample s 
closely corroborate—althoug h the y d o no t precisel y mimi c — the findings  o f 
the simultaneou s nationa l polls . O f particula r not e i s tha t th e poole d state -
level dat a confir m th e findings  o f th e nationa l poll s tha t self-identifier s ar e 
disproportionately young , wel l educated , liberal , an d feminist—bu t no t a s 
strongly identifie d wit h th e Democrat s a s thei r liberalis m an d feminis m woul d 
predict. 

The on e categor y i n whic h a  majo r differenc e fro m th e nationa l dat a set s 
occurs i s i n th e breakdow n o f localitie s o f residence , an d thi s largel y i s a 
function o f th e rando m selectio n o f precinct s withi n eac h stat e b y th e pollin g 
firm. Bot h th e nationa l an d stat e dat a pu t a n absolut e majorit y o f th e ga y an d 
lesbian self-identifier s i n centra l citie s o f fifty  thousan d o r more , abou t one -
third i n th e suburbs , an d th e remainin g 1 5 percen t o r s o i n smal l citie s an d 
rural areas . However , th e state-leve l dat a ten d t o impl y tha t a  fa r greate r 
number o f ga y an d lesbia n respondent s liv e i n th e larges t centra l cities , thos e 
with a t leas t a  half-millio n inhabitants , tha n d o th e nationa l data ; an d n o ga y 
or lesbia n respondent s wer e foun d i n rura l precinct s i n th e state-leve l dat a sets , 
while man y mor e were found i n smal l citie s tha n i n th e nationa l dat a sets . 

This mino r exceptio n aside , an d takin g int o accoun t th e respondent s wh o 
answered bot h a  stat e an d a  nationa l poll , fro m thes e result s w e ma y dra w a n 
initial impressio n tha t th e nationa l dat a ar e reliabl e wit h respec t t o measurin g 
the demographics , attitudes , an d votin g behavio r o f self-identified lesbian s an d 
gay me n i n November 1990 . 
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Elazar's Typology 

The America n states , o f course , ar e hardl y identical , an d a s a  prefac e t o th e 
examination o f th e thre e states , I  wil l loo k a t tw o additiona l element s o f 
potential importanc e t o ou r discussion . Firs t i s Elazar' s schem e o f state "politi -
cal cultures" (1965 , chap. 4) . I  describe hi s typology , se t fort h eac h state' s plac e 
within it , an d speculat e o n th e effect s o f stat e politica l cultur e o n LG B votin g 
behavior withi n eac h state. 1 Nex t I  offe r a  brie f descriptio n o f th e politica l 
situation i n eac h o f th e thre e state s i n 1990 , distille d fro m Baron e an d Ujifus a 
(1991) and fro m contemporaneou s new s accounts . 

The Elaza r typology , thirt y year s old a t thi s writing , i s used her e no t t o giv e 
a definitiv e cas t t o th e politic s o f an y o f th e thre e states , bu t t o provid e a 
general contex t fo r th e politica l more s an d politica l choice s withi n eac h state . 
With respec t t o LG B voters , Elazar' s typolog y allow s u s t o speculate , first,  o n 
the degre e t o whic h politica l cohesivenes s i s likel y t o b e achieve d withi n th e 
group; an d second , o n th e exten t t o whic h th e grou p i s likel y t o vot e togethe r 
with othe r "progressive " groups , suc h a s Africa n American s an d feminis t 
women, a s hypothesize d b y Ada m (1987) , o r o n th e contrar y i s likel y t o vie w 
LGB cause s a s separate an d distinc t fro m othe r groups ' claim s fo r socia l justice . 

Elazar envision s thre e archetypa l politica l cultures , derivin g fro m a  notio n 
that tw o conflictin g idea s o f America n democrac y hol d fort h i n th e collectiv e 
consciousness: Americ a a s "many " an d Americ a a s "one. " Th e individualistic 
culture represent s th e forme r o f these ideas : that democrac y i s a  marketplace i n 
which politica l relationship s ar e define d b y bargainin g amon g self-intereste d 
groups an d individuals . Thus , competitio n amon g group s an d th e ver y notio n 
of interes t grou p politic s ar e considere d norma l an d healthy , an d politica l 
structures ar e relatively permeabl e an d clos e to th e citizen . 

The moralistic 2 culture represent s th e opposite tendency , according t o Elazar : 
society i s conceive d a s a  whole , a  "commonwealth, " no t a s a  collectio n o f 
individuals an d groups , an d th e purpos e o f politica l activit y i s t o achiev e th e 
common good ; interes t grou p politic s i s viewe d wit h disdain . Interestingly , 
states strongl y influence d b y th e Progressiv e movemen t o f th e earl y twentiet h 
century ten d t o fal l int o th e "moralistic " classification ; suc h state s ten d t o us e 
"direct democracy " measure s suc h a s th e initiative , referendum , an d recal l a s a 
palliative agains t th e influenc e o f powerful group s an d person s o n th e represen -
tative instrument s o f government . 

A third postulate d culture , the traditionalistic,  falls i n the middle (o r outside ) 
of thi s conflict ; i t hold s tha t th e fundamenta l purpos e o f governmen t i s t o 
preserve existin g socia l arrangements , an d governmen t tend s t o b e ru n b y an d 
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for th e benefi t o f a  long-standin g elit e o r squirearchy . Traditionalisti c culture s 
tend t o b e concentrate d heavil y i n th e Souther n states , i n which , a s note d b y 
Key (1949 ) an d Blac k an d Blac k (1987) , th e principa l politica l division s relat e 
to rac e an d t o clas s division s amon g whites . Th e expectatio n ha s bee n tha t 
citizen participatio n woul d largel y b e limite d t o voting , an d unti l th e 1960 s 
various lega l an d extralega l mean s wer e use d t o discourag e (o r prevent ) bot h 
black an d working-clas s whit e citizen s eve n from voting . 

A relativel y smal l numbe r o f states fal l exclusivel y withi n on e o f these thre e 
categories, according t o Elazar ; often ther e i s a dominant cultur e tha t i s infuse d 
with stron g tendencie s fro m a  second. 

Massachusetts wa s classe d a s a n "individualistic " stat e b y Elazar , on e i n 
which governmen t i s viewed a s an open marketplac e fo r various socia l interests . 
Further, th e stat e retain s man y colonial-er a politica l institution s suc h a s larg e 
legislative bodies , numerou s electiv e executiv e posts , an d th e annua l direc t 
democracy exercis e o f tow n meetings . W e ca n therefor e expec t tha t bisexuals , 
lesbians, and ga y me n woul d b e i n a  strong positio n t o organiz e an d t o exercis e 
influence o n governmen t i n Massachusett s relativ e t o som e othe r states . W e 
also ma y speculate , however , tha t ga y voter s woul d b e likel y t o brea k wit h 
nongay Africa n American s an d feminist s i n th e even t tha t thei r interest s wer e 
seen t o conflict . 

California, wit h a  strong Progressiv e influenc e o n it s politica l structur e an d 
heavy in-migratio n bot h fro m withi n an d withou t th e country , was  classe d b y 
Elazar a s havin g a n inherentl y conflictin g politica l cultur e i n whic h "moralis -
tic" tendencie s dominate , bu t ar e undergirde d wit h a  stron g secondar y "indi -
vidualistic" element . Th e stat e ha s numerou s electiv e offices , bu t fo r mos t 
voters thes e official s ar e quit e distan t fro m them. 3 Th e "moralistic " tendenc y 
and th e relativ e lac k o f direc t acces s t o official s mak e politic s a  matte r o f 
mass organizatio n an d appeals . Politics , includin g initiativ e an d referendu m 
campaigns, ar e conducted throug h direc t mai l an d th e mas s medi a i n a  state i n 
which politica l border s ar e oddl y delineate d an d poorl y understood , an d i n 
which ver y larg e number s o f voter s mus t b e reached . I n thi s environment , 
LGBs woul d see m mos t likel y t o wor k i n coalitio n wit h feminist s an d racia l 
minorities an d t o vie w thei r interest s a s tie d u p wit h thos e o f fello w coalitio n 
members; therefore , distinctivenes s fro m othe r coalitio n member s woul d b e 
least likel y t o appear . 

Texas wa s classe d b y Elaza r a s predominantl y "traditionalistic, " centere d 
around maintenanc e o f the statu s quo , bu t wit h a  strong strea k o f "individual -
ism" as well. The heav y rat e of migration t o Texas in th e past thirt y years , bot h 
from withi n th e Unite d State s an d fro m Mexic o an d Centra l America , an d th e 
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voting right s revolutio n togethe r hav e accentuated th e ris e of the "individualis -
tic" elemen t i n Texa s politics . However , th e votin g bas e o f th e "Tor y Demo -
crats," th e "traditionalists " wh o ra n th e stat e fo r a  century an d remai n influen -
tial today , i s an d ha s bee n small-tow n an d rura l socia l conservative s wh o ar e 
extremely intoleran t o f homosexuality . Th e Tor y Democrats , i n coalitio n wit h 
economically conservativ e urba n Republicans , hav e tende d t o dominat e th e 
state's politic s a s agains t blacks , Latinos , feminists , trad e unionists , an d urba n 
white liberals . Two  effect s ca n b e predicted : feminist s an d racia l minoritie s 
making demand s o n thi s largel y resistan t an d imperviou s syste m ma y loo k 
askance a t th e inclusio n o f LGB concern s i n thei r agenda ; an d whit e ga y me n 
especially may divorce thei r liberalis m o n gay right s fro m a  more general Texa n 
conservatism an d vie w minorit y an d women' s concern s a s n o concer n o f theirs . 
Thus, th e prospec t tha t LG B voter s coul d organiz e eithe r a  cohesiv e vot e 
among themselve s o r a  coalitio n wit h non-LG B minorit y group s i n Texa s 
politics, give n th e state' s politica l an d socia l culture , woul d appea r t o b e th e 
most problemati c o f any o f these thre e states . 

The Political Situation in  the  States, November 1990 

California 

As note d above , Californi a i s a  "lon g ballot " stat e i n whic h a  grea t variet y o f 
state an d county-leve l official s ar e elected directly . Th e stat e als o has on e o f th e 
most libera l ballo t acces s law s fo r initiativ e an d referendu m measures , an d 
the measure s o n th e ballo t a t an y particula r electio n t o a  great exten t mol d th e 
debate amon g th e majo r contender s fo r statewid e office . A s i t happened , tw o 
significant proposal s wer e placed o n th e ballo t a t thi s election . 

One was  a  comprehensiv e environmentalis t initiative , nickname d "Bi g 
Green," whic h woul d greatl y restric t nuclea r power , offshor e oi l drilling , an d 
pesticide use , mandat e recyclin g o f man y products , increas e aut o emissio n 
standards (alread y th e mos t stringen t i n th e nation) , an d pus h th e us e o f mas s 
transit an d "clean " form s o f energy . Busines s concern s an d man y governmen t 
officials feare d "Bi g Green " woul d vastl y increas e th e cost s o f product s an d o f 
government, particularl y a t a  time whe n California' s econom y wa s slidin g int o 
recession, with it s compute r an d aerospac e industrie s particularl y har d hit . 

The othe r wa s a  proposa l t o limi t tota l year s o f servic e i n th e Californi a 
legislature t o si x year s i n th e stat e assembl y an d eigh t year s i n th e stat e senate ; 
the legislature , hopin g t o hea d of f passag e o f thi s draconia n measure , ha d 
responded b y proposin g a  limi t o f twelv e years ' servic e i n eac h hous e an d 
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public financing  o f stat e legislativ e elections . Althoug h thi s wa s a  respons e t o 
voter concern s abou t stat e legislativ e elections , i t reflecte d a s wel l th e difficul -
ties of the state' s mos t powerfu l membe r o f Congress, Senate Assistant Majorit y 
Leader Ala n Cranston , a  left-win g Democra t an d onetim e presidentia l candi -
date, wh o ha d bee n cite d b y a  committee o f hi s colleague s fo r hi s leadin g rol e 
in th e "Keatin g Five " scandal . 

The stat e ha d bee n boomin g economicall y i n th e 1980 s o n th e bac k o f it s 
computer-related industries , an d ha d grow n sufficientl y o n th e strengt h o f 
internal an d foreig n immigratio n t o acquir e a n additiona l seve n seat s (fo r a 
total o f fifty-two)  i n th e Hous e o f Representative s i n th e 199 0 census . B y th e 
time o f the election , however , Californi a ha d suffere d a  slump i n th e compute r 
industry, addin g t o th e woe s o f it s ailin g aerospac e industry , an d th e il l effect s 
of a drought tha t bega n i n th e mid-1980s . 

Republican Governo r Georg e Deukmejia n wa s retirin g afte r tw o four-yea r 
terms, an d th e contes t o f greatest interes t i n Californi a i n 199 0 was  th e on e t o 
choose hi s successor . Cranston' s Senat e colleague , Pet e Wilson , a  moderat e 
conservative an d a  forme r mayo r o f Sa n Diego , wa s chose n a s th e Republica n 
nominee. Hi s Democrati c opponen t was  Diann e Feinstein , wh o ha d recentl y 
stepped dow n afte r eleve n year s as mayor o f San Francisco . 

Of interes t t o u s i s tha t Feinstei n succeede d t o th e mayoralt y upo n th e 
assassination i n Novembe r 197 8 o f th e the n mayor , Georg e Moscone , an d o f 
City Superviso r Harve y Milk , th e best-know n openl y ga y electe d officia l i n th e 
country a t th e tim e (Shilt s 1982 ; Epstei n 1986) . Althoug h identifie d wit h 
downtown busines s interest s durin g he r servic e i n Sa n Francisco , sh e buil t 
strong tie s t o th e LG B communit y i n th e city. 4 Wilson , afte r hi s nomination , 
actively sough t t o make inroad s amon g economicall y conservativ e LG B voters . 

In th e event , Wilso n wa s electe d b y a  two-poin t margin , althoug h th e 
Democrats maintaine d thei r majoritie s i n bot h house s o f the legislature . A t th e 
same time , th e legislature' s compromis e term-limi t proposa l wa s defeate d 
soundly, and th e mor e stringen t vote r initiativ e enactin g six-t o eight-yea r ter m 
limits wa s passed i n it s stead . "Bi g Green " wa s defeated b y a  margin o f four t o 
three. 

Massachusetts 

Massachusetts, i n contras t t o California , maintain s colonial-er a politica l 
institutions, suc h a s th e electe d Governor' s Council , an d i s a  stat e i n whic h 
local autonom y remain s strongl y respected , exercise d throug h annua l tow n 
meetings an d loca l selectmen . Also , unlik e man y Easter n states , Massachusett s 
voters hav e som e acces s t o th e initiativ e an d referendum ; placin g initiativ e 
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measures o n th e statewid e ballo t i s rathe r mor e difficul t tha n i n California , bu t 
not impossible . Sinc e th e 1950 s th e stat e ha s bee n dominate d b y th e Demo -
cratic Party , althoug h moderate-to-libera l Republicans 5 occasionall y wi n high -
visibility offices . 

If Californi a was  jitter y abou t th e stat e o f th e economy , th e voter s o f 
Massachusetts wer e i n a  rage. Two years before , a s the Democrati c nomine e fo r 
president, thei r governor , Michae l Dukakis , boaste d o f a  "Massachusett s mira -
cle" h e sai d h e ha d wrough t i n a  stat e dependen t o n smokestac k industr y an d 
imported oi l b y cuttin g th e state' s burdensom e ta x rate s (whic h ha d earne d i t 
the sobrique t "Taxachusetts") , bringin g i n high-tec h industry , an d workin g i n 
partnership wit h busines s an d labo r t o make th e stat e mor e competitive . I n th e 
two year s sinc e Dukakis' s defeat , th e "Massachusett s miracle, " t o th e exten t i t 
really ha d existed , ha d falle n apart ; unemploymen t wa s high , an d th e state' s 
budget wa s seemingly incapabl e o f being balance d (a s required b y law ) becaus e 
of squabbling an d showdown s betwee n Dukaki s an d hi s own party' s legislature . 
Anger wit h Dukaki s an d th e Democrat s was  s o hig h tha t onl y a  thir d o f 
Massachusetts voters , wh o stil l vote d Democrati c fo r th e mos t part , woul d 
identify a s Democrat s i n Novembe r 1990 . Hi s approva l ratin g i n th e teens , 
Dukakis bowe d t o th e inevitabl e an d chos e no t t o see k a  fourt h ter m a s 
governor. 

The expecte d Democrati c nomine e t o succee d Dukaki s was  Franci s Bellotti , 
the state' s forme r attorne y general , somethin g o f a n "ol d pol " i n lin e wit h th e 
"Tip O'Neil l liberal " traditio n i n th e stat e party . However , Bellott i was  upse t 
in a  ripsnorting Democrati c primar y b y John Silber , a  blunt-speaking conserva -
tive wel l know n fo r hi s tenur e a s presiden t o f Bosto n University , wher e h e 
made variou s improvement s i n th e university' s statur e whil e pickin g fights 
with th e facult y an d wit h feminist , minority , an d libera l students , includin g 
his school' s LGB community. 6 Silber' s penchant fo r sayin g wha t seeme d exactl y 
the wron g thin g a t th e wron g time , an d doin g i t o n purpose , le d Newsweek  to 
dub hi m "Archi e Bunke r wit h a  Ph.D." 7 Hi s attack s o n welfare , bi g govern -
ment, an d socia l experimentatio n nonetheles s struc k a  responsiv e chor d wit h 
the sam e olde r whit e ethni c voter s wh o pu t conservativ e Democra t E d Kin g i n 
the governor' s offic e (dumpin g Dukaki s afte r hi s first  term ) i n 1978 . Two othe r 
liberal stat e officeholders , includin g Attorne y Genera l Jame s Shannon , als o 
were defeate d fo r renomination . Baron e an d Ujifus a (1991 , 566 ) commented , 
"Never i n moder n America n histor y hav e th e leadershi p an d policie s an d 
philosophy o f a  presidentia l nomine e bee n s o thoroughl y repudiate d b y voter s 
of hi s ow n stat e a s Michae l Dukakis' s wer e i n Massachusett s i n Septembe r 
1990." 



A View  from the States 105 

The Republicans , meanwhile , nominate d Willia m Weld , a  forme r U.S . 
assistant attorne y genera l i n th e Reaga n administratio n wh o resigne d i n protes t 
over th e allege d ethica l an d manageria l lapse s o f hi s boss , the n Attorne y 
General Edwi n Meese . Weld , a n unabashe d libera l o n socia l issue s an d equall y 
unabashed conservativ e o n governmen t spendin g an d taxes , defeate d a  mor e 
conventional conservative , stat e lawmake r Steve n Pierce , i n th e GO P primary . 

Liberal an d moderat e Democrat s wh o ha d supporte d Bellott i no w foun d 
themselves i n th e uncomfortabl e positio n o f havin g t o vot e fo r eithe r Silber , 
who strongl y offende d thei r sensibilities , o r Weld , a  fiscal  right-winge r an d 
Republican. I t wa s reputedly defection s amon g libera l an d moderat e Democrat s 
that prove d essentia l t o Weld' s narro w victor y ove r Silber . Ange r a t th e stat e 
Democratic Part y an d th e Dukaki s administratio n spille d ove r int o othe r 
contests: a  substantia l Republica n minorit y was  electe d fo r th e first  tim e i n 
recent year s t o th e stat e legislature , a  Republica n was  electe d stat e treasurer , 
and eve n U.S . Senato r Joh n Kerry , facin g nomina l opposition , wo n reelectio n 
by only a  thirteen-point margin . 

Texas 

The nation' s second-larges t an d (a t th e time ) thir d mos t populou s stat e ha d 
an electora l syste m harkin g bac k t o th e Jacksonian era , with numerou s directl y 
elected statewid e executiv e an d regulator y officials , judge s (includin g Suprem e 
Court justices ) chose n i n high-spendin g partisa n elections , an d a  relativel y 
weak governor' s office. 8 Onc e dominate d b y conservativ e "Tor y Democrats, " i t 
had com e t o b e on e o f th e Souther n state s i n whic h th e Republica n Part y ha d 
made th e mos t significan t inroad s a t al l levels , especiall y i n th e suburb s an d 
the enclave s o f th e wealth y an d th e uppe r middl e clas s i n th e majo r citie s o f 
Houston, Dallas , an d Sa n Antonio . Rura l Angl o (non-Latin o white ) Texan s 
who forme d th e bas e o f support fo r Tor y Democrat s remaine d deepl y conserva -
tive an d ofte n spli t thei r tickets , supportin g old-styl e Democrat s bu t abandon -
ing libera l an d (sometimes ) moderat e Democrat s o f th e nationa l variet y fo r 
Republican nominees . 

In 199 0 th e state' s first  Republica n governo r sinc e Reconstruction , Bil l 
Clements, wa s steppin g down . Clements , a  self-mad e millionair e an d forme r 
Nixon administratio n official , ha d narrowl y defeate d a  populis t Democra t fo r 
the governorshi p i n 1978 , the n los t i n 198 2 t o moderat e Tor y Democra t Mar k 
White, wh o i n tur n wa s defeate d b y Clement s i n th e ba d econom y o f 1986 . 
Texas since 198 5 ha d bee n mire d i n twi n ruts : th e "oi l bust " o f the mid-1980 s 
and the collapse of the savings and loa n industry , which ha d financed  significan t 
overbuilding durin g th e "oi l boom " o f th e earl y 1980s . Clements' s retirement , 
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and tha t o f longtim e Democrati c Lieutenan t Governo r Bil l Hobby , se t of f a n 
office-clearing i n Texa s stat e politics , a s numerou s official s sough t t o mov e u p 
the state' s politica l ladder . 

White sough t a  comeback i n 1990 , bu t place d thir d i n th e primar y behin d 
two mor e libera l Democrats , Stat e Treasure r An n Richard s an d Attorne y Gen -
eral Jim Mattox . Th e campaig n wa s notabl e fo r it s unusuall y persona l slur s by , 
and against , al l thre e principa l candidates ; a t on e poin t Matto x charge d (with -
out proof ) tha t Richards , a  recoverin g alcoholic , wa s a  cocaine addict , wherea s 
Richards accuse d Matto x an d Whit e o f personal dishonesty . 

Richards wo n th e runoff , bu t wa s considere d badl y weakene d agains t th e 
Republican nominee , Clayto n Williams , lik e Clement s a  self-mad e millionair e 
with a  certai n brusqu e char m wh o campaigne d i n a  Stetso n hat . H e ha d go t 
into th e race , h e said , becaus e o f hi s son' s onetim e dru g problem , an d h e wo n 
votes wit h hi s advocac y o f boo t camp s fo r first-time  dru g offenders . Williams , 
however, bega n shootin g himsel f i n th e foo t wit h intemperat e remarks , on e o f 
which mad e th e nationa l press : speakin g o f rape , h e said , "I f it' s inevitable , 
you've jus t go t t o li e bac k an d enjo y it. " William s als o wa s criticize d withi n 
the stat e fo r ungentlemanl y conduc t whe n h e refuse d t o shak e Richards' s han d 
at a  television debat e lat e i n th e campaign . Richards , meanwhile , ha d receive d 
attention a s a hardball campaigne r willin g t o thro w mu d a s needed, whic h was 
criticized i n som e Texas quarters a s unladylike . 

Of importanc e t o thi s study , William s mad e a n issu e o f Richards' s suppor t 
from LG B communit y organization s an d ra n a s a n absolut e opponen t o f bot h 
homosexuality an d civi l right s protectio n base d o n sexua l orientation . Rich -
ards's principa l bas e o f suppor t was  amon g feminists , an d sh e courte d LG B 
Texans a s had n o gubernatorial candidat e before . 

Richards ultimatel y wo n th e contes t betwee n "Clayti e an d th e Lady " b y a 
narrow margin , becomin g th e first  woma n t o b e electe d governo r o f a  larg e 
state i n he r ow n right. 9 Mos t o f her Democrati c ticket-mate s als o wer e electe d 
or reelected , althoug h left-win g populis t Ji m Hightowe r los t hi s pos t a s 
agriculture commissione r an d a  Republica n wo n th e pos t o f stat e treasurer . 
Texans als o reelecte d conservativ e Republica n Senato r Phi l Gramm , principa l 
author o f the Gramm-Rudman-Holling s defici t reductio n la w i n 198 6 an d (a s 
a renegad e Democrati c congressman ) o f the Gramm-Latt a budge t cu t package s 
embraced b y Presiden t Reaga n earl y i n hi s term . 
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Hypotheses 7  and 8:  Results  in Specific  Contests  and  Symbolic  versus 
Substantive Voting 

Lesbian an d ga y votin g wil l remai n highl y distinctiv e i n particula r 
individual contests , no t merel y i n aggregated nationa l partisa n result s fo r 
governorships an d seat s i n Congress , an d wil l b e particularl y distinctiv e 
in high-salienc e contests . 

Lesbian an d ga y voter s wil l see k bot h substantiv e an d symboli c gains . 
Therefore, i n a  high-salience contes t betwee n a  "progay" and a n "antigay " 
candidate, the y wil l vot e fo r th e "progay " candidate ; an d i n a  contes t i n 
which ther e i s littl e differenc e betwee n th e candidate s o n LG B issues , 
substantive issu e differences wil l b e of greater concern . 

Initial Comparative  Analyses 

California. Tabl e 4. 3 compare s self-identifie d lesbia n an d ga y respondent s 
with th e res t o f th e sample ; onc e again , numerou s difference s ar e statisticall y 
significant. I n eac h instance , th e comparativ e findings  o n th e nationa l leve l ar e 
confirmed o n th e stat e level , with on e notabl e exception : ther e i s no statisticall y 
significant differenc e betwee n th e siz e o f localitie s i n whic h th e lesbia n an d ga y 
respondents resid e an d thos e i n whic h th e res t o f th e sampl e reside . Otherwise , 
like th e nationa l sample , Californi a ga y an d lesbia n self-identifiers , compare d t o 
their nonga y cohorts , wer e substantiall y younger , mor e educated , mor e liberal , 
feminist, pro-choice , an d environmentalist , mor e likel y t o hav e bee n raise d i n 
non-Christian homes , and disproportionatel y male . 

It i s i n votin g behavior , however , tha t th e mos t notabl e divergence s occur . 
There i s a sixteen-point ga p i n Democrati c Part y identification , an d a  seventeen-
point ga p i n liberalism , betwee n th e lesbian/ga y an d nonga y samples . On e ma y 
note a s wel l tha t clos e t o 1 0 percen t o f th e ga y sampl e identif y wit h thir d 
parties. Finally, as stated above , the GOP gubernatoria l candidat e actively sough t 
LGB voters . Give n thes e facts , th e greates t surpris e ma y b e th e soli d suppor t o f 
Dianne Feinstei n b y more tha n three-quarter s o f the gay an d lesbia n contingent ; 
there i s a thirty-point ga p betwee n he r gay an d nonga y support . Notabl e a s well 
is the fact that , unlike in th e nationa l dat a on the U.S. House races , the left-win g 
vote did no t splinte r towar d mino r candidates . Also, despite th e disproportion o f 
males i n th e ga y sample , fou r lesbia n an d ga y mal e voter s i n nin e sai d tha t th e 
sex o f th e candidat e wa s importan t i n makin g thei r votin g decision , an d th e 
huge majorit y o f these voted fo r Feinstein . 

The vot e o n "Bi g Green " b y self-identifie d lesbian s an d ga y me n wa s mor e 
along the lines expected. Although pluralitie s o f both groups name d th e environ -
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ment a s th e mos t importan t issu e i n th e campaig n fo r governor , almos t hal f o f 
the gay/lesbia n self-identifier s di d so , a s agains t tw o i n seve n nonga y respon -
dents—a nineteen-poin t gap . Th e ga p betwee n th e group s o n "Bi g Green " wa s 
twenty-one points. 10 

Massachusetts. Th e first  notabl e differenc e betwee n th e self-identifie d ga y an d 
lesbian voters of Massachusetts (tabl e 4.4) and thos e nationally an d i n mos t othe r 
states i s tha t ther e i s n o gende r ga p i n self-identification ; wome n mak e u p a 
majority o f the smal l numbe r o f self-identifiers (1 8 women o f 33) . The secon d i s 
their partisanship ; despit e th e extremel y hig h shar e o f avowe d liberal s i n th e 
gay/lesbian sample , ther e i s n o differenc e betwee n th e gay/lesbia n an d nonga y 
Bay Staters i n party affiliation . Thi s ma y reflec t a n equal degre e o f voter disaffec -
tion, amon g straigh t an d ga y alike , wit h th e Democrati c administratio n an d 
legislature o n economi c issue s i n a  basically libera l state ; Dukakis' s performanc e 
gets a  favorable ratin g fro m onl y on e in eigh t ga y and lesbia n respondents. 11 

Of paramount interes t ar e the voting behavio r results . Lesbian an d ga y voter s 
would b e expecte d t o spli t thei r vote s i n th e gubernatoria l race , a s di d othe r 
predominately libera l group s (se e discussio n o f tabl e 4. 7 late r i n thi s chapter) , 
given th e fac t tha t nonpartisa n libera l organization s i n Massachusett s (includin g 
LGB politica l clubs ) wer e nearl y unanimou s i n thei r refusa l t o endors e Joh n 
Silber. Overall , 5 8 percent o f nongay liberal s voted fo r Silber—a s di d 4 2 percen t 
of nonga y conservatives . Th e ideologica l confusio n o f thi s contes t i s atteste d t o 
in th e fac t tha t a  consisten t one-thir d o f Democrats , acros s th e ideologica l 
spectrum, defecte d t o Weld , and  one-quarte r o f Republicans , agai n fro m acros s 
the spectrum , defecte d t o Silber . Libera l independent s spli t dow n th e middle , 
giving a  two-point edg e t o Weld . 

Instead o f reflectin g thi s confusion , however , th e lesbia n an d ga y voter s 
rebelled utterl y agains t th e Democrati c nominee , giving mor e tha n three-fourth s 
of thei r vote s t o th e Republica n an d fewe r tha n on e i n si x t o th e Democrat . A t 
the sam e time , thei r disaffectio n wit h th e Dukaki s administratio n an d th e 
Democratic Part y di d no t diminis h thei r suppor t fo r Democrati c Senato r Kerry , 
who took three-quarter s o f gay/lesbian self-identifiers . 

It i s interestin g t o not e th e self-reportin g o f votin g i n th e gubernatoria l 
primaries i n September. 12 First , nearl y al l th e gay/lesbia n respondent s clai m t o 
have voted i n one or the other primary. Second, their choices differed significantl y 
from thos e o f the res t o f the votin g population , wit h Bellott i carryin g b y eleve n 
votes t o thre e i n th e Democrati c rac e an d Wel d b y twelv e vote s t o tw o o n th e 
Republican side . An absolut e majorit y o f gay/lesbian liberal s reporte d votin g fo r 
Bellotti, an d a n absolut e majorit y o f gay/lesbian moderate s sai d the y ha d vote d 
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for Wel d i n th e primary . A  breakdow n o f genera l electio n vot e b y primar y 
support show s tha t al l bu t tw o o f the ga y an d lesbia n Bellott i supporter s i n th e 
sample defected t o Weld . 

The disaste r fo r Silbe r amon g self-identifie d lesbia n an d ga y voter s crosse d 
party lines : onl y thre e o f te n lesbia n an d ga y Democrat s vote d fo r thei r party' s 
nominee, a s di d onl y 1 7 percen t o f gay s an d lesbian s wh o vote d fo r Senato r 
Kerry. Indeed, o f the 2 6 gay and lesbia n respondent s wh o voted i n bot h contests , 
15 (5 8 percent ) vote d fo r bot h Kerr y th e Democra t an d Wel d th e Republican . 
Further, a  breakdown o f the general electio n b y ideology showe d n o effect o f thi s 
variable o n level s of support fo r Weld amon g lesbian s and ga y men , with a t leas t 
three-quarters o f liberals , moderates , an d conservative s alik e supportin g th e 
Republican i n th e general election . 

These differences ma y be laid a t th e fee t o f personal assessment s o f Silber. Th e 
two factors i n voters ' decisions o n whic h significan t difference s betwee n ga y an d 
nongay voter s wer e foun d wer e th e belie f tha t th e opposin g candidat e wa s to o 
extreme an d simpl e dislik e o f the opponent . Nearl y thre e i n te n ga y an d lesbia n 
voters checke d eac h o f thes e boxes . O f thos e wh o di d so , al l wh o sai d th e 
opponent wa s to o extreme , an d al l bu t on e o f thos e wh o sai d the y dislike d th e 
opponent, voted fo r Weld . 

Texas. As see n i n tabl e 4.5 , th e demographi c breakdow n betwee n ga y an d 
lesbian Texa s voter s an d th e res t o f th e Lon e Sta r Stat e electorat e i n mos t case s 
reflects tha t foun d a t the nationa l leve l and i n California. Me n outnumber wome n 
among self-identifier s b y roughl y tw o t o one , an d th e populatio n i s muc h 
younger, les s religious , an d mor e urba n tha n thei r nonga y counterparts ; i n thi s 
last cas e i t i s o f interes t tha t a  larg e disproportio n o f self-identifier s wer e foun d 
not i n th e larges t cities , but i n th e moderatel y larg e cities , and tha t significantl y 
fewer self-identifier s wer e found no t jus t i n the smaller towns , but i n the middle -
sized cities . 

The mos t notabl e divergence s fro m expectation s ar e th e absenc e o f an y 
statistically significan t difference s i n educatio n levels , althoug h somewha t mor e 
gay/lesbian Texan s repor t havin g colleg e education s an d postgraduat e work , an d 
the absence of any notable differences i n party identification , althoug h somewha t 
fewer self-identifier s affiliate d wit h th e Republicans . A  significantl y smalle r 
number o f black s identifie d a s ga y o r lesbia n (tw o black s amon g fifty  self -
identifiers), compare d t o th e othe r racia l categories . I n addition , althoug h th e 
differences i n ideolog y an d feminis m ar e significan t indeed , on e shoul d not e th e 
much large r shar e of self-identified ga y conservative s i n Texas than ha s been see n 
heretofore. On e note s a s wel l Presiden t Bush' s positiv e approva l ratin g amon g 
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Texas gays , an d th e fac t tha t a  pluralit y o f ga y respondent s i n th e president' s 
adopted hom e stat e reporte d votin g fo r hi m ove r Michae l Dukaki s i n 1988 . 
(These fact s wil l b e assessed late r i n th e chapter. ) 

The returns , and th e reason s cited fo r th e voters ' decisions , are intriguing . A s 
in Californi a an d Massachusetts , mor e tha n thre e ou t o f fou r self-identifie d ga y 
and lesbia n voter s cas t ballot s fo r th e gubernatoria l candidat e perceive d a s bein g 
more "progay. " A t th e sam e time , thi s decisio n appeare d no t t o hav e bee n eas y 
for man y ga y an d lesbia n voters . Unlik e i n California , wher e five  ga y voter s i n 
eight ha d mad e u p thei r mind s mor e tha n a  mont h befor e th e election , onl y 
three i n eigh t repor t doin g s o i n Texas , an d full y a  thir d o f gay/lesbia n voter s 
said the y mad e thei r decision s withi n th e wee k befor e th e election—an d th e 
majority o f thes e las t vote d fo r Williams . I t wa s th e earlie r decider s wh o wer e 
overwhelmingly i n Richards' s column . 

It i s notable that , o f the factor s cite d i n makin g thei r decision , a  significantl y 
larger numbe r o f gay an d lesbia n response s cite d "candidate' s persona l past, " a n 
allusion t o Richards' s admitte d recover y fro m alcoholism , an d th e nee d fo r a 
"political outsider" ; bot h o f thes e ar e concern s tha t woul d benefi t Williams . 
These wer e amon g th e factor s cite d b y th e lat e deciders . Anothe r wa s th e 
negativism o f th e campaign ; thos e wh o though t Richard s wa s th e dirtie r cam -
paigner decide d t o go with William s a t th e end. Those who did op t fo r Richard s 
at th e en d di d s o base d o n he r experienc e i n government , th e perceptio n tha t 
Williams's campaig n thre w mor e mud , and , mos t important , th e belie f tha t 
Williams wa s "ou t o f touch. " Mos t interestin g i s th e rol e o f th e se x o f th e 
candidates. A  hug e majorit y o f th e lat e decider s wh o cite d thi s a s a  concer n 
voted fo r Williams , wherea s a  grea t majorit y o n th e earlie r decider s wh o cite d 
this opte d fo r Richards . I t appear s tha t som e smal l bu t statisticall y significan t 
number o f gay me n i n Texa s i n 199 0 i n th e en d coul d no t brin g themselve s t o 
vote fo r a  woman. 13 

In th e othe r contests , Republican s di d bette r amon g lesbia n an d ga y voters . 
Senator Gramm , facin g a  nomina l challeng e fro m Democrati c stat e lawmake r 
Ben Parmer , go t thre e ga y an d lesbia n vote s i n eight ; an d th e vot e fo r th e GO P 
candidates fo r lieutenan t governo r an d attorne y genera l di d no t diffe r signifi -
cantly, an d i n th e forme r cas e did no t diffe r muc h apparently , fro m th e vote cas t 
by the res t o f the electorate . 

To su m up , w e find  i n Californi a th e onl y instanc e o f partisanshi p bein g a 
consistent predicto r o f votin g behavio r i n a  gubernatoria l contest : Democrat s 
and independent s vote d heavil y fo r Diann e Feinstein , wherea s gay/lesbia n 
Republicans vote d jus t a s heavil y fo r Pet e Wilson . Thi s finding  support s 
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Hypothesis 8 , i n tha t substantiv e difference s determine d vot e choic e i n a  high -
salience contes t i n whic h th e stand s o f th e candidate s o n ga y issue s wer e no t 
strongly polarized. Ga y Republicans i n California wer e self-described moderate s 
who strongl y approve d o f Georg e Bush' s performance , wer e mor e optimisti c 
than othe r Californian s abou t th e stat e o f th e economy , wer e significantl y les s 
concerned abou t abortio n right s an d environmenta l issue s than wer e th e others , 
and appeare d t o be more concerned abou t stat e taxes . In addition , the y accepte d 
Wilson's argumen t tha t h e woul d b e a  "stron g leader " compare d t o Feinstein . 
The similarit y o f gay Democrat s an d independent s i n issu e concern s an d issu e 
stands mad e thei r similarl y hig h level s o f support fo r Feinstei n logical . 

In Massachusett s an d Texas , larg e majoritie s o f lesbian s an d ga y men , 
regardless o f part y affiliatio n o r ideologica l o r issu e concerns , vote d fo r th e 
more "progay " candidat e i n gubernatoria l contest s i n whic h th e candidates ' 
stands o n ga y right s matter s wer e wel l know n an d diverge d greatly . Thi s 
especially i s notabl e i n th e cas e o f Texas , i n whic h a n uncommonl y larg e shar e 
of lesbian s an d ga y me n describe d themselve s a s Republicans , conservatives , 
and/or Georg e Bus h supporters , an d therefor e naturall y incline d t o suppor t 
Clayton William s ha d h e no t ru n agains t them . 

In eac h o f th e thre e state s examined , th e share s o f th e vot e give n b y self -
identified ga y an d lesbia n voter s t o th e mor e "progay " gubernatoria l candidate s 
were eeril y clos e t o identical : 77 , 77 , an d 7 8 percent , respectively . Th e mos t 
significant tes t o f cohesion amon g ga y an d lesbia n voter s was  in Massachusetts , 
where th e candidat e endorse d b y th e LG B leadershi p wa s th e Republican . I n 
that instance , the rank-and-fil e voter s spli t thei r ticket s liberally , giving simila r 
shares o f th e vot e t o th e "progay " GO P candidat e fo r governo r an d th e 
"progay" Democrati c incumben t U.S . senator . Thi s appear s t o indicat e tha t 
self-identified lesbia n an d ga y voters , a t leas t i n state s wit h politica l culture s 
encouraging politica l entrepreneurshi p b y organized groups , are not firmly  tie d 
to either part y a t thi s poin t an d ar e "u p fo r grabs. " 

Does thi s mea n ther e i s a  cohesiv e "ga y an d lesbia n vote, " accountin g fo r 
about three-fourth s o f th e self-identifie d lesbian s an d ga y men , tha t ca n b e 
counted o n i n ever y election ? No t necessarily . On e importan t facto r i n th e 
cohesiveness o f thi s vot e appear s t o b e th e salienc e o f th e contest . Texa s i s 
instructive o n thi s point . Th e Richards-William s rac e receive d widesprea d 
national publicity , an d th e offic e o f governor , althoug h i n fac t relativel y weak , 
is perceive d b y voter s a s th e cente r o f powe r i n th e state . Eve n i n th e contes t 
for U.S . senator , a  significan t shar e o f gay an d lesbia n voter s spli t thei r ticket s 
to benefi t th e ver y conservativ e Republica n incumbent . Th e relativel y lo w 
salience o f th e contest s fo r lieutenan t governo r an d attorne y genera l i s show n 
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in th e drop-of f i n th e numbe r o f respondent s wh o repor t votin g i n thes e 
contests. I n th e rac e fo r lieutenan t governor , th e ga p betwee n th e ga y an d 
nongay electorate s was  lowere d fro m twenty-eigh t point s (i n th e governor' s 
race) to ten . 

Notably, hal f o f self-identifie d lesbia n an d ga y Texan s claime d the y vote d 
for Georg e Bus h fo r presiden t i n 1988 . I t i s eas y t o mak e to o muc h o f thi s 
figure, give n tha t thi s was  twenty point s belo w Bush' s reporte d suppor t amon g 
the res t o f th e sample , an d give n tha t Texa s was  th e president' s adopte d hom e 
state. Thi s does , however , provid e circumstantia l evidenc e o f a "cultural " effec t 
of a kind differen t fro m tha t presen t in , say , California . 

Leaving votin g behavio r asid e fo r th e moment , I  woul d lik e t o not e th e 
demographic similaritie s an d difference s amon g th e thre e states . Californi a an d 
Texas reflecte d th e nationa l patter n o f more self-identificatio n b y me n tha n b y 
women. Massachusetts , with it s smal l sample , did no t confir m th e trend . Racia l 
differences i n identificatio n rate s appeare d significan t onl y amon g Africa n 
Americans i n Texas . Ga y voter s (me n especially ) wer e mor e urban , confirmin g 
the nationa l findings,  i n Massachusett s an d Texas , but no t i n California ; an d i n 
Texas, unlik e th e othe r tw o states , ther e wer e no t larg e concentration s o f th e 
sample i n th e ver y larges t cities . Th e ga y sampl e was  significantl y mor e 
educated i n Californi a an d astoundingl y mor e educate d i n Massachusetts , bu t 
in Texa s educatio n level s di d no t diffe r significantl y betwee n th e lesbian/ga y 
and nonga y samples . Onl y i n Texa s di d th e rat e o f religiou s attendanc e diffe r 
significantly; bu t i n al l thre e state s th e patter n o f religiou s upbringin g did , 
with a  disproportion o f respondents havin g bee n raise d i n non-Christia n faiths . 

I wis h t o not e that , i n eac h o f th e states , ther e was  a  disproportionatel y 
small numbe r o f lesbian s an d ga y me n wh o reporte d havin g bee n raise d i n th e 
state's predominant religious tradition.  Th e finding  o n th e nationa l leve l wa s tha t 
being raise d a s a  Protestan t appeare d t o hav e a  suppressiv e effec t o n self -
identification, an d thes e findings  wer e confirme d i n pluralit y Protestan t Cali -
fornia an d majorit y Protestan t Texas . However , i n majorit y Catholi c Massachu -
setts, th e finding was  reversed : i t was  peopl e raise d a s Catholics , no t thos e 
raised a s Protestants , wh o wer e significantl y underrepresente d i n th e ga y an d 
lesbian sample , an d unlik e th e findings  i n th e nationa l poll s o r thos e o f 
California o r Texas , i n Massachusett s ther e i s a  strong , significan t negative 
correlation betwee n a  Catholi c upbringin g an d gay/lesbia n self-identificatio n 
(see table 4.8) . 

The findings  o f th e nationa l surve y wer e confirme d uniforml y wit h respec t 
to thre e variables : age , eac h state' s sampl e bein g uniforml y younge r tha n th e 
nongay identifiers ; ideology , eac h state' s ga y an d lesbia n voter s bein g fa r mor e 
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liberal tha n thei r nonga y cohorts ; an d greatl y augmente d rate s o f stron g 
feminism. I n California , th e on e stat e i n whic h th e questio n was  asked , th e 
environment wa s b y fa r th e priorit y issu e amon g lesbia n an d ga y voter s i n 
1990. 

However, thes e trend s towar d liberalis m an d feminis m wer e reflecte d i n 
significantly highe r identificatio n wit h th e Democratic Part y onl y i n California , 
in which , I  speculate d earlier , th e politica l structur e an d cultur e woul d creat e 
the stronges t tendenc y fo r self-identifier s t o engag e i n coalitio n politics . I n 
both Massachusett s an d Texas , self-identifie d lesbia n an d ga y voter s di d no t 
much diffe r fro m th e res t o f th e voter s i n namin g partisa n affiliations . Thi s 
sheds additiona l ligh t o n th e finding  i n th e nationa l dat a base s tha t identifica -
tion wit h th e Democrati c Party , althoug h significantl y greate r o n th e nationa l 
level, i s no t foun d a t th e level s expecte d give n th e relativ e liberalis m an d 
feminism o f the gay an d lesbia n self-identifiers . 

Divisions within the  Community 

Table 4. 6 show s th e statisticall y significan t an d near-significan t difference s 
among self-identifie d lesbian s an d gay me n i n th e thre e states on issu e attitude s 
and prioritie s an d i n votin g behavio r base d o n th e sex , feminism , an d part y 
affiliation o f th e respondents . Displaye d i n comparativ e fashion , thes e result s 
are mos t notabl e fo r thei r apparen t inconsistency : wha t i s a n importan t differ -
ence in one state i s of no matter a t al l i n another . 

Among th e apparentl y consisten t findings  i s tha t ideolog y correlate d wit h 
party affiliation—althoug h no t i n th e sam e wa y i t di d amon g nonga y identifi -
ers. Democrat s an d independent s wer e ver y simila r i n thei r stron g liberalism , 
while mos t Republican s identifie d themselve s a s moderates rathe r tha n conser -
vatives. Als o relativel y consisten t i s th e finding  tha t lesbian s an d Democrat s 
gave mor e pessimisti c answer s i n appraisin g th e economi c situatio n tha n di d 
gay men, independents , and Republicans . Although no t foun d acros s the board , 
there appeare d t o b e a  tendenc y amon g ga y an d lesbia n Republican s t o plac e 
more emphasi s o n taxe s a s a n issue , wherea s lesbian s appeare d t o b e mor e 
concerned wit h abortio n an d somewha t mor e concerne d wit h crime-relate d 
issues tha n wer e ga y men , an d feminist s ma y hav e bee n somewha t mor e 
concerned wit h th e environmen t tha n wer e nonfeminists . Abortio n attitudes , 
oddly, di d no t appea r t o correlat e wit h feminism , bu t thi s ma y wel l b e a  resul t 
of the smal l sampl e size s with whic h w e must work . 

Interestingly, i n th e tw o state s wher e a  woman face d a  man i n a  gubernato -
rial contest , th e answe r t o th e feminis m identifie r gav e significan t differences , 
but thes e cu t differen t ways . I n California , feminis t lesbian s wer e fa r mor e 
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inclined t o cal l th e candidate' s se x an importan t facto r i n thei r vot e choice , an d 
these backe d Feinstei n unanimously . I n Texas , however, onl y gay me n name d i t 
as th e mos t importan t factor , an d al l vote d fo r th e mal e candidate ; a  majorit y 
of feminis t lesbians , an d abou t a  quarte r o f th e ga y men , bu t none  of th e 
nonfeminist lesbians , said th e candidate' s se x was an importan t factor . 

However, ther e wer e n o significant , o r eve n near-significant , difference s i n 
vote choic e base d o n eithe r se x o r feminis m i n an y o f th e seve n contest s 
examined. Wha t i s especiall y worth y o f not e i s that , i n tw o o f th e thre e 
governor's race s and th e contes t fo r Texas attorney general , even party affiliatio n 
made n o differenc e amon g self-identifie d lesbian s an d ga y men , eithe r statisti -
cally o r apparently. Thi s finding , then , doe s no t appea r t o be attributable t o th e 
small numbe r o f cases. 

The Effects of  Political Culture on Coalition-Building 

One questio n raise d earlie r i n th e chapte r tha t ha s ye t t o b e considere d i s th e 
extent t o whic h th e hypothesize d politica l culture s o f eac h o f th e thre e state s 
would wor k t o cement o r inhibi t electora l coalition s amon g Africa n Americans , 
Latinos, feminists , an d self-identifie d ga y me n an d lesbians . I  speculate d tha t 
in Californi a ga y an d lesbia n votin g woul d closel y reflec t tha t o f feminist s an d 
these minorit y groups , wherea s i n Massachusett s an d Texa s the y migh t likel y 
diverge i n th e votin g booth . I n tabl e 4.7 , I  compar e vot e choic e b y ga y an d 
nongay voter s b y rac e an d b y feminis m t o tes t whethe r thes e speculation s ar e 
borne out . 

In California , th e vot e breakdow n o f the race s by sexua l self-identificatio n i s 
almost identical—excep t amon g whit e gay s and lesbians , who ar e nearl y twic e 
as likel y t o b e Feinstei n voter s a s ar e nonga y European-Americans . Th e sam e 
result hold s tru e whe n feminist s an d nonfeminist s ar e compared : ga y an d 
lesbian feminist s diffe r hardl y a  jo t fro m nonga y feminists , bu t agai n suppor t 
for th e Democra t amon g ga y an d lesbia n nonfeminist s i s almos t twic e tha t 
among thei r nonga y cohorts . Althoug h I  mus t cautio n th e reade r tha t th e 
number o f black , Hispanic , an d Asia n gay/lesbia n self-identifier s i s very small , 
this offers initia l suppor t fo r th e notio n tha t ga y men an d lesbian s i n California , 
at leas t i n thi s high-salienc e contest , hav e successfully coalesce d wit h feminists , 
Latinos, and Africa n Americans . Data on voting i n lower-salience contests , suc h 
as thos e fo r th e state' s lieutenan t governo r an d attorne y genera l (suc h a s w e 
have fo r Texas) , wil l b e neede d i n orde r t o se e ho w wel l th e coalitio n hold s u p 
below th e to p leve l where th e interes t i s highest . 

In Massachusett s ther e i s onl y on e ga y responden t o f color , s o on e ca n 
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fruitfully compar e onl y th e difference s amon g white s an d th e difference s base d 
on feminis t identification . On e als o mus t tak e int o accoun t th e ver y smal l 
number o f total cases . Even so , the result s appea r t o show lesbian s an d gay me n 
going thei r ow n way . Even give n John Silber' s intemperat e remark s directe d a t 
them, a  majorit y o f Africa n American s an d thre e i n seve n nonga y feminist s 
supported th e Democrati c nominee . No t s o the lesbia n an d ga y respondents : b e 
they feminis t o r not , thei r suppor t fo r Silbe r was  i n th e teens . Onl y a  thir d a s 
many whit e lesbian s an d ga y me n vote d fo r Silbe r a s did nonga y whites . 

In th e Kerry-Rappapor t Senat e contest , ther e ar e n o apparen t difference s 
based o n sexua l self-identification . I n eac h case , feminist suppor t fo r Kerr y wa s 
about thirt y point s highe r tha n tha t o f nonfeminists , bu t amon g feminist s an d 
nonfeminists alike , gay/lesbia n self-identificatio n mad e littl e differenc e i n vot e 
choice. 

Again, therefore , m y earlie r speculatio n tha t th e politica l cultur e o f Massa -
chusetts woul d ten d t o wor k agains t stron g electora l coalitions , a t leas t wit h 
strong feminist s (a s we cannot asses s race here) , appears t o b e confirmed . 

In Texas , th e smal l numbe r o f respondent s make s fruitfu l onl y comparison s 
among white s an d (wit h grea t statistica l caution ) Latinos , a s wel l a s amon g 
feminists an d nonfeminists . Withi n th e racia l categorie s on e finds  ver y grea t 
differences amon g white s i n th e high-salienc e U.S . Senat e an d gubernatoria l 
races, bringing thei r percentage s fo r th e Democrat s clos e to thos e foun d amon g 
nongay feminist s an d Africa n American s an d i n exces s o f thos e amon g nonga y 
Latinos. Augmente d suppor t fo r An n Richard s amon g th e gay/lesbia n Latino s 
approaches statistica l significance , bu t i n th e Senat e contes t level s o f suppor t 
are abou t equa l amon g ga y an d nonga y Hispanics . Strongl y distinctiv e votin g 
also i s foun d betwee n ga y an d nonga y nonfeminist s i n thes e contests , wherea s 
among feminist s o f both sexualitie s suppor t fo r th e Democrat s i s similar . 

This doe s no t carr y ove r a s strongly int o th e tw o lower-salienc e contest s fo r 
lieutenant governo r an d attorne y general , i n which suppor t level s amon g whit e 
lesbians an d ga y me n fo r th e Democrat s fal l belo w thos e o f nongay Latino s an d 
feminists. Althoug h whit e an d nonfeminis t ga y peopl e apparentl y remai n 
distinctive fro m nonga y white s an d nonfeminists , th e leve l o f distinctiveness i s 
not a s stron g an d doe s no t reac h statistica l significanc e a t .05 . Ther e i s a 
curious finding  a s wel l tha t notabl y fewe r lesbian/ga y feminist s supporte d Bo b 
Bulloch fo r lieutenan t governo r tha n di d nonga y feminists . 

Be tha t a s i t may , i t appear s tha t i n thi s leas t likel y o f states , gay s an d 
lesbians hav e manage d t o integrat e themselves , a t leas t i n th e votin g booth , 
into th e coalitio n o f feminist s an d member s o f racia l minoritie s tha t pu t An n 
Richards i n th e governor' s offic e an d no w form s th e bas e o f th e progressiv e 
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wing o f th e Texa s Democrati c Party . Th e preternatura l conservatis m o f som e 
lesbians an d ga y me n continue s t o manifes t itsel f i n numerou s contests , bu t i n 
the highest-salienc e contes t i n whic h a  stron g bifurcatio n i n th e candidates ' 
stands o n ga y peopl e an d thei r right s was  evident , Texa s lesbian s an d ga y me n 
stood togethe r wit h othe r group s wit h whic h som e o f them ha d littl e ideologi -
cally i n common . 

The Sexuality Gap  at  the  State Level 

I no w loo k a t th e state-leve l contest s t o determin e whethe r the y confir m th e 
findings o f th e nationa l surve y o n th e effec t o f lesbian/ga y self-identifier s o n 
elections i n th e thre e states . A s i n th e precedin g chapter , I  first  examin e th e 
effects o f th e hypothesize d demographi c correlate s o f sexua l self-identificatio n 
in eac h state , the n tes t th e effec t o f self-identificatio n alon e o n vot e choic e i n 
each of the seve n contest s examine d i n thi s chapter ; once thi s i s established, th e 
demographic correlate s ar e added , the n part y affiliation, 14 an d finally  ideolog y 
and feminism . 

Table 4. 8 report s ho w th e demographi c indicator s use d t o predic t ga y an d 
lesbian self-identificatio n o n th e nationa l leve l worke d i n eac h o f th e thre e 
states. Ther e wa s a  considerabl e divergenc e amon g th e thre e a s t o whic h 
variables wer e significan t predictors , an d n o singl e demographi c indicato r 
reached statistica l significanc e i n al l thre e states . (Ag e ma y hav e don e s o bu t 
for th e ver y smal l sampl e siz e i n Massachusetts , wher e th e significanc e leve l fo r 
this variable was .073. ) Why a n indicato r foun d significan t a t th e nationa l leve l 
should b e highly significan t i n on e state an d impoten t i n anothe r i s uncertain . 

Tables 4.9 , 4.10 , an d 4.11 , for California , Massachusetts , an d Texas , respec -
tively, show th e effec t o f gay/lesbian self-identificatio n o n vote choice i n eac h o f 
the seve n contest s considere d i n thi s chapter . 

Notable a t onc e i n th e dat a fo r Californi a (tabl e 4.9) , i n contras t t o th e 
aggregated nationa l data , i s tha t althoug h th e strengt h o f gay/lesbia n self -
identification decline s i n th e mode l a s the additiona l variable s ar e added, sexua l 
self-identification retain s it s independen t powe r t o explai n vot e choic e i n th e 
California governor' s race . Tha t is , eve n afte r controllin g fo r ideolog y an d 
feminism, eve n afte r controllin g fo r part y affiliation , an d eve n afte r controllin g 
for al l demographi c correlate s o f gay/lesbia n self-identification , w e find  tha t 
being a  self-identifie r mad e a  perso n significantl y mor e likel y t o vot e fo r 
Dianne Feinstein . Thi s serve s t o reinforc e th e earlie r finding  tha t whit e an d 
nonfeminist gay s an d lesbian s i n th e Golde n Stat e wer e twic e a s likel y t o vot e 
for th e Democrati c nomine e a s were thei r nonga y cohorts . 
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As show n i n th e finding s fo r Massachusett s i n tabl e 4.10 , th e result s i n th e 
Senate rac e ar e close r t o thos e expecte d base d o n th e nationa l model ; onc e 
ideology an d feminis m ar e controlle d for , th e independen t effec t o f sexua l 
self-identification i s eliminated . I t i s interestin g t o note , however , tha t th e 
independent effec t retain s it s statistica l significanc e eve n afte r part y affiliatio n 
is adde d t o th e mi x o f variables. 13 N o suc h effect , however , occur s i n th e 
governor's race , i n whic h partisa n loyaltie s wer e strained . Th e independen t 
effect remains , an d th e strengt h o f tha t effect , measure d b y th e Wal d statistic , 
does no t significantl y diminis h eve n wit h th e additio n o f numerou s contro l 
variables, includin g party , ideology , an d feminis m (which , w e hav e seen earlier , 
are o f littl e us e i n callin g thi s race) . Not e a s wel l tha t th e predictiv e powe r o f 
the nationa l mode l i s at it s weakes t i n th e Massachusett s contests . 

Table 4.11 , whic h show s th e dat a fo r Texas , confirm s th e finding  o f th e 
California dat a se t wit h respec t t o th e high-salienc e contest s fo r senato r an d 
governor: eve n afte r controllin g fo r al l othe r variable s i n th e nationa l model , 
including party , ideology , an d feminism , w e find  tha t sexua l self-identificatio n 
has a n independen t effec t i n determinin g vot e choice. 16 (Indeed , curiously , 
controlling fo r demographic s somewha t increase d th e potenc y o f th e effec t o f 
gay/lesbian self-identification! ) I n th e lower-salienc e contests , however , n o suc h 
result holds . Indeed , i n th e lieutenan t governor' s race , self-identification stand -
ing alon e ha s n o significan t effec t o n vot e choice , an d th e effec t i s margina l i n 
the contes t fo r attorne y general . 

The Retrospective  Model 

Table 4.1 2 present s dat a o n th e independen t effec t o f sexua l self-identificatio n 
in classi c retrospectiv e votin g models . A s note d i n th e las t chapter , thes e 
models hav e bee n applie d t o presidentia l contests , an d smal l adaptation s hav e 
been mad e t o fit  th e natur e o f state gubernatoria l races . The thre e presidential -
model predictors—part y affiliation , approva l o f th e president' s performance , 
and perception s o f th e conditio n o f th e nationa l economy—wer e included , 
along wit h a n indicato r o f th e perceive d conditio n o f th e econom y o f th e 
particular state . I n onl y on e of the thre e states , Massachusetts , wa s an indicato r 
of approval o f the incumben t governor' s performance include d i n th e survey . 

The first  ite m o f interes t t o student s o f retrospective votin g wil l b e th e fac t 
that, i n thes e gubernatoria l races , perception s o f th e state' s econom y wer e 
utterly insignifican t a s a predictor o f voting behavio r i n a  gubernatorial race , as 
were perception s o f th e nationa l econom y i n al l state s excep t Texas . However , 
approval o f Georg e Bush' s performanc e a s presiden t ha d a  stron g effec t abov e 
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and beyon d part y identificatio n i n Californi a an d Texas , an d a  les s poten t bu t 
still significan t effec t i n Massachusetts , i n predictin g ho w a  person woul d vot e 
in th e governor' s contest . 

Of direc t interes t t o ou r discussion , i n Californi a an d Massachusett s th e ga y 
and lesbia n self-identifie r variabl e retaine d stron g independen t predictiv e 
power. I n Texa s th e effec t wa s borderline : usin g a  vote fo r An n Richard s a s th e 
dependent variable , gay/lesbian self-identificatio n i s significant a t .05 , whereas, 
using a  vot e fo r Clayto n William s a s th e dependent , sexua l self-identificatio n 
only approache s statistica l significanc e i n th e retrospectiv e mode l (significan t 
at .07) . 

In a n attemp t t o determin e whethe r o r no t thes e result s wer e peculia r onl y 
to gubernatorial contests , I  ran th e sam e test s using th e vote i n th e Senat e race s 
in Massachusett s an d Texa s a s dependen t variables . (I n n o statewid e rac e othe r 
than tha t fo r governo r wer e Californians aske d ho w the y voted. ) The result s ar e 
displayed i n tabl e 4.13 . In neithe r stat e was  th e independen t effec t o f sexualit y 
eliminated employin g a  retrospectiv e model . Pu t differently , ga y an d lesbia n 
self-identifiers ha d a n independen t effec t o n th e Senat e race s usin g thi s model . 
The tw o mos t importan t factor s i n th e Texa s Senat e rac e wer e part y affiliatio n 
and th e Bus h approva l rating . I n th e Massachusett s Senat e race , o n th e othe r 
hand, thes e factor s pale d i n compariso n t o th e strengt h o f the (overwhelmingl y 
negative) assessmen t o f Michae l Dukakis' s performanc e a s governor . A s i n th e 
gubernatorial models , th e perceive d conditio n o f th e nationa l an d stat e econo -
mies were insignifican t i n th e Senat e contests . 

These contro l test s expan d th e possibl e importanc e o f ga y an d lesbia n self -
identification a s a  facto r i n votin g behavio r beyon d tha t see n i n th e nationa l 
data. Her e i s stron g evidenc e that , a t leas t i n high-salienc e contests—includ -
ing al l thre e gubernatoria l race s examine d here—direct , independen t effect s 
on votin g behavio r unaccounte d fo r b y part y affiliation , issu e attitudes , an d 
other demographi c control s can  b e accounte d fo r b y self-identificatio n a s a 
lesbian o r a  gay man . 

There ar e thre e principa l lesson s w e lear n fro m th e test s reporte d i n thi s 
chapter. First , self-identificatio n (o r not ) a s a  ga y ma n o r a  lesbia n i n an d o f 
itself ha s a significant independen t effec t i n explainin g wh y people vot e as the y 
do i n high-salienc e elections ; thi s was  no t clea r fro m th e examinatio n o f th e 
national data , bu t i s now. Second, any political division s withi n th e communit y 
that manifes t themselve s i n les s salien t election s appea r t o dissolv e i n high -
salience contests , an d mak e lesbian s an d ga y me n a s distinctive i n thei r choic e 
of candidate s a s ar e feminists , Latinos , an d Africa n Americans . Third , an d o f 
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greatest importanc e t o th e practica l politician , th e ga y an d lesbia n vot e i s no t 
wedded t o any on e party an d i s up fo r grabs . 

Assessing the  Hypotheses 

These state-leve l dat a confir m th e initia l findings  i n th e nationa l dat a base s 
discussed i n th e preceding chapter , an d serv e largely t o reconfirm th e first  thre e 
hypotheses. Self-identifie d ga y me n an d lesbian s ten d t o b e younger , bette r 
educated, mor e urban , an d mor e libera l tha n nonga y identifiers , an d self -
identified lesbian s ar e fa r mor e incline d t o stron g feminis m tha n ar e othe r 
women. I n mos t o f th e twenty-on e states , an d i n th e poole d dat a fro m thos e 
states, openly gay men als o notably outnumbere d openl y gay women. However , 
as i n th e nationa l data , th e stron g liberalis m o f thi s grou p doe s no t translat e 
automatically int o stron g Democrati c partisanship . 

Another finding  wa s tha t th e indicator s o f likelihoo d t o identif y a s ga y o r 
lesbian a t th e nationa l leve l d o no t wor k uniforml y o n th e stat e level ; i n 
addition, non e o f th e indicator s wer e foun d t o hav e statisticall y significan t 
effects o n gay/lesbian self-identificatio n i n al l o f the thre e states examined . Thi s 
means a s well tha t th e thre e correlat e indicator s o f group consciousnes s w e ca n 
measure with th e data—youth , advance d education , an d stron g partisanship — 
were no t foun d al l togethe r i n an y on e state . 

The difference s fro m stat e t o stat e see m almos t arbitrary . I n Massachusetts , 
advanced educatio n i s th e centra l predicto r o f self-identification , gende r i s 
irrelevant, an d ag e i s no t statisticall y significant . I n Texas , however , ag e an d 
sex ar e amon g th e stronges t predictors , an d educatio n i s no t statisticall y 
significant. Th e singl e stronges t predicto r i n th e nationa l study , livin g i n a 
more urba n area , i s th e singl e stronges t i n Texas , bu t i s o f n o importanc e i n 
California an d Massachusetts . Eve n th e religio n variabl e o f importanc e differ s 
from stat e t o state , wit h Christia n o r non-Christia n upbringin g bein g signifi -
cant i n California , nearl y significan t i n Massachusetts , an d irrelevan t i n Texas , 
but religiou s attendanc e bein g importan t i n th e las t an d impoten t i n th e first 
two. Eve n party affiliation s di d no t diffe r betwee n th e ga y an d nonga y sample s 
in Massachusett s an d Texas . 

There ar e tw o possibl e explanation s fo r thes e variations . On e i s tha t th e 
sample size s wer e simpl y to o smal l t o produc e reliabl e results . Althoug h thi s 
likely i s the reaso n fo r th e failur e o f the ag e and religiou s upbringin g variable s 
to reach statistica l significanc e i n Massachusetts, with it s relatively tin y sample , 
this explanatio n i s les s convincing wit h respec t t o Texa s and no t convincin g a t 
all wit h respec t t o California ; th e las t ha d a  sampl e siz e ( N =  86 ) nearl y a s 
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great a s di d th e VR S o r CB S nationa l dat a set s discusse d i n chapte r 3 . Th e 
other explanatio n i s that , simply , differen t factor s ar e importan t i n gay/lesbia n 
self-identification i n differen t places , and on e mus t kno w th e demographi c an d 
attitudinal characte r o f a state particularly wel l i n orde r t o predict whic h o f th e 
demographic element s wil l pla y a  greate r o r lesse r role . I  note d earlie r that , 
with regar d t o th e influenc e o f religiou s upbringing , th e state-leve l dat a see m 
to tel l u s tha t self-identificatio n i s notabl y suppresse d amon g thos e person s 
raised i n th e predominant religiou s traditio n o f the state . 

The rol e o f sex , feminism , an d votin g bloc s withi n th e community , ad -
dressed i n th e fourt h an d fifth  hypotheses , i s rathe r mor e obscur e i n th e state -
level data . Onl y i n Californi a wa s stron g partisa n votin g evident , an d i n tha t 
state n o contes t belo w th e gubernatoria l leve l was  include d i n th e poll ; i n th e 
other tw o states , a s ha s bee n seen , ticket-splinterin g wa s rife . (I n Texas , onl y 
three o f th e thirtee n gay/lesbia n Republican s vote d a  straigh t ticke t fo r thei r 
party.) Sinc e n o question s o n foreig n polic y issues—th e principa l basi s o f th e 
"gender gap"—wer e include d i n th e surveys , th e on e relativel y consisten t 
difference base d o n eithe r se x or feminism wa s a  stronger emphasi s o n abortio n 
among lesbian s (an d sometime s lesbia n feminists ) tha n was  foun d amon g ga y 
men. 

The Independent  Effect  of Lesbian/Gay Self-Identification 

The test s o f Hypothese s 6  an d 7  le d t o th e mos t interestin g finding:  th e 
unexpected potenc y o f th e gay/lesbia n indicato r i n explainin g votin g behavio r 
in high-salienc e statewid e contests , abov e an d beyon d eithe r retrospectiv e 
predictors o f th e vot e o r th e augmentatio n o f liberalis m an d feminis m foun d 
among self-identifie d ga y an d lesbia n voters . 

One reaso n fo r thi s finding  ma y b e that , i n th e cas e o f th e Hous e race s 
studied usin g th e nationa l data , th e adde d indicato r o f incumbenc y was  avail -
able as something o f an aggregate variabl e b y which voter s i n differen t district s 
might b e compared . Suc h comparison s wer e no t possibl e wit h th e dat a fro m 
the statewid e races . B e tha t a s i t may , i n th e on e stat e wher e a n indicato r o f 
voters' satisfactio n wit h th e incumben t governor' s performanc e wa s include d i n 
the model , self-identificatio n retaine d it s independen t effec t o n th e contes t t o 
elect hi s successor . I n individua l state-leve l contest s fo r governors , an d i n on e 
of the tw o Senate races , there indee d was  a "sexuality gap. " 

This bring s u s t o a  second , mos t importan t point : no t onl y di d self -
identification hav e an independen t effec t o n individua l votin g behavior , bu t th e 
gubernatorial result s lea d on e inevitabl y t o tw o conclusions . On e confirm s 
Hypothesis 8 . Th e gubernatoria l result s i n Massachusett s an d Texa s confir m 
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the first  hal f o f thi s hypothesis , tha t give n a  choic e betwee n clearl y "progay " 
and "antigay " candidates , th e communit y wil l unit e aroun d th e "progay " 
candidate, regardless  of  party: w e sa w rate s o f suppor t o f 7 7 an d 7 8 percent , 
respectively. Th e Wilson-Feinstei n contes t i n Californi a appear s t o confir m th e 
second hal f o f Hypothesi s 8 , tha t absen t suc h a  bifurcation , substantiv e issu e 
differences woul d determin e th e vote . California' s mostl y "moderate " ga y Re -
publicans vote d a s strongl y fo r Wilso n a s it s ga y Democrat s di d fo r Feinstein ; 
the independents , i n turn , wer e a s libera l a s th e Democrat s an d vote d accord -
ingly. 

The secon d conclusio n i s an initia l deductio n wit h respec t t o Hypothesi s 9 : 
either som e organize d effor t b y ga y an d lesbia n politica l activist s o r th e publi c 
statements o n "gay " issue s b y th e candidate s i n hotl y conteste d race s resul t i n 
markedly unifie d votin g behavio r i n th e aggregat e b y self-identifie d lesbian s 
and ga y men . Pu t anothe r way , no t onl y i s there a  quantifiable "sexualit y gap, " 
but ther e als o appear s t o b e a  "ga y an d lesbia n vote, " whic h ca n b e mobilize d 
at th e very leas t i n th e high-profil e contest s fo r stat e chie f executives . As show n 
in th e Californi a contest , thi s doe s no t requir e tha t on e candidat e mak e 
statements o r pu t fort h proposal s tha t attac k o r offen d th e lesbia n an d ga y 
community, a s did Clayto n William s i n Texas and John Silbe r i n Massachusetts . 
It appear s t o requir e onl y tha t on e candidat e enunciat e view s tha t confor m t o 
the substantiv e aspiration s o f most lesbia n an d ga y voters . 

Political Culture 

The speculativ e assumption s I  mad e earl y i n th e chapte r base d o n th e 
normative Elaza r schem e o f politica l culture s appeare d t o b e confirme d wit h 
respect t o Californi a an d Massachusetts , bu t no t wit h respec t t o Texas . I n 
California, th e combinatio n o f a  predominatel y "moralistic " (communitarian ) 
political culture , relativel y eas y acces s t o "direc t democracy " tools , an d grea t 
distance betwee n voter s and representative s lead s t o mas s movement politic s i n 
which a  disinherite d grou p achieve s powe r onl y throug h buildin g coalition s 
with othe r suc h groups . I n Massachusetts , politician s an d powe r center s ar e fa r 
closer t o th e public , an d a n entrepreneurial , "individualistic " politica l cultur e 
reigns, thereb y allowin g gay s an d lesbian s th e opportunit y t o brea k int o powe r 
at numerou s point s an d obviatin g muc h o f th e nee d fo r permanen t coalition s 
in electora l politics . 

In th e Lon e Sta r State , I  expecte d tha t th e impediment s t o maintainin g 
cohesion withi n th e grou p an d t o buildin g coalition s wit h othe r dispossesse d 
groups woul d b e greatest , becaus e o f Texas' s predominatel y "traditionalistic " 
culture an d th e pressur e fro m tha t cultur e o n feminist s an d minoritie s no t t o 



122 A View  from the States 

admit lesbian s an d ga y me n int o thei r coalition . Ye t cohesio n amon g th e self -
identifiers an d distinctiv e votin g a t level s equivalen t t o thos e o f nonga y La -
tinos, blacks , an d feminist s wer e foun d i n th e high-salienc e contests , jus t a s 
they wer e i n California . Th e inclusio n o f self-identifie d lesbian s an d ga y me n 
in a  "progressive" coalition i n Texas therefore appear s t o be more advanced tha n 
would hav e been predicted b y th e Elaza r model . 

A las t questio n w e nee d t o conside r her e i s whether , eve n i f ther e i s a  gay an d 
lesbian vote , fro m whateve r sourc e derived , tha t vot e make s an y difference . I n 
each o f th e contest s unde r study , i t appear s tha t th e result s woul d hav e bee n 
the sam e eve n ha d th e self-identifie d ga y me n an d lesbian s al l staye d home , 
because o f thei r smal l percentag e o f th e votin g population . A t bes t w e ca n sa y 
at thi s poin t tha t a  cohesive , mobilize d ga y an d lesbia n vot e ha s th e potentia l 
to swin g a n evenl y divide d contes t on e way or th e other . 

Now tha t w e have assesse d th e 199 0 genera l electio n exi t polls , one signifi -
cant questio n remain s unanswered : Ca n lesbia n an d ga y activist s mobiliz e th e 
"gay and lesbia n vote, " independently o f other groups an d informatio n sources ? 
The existenc e o f the independen t effec t o n vote choice , especially a s manifeste d 
in th e 199 0 governor's rac e in Massachusetts , suggest s tha t perhap s the y can . I f 
the voter s effectivel y mobiliz e themselve s afte r readin g th e paper , watchin g 
television, an d talkin g wit h thei r friends , w e can expec t t o see more of what w e 
see i n Texas : a  strong penchan t t o vot e i n close , high-visibility contest s fo r th e 
highest offic e i n th e state—and , inferentially , i n the nation—bu t a n increasin g 
lack o f cohesion an d mobilizatio n fro m tha t poin t dow n th e ballot . If , however , 
these voter s ar e mobilize d (a t leas t i n larg e part ) b y th e collectiv e effort s o f 
activists, we may se e a gay and lesbia n vot e capabl e o f delivery t o friends o f th e 
community en  bloc. Thes e issue s will b e examined i n dept h i n th e nex t chapter . 
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T A B L E 4 . 1 . 
Unweighted number and percentage of  self-identified gay and lesbian  voters  in  twenty-one  states, VRS state 

general election exit  polls, November 1990 
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.3 

1.0 
1.8 

1.2 

2.6 
1.8 
1.3 
1.3 

1.9 

1.1 

N 
men 

1028 
1102 

647 
532 
851 
793 
782 

5735 

1515 
820 

1085 
910 
659 
865 

5854 

840 
638 

1029 
1329 

3836 

1530 
769 
902 
481 

3682 

19107 

NGay 
men 

8 
15 

5 
8 

23 
9 

14 

82 

14 
5 
7 

11 
5 
9 

51 

16 
3 

19 
33 

71 

50 
22 
15 

3 

90 

294 

% Al l 
men 

.8 
1.4 

.8 
1.5 
2.7 
1.1 
1.8 

1.4 

.9 

.6 

.6 
1.2 

.8 
1.0 

.9 

1.9 
.5 

1.8 
2.5 

1.9 

3.3 
2.9 
1.7 
.6 

2.4 

1.5 

N 
Women 

1106 
1173 

642 
599 

1022 
940 
792 

6274 

1585 
937 

1143 
911 
665 

1099 

6340 

1014 
681 

1147 
1443 

4285 

1724 
775 
985 
532 

4 0 1 6 

20915 

N 
Lesbians 

7 
18 

9 
1 
4 
2 
7 

48 

9 
6 
2 
8 
3 
0 

28 

8 
1 
3 

17 

29 

33 
6 
9 

10 

58 

163 

% Al l 
Women 

.6 
1.5 
1.4 

.1 

.4 

.2 
.9 

.8 

.6 

.6 

.2 

.9 

.5 
.0 

.4 

.8 

.1 

.3 
1.2 

.7 

1.9 
.8 
.9 

1.9 

1.4 

.8 

N O T E : Raw , unweighte d tota l response s t o "lon g form " VR S stat e questionnaire , distribute d t o voter s leavin g 
randomly selecte d pollin g place s i n twenty-on e state s an d self-administere d b y respondents . Question read : "Ar e 
you any o f the followin g (chec k a s many a s apply)"; the nint h respons e (o f nine) was "ga y o r lesbian. " Tota l N  i s 
slightly greate r tha n th e su m o f N Me n an d N  Wome n becaus e a  smal l numbe r o f respondent s di d no t indicat e 
their se x o n th e questionnaire . VR S administere d a  "shor t form " questionnair e t o voter s i n anothe r twenty-on e 
states tha t di d no t includ e a  question abou t sexua l orientation . 
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T A B L E 4 . 2 . 
Comparison of  pooled data on  self-identified lesbians and gay  men  from twenty-one  state exit polls to findings 

of national exit  polls, November 1990 

Item 

Sex (% Male ) 

Age 
18-29 
30-39 
40-44 
4 5 ^ 9 
50-59 
60 o r olde r 

Race 
White 
Black 
Hispanic/Latino 
Asian 
Other 

Size/type o f localit y 
500,000 o r mor e 
250,000-499,000 
50,000-249,000 
Suburbs 
10,000^9,000 
Rural 

Education 
Not hig h schoo l graduat e 
High schoo l graduat e 
Some colleg e 
College graduat e 
Postgraduate wor k 

Household incom e 
Less than $15,00 0 

National 
(%) 

58.9 

31.3 
28.3 
16.8 
12.1 
4.3 
7.2 

86.8 
5.7 
5.1 

.7 
1.8 

17.8 
13.6 
20.5 
31.7 

2.1 
13.8 

2.3 
8.6 

35.7 
25.1 
32.2 

17.0 

States 
(%) 
64.3 

25.7 
31.8 
16.4 
10.1 

9.2 
6.8 

82.2 
8.4 
8.4 
1.8 
3.3 

46.5 
5.0 
3.5 

29.5 
15.5 

0 

2.9 
11.0 
26.7 
27.2 
28.3 

14.3 

Item 

$15,000-29,999 
$30,000-49,999 
$50,000-99,999 
$100,000 o r mor e 

Married 
Attend religiou s service s 

at leas t onc e a  mont h 

Religion raised  in 
Protestant 
Catholic 
Other Christia n 
Jewish 
Other religio n 
No religio n 

Party affiliatio n 
Democratic 
Republican 
Independent, othe r 

Ideology 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Conservative 

Strong feminis t 

Self-reported 198 8 presidentia l 
Bush (R ) 
Dukakis (D ) 
Other 

National 
(%) 

25.5 
29.0 
25.5 

3.0 

10.4 

24.4 

31.6 
32.1 
16.1 
6.3 
7.4 
6.6 

47.8 
19.0 
33.1 

55.5 
38.7 

9.3 

26.0 

vote 
33.2 
60.1 

6.7 

States 
(%) 

27.1 
31.3 
21.0 

6.2 

8.7 

27.4 

33.3 
35.8 

8.4 
8.2 
5.3 
8.8 

49.0 
14.7 
36.3 

49.9 
35.2 
11.4 

21.1 

34.6 
58.1 

7.2 

SOURCES: Nationa l dat a ar e fro m on e o r bot h 199 0 nationa l genera l electio n exi t poll s discusse d i n chapte r 3 ; 
these dat a ar e weighted . Figure s fo r th e state s ar e derive d b y addin g unweighte d ra w tota l response s o f th e self -
identified ga y me n an d lesbian s i n th e twenty-on e separat e stat e exi t polls , a s i n tabl e 4.1 . 

N O T E : Thi s tabl e i s presente d fo r descriptiv e comparison s only ; i t i s no t possibl e t o tes t fo r significan t 
differences betwee n th e nationa l an d stat e figures  give n here , no r woul d suc h test s b e valid . 
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T A B L E 4 . 3 . 
Self-identified gay and lesbian  voters  compared  with other  voters,  1990 California  general  election 

Item 

Sex (% male) * 

Race 
White 
Black 
Hispanic/Latino 
Asian 
Other 

Locality siz e 
500,000 o r mor e 
Suburbs 
10,000 t o 49,00 0 

Education* 
No colleg e 
Undergraduate 
Postgraduate 

Attend religiou s service s 
at leas t monthl y 

Nongay 
(%) 

49.5 

82.1 
8.2 
4.4 
4.0 
1.3 

23.8 
70.5 

5.7 

19.5 
59.2 
21.2 

30.7 

Gay/ 
lesbian 
(%) 
63.0 

77.9 
10.1 

5.4 
5.3 
1.3 

30.7 
68.5 

.8 

16.2 
48.1 
35.8 

27.3 

Item 
Country's seriousl y 

off trac k 

Strong feminist ' 

Abortion shoul d be * 
Always lega l 
Sometimes lega l 
Never lega l 

Vote fo r governor ' 
Dianne Feinstei n (D ) 
Pete Wilso n (R ) 
Other 

Initiatives ( % "for" ) 
"Big Green " comprehensiv e 

environmental law ' 
12-year servic e fo r 

state legislator s 
6- t o 8-yea r service limi t 

for stat e legislator s 

Nongay 
(%) 

55.2 

9.9 

54.0 
34.1 
11.9 

47.2 
49.1 

3.8 

42.2 

43.9 

55.9 

Gay/ 
lesbian 
(%) 

62.8 

26.8 

68.6 
23.7 

7.6 

77.2 
19.3 

3.5 

62.9 

37.5 

44.3 
Age* 

18-29 
30-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-59 
60 o r olde r 

14.1 
22.3 
12.5 
10.0 
17.0 
24.0 

22.7 
26.8 
14.7 
17.6 
8.9 
9.2 

Bush approva l rating * 57.6 41. 3 

Self-reported 198 8 presidentia l vote ' 
Bush (R ) 57. 9 27. 3 
Dukakis (D ) 36. 0 60. 4 
Other 6. 1 12. 3 

Party' 
Democratic 
Republican 
Independent 
Other partie s 

Ideology' 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Conservative 

When mad e decision i n governor' s rac e 
40.2 55. 9 I n thre e day s before electio n 11. 6 8. 9 
38.9 15. 6 I n wee k befor e electio n 10. 6 13. 5 
17.1 19. 3 I n mont h befor e electio n 25. 5 13. 9 

3.8 9. 3 Befor e the n 52. 3 63. 7 

21.6 
45.8 
32.6 

Compared t o two years ago am ' 
Better of f 33. 8 
About th e sam e 43. 7 
Worse off 22. 6 

One o r tw o mos t importan t candidat e qualitie s 
38.8 Stron g leade r 30. 9 27. 1 
51.4 Bette r manager * 32. 9 21. 2 

9.8 Mor e ethica l 19. 8 26. 3 
Performance i n debate s 2. 1 3. 9 
Will brin g chang e 13. 9 19- 3 

54.8 Se x of candidate* 4. 1 9. 2 
30.5 Candidate' s part y 24. 6 17. 7 
14.7 Opponen t to o negativ e 10. 7 11. 2 
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TABLE 4 .3 . {continued) 
Self-identified gay  and lesbian  voters  compared  with  other  voters,  1990  California  general  election 

Item 
Nongay 

(%) 
Candidate's sex important in 

vote for governor^ 

One or two top issues 
Environment/ 
Crime/drugs* 
Abortion 
Hiring quota s 
Offshore drillin g 

20.8 

Gay/ 
lesbian 
(%) 

44.6 

in gubernatoria l electio n 
29.7 
27.3 
19.6 
6.8 
4.9 

48.5 
15.1 
23.6 

5.4 
4.0 

Item 

Government ethic s 
State taxe s 
Savings and loans 
State econom y 

Religion raise d in * (data not 

Income* (data no t shown) 

Nongay 
(%) 
22.1 
14.2 
2.5 

17.5 

shown) 

Gay/ 
lesbian 
(%) 
30.9 

9.6 
4.5 

13.3 

S O U R C E : VR S state exi t poll . 
N O T E : Dat a are expressed a s percentages of weighted responses . 
a Significanc e leve l =  .05. 

Significance leve l =  .01. 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
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T A B L E 4 . 4 . 
Self-identified gay and lesbian voters compared  with other  voters,  1990 Massachusetts  general  election 

Item 

Sex (% male ) 

Race 
White 
Black 
Hispanic/Latino 
Asian 
Other 

Locality size* 
500,000 o r mor e 
50,000 t o 249,00 0 
Suburbs 
10,000 t o 49,00 0 

Education' 
No colleg e 
Undergraduate 
Postgraduate 

Attend religiou s service s 
at leas t monthl y 

Age* 
18-29 
30-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-59 
60 o r olde r 

Nongay 

(%) 
48.5 

94.6 
2.5 
1.3 
1.0 

.6 

31.7 
33.4 
18.5 
16.5 

28.1 
52.1 
19.8 

33.6 

20.8 
23.6 
12.3 
9.6 

10.9 
22.8 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

<%) 
47.0 

94.7 
5.3 
0 
0 
0 

52.6 
28.6 

0 
18.8 

6.9 
33.9 
59.2 

40.9 

21.8 
43.3 
20.5 

2.9 
7.8 
3.7 

Item 

Worse of f 

Country i s seriously of f trac k 

Abortion shoul d be 
Always lega l 
Sometimes lega l 
Never lega l 

Strong feminist ' 

Vote fo r governor ' 
John Silbe r (D ) 
William Wel d (R ) 
Other 

Vote fo r U.S . Senate 
John Kerr y (D ) 
James Rappapor t (R ) 
Other 

"Yes" vote on stat e ta x 
rollback initiativ e 

Bush approva l rating ^ 

Self-reported 198 8 presidentia l 
Bush (R ) 
Dukakis (D ) 
Other 

Nongay 

(%) 
36.3 

60.7 

46.6 
39.7 
13.6 

11.0 

47.6 
50.0 

2.4 

55.6 
43.8 

.7 

39.7 

64.1 

vote 
57.8 
37.6 
4.6 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

<%) 
42.2 

61.3 

67.8 
28.3 

3.9 

42.8 

15.8 
77.1 

7.2 

73.9 
26.1 

0 

32.9 

40.3 

41.1 
50.7 

8.1 

Party 
Democratic 
Republican 
Independent, othe r 

Ideology' 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Conservative 

32.8 
15.6 
51.6 

24.1 
50.7 
25.2 

31.9 
13.3 
54.8 

61.0 
33.6 

5.4 

Dukakis approva l ratin g 14.9 12.5 

Self-reported 199 0 gubernatoria l primar y vot e 
John Silbe r (D ) 26. 0 10. 7 
Francis Bellott i (D ) 18. 5 34. 2 
William Wel d (R ) 19- 3 36. 3 
Steven Pierc e (R) 9. 6 5. 2 
Other 3. 4 9. 1 
Did no t vot e i n primar y 23. 2 4. 5 

Compared t o two years ago am 
Better of f 18. 4 22. 8 
About th e sam e 45. 3 35. 0 

One o r two mos t importan t candidat e qualitie s 
Experience 9 9 6. 3 
Honesty 27. 6 27. 9 
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TABLE 4.4 . {continued) 
Self-identified gay  and lesbian  voters  compared  with  other  voters,  1990  Massachusetts  general  election 

Item 

Strong leade r 
Better manage r 
Outsider 
Will brin g chang e 
Opponent i s too extreme* 
Opponent wa s too negative 
Do not like opponent * 

Nongay 
(%) 
22.2 
16.3 
4.8 

26.1 
11.4 

5.7 
12.1 

Gay/ 
lesbian 
(%) 
19.2 
21.3 
10.3 
13.2 
29.4 

3.1 
29.1 

One or two top issues in gubernatorial electio n 
Environment 
Education 

8.8 
23.1 

18.0 
15.0 

Item 

Crime/drugs 
State service s 
Abortion* 
State taxe s 
State econom y 

Preferred solutio n t o state 
Raises taxe s 
Cut service s 

Religion raise d in* 

Nongay 
(%) 
10.8 
17.9 
9.3 

25.3 
41.0 

budget crise s 
52.5 
47.5 

(data no t shown) 

Gay/ 
lesbian 
(%) 
0 

29.6 
22.4 
18.1 
47.6 

70.3 
29.7 

S O U R C E : VR S state exi t poll . 
N O T E :  Dat a ar e expressed as percentages of weighted responses . 
* Significance leve l =  .05. 
h Significance leve l =  .01. 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
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TA B L E 4 . 5 . 
Self-identified gay and lesbian  voters compared  with other  voters, 1990 Texas  general election 

Item 

Sex ( % male) " 

Race' 
W h i t e 
Black 
Hispanic/Latino 
Asian 
Other 

Locality size ' 
500,000 o r mor e 
250 ,000 t o 499 ,00 0 
50,000 t o 249 ,00 0 
Suburbs 
10,000 t o 49 ,00 0 

Education 
N o colleg e 
Undergraduate 
Postgraduate 

Attend religiou s service s 
at leas t monthly " 

Age ' 
1 8 - 2 9 
3 0 - 3 9 
4 0 - 4 4 
4 5 - 4 9 
5 0 - 5 9 

Nongay 

(%) 
49.5 

75.8 
11.8 
11.2 

.7 

.6 

9.4 
17.5 
32.1 
21.2 
19.8 

27.8 
55.2 
17.0 

49.2 

17.7 
25.9 
13.0 

9.9 
14.5 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

(%) 
65.5 

76.5 
3.7 

13.1 
1.7 
4.9 

10.6 
43.4 
13.0 
24.9 

8.2 

16.0 
59.7 
24.3 

34.0 

36.3 
39.7 

9.6 
6.3 
5.9 

Item 

Compared t o two years ag o am 
Better of f 
About th e sam e 
Worse of f 

Country i s seriously of f trac k 

Abort ion shoul d be ' 
Always lega l 
Sometimes lega l 
Never lega l 

Strong feminist ' 

Vote fo r governor ' 
Ann Richard s (D) 
Clayton Wil l iam s (R) 
Other 

Vote fo r U.S. Senate ' 
Ben Parme r (D) 
Phil G r a m m (R ) 

Vote fo r l ieutenant governo r 
Bob Bulloc h (D) 
Rob Mosbache r (R) 

Vote fo r attorney genera l 
Dan Morale s (D) 
J . E . "Buster " Brow n (R ) 

Nongay 
(%) 

32.3 
40 .9 
26.7 

54.3 

32.2 
52.4 
15.9 

6.3 

50.0 
46.4 

3.7 

36.4 
62.0 

55.1 
42.2 

55.1 
43.3 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

(%) 

45 .9 
31.3 
22.8 

64.8 

55.8 
26.6 
17.6 

20.9 

78.0 
20.7 

1.3 

61.6 
38.4 

64.9 
35.1 

71.0 
29.0 

Bush approva l ratin g 63.9 55. 8 
Party 

Democratic 
Republican 
Independent , othe r 

Ideology' 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Conservative 

39.1 
34.8 
26.1 

14.5 
43 .6 
42 .0 

40.2 
25.5 
34.3 

37.5 
40.3 
22.2 

Self-reported 198 8 presidentia l vot e 
Bush(R) 63. 5 45. 2 
Dukakis (D ) 32. 7 42. 5 
Other 3. 9 12. 2 

When mad e decisio n i n governor' s rac e 
In thre e day s before electio n 17. 0 18. 3 
In wee k befor e electio n 10. 8 14. 0 
In mont h befor e electio n 17. 6 29 5 
Before the n 54. 6 38. 1 

60 or older 18.9 2.2
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T A B L E 4 . 5 . (continued) 
Self-identified gay and lesbian voters  compared  with other  voters,  1990 Texas general election 

Item 
Nongay 

(%) 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

<%) 
One or two mos t importan t candidat e qualitie s 

Experience^ 
Toughness 
Better manage r 
Opponent ou t of touch'3 

Candidate's past' 7 

Political outsider * 
Sex of candidate 
Opponent i s too extrem e 
Opponent wa s too negativ e 

28.7 
24.7 
29.4 

9.8 
5.3 
4.1 
1.8 
9.5 

14.3 

49.5 
24.2 
24.1 
19.1 
11.4 
11.2 
0 
3.2 

13.3 

Item 

One or two to p issue s 
Education 
Ethics* 
Gun contro l 
Abortion 
Savings and loan s 
Insurance refor m 
Crime/drugs 
State taxe s 
State econom y 

Nongay 

<%) 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

<%) 
in gubernatoria l electio n 

30.4 
22.4 
13.5 
18.6 
4.2 
9.3 

19.1 
11.4 
15.7 

37.4 
36.7 
4.9 

24.5 
2.8 
5.6 

20.9 
14.0 
19.2 

Candidate's se x important in 
vote for governor* 19.1 35. 6 

Religion raise d in; r Texas economy; r Saving s an d 
loans importan t i n vote fo r governor* (dat a not 
shown) 

S O U R C E : VR S state exit poll. 
N O T E : Dat a are expressed as percentages of weighted responses. 
* Significance leve l =  .05 . 
b Significance leve l =  .01 . 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
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T A B L E 4 . 7 . 
Vote choke  comparison  of  gay  and  lesbian  self-identifiers  with  nonidentifiers,  after  race  and  self-identification 

as a  strong  feminist  are  controlled  for,  in  three  states,  November  1990 

California governo r 

Nongay 
(%) 

(voted for Dianne  Feinstein) 
Race 

White' 
Black 
Latino 
Asian 
Other 

Strong feminis t 
No' 
Yes 

42.9 
83.3 
65.0 
42.4 
36.0 

43.7 
77.9 

Massachusetts U.S . senato r 
(voted for John  Kerry) 
Race 

White** 
Black 

Strong feminis t 
No 
Yes 

54.7 
73.1 

52.2 
82.4 

Gay/ 
lesbian 
(%) 

78.4 
80.4 
78.4 
42.7 

100.0 

78.5 
73.9 

72.4 
100.0 

60.4 
91.9 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

N 

61 
8 
4 
4 
1 

57 
21 

27 
1 

16 
12 

Strong feminis t 
No* 
Yes 

Texas governor 
(voted for  Ann  Richards) 
Race 

White' 
Black 
Latino** 
Asian 
Other 

Strong feminis t 
No' 
Yes 

Nongay 
(%) 

34.5 
64.7 

40.2 
89.4 
70.3 
54.4 
73.1 

47.7 
83.8 

Texas lieutenan t governo r 
(voted for  Bob  Bulloch) 
Race (no black gay/les b 

White** 
Latino 

Gay/ 
lesbian 
(%) 

58.1 
73.5 

72.8 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
74.2 

74.9 
89.6 

ian respondents ) 
47.7 
73.0 

63.4 
65.0 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

N 

39 
12 

41 
2 
7 
1 
3 

43 
12 

37 
2 

Massachusetts governo r 
(voted for John  Silber) 
Race 

White* 47. 3 
Black 56. 0 

16.6 
0 

27 
1 

Asian 64. 5 100. 0 1 
Other 71. 0 74. 2 3 

Strong feminist : 
No** 
Yes** 

53.9 
76.2 

68.6 
50.4 

34 
9 

Strong feminis t 
No* 48. 1 
Yes** 43. 5 

Texas U.S . senato r 
(voted for Ben  Parmer) 
Race 

White' 27. 9 
Black" 74. 7 
Latino 52. 0 
Asian 45. 4 
Other 60. 5 

13.6 
18.7 

62.6 
0 

59.2 
100.0 
74.2 

16 
12 

40 
2 
6 
1 
3 

Texas attorney genera l 
(voted for  Dan  Morales) 
Race (no black gay/lesbian respondents ) 

White* 45. 7 67. 7 
Latino 83. 8 100. 0 
Asian 58. 8 100. 0 
Other 49. 5 74. 2 

Strong feminis t 
No** 
Yes 

53.5 
81.7 

70.3 
73.7 

37 
3 
1 
3 

34 
9 

SOURCE: VR S stat e exi t polls . 
a Significanc e leve l =  .05 . 
b Significance leve l =  .01 . 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
d Neare d significanc e (.05 1 t o .099) . 
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F I V E 

Can the  Activists Turn  Out  the Vote? 
The Case  of Deborah Glick 

In th e exi t poll s discusse d i n th e las t tw o chapters , indee d i n mos t 
political surveys , voter s ar e asked  abou t thei r demographi c characteristic s an d 
certain o f thei r politica l attitude s an d affiliations . I t i s a  rar e survey , however , 
that ask s abou t specifi c influence s o n vot e choic e an d vote r mobilizatio n tha t 
derive directl y fro m th e voter' s ow n neighborhood . Suc h influence s includ e 
contacts b y specifi c candidates ' organizations , activit y b y certai n neighborhoo d 
political group s no t affiliate d wit h th e candidate , an d endorsements , especiall y 
those o f genera l circulatio n newspapers . Fo r ou r ends , w e ar e intereste d specifi -
cally i n th e effec t o f endorsement s an d electora l activit y b y politica l activist s 
within th e LGB community—particularly whe n thos e activist s ar e divided . 

It i s our goo d fortun e tha t a  pol l exist s tha t ask s nearl y al l th e question s w e 
seek t o answe r i n a  distric t wit h a  larg e LG B population , an d i n a  contes t tha t 
meets ou r specifications . Thi s survey , a s note d briefl y earlier , i s a n exi t pol l 
conducted i n a  199 0 Democrati c primar y contes t fo r a n ope n sea t i n th e Ne w 
York Stat e Assembly , th e lowe r hous e o f the state' s legislature , fro m a  district i n 
lower Manhattan , i n whic h a n ope n lesbia n an d a n openl y ga y ma n wer e amon g 
the five candidates. 

As discussed within , thi s poll , called her e th e "Glic k poll " after th e winner o f 
the primary contes t i n question, goes beyond th e usual exi t pol l forma t employe d 
at th e nationa l an d stat e level . Amon g othe r innovations , thi s pol l ask s th e 
respondents whic h loca l newspaper , magazine , an d politica l clu b endorsement s 
mattered i n decidin g fo r who m t o vote , whic h candidat e organization s ha d 
reached the m personall y i n th e las t day s befor e th e primary , two  question s 
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indicating sexua l self-identification , an d a  factua l questio n bearin g o n nam e 
recognition abou t th e sexua l orientation o f each o f the candidates . 

The Political Landscape 

New Yor k Cit y ha s effectively bee n dominate d b y th e Democrati c Part y fo r th e 
past century . Despit e th e succes s o f libera l an d moderat e Republican s i n 
occasionally capturin g citywid e offic e (th e mayo r a t thi s writin g i s a  Republi -
can, Rudolp h Giuliani ) an d th e od d sea t i n Congres s o r th e Cit y Council , th e 
city i s unde r single-part y dominatio n excep t fo r th e boroug h o f State n Islan d 
and scattere d neighborhood s i n Queens . 

Most elections—sav e thos e fo r th e mayoralty—hav e bee n largel y noncom -
petitive eve n withi n th e part y (Breche r e t al . 1993) . Thi s i s partl y a  resul t o f 
the strengt h o f th e city' s "regular " part y organizations , whic h sinc e th e rapi d 
decline o f th e influenc e o f th e Societ y o f St . Tamman y i n th e 1960 s hav e 
broken int o separat e boroug h organizations . Th e mos t significan t dissipatio n o f 
the ol d organization' s influenc e ha s bee n i n Manhattan , i n whic h a  numbe r o f 
"reform" Democrati c club s aros e i n th e 1960s . Thes e club s wer e characterize d 
by a  desire t o reorien t th e cit y part y fro m it s traditiona l rol e a s a  dispense r o f 
patronage t o a n instrumen t fo r enactin g libera l publi c polic y (Breche r e t al . 
1993). Th e reformer s eventuall y achieve d contro l o f th e Manhatta n organiza -
tion and , effectively , becam e th e organization . Individua l clubs , however , stil l 
exercise influenc e i n intrapart y affairs , an d i n primary election s fo r ope n seats . 

The fundamenta l politica l divisio n i n th e cit y o f lat e ha d bee n betwee n 
supporters an d opponent s o f th e city' s forme r mayor , Edwar d Koch , wh o i n 
September 198 9 had bee n defeated fo r nominatio n t o a  fourth ter m b y Manhat -
tan Boroug h Presiden t Davi d Dinkins . A  Manhatta n refor m libera l himself , 
Koch ha d bee n criticize d fiercely  b y man y liberals , particularl y i n Manhattan , 
who charge d tha t h e playe d politic s wit h th e city' s racial , ethnic , an d religiou s 
divisions an d catered t o the prejudices o f white ethnics i n the "oute r boroughs, " 
had don e to o littl e abou t th e problem s o f poverty , homelessness , an d AIDS , 
and ha d allowe d corruptio n t o flourish  i n cit y government . 

The Sixty-firs t Stat e Assembl y District , whic h w e shal l examin e here , was a 
slice of lower Manhattan centere d aroun d Greenwic h Village , a longtime colon y 
of artists , musicians , an d "bohemians " tha t toda y i s th e cente r o f perhap s th e 
largest "ga y ghetto " i n th e easter n Unite d States . The Villag e als o was  th e sit e 
of th e Stonewal l riot s o f June 1969 , whic h commonl y ar e cite d a s th e begin -
ning o f the Ga y Liberatio n movement. 1 Surroundin g neighborhoods , includin g 
SoHo, TriBeCa , an d th e Eas t Villag e als o wer e include d i n th e district , whic h 
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had a  total populatio n o f approximately 120,000 . Lik e mos t o f Manhattan, th e 
district wa s overwhelmingl y libera l an d Democrati c i n nationa l an d stat e 
elections, an d victor y i n th e district' s Democrati c primar y was  tantamoun t t o 
election. Th e distric t wa s overwhelmingl y white , a  significan t shar e o f it s 
residents wer e of Jewish ancestry , an d a  phenomenal shar e had ha d som e sor t o f 
postgraduate education . Th e distric t i s hom e t o a  weekl y "neighborhood " 
tabloid newspape r o f international reput e an d circulation , th e Village  Voice. 

Although Mayo r Koc h cam e ou t o f th e Manhatta n refor m Democrats ' 
movement tha t ha d sun k Tamman y Hal l i n th e 1960s , and ha d activel y sough t 
and signe d a  citywide ga y right s la w i n 1986 , th e Sixty-firs t Distric t ha d vote d 
heavily agains t hi m i n 198 9 fo r man y o f the reason s discussed above . 

Several "independent " Democrati c club s vi e fo r influenc e i n primar y elec -
tions i n th e district . Give n Ne w York' s histor y o f stron g privat e organization s 
influencing th e Democrati c Part y (Tamman y Hal l bein g onl y th e mos t notabl e 
and successfu l example) , th e Democrats ' one-part y dominanc e o f mos t o f th e 
city, and th e practical impossibilit y o f using broadcas t advertisin g i n mos t loca l 
contests (i t cost s fa r to o muc h an d cover s to o wid e a n are a t o b e practical) , th e 
Democratic politica l club s an d thei r endorsement s provid e th e humanpowe r 
the candidate s nee d an d th e votin g cue s som e resident s wan t (Breche r e t al . 
1993). 

Greenwich Villag e an d neighborin g Eas t Villag e wer e hom e t o thre e princi -
pal competin g "mainstream " clubs : th e pro-Koc h Villag e Refor m Democrati c 
Club (VRDC) , th e anti-Koc h Villag e Independen t Democrat s (VID ) and , out -
side of the divisions over Koch, the Downtown Independen t Democrat s (DID). 2 

In addition , tw o competing club s focused specificall y o n the sexual-minorit y 
community. Th e olde r an d large r o f the two , th e Ga y an d Lesbia n Independen t 
Democrats (GLID) , wa s founde d i n 197 4 a s a n outgrowt h o f th e campaig n o f 
the first  openl y ga y candidat e fo r offic e i n Ne w York , Jim Owles. 3 B y th e earl y 
1990s th e clu b ha d a  pai d membershi p o f tw o hundre d an d a  mailin g lis t o f 
four hundred , compose d almos t entirel y o f residents o f Manhattan; abou t forty -
five members wer e active . 

The forma l divisio n o f LG B Democrati c Part y activist s int o tw o camp s 
occurred i n 198 6 (th e yea r o f th e passag e o f th e cit y ga y right s law) , ove r th e 
election o f Koc h opponen t Debora h Glic k a s GLID' s presiden t an d th e hars h 
criticism o f pro-Koch member s o f the club for cooperating wit h th e administra -
tion i n order t o keep patronage positions . Many o f the pro-Koch member s spli t 
from GLI D an d forme d th e competing , pro-Koc h Stonewal l Democrati c Club. 3 

Among th e influentia l publication s i n th e district , th e Village  Voice  has 
already bee n mentioned . Th e daily newspape r o f choice was the New York  Times, 
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the city' s onl y broadsheet , i n stron g preferenc e t o Ne w York' s thre e dail y 
tabloids. Two weekly New Yor k publications directe d towar d th e LGB commu -
nity als o wer e circulated , th e tabloi d New  York  Native  an d Outweek  magazine. 
The forme r was  highl y controversia l owin g t o it s editor' s stron g doubts , se t 
forth frequentl y i n th e page s o f th e Native,  tha t a  single viru s alone—withou t 
regard t o "lifestyle " factor s suc h a s dru g us e an d frequen t se x wit h multipl e 
partners—was th e caus e of AIDS. Outweek  was widely criticize d fo r it s practic e 
of "outing" closete d celebrities . 

The 1990  Assembly  Race 

In 1990 , longtim e Stat e Assemblyma n Willia m Passannant e chos e t o retire , 
setting of f a  wide-open contes t t o succeed him . Give n th e absence o f significan t 
statewide o r congressiona l primar y contests, 7 th e onl y seriou s competitor s fo r 
the voters ' attentio n i n th e 1 1 Septembe r Democrati c primar y wer e a  contes t 
for Manhatta n surrogat e judg e an d th e contes t t o replac e Passannant e i n th e 
assembly. Fiv e candidates filed. 

Elizabeth Shollenberger , a  lawyer, was  a  moderate libera l wh o stresse d crim e 
fighting an d was  closes t o f th e candidate s t o th e Koc h faction . Th e principa l 
anti-Koch candidat e wa s Debora h Glick , th e ope n lesbia n whos e electio n t o 
head GLI D ha d resulte d i n th e defectio n o f the pro-Koch LG B Democrat s fro m 
the club . Th e othe r thre e contender s wer e Kathry n Freed , a n attorne y an d 
former legislativ e aide ; Tony Hoffmann , a  schoolteache r wit h tie s t o th e VID ; 
and Rober t Rygor , a n openl y ga y forme r stat e ta x official . Shollenberger , 
Hoffmann, an d Free d al l were , a t th e tim e o f the primary , electe d part y leader s 
in portions o f the Sixty-firs t District. 8 

All five  candidates wer e t o on e o r another exten t liberal s an d reformers , an d 
issue difference s wer e no t stresse d i n th e campaign ; Shollenberge r particularl y 
emphasized combatin g crime , an d Free d th e nee d fo r affordabl e housing , bu t 
beyond thi s issue s playe d a  secondar y role. 9 Th e campaig n rathe r wa s notable , 
as state d obliquel y i n th e Times  editorial below , fo r th e persona l attack s o f th e 
two leadin g candidate s agains t eac h other . Shollenberge r charge d tha t Glic k 
was a  "one-issu e candidate " an d "to o radical " t o b e effectiv e i n Albany . Glick , 
in turn , attacke d Shollenberge r fo r bein g to o negativ e an d fo r makin g veile d 
appeals t o homophobia. 10 Considerabl e attentio n was  focuse d o n th e rac e b y 
the nationa l LG B community becaus e i t was  the first  i n Ne w Yor k i n whic h a n 
open LG B candidat e ha d a  serious chance o f winning a  state legislativ e seat. 11 

Glick wo n th e endorsemen t o f Outweek  a s wel l a s th e expecte d endorsemen t 
from GLID . Beyond th e LGB community , sh e was endorsed b y the Village  Voice. 
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However, th e strai n betwee n th e pro-Koc h an d anti-Koc h Democrati c activist s 
in th e LG B communit y was  eviden t whe n th e Stonewal l clu b endorse d th e 
heterosexual Shollenberge r ove r th e openl y lesbia n candidate . Shollenberge r 
picked u p additiona l endorsement s fro m th e pro-Koc h VRD C an d th e New 
York Post. Freed was  given th e blessin g o f New York  Newsday and th e DID , an d 
Hoffmann wo n tha t o f the VID. 12 

A crucia l endorsemen t was  lef t outstandin g on e wee k befor e th e election : 
that o f th e New  York  Times. After editor s interviewe d eac h o f th e five  contend -
ers, th e newspape r disclose d it s decisio n five  day s befor e th e vote . It s choic e 
was no t mad e with enthusiasm : 

Each of the five candidates has serious drawbacks. 
[Rygor] .  . . demonstrates littl e substance. [Hoffmann an d Freed} . .. ar e caring and 

hard-working, bu t d o no t com e acros s as strong leaders . [Shollenberger ] .  . . has done 
the mos t fo r he r communit y an d offer s sensibl e moderation . Bu t he r negativ e cam -
paigning and past use of harsh political tactic s are distressing. 

Deborah Glick, a political activist who hopes to be the first openly homosexual state 
legislator, is short on professional an d community credential s but ha s impressive politi-
cal skill s tha t migh t mak e he r a n effectiv e lawmaker . I n a  close call , w e endorse Ms. 
Glick, hopin g sh e know s tha t t o b e a  one-issu e legislato r invite s bein g a  one-ter m 
legislator.13 

Although th e Times  had endorse d a n openl y ga y candidat e fo r Cit y Counci l th e 
year before, 14 it s endorsemen t o f Glick was  considere d somethin g o f a coup b y 
LGB activists , man y o f whom ha d attacke d th e Times  during th e 1980 s fo r it s 
allegedly poo r coverag e o f LGB issue s an d AIDS , and fo r th e paper' s insistenc e 
on exclusivel y usin g th e wor d "homosexual " instea d o f "gay " o r "lesbian " unti l 
1986. 

On 1 1 September , Debora h Glic k wo n th e primar y wit h 4 3 percen t o f th e 
vote.15 Shollenberge r place d second . Anecdotally , Glick' s victory was  attribute d 
to two factors : he r LGB base , and th e New York  Times endorsement. 

The Glick Poll 

Because a  victor y b y Glic k woul d b e a  mileston e i n th e developmen t o f th e 
LGB movemen t i n Ne w York , an d becaus e th e "ga y vote " was  widel y cite d a s 
being Glick' s essentia l bas e o f support , politica l scientist s Rober t W . Baile y o f 
Columbia Universit y an d Kennet h S . Sherril l o f Hunte r College , an d pollste r 
Murray S . Edelma n o f VRS , togethe r wit h a  rotatin g circl e o f individual s 
including John Leitne r an d Edwar d Baca , devised a n exi t pol l o n th e Sixty-firs t 
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District primary , wit h th e specifi c aim s o f determinin g ho w larg e th e self -
identified ga y an d lesbia n communit y was  i n th e district , th e exten t t o whic h 
it supporte d Glick , an d th e exten t t o whic h othe r demographi c factors , issu e 
stands, and intervenin g variable s (suc h a s endorsements an d campaig n activity ) 
may hav e affected th e outcome . 

The sam e pollin g methodolog y use d b y VR S i n it s nationa l an d stat e exi t 
polls wa s employed . Eleve n precinct s (calle d "electio n districts " i n Ne w York ) 
in th e distric t wer e selecte d a t random . Ever y Nt h vote r leavin g th e pollin g 
place was  hande d a  surve y form , a  singl e shee t o f paper printe d o n bot h sides , 
labeled a  "secre t ballot. " Answer s wer e indicate d b y checkin g boxes ; n o open -
ended response s wer e permitted . Th e responden t complete d th e form , the n 
folded i t and placed i t i n a  box. No question s wer e asked directl y b y the worke r 
handing ou t th e forms , an d respondent s wer e instructe d no t t o writ e thei r 
names o n th e forms . A  tota l o f 51 6 respondent s complete d th e survey . Case s 
were weighted afte r th e electio n t o reflec t th e officia l returns . 

Demographic question s include d sex , race , educatio n level , income , age , 
"religious background, " frequenc y o f religiou s attendance , an d a  "gra b bag " 
similar t o tha t o n th e VR S surveys . In th e "gra b bag " wer e boxe s i n whic h th e 
respondent coul d indicat e tha t h e o r sh e was  married , a  member o f an unmar -
ried couple , retired , unemployed , a  unio n member , a  teacher , a  student , a n 
Italian, a  residen t o f a  rent-controlle d apartment , o r (th e fourt h ite m o f te n i n 
the "gra b bag" ) ga y o r lesbian . A  secon d indicato r o f sexua l self-identificatio n 
was include d a s th e las t questio n o n th e survey , readin g "Whic h o f thes e bes t 
describes you r sexua l orientation? " an d offerin g five  responses , fro m "exclu -
sively heterosexual " t o "exclusivel y homosexual, " condense d fro m th e seve n 
points o n th e Kinse y scale . 

Respondents wer e aske d t o choose , fro m a  lis t o f twelve , on e o r tw o issue s 
that wer e mos t importan t i n castin g thei r Stat e Assembl y votes . Amon g th e 
issues liste d wer e gay/lesbia n rights , AIDS , abortion , an d crim e an d violence . 
Additional factor s i n th e vot e wer e spli t int o tw o categorie s o f nin e question s 
apiece, askin g i n on e se t whic h qualitie s wer e importan t t o th e vote r i n th e 
candidate sh e o r h e supported , an d i n th e othe r askin g whethe r th e vote r di d 
not support a  candidate fo r a  particular reason . I n eac h o f these tw o categories , 
possible response s include d th e gende r an d th e sexua l orientatio n o f th e candi -
dates. Question s als o wer e aske d abou t whethe r th e responden t woul d b e 
willing t o pa y highe r taxe s fo r mor e polic e patrols , an d whethe r sh e o r h e 
thought "activis t group s suc h a s ACT-UP" ha d hur t o r helpe d th e caus e o f gay 
rights. 

The onl y primar y contes t othe r tha n th e assembl y rac e aske d abou t o n th e 
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survey wa s th e contes t fo r surrogat e judge , whic h w e shal l leav e aside . Two 
indicators o f past voting behavio r wer e included: ho w the responden t ha d vote d 
(if a t all ) i n th e 198 9 Democrati c primar y fo r mayo r betwee n Koc h an d 
Dinkins, and th e 198 9 general electio n fo r mayo r betwee n Dinkin s an d Repub -
lican nomine e Rudolp h Giuliani . Respondent s als o wer e aske d whic h contes t 
was the mos t importan t i n bringin g the m ou t t o vote : tha t fo r surrogat e judge , 
that fo r stat e assembly , o r tha t fo r stat e comptroller . 

At thi s poin t w e ca n se e tha t th e Glic k pol l aske d severa l question s i n th e 
common categorie s tha t rarel y i f ever were aske d o n a  previous politica l survey : 
two separat e sexua l self-identificatio n questions , a n indicato r tha t on e belong s 
to an unmarrie d couple , and question s specificall y relatin g t o attitudes o n LG B 
issues and LG B activist s an d politicians . 

Three additiona l question s furthe r se t th e surve y apar t fro m thos e precedin g 
it. Th e mos t importan t fo r ou r purpose s liste d thirtee n actua l o r purporte d 
endorsing organization s o r publication s an d aske d th e responden t i f an y o f 
these wer e importan t i n convincin g he r o r hi m t o vot e fo r he r o r hi s candidat e 
in th e assembl y race . Respondent s wer e limite d t o a  maximum o f two choices . 
Each o f th e fou r dail y newspapers , th e thre e weeklies , an d th e five  Democrati c 
clubs discusse d previousl y wer e include d o n th e list , a s was  candidat e Rober t 
Rygor's "Ne w Frontie r Democrats. " Anothe r questio n aske d th e responden t t o 
check th e name s o f al l candidate s whos e campaign s ha d contacte d he r o r hi m 
by phone o r i n person "i n th e las t fe w days. " A third—th e on e question o n th e 
survey wit h objectivel y "correct " answers—aske d th e responden t t o chec k th e 
names o f all candidate s wh o were gay o r lesbian . 

Analysis 

Those respondent s wh o di d no t indicat e a  preference i n th e assembl y rac e wer e 
excluded fro m th e analysis , leavin g 33 9 weighte d cases . Th e for m o f analysi s 
was much th e sam e as with th e VR S nationa l an d stat e exi t polls . 

First, a  comparativ e breakdow n was  produce d betwee n th e self-identifie d 
lesbians an d ga y me n an d th e res t o f th e sample . Thi s differe d fro m th e 
preceding analyse s i n on e notabl e respect : a n initia l compariso n was  mad e 
between thos e wh o checke d th e "gay/lesbian " self-identifie r ite m i n th e "gra b 
bag" sectio n an d th e separat e self-reportin g o f "sexua l orientation " o n th e five-
point scal e t o determin e whethe r an y discrepancie s existed . Th e comparativ e 
breakdown involve d simpl e crosstabulation s o f th e weighte d data . Demo -
graphic variable s wer e examined , the n attitudina l ones , the n votin g behavio r 
and factor s though t t o contribut e t o vot e choice . A  simila r comparativ e break -
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down the n was  don e t o determin e differences , i f any , betwee n self-identifie d 
gay me n an d lesbians . (Regrettably , n o indicato r o f feminis m appeare d i n th e 
survey.) 

I the n proceede d t o severa l logisti c regressio n analyses . Th e first  sough t t o 
test th e effec t o f th e demographi c factor s identifie d i n precedin g chapter s o n 
gay/lesbian self-identification . Th e factor s o f siz e o f localit y an d region , obvi -
ously, wer e no t included , a s the y wer e identica l fo r al l respondents , bu t th e 
other demographi c correlate s o f self-identificatio n (se e tabl e 3. 7 i n chapte r 3 ) 
were available t o b e tested . 

Testing fo r th e factor s tha t migh t influenc e primar y votin g lead s u s awa y 
from th e model s use d previousl y t o tes t th e effec t o f gay/lesbian self-identifica -
tion o n voting behavio r i n general elections . Al l respondent s an d candidate s ar e 
Democrats, an d primar y election s d o no t respon d t o th e sam e force s tha t driv e 
general elections ; the y ar e mor e easil y compare d t o nonpartisa n elections , fo r 
which n o reliabl e model s o f voting behavio r hav e bee n developed . Further , w e 
have n o indicator s o f ideology o r feminism i n th e poll . 

Therefore, I  tak e th e anecdota l explanatio n fo r Glick' s victory a s the startin g 
point, an d hypothesiz e tha t stron g suppor t fro m th e lesbia n an d ga y commu -
nity an d suppor t fro m nongay s influence d b y th e endorsemen t o f Glic k i n th e 
New York  Times were th e essentia l block s upo n whic h he r victory wa s built . Th e 
strong lesbia n an d ga y suppor t woul d b e manifested i n severa l ways . The issu e 
concerns o f the gay/lesbian sampl e a s a whole would cente r strongl y aroun d ga y 
and lesbia n rights , an d possibl y aroun d crim e an d violence ; AID S als o woul d 
be a  primar y concer n amon g ga y men , wherea s lega l abortio n woul d registe r 
high a s a  concer n amon g lesbians . Becaus e o f th e publicit y i n th e LG B 
community surroundin g th e contest , an d becaus e o f Glick' s pas t hig h positio n 
in GLID , th e gay/lesbia n sampl e shoul d kno w almos t withou t exceptio n tha t 
Glick i s a  lesbia n an d ma y b e mor e likel y t o hav e bee n contacte d b y Glic k 
campaign worker s i n th e day s leadin g u p t o th e primary . Th e gay/lesbia n 
sample shoul d cit e th e endorsement s o f LGB-oriente d politica l club s an d 
publications a s importan t i n thei r vot e choice . Finally , becaus e o f the pro - an d 
anti-Koch conflict , w e ma y expec t tha t lesbian s an d ga y me n wh o supporte d 
Koch i n 198 9 woul d b e fa r les s likel y t o vot e fo r Glic k tha n woul d Dinkin s 
supporters, an d tha t th e pro-Koc h ga y an d lesbia n voter s mos t likel y woul d 
split t o Liz Shollenberger , endorse e o f the pro-Koch Stonewal l club . 

An initia l se t o f crosstabulations wil l tes t thi s theory . Then , shoul d ther e b e 
other variable s o n whic h th e ga y an d nonga y sample s diffe r significantl y i n th e 
crosstabular analysis , an d whic h hav e a  soun d theoretica l basi s fo r inclusion , 
these wil l b e include d i n a n initia l logisti c regressio n model . Fro m this , a 
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refined logi t mode l wil l remov e thos e variable s fro m th e initia l on e tha t giv e 
no additive explanator y power . 

Comparative Analysts 

Demographics 

Table 5. 1 display s th e demographi c breakdow n o f the assembl y voters ' sample , 
giving th e simpl e frequenc y distribution , the n th e compariso n betwee n th e ga y 
and nonga y samples . 

The Democrati c primar y voter s o f th e Sixty-firs t Distric t i n 199 0 wer e 
highly atypica l o f th e country , o r eve n o f th e res t o f New Yor k City , i n severa l 
important respects . An absolut e majorit y o f the primary voter s ha d attende d a t 
least som e graduat e o r professiona l school , an d seve n ou t o f eigh t hel d a t leas t 
a bachelor' s degree . One-thir d o f th e respondent s reporte d makin g a t leas t 
$75,000 a  year . A  relativel y smal l percentag e wer e legall y married , fewe r tha n 
a third (an d fewe r tha n two-fifth s o f the nonga y respondents) , whil e a  consider -
able shar e wer e livin g togethe r a s couple s outsid e o f marriage . A  rathe r smal l 
share were unde r th e ag e o f thirty a s well , which ma y b e a  factor o f the cos t o f 
living (thre e i n seve n respondent s liv e i n rent-controlle d o r rent-stabilize d 
apartments), o r simpl y o f th e tendenc y o f younge r peopl e t o tur n ou t t o vote , 
especially i n primar y an d nonpartisa n elections , a t a  muc h lowe r rat e (Wol -
finger an d Rosenston e 1980) . Forty-fiv e percen t o f th e respondent s wer e o f 
Jewish background , outnumberin g self-describe d Protestant s an d Catholic s 
combined. Whateve r th e religiou s background , however , religio n playe d a 
minimal rol e i n th e live s o f the respondents : onl y on e i n si x attende d religiou s 
services even once a  month, an d fou r i n nin e sai d the y neve r darkene d th e doo r 
of a synagogue o r church . 

The distric t als o wa s distinguishe d b y it s ver y hig h percentag e o f self -
identified lesbian s an d ga y men , wh o accounte d fo r 2 2 percen t o f thos e wh o 
voted i n th e assembl y primary . Th e separat e questio n askin g th e respondent s 
their sexua l orientatio n o n a  five-point  scal e yielded minimall y highe r percent -
ages: 2 4 percen t wer e exclusivel y o r predominatel y homosexual , an d anothe r 
6 percen t calle d themselve s eithe r bisexua l o r "mostly " heterosexual . Whe n 
crosstabulated wit h th e self-identifie r questio n i n th e "gra b bag, " i t was  foun d 
that al l bu t fou r o f th e seventy-fou r gay/lesbia n self-identifier s sai d the y wer e 
exclusively o r predominately homosexual , whereas thre e o f the remainde r calle d 
themselves bisexual . (On e respondent , ou t o f confusio n o r whimsy , claime d t o 
be both "exclusivel y heterosexual " an d "gay/lesbian." ) 
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Students o f bisexua l votin g behavio r shoul d b e awar e that , o f fourtee n self -
described bisexual s o n th e five-point  scale , eleven di d not  check th e gay/lesbia n 
self-identifier item . Neither , fo r reason s uncertain , di d thre e o f th e thirty-tw o 
"mostly homosexual " respondents , no r di d five  o f th e fifty-seven  "exclusivel y 
homosexual" respondents . Amon g thes e las t tw o categorie s ther e wer e n o 
discernible difference s betwee n th e gay/lesbia n identifier s an d nonidentifiers , 
and i t i s possible tha t th e respondent s simpl y neglecte d t o answe r th e questio n 
in th e "gra b bag " section . However , t o retai n consistenc y i n definition , I  shal l 
use th e "gra b bag " question a s the indicato r o f "sexua l orientation, " rathe r tha n 
the five-point  scale . 

The mos t glarin g differenc e betwee n th e self-identifier s an d th e res t o f th e 
respondents wa s th e divisio n b y sex . A four-to-three majorit y o f nongay identi -
fiers were women; bu t three-quarter s o f the gay/lesbia n sampl e wer e men . Thi s 
conforms t o ou r earlie r findings  tha t a  disproportion o f gay me n ten d t o liv e i n 
large centra l cities , wherea s th e larges t shar e o f lesbian s resid e i n th e suburbs . 
Race, i t shoul d b e noted , playe d n o significan t rol e i n self-identificatio n i n thi s 
district i n which ninetee n o f twenty respondent s wer e white . 

Although th e ag e difference s wer e no t a s glaring a s som e foun d previously , 
the gay/lesbia n sampl e was  relativel y younge r tha n th e res t o f the respondents , 
with a  minima l shar e o f lesbia n an d ga y respondent s wh o wer e sixt y o r olde r 
and nearl y hal f being betwee n th e ages of eighteen an d thirty-nine . I n addition , 
10 percen t o f gay/lesbian self-identifier s wer e students , a s agains t 3  percen t o f 
the nonga y identifiers . Th e tw o group s differe d hardl y a t al l i n level s o f 
education o r income , o r i n th e fe w occupationa l indicators , sav e tha t a  muc h 
smaller shar e (borderin g o n statistica l significance ) wer e retirees , agai n re -
flecting ag e differences . 

A ver y interestin g sociologica l finding  i s tha t a  larg e proportio n o f th e ga y 
folk i n th e sampl e ar e coupled . Althoug h non e o f thos e i n th e ga y sampl e ar e 
legally marrie d ( a finding  unlik e tha t i n th e state-leve l an d nationa l dat a see n 
previously), an d althoug h big-cit y ga y me n especiall y hav e bee n accuse d a s a 
class o f promiscuity , 4 2 percen t o f th e gay/lesbia n self-identifier s repor t the y 
belong t o cohabitan t couples , a s agains t 5 1 percen t o f th e nonga y identifier s 
(39 percent i n marrie d couples , 1 2 percent i n unmarrie d couples) . 

The previou s findings  a s t o th e suppressio n o f religiosit y i n mos t place s 
among lesbian s an d ga y me n ar e confirme d here , wit h significantl y smalle r 
shares o f gay peopl e attendin g religiou s service s tha n thei r heterosexua l coun -
terparts, an d attendin g les s frequently , eve n whe n on e control s fo r th e wide -
spread secularis m o f the nonga y respondents . 
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Attitudes 

The Glic k pol l containe d a  relativel y smal l batter y o f issue-relate d ques -
tions. Th e principa l cluste r aske d respondent s t o choos e n o mor e tha n tw o 
issues, from a  list o f twelve, tha t the y considere d th e most importan t i n castin g 
their vote in the assembly race . It i s in the results reporte d i n table 5. 2 tha t th e 
great divergenc e i n priorities hypothesize d earlie r can be seen. 

Among th e nongay identifiers , crim e and violence was named b y an absolute 
majority, an d n o othe r issu e cam e clos e t o thi s on e i n th e rankin g o f impor -
tance. Following i n a virtual three-wa y ti e for the second tie r o f priorities wer e 
homelessness, tenants ' rights , an d abortion . I n a  thir d tier , name d b y aroun d 
20 percen t o f nongay respondents , wer e AIDS , schools , and riverfron t develop -
ment. Fiv e othe r issue s traile d i n importance—amon g thes e ga y an d lesbia n 
rights, which was  ranked a t the bottom o f the list . 

There coul d b e no greater differenc e o n thi s las t issue . Gay and lesbian self -
identifiers ranke d ga y an d lesbia n right s a t th e to p o f thei r list : 7 0 percen t 
named i t on e of their to p two issues o f importance. Nex t wa s AIDS, with hal f 
the sampl e indicatin g it . Followin g i n third , a t 4 3 percent , was  crim e an d 
violence. N o othe r issu e wa s remotel y close : homelessnes s followe d i n fourt h 
place, name d b y a  quarter o f respondents , an d abortio n traile d i n fifth , chose n 
by on e i n fiv e respondents . Al l othe r issue s traile d i n th e teen s o r th e singl e 
digits. 

The district , i n brief , agree d o n th e importanc e o f crim e an d violence , 
homelessness, an d abortion . Fro m ther e th e prioritie s o f th e ga y an d nonga y 
respondents wen t thei r separate ways. In a very rea l sense, a candidate appealin g 
to th e "ga y an d lesbia n vote " i n th e distric t ha d t o addres s a  discret e an d 
insular constituency. 1 

Voting Behavior and Decision Making 

Table 5. 3 displays in its first  resul t a  forty-three-point sexualit y gap between 
gay an d nonga y suppor t fo r Debora h Glick . Th e winning candidate' s strengt h 
is evidence d i n th e fac t that , eve n ha d al l th e lesbia n an d ga y voter s staye d 
home, sh e woul d hav e wo n th e five-way  primar y wit h abou t one-thir d o f the 
vote. Glick' s larg e margi n o f victory , however , woul d no t hav e bee n achieve d 
absent th e tremendou s suppor t sh e rallie d amon g he r bas e constituency . I t i s 
interesting tha t i n th e onl y othe r seriousl y conteste d rac e o n primary day , the 
contest fo r Manhatta n surrogat e judge , i n whic h ther e was  littl e organize d 
activity b y th e lesbia n an d ga y community , ther e was  n o significan t ga p 
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between th e gay/lesbia n self-identifier s an d th e res t o f th e respondent s (dat a 
not shown) . 

Nearly al l respondent s sai d the y ha d vote d bot h i n th e 198 9 Democrati c 
mayoral primar y an d i n th e genera l electio n tha t followed . Again , 7 7 percen t 
of th e ga y an d lesbia n self-identifier s vote d fo r th e preferre d candidate , Davi d 
Dinkins,17 a s did a  majority o f nearly tw o t o on e amon g th e nonga y identifier s 
voting i n the 199 0 primary. I n th e general electio n th e distric t wen t t o Dinkin s 
by a  ver y larg e margin ; bu t th e numbe r o f disgruntle d Koc h supporter s wh o 
voted fo r Rudolp h Giulian i i s notable , as is the minuscul e increas e i n Dinkins' s 
margin amon g thes e registere d ga y and lesbia n Democrat s betwee n th e primar y 
and th e genera l election . 

One possibl e reaso n fo r Glick' s larg e margi n i s evidence d i n th e factor s 
listed a s importan t i n a  candidat e i n tabl e 5.3 . Aske d wha t attribute s the y 
sought i n thei r stat e assembl y membe r an d give n a  lis t o f nine , fro m whic h 
they coul d choos e u p t o two , absolut e majoritie s o f th e nonga y respondent s 
named knowin g th e distric t an d workin g har d a s their to p tw o factors . Amon g 
the gay an d lesbia n respondents , who unti l thi s tim e ha d ha d n o elected publi c 
representatives a t an y leve l i n Ne w Yor k City , a n absolut e majorit y sai d th e 
most importan t attribut e was  tha t th e membe r b e ga y o r lesbian , compare d t o 
3 percen t o f nonga y identifier s wh o s o responded. 18 Knowin g th e distric t 
ranked fourt h i n priorit y amon g th e gay/lesbia n respondents . Interestingly , 
given th e predominanc e o f men i n th e ga y sample , a  disproportion o f gay fol k 
said tha t havin g a  female assembl y membe r was  very important . 

Conversely, ver y fe w respondent s o f any sexualit y sai d the y ha d decline d t o 
vote fo r a  particula r candidat e fo r an y o f nin e reason s state d i n th e nex t 
question. Mor e tha n two-third s di d no t nam e any . Th e onl y tw o tha t mattere d 
even t o double-digi t percentage s (i n th e midteens ) wer e "runnin g a  dirt y 
campaign," th e principa l ra p agains t Shollenberger , an d "runnin g a  one-issu e 
campaign," th e principa l ra p agains t Glick . I n neithe r cas e was  ther e a  signifi -
cant differenc e betwee n th e sexualities . Th e onl y suc h differenc e was  tha t 6 
percent o f th e gay/lesbia n sampl e (fou r respondents ) sai d the y di d no t vot e fo r 
some candidat e becaus e tha t candidat e was  heterosexual . 

It i s clea r that , t o mos t o f the voter s castin g ballot s i n th e assembl y race , i t 
was th e singl e mos t importan t contes t o n th e ballo t tha t day . Thi s wa s 
especially tru e fo r th e ga y an d lesbia n respondents , 7 6 percen t o f who m 
indicated thi s was  the contes t i n which the y ha d th e greates t interest . 

These level s o f interes t certainl y coul d b e lai d i n par t a t th e fee t o f th e five 
assembly campaigns , whic h amon g the m contacte d a n absolut e majorit y o f th e 
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respondents i n th e "fe w days " (no t specifie d i n th e poll ) leadin g u p t o th e 
primary. Glick' s campaig n reache d a  thir d o f th e voter s i n perso n o r b y 
telephone, Shollenberger' s a  quarter , an d Freed' s an d Hoffmann' s i n th e hig h 
teens, wit h Rygor' s fa r i n th e rear . I n onl y on e cas e wa s ther e a  statisticall y 
significant differenc e i n contac t rates : Glick' s campaig n reache d jus t unde r 3 0 
percent o f nongay voters , bu t 4 2 percen t o f gay/lesbian self-identifiers . 

In a  test o f the voters ' knowledge—and perhap s o f the candidates ' abilit y t o 
get themselve s recognize d b y th e voters—th e surve y respondent s wer e aske d 
to chec k th e name s o f al l candidate s wh o the y "knew " t o b e ga y o r lesbian . 
Three-fifths o f nongay respondent s an d eight-ninth s o f gay/lesbian respondent s 
knew tha t Glic k wa s a  lesbian . Rygo r wa s considerabl y les s successful : onl y 
two-ninths o f hi s ow n gay/lesbia n constituenc y an d one-eight h o f nonga y 
respondents kne w o f his sexua l orientation . Smal l number s o f respondents , ga y 
and straigh t alike , incorrectl y name d Shollenberger , Freed , an d Hoffmann . 

Gender Differences:  Unexpected,  Important  Findings 

Table 5. 4 present s th e significan t an d near-significan t difference s withi n th e 
lesbian an d ga y subsampl e base d o n sex , an d show s th e dat a o n th e nonga y 
population fro m th e thre e table s precedin g fo r purpose s o f comparison . Al -
though gende r effect s o n vote choice were no t foun d an d th e effect s o n attitude s 
were minimal, 19 certai n demographi c findings  ar e o f interes t beyon d th e scop e 
of political analysis . 

The nationa l an d state-leve l dat a base s examine d earlie r sho w tha t me n 
outnumber wome n amon g self-identifier s b y margin s o f thre e t o tw o o r more . 
Even b y thi s standard , th e Sixty-firs t Distric t sampl e i s disproportionatel y 
male, comprisin g fifty-five  me n an d ninetee n women . Becaus e a  larg e shar e o f 
self-identified ga y me n ten d t o resid e i n centra l cities , i t ma y b e postulate d 
that i n thi s centra l cit y district , th e larges t shar e o f th e ga y me n wil l b e 
immigrants t o th e district , an d th e larges t shar e o f lesbian s wil l mor e closel y 
share th e characteristic s o f the nonga y residents . 

In severa l respects , th e postulat e abov e i s born e ou t i n th e data . Th e ag e 
breakdown o f th e self-identifie d lesbian s i s virtuall y identica l t o tha t o f th e 
nongays an d quit e divergen t fro m th e ga y men . Als o indicatin g longe r tie s t o 
the communit y ar e th e identica l share s o f lesbian s an d nongay s amon g thos e 
naming tenants ' right s a s a n importan t issu e an d statin g tha t i t i s importan t 
for th e candidat e the y choos e t o kno w th e district ; muc h smalle r share s o f gay 
men name d both . 

Lesbian self-identifier s di d diffe r i n tw o importan t respect s fro m thei r 
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nonlesbian sisters : man y mor e lesbian s sai d th e electio n o f a  woma n wa s o f 
great importance , an d th e lesbia n sampl e appear s t o b e somewha t bette r 
educated tha n eithe r gay me n o r nonga y women . 

In additio n t o th e result s above , two findings  tha t I  did no t expect , and tha t 
do no t relat e directl y t o politica l attitude s o r vote choice , must b e noted . First , 
half of the lesbian self-identifier s repor t tha t the y are not  exclusively homosexua l 
in orientation—wherea s four-fifth s o f the gay me n sa y tha t the y are ! 

In previou s chapter s I  sough t reason s wh y wome n shoul d b e les s likel y t o 
call themselve s homosexua l tha n men , an d speculate d tha t socia l factor s wer e 
principal causes : bot h norm s regardin g intimac y amon g women , whic h ma y 
make i t mor e difficul t fo r a  woma n t o comprehen d he r feeling s fo r anothe r 
woman a s having a  sexua l underpinning , an d th e fac t tha t lesbian s ar e signifi -
cantly mor e likel y t o hav e custod y o f children , whic h th e disclosur e o f thei r 
sexuality coul d affec t adversely . I t als o i s possible , o f course , tha t wome n ar e 
less inclined physiologicall y t o b e homosexual tha n ar e men . 

This resul t raise s anothe r possibility : tha t a  disproportio n o f ga y wome n 
actually d o have sexual feeling s fo r persons o f both sexes , and tha t thes e wome n 
have a  significantl y greate r degre e o f choic e regardin g towar d who m thei r 
affections wil l b e directed , whic h mos t me n wit h same-se x attraction s d o no t 
have. Thi s canno t b e determine d i n an y definitiv e wa y fro m a  sampl e o f 
nineteen lesbia n primar y voter s i n th e vicinit y o f Greenwic h Village . Bu t 
this observatio n shoul d b e followe d u p i n futur e researc h o n th e natur e o f 
homosexuality. 

The religio n results , whic h nea r statistica l significance , als o giv e u s som e 
further guidanc e a s to th e sourc e o f religious difference s withi n sample s o f self-
identifiers note d i n chapter s 3  and 4 . I  speculated , base d o n th e result s o f tabl e 
5.1, tha t onc e agai n th e predominat e religiou s traditio n i n th e distric t ha d th e 
effect o f suppressin g lesbia n an d ga y self-identificatio n amon g it s adherents . 
But lesbian s and nongay s indicat e tha t the y ar e Jewish, Christian , o r somethin g 
else a t identica l rates ; onc e again , th e gay-straigh t difference s ar e actuall y 
differences betwee n th e gay men an d th e res t o f the sample . 

This finding  i s no t replicate d i n th e nationa l an d state-leve l data , an d i t 
does no t explai n awa y th e apparen t suppressiv e effect s o f dominan t religiou s 
tradition o n self-identificatio n a t thes e level s reporte d i n chapter s 3  and 4 . Bu t 
it doe s sho w that , amon g downtow n Manhatta n Democrats , difference s i n 
religious affiliatio n betwee n th e straigh t an d ga y population s mor e likel y ar e 
the resul t o f gay mal e immigration . Thus , we must approac h th e cause s of gay-
straight religiou s difference s wit h somewha t mor e caution . 
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The Effect  of Endorsements 

Table 5. 5 recapitulate s th e endorsement s o f the political club s i n th e distric t 
and th e predominant genera l interes t an d LGB-oriente d newspaper s an d maga -
zines tha t circulat e therein . I t i s well t o not e th e botto m ro w o f figures first,  i n 
that the y indicat e tha t two-third s o f th e respondent s reporte d havin g bee n 
influenced b y th e endorsemen t o f a t leas t on e clu b o r publication . (Again , th e 
respondent coul d chec k n o mor e tha n two. ) Th e figure  wa s slightl y highe r fo r 
lesbian an d ga y respondents : 7 7 percen t indicate d a t leas t on e endorsemen t a s 
important t o thei r vot e choice . 

Of thos e wh o cite d a n endorsement , abou t hal f th e respondent s i n eac h 
sexuality categor y cite d tha t o f the New  York  Times. This certainl y offer s initia l 
corroboration o f th e anecdota l belie f tha t th e Times's  endorsement ma y hav e 
helped Glic k wi n crucia l heterosexua l support . Ye t i t als o indicate s that , t o 
self-identified ga y an d lesbia n voters , th e vot e o f confidence i n Glic k fro m th e 
much-criticized Times  was of equal importance . 

Again, fro m thi s point , th e influence s o n th e respectiv e categorie s o f voter s 
rather diverged . Amon g th e nonga y respondents , fou r endorsin g bodie s fel l 
into a  second tier , wit h fro m 9  t o 1 3 percen t o f respondent s citin g them : eac h 
of th e thre e genera l membershi p Democrati c club s i n th e district , an d th e 
Village Voice. Beyon d this , th e effect s o f th e endorsement s o f th e dail y tabloid s 
were utterl y unfelt , a s wer e (predictably ) th e nod s give n b y th e LGB-oriente d 
clubs and media . 

Among th e ga y an d lesbia n respondents , th e endorsement s o f tw o publica -
tions affecte d th e vote s o f about 2 0 percen t each : the Village  Voice and th e LG B 
magazine Outweek.  I n fourt h place , cite d b y on e ga y o r lesbia n responden t i n 
six (twelve i n number) , was  GLID, th e clu b Glic k use d t o head . It s competito r 
and archrival , th e Stonewal l club , was  cite d b y on e i n te n ga y respondent s 
(seven i n number) ; interestingly , eigh t o f th e fifteen  respondent s i n th e entir e 
survey wh o cite d th e Stonewal l clu b a s an influenc e wer e heterosexual ! A  large r 
share o f gay me n an d lesbians , on e i n seve n (te n i n number) , name d th e VI D 
endorsement a s important . Again , th e endorsement s o f th e dail y tabloid s di d 
not register ; neithe r di d thos e o f the VRDC o r the DID. 20 

Our initia l examinatio n o f th e dat a show s a  sizabl e "sexualit y gap " i n votin g 
behavior. Ver y littl e o f thi s i s attributabl e t o demographi c difference s i n th e 
samples: no significant difference s wer e found betwee n ga y and nonga y primar y 
voters excep t fo r age , th e religio n variables , a  sligh t disproportio n o f students , 
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and (a s expected ) th e marita l statu s variables . Th e greate r shar e o f difference s 
was found i n th e issu e priorities o f the gay/lesbia n self-identifiers , wh o pu t ga y 
and lesbia n right s a t th e to p o f th e list , followe d b y AIDS ; an d i n th e stron g 
desire among muc h o f the sampl e fo r a  lesbian o r gay elected representative . 

The initia l findings,  however , tel l u s tha t eve n wit h Glide' s hig h nam e 
recognition (an d "sexualit y recognition" ) i n th e lesbia n an d ga y communit y 
and th e stron g desir e o f the gay/lesbia n respondent s fo r a  gay o r lesbia n electe d 
official wh o woul d wor k har d o n LG B right s an d AID S issues , a  significan t 
share of these respondents als o looked t o "straight " source s for votin g cues . Two 
of five  looked t o th e New  York  Times  and on e i n five  looke d t o th e Village  Voice 
to confirm thei r predilections . 

The Vote for Glick 

Crosstabular Analysis 

I no w mov e t o th e specifi c factor s tha t ma y hav e influence d a  vot e fo r o r 
against Debora h Glic k withi n th e lesbia n an d ga y community . I n th e first 
stage, I  again loo k a t simpl e crosstabulation s an d test s o f statistical significanc e 
for severa l variable s hypothesize d t o b e relate d t o suppor t o f o r oppositio n t o 
Glick amon g th e seventy-fou r lesbian s an d ga y me n i n th e sampl e wh o vote d 
in th e assembl y primary . 

Table 5. 6 present s th e findings  o f thes e crosstabulations . Non e o f th e 
hypothesized demographi c variable s had an y effec t o n vote choice , nor, interest -
ingly, di d th e attitud e tha t AID S was  on e o f th e to p tw o issues , no r wa s th e 
endorsement o f Glick's club , GLID. Instead , th e stronges t difference s wer e see n 
between thos e wh o sai d on e o f th e mos t importan t qualitie s o f thei r choic e b e 
that s/h e was  ga y o r lesbia n (9 4 percen t suppor t fo r Glick ) an d thos e wh o di d 
not (5 8 percent support) , and betwee n thos e who labeled ga y and lesbia n right s 
one o f th e to p tw o issue s (8 8 percen t fo r Glick ) an d thos e wh o di d no t (5 1 
percent fo r Glick) . 

Conversely, th e stronges t dra g o n Glick' s suppor t was  th e perceptio n o f a 
minority i n th e gay and lesbia n communit y tha t sh e was running a  single-issu e 
campaign; amon g th e nin e respondent s wh o mentione d this , Glic k wo n th e 
support o f only three . A second significan t drag , which canno t b e good new s t o 
GLID, was  the endorsemen t o f Liz Shollenberger b y th e Stonewal l clu b an d th e 
endorsement o f Tony Hoffman n b y GLID' s anti-Koc h cohor t organization , th e 
VID. Th e minorit y ( N =  15 ) wh o believe d tha t militan t activis m ha d no t 
helped th e caus e o f gay an d lesbia n right s gav e onl y hal f it s vote s t o Glick , a s 
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against five-sixth s o f those wh o though t otherwise . A  large r numbe r (N  =  26 ) 
who sai d tha t knowin g th e distric t was  importan t gav e a  somewha t smalle r 
share o f it s vote s t o Glic k (6 0 percent ) tha n di d th e res t (8 6 percent) . Finally , 
five of the eleve n Koc h voter s i n th e sampl e vote d agains t Glick , wherea s four -
fifths o f the anti-Koc h primar y voter s i n 198 9 supporte d her ; thi s resul t neare d 
statistical significanc e a t .058 . 

The resul t tha t ma y b e o f th e greates t interest , however , i s tha t tw o 
"straight" medi a outlet s exercise d a  significan t influenc e o n votin g fo r o r 
against Glic k withi n th e lesbia n an d ga y community . Al l bu t thre e o f th e 
twenty-nine respondent s wh o mentione d th e New  York  Times  as importan t i n 
making thei r decision , an d al l bu t on e o f th e sixtee n wh o similarl y name d th e 
Village Voice vote d fo r Glick , wherea s roughl y one-thir d o f thos e wh o di d no t 
mention thes e newspape r endorsement s vote d agains t her . Th e sam e resul t was 
obtained fo r Outweek,  th e gay newsmagazine , a s for th e Village  Voice, bu t becaus e 
of sligh t difference s i n weighting , th e Outweek  resul t barel y misse d bein g 
statistically significant , a t .062 . (The Voice  resul t was  significant a t .046. ) 

This appear s t o tel l u s that , eve n wit h th e desir e fo r ga y representatio n 
evident i n thes e numbers , th e ga y an d lesbia n voter s o f thi s highl y educated , 
secular, and , apparently , extremel y libera l distric t stil l loo k t o nonga y source s 
for cue s a s t o whethe r th e leadin g ga y candidat e ca n wi n enoug h straigh t 
support t o win . I  hypothesiz e therefor e that , a s do man y othe r voters , a  goodl y 
share o f gay an d lesbia n voter s wan t t o vot e fo r a  potential winner , an d d o no t 
merely choos e th e candidat e wh o i s mos t supportiv e o f thei r goals , bu t mak e 
calculations i n multi-candidate race s as to whethe r supportin g suc h a  candidat e 
would mea n wastin g thei r votes . 

To tes t thi s hypothesis , I  first  brok e ou t th e endorsement s cite d b y th e 
respondents int o five  categories : ga y media , nonga y media , ga y clubs , nonga y 
clubs,21 an d thos e respondent s wh o di d no t indicat e tha t an y o f th e liste d 
endorsements wer e important . I  the n furthe r brok e ou t thes e categorie s int o 
two ne w variables . Th e first  indicate d whethe r th e endorsement s cite d wer e 
solely fro m nonga y sources , solel y fro m ga y sources , o r comprise d on e fro m 
each; th e secon d indicate d whethe r th e endorsin g medi a cite d wer e solel y 
publications, solel y th e politica l clubs , o r comprise d on e fro m each . Thes e tw o 
variables the n wer e cros s tabulated t o produc e tabl e 5.7 , whic h show s th e 
pattern o f endorsements b y sexua l self-identification . 

The mos t noteworth y resul t i s that , o f those gay o r lesbia n respondent s wh o 
indicated tha t a t leas t on e endorsemen t wa s important , onl y on e i n five  name d 
solely LGB-oriente d publication s and/o r politica l clubs , an d full y hal f name d 
only nonga y endorsemen t sources . I n contrast , fewe r tha n on e i n te n nonga y 
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identifiers wh o indicate d tha t a t leas t on e endorsemen t was  importan t name d 
any LGB-oriente d endorsemen t source , an d sav e fo r on e respondent , al l name d 
a nonga y sourc e a s importan t a s well . Ther e was  n o significan t differenc e 
between th e sexualitie s i n relianc e on clubs , publications, both , o r neither . 

The nex t importan t questio n i s whether th e patter n o f endorsements name d 
had an y effec t o n vot e choic e i n th e gay/lesbia n sample . A n initia l crosstabula -
tion showe d n o significan t differenc e base d o n endorsemen t source ; tha t is , 
those wh o relie d solel y o n nonga y endorsement s di d no t vot e significantl y 
differently fro m thos e relyin g o n ga y sources , mixe d sources , o r none . Oddly , 
however, th e initia l loo k found a  highly significan t differenc e base d o n endorse -
ment medium : thos e wh o name d politica l club s a s thei r sol e endorsemen t 
source(s) wer e fa r les s likel y t o vot e fo r Glic k (4 0 percen t fo r Glick , versu s 8 5 
to 9 0 percen t fro m th e othe r thre e categories : publication s only , on e publica -
tion an d on e club, and n o endorsements) . A  further examinatio n show s tha t th e 
culprit appear s t o b e the nonga y politica l clubs , non e o f which endorse d Glick . 
All bu t on e of the seve n gay/lesbian self-identifier s wh o name d nonga y club s a s 
their sol e endorsemen t sourc e vote d agains t Glic k (significan t a t .01) , a s di d 
three o f the five who name d on e gay and on e nonga y clu b (significan t a t .05) . 

The crosstabulation s indicat e tha t Glic k voter s wer e concerne d principall y 
with electin g a  lesbia n o r ga y publi c representativ e wh o woul d addres s thei r 
specific civi l right s concerns , whic h wer e no t take n b y th e nonga y respondent s 
to b e o f overridin g importance . Eve n so , the y appea r t o hav e bee n deepl y 
concerned tha t the y coul d no t d o thi s alone , and tha t a  successful ga y candidat e 
had t o hav e th e endorsemen t o f importan t nonga y sources . Eve n withi n th e 
lesbian an d ga y community , endorsement s mattered , an d particularl y th e en -
dorsements o f th e nonga y media , whic h wer e favorabl e t o Glick , an d o f th e 
nongay Democrati c clubs , whic h wer e not . I n addition , Stonewall' s refusa l t o 
endorse Glic k apparentl y registere d significantl y wit h a  smal l shar e o f th e ga y 
and lesbia n voter s i n th e Sixty-firs t District . O n th e othe r hand , th e one-fourt h 
of lesbia n an d ga y respondent s wh o di d no t rel y o n th e wor d o f an y o f th e 
twelve endorsemen t media , mos t o f thes e respondent s bein g lesbians , wer e 
overwhelmingly (8 8 percent ) supportiv e o f Glick . 

Logistic Regression Analysis 

Using th e initia l hypothesi s and th e crosstabular findings, I  then constructe d 
an initia l logisti c regressio n mode l o f th e likel y source s o f Glick' s votes . Th e 
model was  tried first  usin g th e entire voting sampl e ( N =  339) , then (wit h th e 
sexual self-identificatio n variabl e removed ) wit h th e seventy-fou r lesbia n an d 
gay respondent s i n isolation . 
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The result s o f th e all-vote r regression , sid e b y sid e wit h thos e o f th e gay / 
lesbian-only regression , ar e shown i n tabl e 5.8 . I  tak e th e all-vote r dat a first. 

Surprisingly, afte r controllin g fo r som e relate d variables , w e find  tha t self -
identification a s ga y o r lesbia n was  not  a  significan t factor , althoug h i t ap -
proached significanc e a t .088 . Two  directl y relate d variable s were , however , 
quite important : th e desir e fo r a  ga y o r lesbia n legislator , an d th e namin g o f 
gay/lesbian right s a s a  to p issu e affectin g th e vote . B y fa r th e mos t powerfu l 
factor influencin g th e tota l sampl e i n it s decisio n fo r o r agains t Debora h Glic k 
was th e New  York  Times  endorsement, thu s confirmin g th e anecdota l specula -
tion. The endorsemen t o f the Village  Voice, althoug h no t a s potent a s tha t o f th e 
Times, also had a  significant effect . A s predicted, thre e indicator s pulle d Glick' s 
vote down : th e perceptio n tha t sh e wa s waging a  single-issue campaig n (whic h 
even th e Times  endorsement reinforced) , th e endorsemen t o f Li z Shollenberge r 
by th e LGB-oriente d Stonewal l club , an d oppositio n t o he r amon g Koc h 
supporters. Fiv e othe r factor s di d no t registe r a t all : th e knowledg e (o r lac k 
thereof) tha t Glic k was  a  lesbian , bein g contacte d b y th e Glic k campaig n i n 
the day s precedin g th e election , th e namin g o f AID S a s a  to p issue , an d th e 
endorsements o f Outweek  and o f Glick's ow n club , GLID . 

Looking no w a t th e ga y an d lesbia n voter s i n isolation , w e mus t procee d 
with caution , a s the ver y hig h standar d error s associate d wit h th e smal l sampl e 
size reduc e som e potentiall y importan t factor s t o statistica l insignificance . Th e 
only statisticall y significan t factor , standin g alon e i n thi s mix , i s th e desir e fo r 
a ga y o r lesbia n legislator . Fiv e othe r indicators , however , approac h statistica l 
significance. O n th e positiv e sid e fo r Glick , th e mos t importan t agai n was  th e 
Times endorsement , traile d b y contact s b y he r campaig n organization—th e 
mobilization facto r wa s completel y unimportan t t o th e res t o f the sampl e afte r 
other variable s wer e controlle d for—an d th e namin g o f gay/lesbian right s a s a 
top issue . O n th e negativ e sid e fo r her , th e mos t important , a s i n th e all-vote r 
sample, was the perceptio n o f a single-issue campaign , traile d b y th e Stonewal l 
endorsement. I t i s interesting tha t neithe r th e Village  Voice endorsement no r th e 
Koch vote , name d a s important b y th e tota l sample , was  significan t amon g th e 
gay/lesbian sample ; no r were th e endorsement s o f Outweek  o r GLID, th e knowl -
edge of Glick's sexua l orientation , o r the namin g o f AIDS as a top issue . 

It i s notable , finally,  tha t thi s initia l mode l di d a  remarkabl y goo d jo b o f 
predicting individua l vote s fo r o r agains t Glick : th e model' s predictiv e powe r 
was nearl y 8 0 percen t amon g th e tota l sample , an d 8 8 percen t amon g th e gay / 
lesbian sample . Thi s woul d b e quit e goo d i n a  genera l election , i n whic h th e 
factor o f part y coul d b e include d a s th e chie f predictiv e variable . Give n tha t 
models t o date attempting t o predict turnou t o r voting behavio r i n presidentia l 
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primaries correctl y predic t onl y abou t 6 0 percen t o f th e cases , a n 8 0 o r 8 5 
percent figur e i n a  five-way primary contes t i s quite something . 

Using thes e results , I  respecifie d th e mode l t o exclud e clearl y insignifican t 
factors i n a n attemp t t o improv e it s predictiv e accuracy . Th e result s fo r thes e 
refined model s ar e presente d i n tabl e 5.9 , wit h thos e fo r th e total , all-vote r 
sample given a t left , the n thos e fo r th e gay and lesbia n sampl e a t right . 

No surprise s wer e foun d i n respecifyin g th e all-vote r model , sav e perhap s 
for th e fac t that , again , sexua l self-identificatio n barel y escape d statistica l 
significance a s a n importan t facto r i n it s ow n right . Onc e again , th e Times 
endorsement wa s b y fa r th e mos t importan t facto r i n th e contest , an d th e 
second mos t importan t facto r i n Glide' s favo r was  the desir e fo r a  lesbian o r gay 
legislator. Onc e again , th e mos t significan t factor s agains t Glic k wer e th e 
single-issue perceptio n an d th e oppositio n o f th e Stonewal l club . Th e refine d 
model wa s bu t a  shad e les s poten t tha n th e initia l mode l a s a  predicto r o f 
individual vot e choice . 

In th e gay/lesbia n model , thre e factor s wer e statisticall y significan t i n thei r 
own right : i n Glick' s favo r wer e th e desir e fo r a  ga y o r lesbia n representativ e 
and th e Times  endorsement, wherea s agains t Glic k stoo d th e single-issu e per -
ception. Non e o f the othe r thre e factor s include d i n th e model—th e Stonewal l 
endorsement, contact s b y th e Glic k campaign , an d namin g ga y an d lesbia n 
rights a s a top issue—reache d th e leve l o f statistica l significance , bu t the y ha d 
perceptible explanator y an d predictiv e powe r amon g them . Removin g thes e 
last thre e item s fro m th e model , leavin g i n onl y th e first  three , reduce d it s 
predictive powe r t o 8 4 percent , slightl y belo w th e leve l o f th e initia l model . 
The refine d six-variabl e model , o n th e othe r hand , predicte d th e vote s o f a 
phenomenal 9 1 percen t o f lesbian an d ga y respondents . 

I g o bac k no w t o th e hypothese s lai d ou t earlie r i n thi s chapter . I  predicte d 
that issu e concerns , particularl y ga y an d lesbia n rights , AIDS , abortion , an d 
crime an d violence , woul d b e primary factor s i n th e votin g o f lesbians an d ga y 
men. I n fact , onl y on e o f these , gay an d lesbia n rights , ha d a  substantia l effect , 
and tha t effec t wa s margina l compare d t o th e simpl e concern , addresse d no t a t 
all i n m y initia l hypotheses , with electin g a  lesbian o r gay public representativ e 
for th e first  tim e ever . The gay sampl e di d kno w almos t withou t exceptio n tha t 
Glick wa s a  lesbian , bu t thi s knowledg e ha d n o separat e effec t o n votin g 
behavior. Rathe r mor e ga y tha n nonga y voter s wer e contacte d b y th e Glic k 
campaign i n th e wanin g day s o f the contest , an d thi s appear s t o hav e ha d som e 
effect i n mobilizin g th e vote within th e gay and lesbia n community . 

The mos t interestin g findings,  perhaps , wer e th e absenc e o f independen t 
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effects o f Glick's endorsement s b y LG B publication s an d b y GLID , an d indee d 
the considerabl e lac k o f reliance on th e LG B endorsemen t medi a b y th e specifi c 
voters towar d who m th e endorsement s wer e directed . Thre e ga y an d lesbia n 
voters i n eight , an d hal f o f thos e wh o sai d the y wer e influence d b y an y 
endorsements a t al l sai d th e endorsement s tha t influence d the m wer e exclu -
sively thos e o f nongay  publications and/o r clubs . The on e gay endorsemen t tha t 
appeared t o matter , t o ga y an d nonga y voter s alike , wa s tha t o f a  heterosexua l 
candidate b y the Stonewal l Democrati c Club ; i t was  the one hole i n a  solid wal l 
of lesbian an d ga y organizationa l support. 22 

Most importan t t o Glic k b y fa r wa s th e endorsemen t o f th e Times,  back -
handed thoug h i t was . I n additio n t o swayin g undecide d heterosexuals , i t 
evidently convince d a  number o f gay and lesbia n voter s tha t Glic k ha d a  serious 
chance o f winning. 23 Eve n i n endorsin g her , however , th e Times  somewha t 
condescendingly cautione d he r tha t "bein g a  one-issue legislato r invite s bein g a 
one-term legislator, " thereb y giving credenc e t o one of the principal accusation s 
against he r campaign , raise d i n particula r b y Shollenberger . A  significan t 
number o f voters, again ga y and straigh t alike , voted agains t Glic k becaus e sh e 
was perceived, rightl y o r wrongly, a s a Debbie One-Note . 

In brief , then , Debora h Glic k wen t t o th e Ne w Yor k Stat e Assembl y 
because sh e wa s a n ope n lesbia n activist , i n a  distric t i n whic h a  substantial , 
unrepresented minorit y o f lesbian s an d ga y me n crave d a  sea t a t th e tabl e o f 
power, wh o manage d t o b e take n seriousl y fo r he r politica l skill s b y th e 
heterosexual majorit y despit e worrie s tha t he r bas e constituenc y was  he r onl y 
concern. She also may hav e been luck y i n her opposition; ha d th e Times  editorial 
board no t balke d a t wha t i t sa w a s th e stridenc y an d negativis m o f Li z 
Shollenberger's campaign , th e editoria l make s clear , she and no t Debora h Glic k 
would hav e won th e endorsement and , i t ma y b e argued, th e nomination . 

What the  Glick Poll  Teaches  Us 

It i s tim e no w t o ste p bac k fro m thi s particula r contest , histori c thoug h i t i s 
for lesbia n an d ga y Ne w Yorkers , an d as k wha t th e Glic k pol l tell s u s abov e 
and beyon d wha t was  learned i n th e precedin g tw o chapters , and ho w thi s ne w 
knowledge relate s t o the hypothesi s o f a gay an d lesbia n vot e i n America . 

First, i t appear s that , a s expected , lesbian s an d ga y me n i n th e Glic k stud y 
were fa r differen t i n thei r issu e concern s tha n wer e th e res t o f th e sample : ga y 
and lesbia n right s an d AID S wer e th e majo r priorities . However , th e specifi c 
issue concerns , a s I  hav e jus t noted , wer e secondar y t o a  mor e basi c desir e fo r 
representation. Th e sexualit y ga p ha s som e root s i n issu e differences , an d i n 
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contests i n whic h n o ga y o r lesbia n candidat e i s o n th e ballo t thes e issu e 
differences, stemmin g fro m th e influence s o f liberalis m an d feminism , ma y 
indeed b e th e paramoun t determinan t o f th e sexualit y gap . Whe n a  ga y o r 
lesbian candidat e i s running , however , th e nee d t o fee l include d i n th e proces s 
appears t o tak e precedence . 

Second, w e se e tha t lesbia n an d ga y voter s appea r t o hav e th e sam e aversio n 
to wastin g thei r vote s a s do heterosexuals , an d loo k t o source s i n th e majorit y 
community fo r confirmatio n tha t "their " candidat e ha s som e substantia l sup -
port amon g th e nonga y majority . Th e endorsemen t o f the area' s leading genera l 
circulation newspape r was  th e grea t facto r i n providin g suc h assurance ; th e 
support o f th e well-known , widel y read , leftis t "neighborhood " weekl y wa s 
not. 

From th e fact s i n hand , w e ca n begi n t o mak e sens e o f th e factor s tha t lea d 
to cohesiv e votin g b y lesbian s an d ga y men . Th e ga y o r lesbia n voter , havin g 
been shu t ou t o f th e politica l proces s unti l recen t year s an d stil l treate d a s a n 
outcast b y importan t peopl e i n government , fundamentall y want s someon e 
who wil l liste n t o he r concern s respectfull y an d sympathetically . Th e priorit y 
of thos e concern s differ s fro m th e prioritie s o f he r straigh t neighbors , bu t th e 
most importan t thin g i s to be heard an d treate d wit h respect . A  candidate wit h 
a lon g histor y o f such treatmen t wil l maintai n th e suppor t o f tha t ga y vote r a s 
against on e wh o begin s makin g th e appea l onl y whe n i t appear s politicall y 
necessary o r convenien t t o do so ; witness th e cas e o f Dianne Feinstei n an d Pet e 
Wilson i n California . 

Best o f all for thi s vote r woul d b e t o have an openly lesbian , gay , or bisexua l 
elected representative . Whe n a n ope n LG B candidat e runs , however , i t i s 
important tha t sh e pul l i n sufficien t evidenc e o f support fro m outsid e th e LG B 
community t o prov e tha t sh e ca n win , an d tha t sh e no t b e pegge d a s a  "ga y 
candidate," appealing onl y t o th e homosexua l an d bisexua l minority . 

It appear s tha t a n LG B candidate' s organizatio n ca n pla y a n importan t rol e 
in mobilizin g th e vote r t o g o t o th e poll s an d vote , provide d tha t th e abov e 
conditions hav e bee n met . I f not , the n th e endorsement s o f LGB-oriente d 
political group s an d publication s wil l no t matter , an d indee d a  spli t i n th e 
ranks, a  failur e t o endors e b y a  LGB-oriente d clu b o r publication , appear s t o 
have a  significant effec t i n breakin g cohesion . Th e goo d new s fo r LG B organiz -
ers i s tha t thei r organization s matter : thei r unit y an d thei r mobilizin g power , 
given sufficien t nonga y suppor t fo r th e candidate , pla y a n importan t par t i n 
turning "lavender " voter s int o a  cohesive "lavende r vote. " 

One othe r tendenc y shoul d b e noted : th e minorit y o f th e lesbia n an d ga y 
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subsample tha t appeare d t o b e concerne d tha t Glic k was  to o concentrate d o n 
LGB rights . Abou t thre e i n te n ga y o r lesbia n Democrati c primar y voter s di d 
not lis t ga y an d lesbia n right s a s a  majo r concern , an d furthermore , a  smal l 
number actuall y refuse d thei r vote s t o th e "ga y candidate " becaus e the y wer e 
worried tha t sh e was  runnin g a  one-issu e campaig n no t sufficientl y attune d t o 
the need s o f thei r straigh t friend s an d neighbors . Thes e manifestation s o n th e 
surface fit  th e characteristic s o f assimilationism . I n sayin g this , I  d o no t mea n 
that al l Glide' s voter s wer e "cultura l pluralists, " onl y tha t a  candidat e suc h a s 
Glick ma y hav e had difficult y winnin g widesprea d suppor t i n he r own commu -
nity wer e it s attitudes predominatel y assimilationis t i n character . 

The Glic k pol l als o tell s u s tha t th e centra l facto r i n convincin g nonga y 
voters t o suppor t Glic k was  th e suppor t o f th e tw o principa l nonga y genera l 
circulation newspapers , th e dail y Times  (by fa r th e mor e influential ) an d th e 
weekly Village  Voice. W e d o no t find  th e demographi c variation s tha t w e hav e 
seen i n partisan election s fo r governor s an d member s o f Congress. Therefore , i t 
is no t possibl e t o determin e whethe r suc h endorsement s woul d hav e th e sam e 
effect o n coalitio n buildin g wit h th e heterosexua l communit y outsid e thi s 
highly educated , rathe r well-of f chun k o f lower Manhattan . 

What i s notabl e i s that , eve n wit h thes e endorsements , onl y a  thir d o f 
nongay voters , albei t a  plurality , supporte d Glic k i n th e primar y i n suc h a 
district. Thi s ma y b e attributable i n par t t o th e perceptio n o f her a s a one-issue 
wonder an d th e apparen t spli t amon g th e gay activist s evidence d i n Stonewall' s 
endorsement o f Shollenberger , whic h a s w e hav e note d ma y hav e ha d mor e t o 
do wit h interna l Democrati c clu b politic s tha n wit h th e relativ e qualification s 
of th e candidates . However , i t evidence s a  basi c difficult y i n a  lesbia n o r 
gay mal e candidat e buildin g coalition s eve n wit h highl y educated , libera l 
heterosexuals i n a  major urba n center . 

The Glic k pol l greatl y improve s ou r previou s understandin g o f lesbia n 
and ga y attitude s an d votin g behavior . Give n a n exceedingl y wel l educate d 
constituency sharin g mos t o f th e sam e demographi c characteristics , th e singl e 
factor o f self-identificatio n a s ga y o r lesbia n result s i n a  grea t ga p i n issu e 
priorities an d i n wha t i s mos t wante d i n a n electe d official . Ye t a  significan t 
manifestation o f heterosexual suppor t i s of equal importanc e t o th e victor y o f a 
lesbian o r ga y candidate . Nonetheless , a  sufficientl y organize d bas e o f gay an d 
lesbian voter s i s the foundatio n upo n whic h tha t late r suppor t mus t b e built . I t 
was Debora h Glick' s goo d fortun e an d skil l t o pul l i n enoug h suppor t fro m 
wary heterosexuals , whil e holdin g o n t o he r bas e o f lesbians an d ga y me n wit h 
a strong appea l fo r ga y right s an d ga y representation , i n orde r t o win . 
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So far w e hav e examine d race s fo r Congres s an d fo r stat e governorship s and , i n 
this chapter , a  contest fo r stat e legislativ e office , al l o f the m takin g plac e i n a n 
"off year. " Ho w wil l ou r discoverie s s o far hol d up , however , whe n subjecte d t o 
the uniqu e dynamic s o f a  presidentia l contes t that , a s note d i n th e beginnin g 
of this work , ha d th e highes t salienc e o f any election i n U.S . history fo r lesbian , 
gay, and bisexua l voters ? An d ho w wil l th e inclusio n o f self-identified bisexual s 
in th e sampl e affec t wha t w e hav e foun d t o dat e wit h respec t t o self-identifie d 
lesbians an d ga y men ? Th e answer s t o thes e final  question s ar e foun d i n th e 
next chapter . 
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T A B L E 5 . 1 . 

Frequency distribution  of  demographic  indicators,  and  comparison  between  self-identified  lesbians  and  gay  men 
and other  voters,  Democratic  primary  for  New  York  State  Assembly,  Sixty-first  District,  September  1990 

Variable 

Sex ( % male) f 

Age* 
1 8 - 2 9 
3 0 - 3 9 
4 0 - 4 9 
5 0 - 5 9 
60 an d olde r 

Race 
W h i t e 
Black 
Latino 
Asian 

Education 
H igh schoo l 

or les s 
Some colleg e 
College graduat e 
Postgraduate wor k 

Income 
Less tha n $15 ,00 0 
$ 1 5 , 0 0 0 - 2 4 , 0 0 0 
$ 2 5 , 0 0 0 - 3 4 , 0 0 0 
$ 3 5 , 0 0 0 - 4 9 , 0 0 0 
$ 5 0 , 0 0 0 - 7 4 , 0 0 0 
$75 ,000 o r abov e 

Student* 
Teacher 
Union membe r 
Unemployed 
Retired 
Legally married ^ 

Total 

(%) 
50.0 

8.4 
26.8 
29.1 
16.8 
18.9 

94.8 
3.2 
1.6 

.5 

1.9 
12.4 
30.6 
55.1 

2.6 
7.0 

15.5 
18.8 
23.4 
32.7 

4.4 
8.5 

13.4 
3.7 

11.3 
30.7 

Nongay 

<%) 
42.7 

7.2 
24.5 
28.4 
17.2 
22.6 

94.3 
3.7 
1.3 

.6 

2.0 
14.5 
29.7 
53.9 

2.9 
7.4 

15.4 
15.9 
26.1 
32.3 

2.9 
8.0 

12.9 
3.7 

13.0 
39.3 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

(%) 
74.5 

12.4 
35.2 
31.5 
15.2 

5.7 

96.3 
1.1 
2.6 
0 

1.8 
5.1 

33.6 
59.4 

1.7 
5.5 

15.7 
28.9 
14.1 
34.1 

9.6 
10.2 
15.1 

3.5 
5.2 
0 

Variable 

Member o f 
unmarried couple ' 

Religious background ^ 
Jewish 
Protestant 
Catholic 
Other 
N o religio n 

Religious attendance * 
At leas t onc e 

a mon t h 
Once o r twic e 

a yea r 
Never 

Italian 

Live i n rent-controlled / 
stabilized 
apar tment 

Sexual orientation ^ 
Exclusively 

heterosexual 
Mostly 

heterosexual 
Bisexual 
Mostly 

homosexual 
Exclusively 

homosexual 

N 

Total 

(%) 

18.7 

44 .6 
21.8 
19.1 

7.7 
6.7 

17.1 

38.5 
44 .4 

3.2 

43 .3 

69.3 

2.7 
2.9 

6.0 

18.0 

339 

Nongay 
(%) 

12.2 

49.8 
20.1 
18.3 

5.9 
5.9 

18.9 

40 .6 
40.4 

3.3 

43.1 

89.8 

4.8 
2.4 

1.0 

1.9 

265 
(78.1%) 

Gay/ 
lesbian 

<%) 

42.0 

27.3 
27.7 
22.0 
13.7 

9.3 

10.8 

31.1 
58.1 

3.2 

43 .9 

1.2 

0 
4.6 

22.7 

71.6 

74 
(21.9%) 

S O U R C E : Columbi a University/Hunte r Colleg e primar y electio n study . Dat a se t wa s mad e availabl e throug h th e 
courtesy o f Rober t W . Baile y (Columbi a University) , Kennet h S . Sherril l (Hunte r College , CUNY), an d Murra y S . 
Edelman (VRS) . 

N O T E : Dat a i n thi s an d subsequen t table s ar e expresse d a s weighted percentage s o f al l respondent s wh o vote d 
in th e Stat e Assembl y primary . 

a Significanc e leve l =  .05 . 
h Significanc e leve l =  .01 . 
1 Significance leve l =  .001 . 

5
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T A B L E 5 .2 . 

Frequency distribution  of attitudinal indicators,  and  comparison  between  self-identified  lesbians 
and gay  men  and other  voters,  Democratic  primary for New  York  State Assembly, Sixty-first 

District, September  1990 

Variable 

One o r tw o mos t importan t issue s 
in assembl y rac e 

Riverfront development * 
Schools* 
Crime an d violenc e 
Homelessness 
AIDS' 
Tenants' rights * 
Government service s 
Gay/lesbian rights c 

State budge t crisis * 
Abortion 
Health car e 
Drugs 
No respons e checke d 

Total 
(%) 

14.9 
15.6 
51.2 
28.1 
27.0 
24.3 
11.0 
21.6 
11.7 
26.2 
13.9 
12.8 
6.1 

Nongay 
<%) 

17.1 
18.9 
53.5 
29.0 
20.4 
28.2 
12.0 
8.1 

13.7 
27.9 
13.9 
13.4 
6.6 

Gay/lesbian 
(%) 

7.0 
3.5 

43.1 
24.6 
50.7 
10.4 
7.6 

69.7 
4.6 

20.2 
14.1 
10.9 
4.1 

Have activis t group s suc h a s ACT U P 
helped o r hur t th e caus e of gay right s ?c 

Helped mor e 
Had n o effec t 
Hurt mor e 

57.4 
12.5 
30.1 

49.5 
13.7 
36.8 

79.8 
9.3 

10.9 

Willing t o pay mor e taxe s for mor e 
neighborhood polic e patrol s 77.5 78.5 74.3 
S O U R C E : Columbi a University/Hunte r Colleg e primar y electio n study . 

a Significanc e leve l =  .05 . 
b Significanc e leve l =  .01 . 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
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T A B L E 5 . 3 . 
Frequency distribution  of indicators of  voting behavior and hypothesized  intervening 

variables {except for endorsements),  and  comparison  between  self-identified  lesbians and  gay 
men and  other  voters,  Democratic  primary for New  York  State Assembly, Sixty-first 

District, September  1990 

Variable 

Vote i n assembly race r 

Deborah Glic k 
Liz Shollenberge r 
Kathryn Freed 
Tony Hoffman n 
Robert Rygo r 

Total Nonga y 
(%) (% ) 

43.6 34. 2 
20.4 22. 8 
19.2 23. 3 
14.2 16. 3 
2.6 3. 3 

Vote fo r mayor , 198 9 Democrati c primary * 
David Dinkin s 
Edward Koc h 
Other candidate s 
Did no t vot e 

Vote for mayor , 198 9 genera l electio n 
David Dinkin s (D ) 
Rudolph Giulian i (R ) 
Other candidate s 
Did no t vot e 

Which contes t wa s most importan t i n 
Surrogate judg e 
State assembl y 
State comptrolle r 

60.7 56. 1 
27.5 31. 1 

8.6 9. 6 
3.2 3. 1 

74.7 72. 5 
19.1 20. 9 

2.8 3. 1 
3.3 3. 4 

bringing yo u ou t t o vote today? ' 
23.3 26. 3 
63.6 59. 9 
13.1 13. 8 

Gay/lesbian 

(%) 

76.9 
12.0 
4.6 
6.5 
0 

76.5 
14.8 

5.2 
3.3 

82.5 
12.8 

1.7 
3.0 

13.2 
76.0 
10.7 

Vote for surrogat e judg e (n o significant differences ) 

Candidates responden t believe s ar e gay 
(Glick an d Rygo r ar e gay; others ar e not ) 

Deborah Glick ' 66. 0 
Liz Shollenberger 2. 4 
Kathryn Free d 2. 2 
Tony Hoffman n 1. 7 
Robert Rygor * 15. 2 

Factors importan t i n candidat e fo r assembl y 
Is gay o r lesbian r 13. 8 
Is heterosexual . 8 
Is a  fighter  32. 7 
Is independent o f 

political club s 17. 3 
Is a  hard worke r 50. 7 
Knows th e district* 50. 8 

59.7 
1.7 
2.0 
1.5 

13.1 

3.1 
1.0 

31.0 

17.0 
53.5 
55.2 

88.5 
4.7 
3.2 
2.4 

22.8 

51.8 
0 

39.0 

18.6 
40.8 
35.5 
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TA B L E 5.3 . {Continued) 

Variable 

Works wel l with other s 
Is mal e 
Is female * 
No respons e checked ^ 

Total 
<%) 
21.3 

.3 
7.5 
9.1 

Did not  vote fo r a n assembly candidat e becaus e s/h e 
Ran a  dirty campaig n 
Is too radica l 
Ran single-issu e campaig n 
Is hard t o work wit h 
Is homosexua l 
Is heterosexual ^ 
Is too aggressiv e 
Is mal e 
Is femal e 
No respons e checke d 

Contacted b y which campaign s 
Deborah Glick * 
Liz Shollenberge r 
Kathryn Free d 
Tony Hoffman n 
Robert Rygo r 
None 

13.1 
5.4 

15.1 
1.8 
1.6 
1.7 
2.8 
0 

.9 
68.6 

in las t fe w day s 
32.1 
25.6 
18.4 
17.9 
7.4 

44.7 

Total numbe r o f campaigns contacte d b y i n th e las t f e 
None 
One 
Two 
Three t o fiv e 

44.7 
27.7 
16.3 
11.3 

Nongay 
(%) 
23.3 

.4 
5.6 

11.4 

12.8 
6.0 

16.0 
1.9 
2.1 

.6 
3.3 
0 
1.2 

67.8 

29.4 
24.9 
19.2 
16.9 
6.6 

45.3 

w day s 
45.3 
29.0 
15.9 
9.8 

Gay/lesbian 
(%) 
14.1 
0 

14.0 
1.0 

14.2 
3.2 

12.2 
1.7 
0 
5.7 
1.2 
0 
0 

71.4 

41.9 
28.1 
15.5 
21.5 
10.2 
42.8 

42.8 
23.2 
17.6 
16.4 

S O U R C E : Columbi a University/Hunte r Colleg e primary electio n study . 
a Significanc e leve l =  .05 . 
h Significance leve l =  .01 . 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
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T A B L E 5 . 4 . 

Significant differences  between  lesbian  and  gay  male  respondents,  Democratic  primary  for  New 
York State  Assembly,  Sixty-first  District,  September  1990 

Item 

Age 
18-29 
30-49 
50 and olde r 

Sexual orientatio n 
Bisexual 
Mostly homosexua l 
Exclusively homosexua l 

Gay male 
(%) 

14.6 
71.4 
14.0 

.7 
18.8 
79.0 

Lesbian 
(%) 

5.7 
52.9 
41.4 

16.4 
34.4 
49.2 

Significance 

.05 

.05 

Nongay 
(%) 

7.2 
52.9 
39.8 

2.4 
1.0 
1.9 

Tenants ' r ight s a  top issu e 4.4 28.0 .01 28.2 

Important tha t candidat e 
Knows th e distric t 
Works wel l with other s 
Is femal e 

28.5 
8.5 
3.6 

55.8 
30.4 
44.5 

.05 

.05 

.001 

55.2 
23.3 

5.6 

Used no endorsements 16.5 42.0 .05 35.3 

Neared statistical  significance 

Abortion a  top issu e 

Postgraduate stud y 

Religion 
Jewish 
Protestant 
Catholic 
Other religio n 
No religio n 

(N) 

15.2 

53.7 

19.6 
32.5 
22.2 
17.0 
8.6 

(55) 

34.6 

76.2 

50.2 
13.2 
21.5 

3.8 
11.3 

(19) 

.071 

.086 

.081 

27.9 

53.9 

49.8 
20.1 
18.3 

5.9 
5.9 

(265) 

S O U R C E : Columbi a University/Hunte r Colleg e primary electio n study . 
N O T E : Significanc e level s ar e assessed betwee n ga y men and lesbians ; result s amon g nonga y 

respondents ar e given fo r comparativ e purpose s onl y an d are not include d i n th e computation o f 
significance levels . 
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T A B L E 5 .5 . 
Frequency distribution  of endorsements cited  by respondents as  having an important  effect on  their vote choice, 
and comparison  between  self-identified  lesbians and  gay men  and other  voters,  Democratic  primary for New 

York State Assembly, Sixty-first  District,  September  1990 

Organization 
Total Nonga y Gay/lesbia n 

Endorsee (% ) (% ) (% ) 

Publications 

General circulation dailies 
New Yor k Time s 
Daily New s 
New Yor k Pos t 
New Yor k Newsda y 

Glick 
— 
Shollenberger 
Freed 

35.6 
2.4 
2.3 
4.3 

34.6 
2.8 
2.9 
4.1 

39.0 
.9 
0 

4.7 

General circulation weekly 
Village Voice* Glick 13.4 11.3 20.9 

LGB-oriented weeklies 
New Yor k Nativ e 
Outweek^ Glick 

1.3 
5.8 

1.5 
1.4 

.5 
21.2 

Political club s 

General membership Democratic clubs 
Village Independen t Democrat s (VID ) Hoffman n 13. 2 13. 0 13. 9 
Village Refor m Democrati c Clu b (VRDQ * Shollenberge r 8. 6 10. 2 2. 6 
Downtown Independen t Democrat s (DID ) Free d 7. 8 9. 1 3. 3 

LGB-oriented Democratic clubs 
Gay/Lesbian Independen t Democrat s (GLID) ^ Glic k 4. 6 1. 3 16. 1 
Stonewall Democrati c Club * Shollenberge r 4. 5 3. 0 9. 7 

Candidates personal club 
New Frontie r Democrat s 

None o f the above were checked * 

Rygor .1 

32.6 

0 

35.3 

.4 

23.0 

SOURCE: Columbi a University/Hunter College primary election study. 
a Significance leve l =  .05 . 
b Significance leve l =  .001 . 



TA B  L E 5 .6 . 
Percentages of  lesbian and  gay  respondents  voting  for Deborah  Glick,  after  demographic, 

attitudinal, and  campaign-related  variables are  controlled for, Democratic  primary for New  York 
State Assembly, Sixty-first  District,  September  1990 

(Total N =  74 ) 

Variable 

Demographic variables 
Gay mal e (vs . lesbian ) 

In unmarrie d coupl e 

Christian backgroun d 
Religious attendanc e 

Never 
Once o r twic e a  year 
Once a  month o r mor e 

Attitudinal variables 
Among tw o mos t importan t issue s 

AIDS 
Gay/lesbian rights ^ 

Important qualitie s i n Stat e Assembl y membe r 
Is gay o r lesbian f 

Knows th e district ^ 
Is femal e 

Effect o f activist group s suc h a s ACT U P 
on th e caus e of gay/lesbian rights' 7 

Have helpe d mor e 
Have ha d n o effec t 
Have hur t mor e 

Campaign-related variables 
Contacted b y Glick campaig n 

within las t fe w day s 

Knows Glic k i s lesbia n 

Voted agains t a  candidate becaus e s/h e 
Ran single-issu e campaign ^ 
Is heterosexua l 

Endorsements influence d b y 
New Yor k Times* 
Village Voice" 
Outweek 
VID* 
GLID 
Stonewall" 

Past voting behavior 
Voted fo r Koch , 198 9 

Yes 
(%) 

73.9 

75.7 

80.4 

80.1 
69.9 
80.6 

77.3 
88.0 

94.4 
59.7 

100.0 

83.9 
53.7 
50.9 

83.1 

79.8 

29.2 
100.0 

89.5 
95.8 
94.5 
39.3 
80.9 
45.3 

53.5 

No 
(%) 

85.5 

77.7 

71.9 

76.4 
51.2 

58.0 
86.3 
73.1 

72.4 

54.6 

83.5 
75.5 

68.8 
71.8 
72.1 
82.9 
76.1 
80.3 

80.1 

N "Yes" 

55 

31 

36 

42 
23 

8 

38 
52 

38 
26 
10 

58 
7 
8 

31 

66 

9 
4 

29 
16 
16 
10 
12 
7 

11 

SOURCE: Columbi a University/Hunter College primary election study. 
a Significance leve l =  .05 . 
h Significance leve l =  .01 . 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
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T A B L E 5 .7 . 
Sources of  endorsements important  to respondents, Democratic  primary for New  York  State 

Assembly, Sixty-first District,  September  1990 

Variable 
Total 
(%) 

Nongay 
(%) 

Gay/lesbian 
(%) 

Sources and media" 

Nongay publication(s ) onl y 
Gay publication(s ) onl y 
1 gay , 1  nongay publicatio n 

Nongay club(s ) onl y 
Gay club(s ) onl y 
1 gay , 1  nongay clu b 

Nongay clu b and  publicatio n 
Gay clu b and  publicatio n 

Nongay club , gay publicatio n 
Gay club , nongay publicatio n 

29.5 
1.2 
3.4 

17.1 
1.9 
3.2 

7.2 
.6 

.7 
2.6 

30.8 
.3 

1.1 

19.1 
.1 

2.3 

8.3 
0 

.7 
1.9 

24.9 
4.5 

11.6 

9.7 
8.2 
6.3 

3.3 
2.8 

.5 
5.2 

No endorsement s cite d 32.6 35.3 23.0 

Endorsement sources" 
Nongay source s onl y 
1 gay , 1  nongay sourc e 
Gay source s onl y 
No endorsement s cite d 

Endorsement media 
Publication(s) onl y 
1 publication , 1  club 
Club(s) onl y 
No endorsement s cite d 

53.8 
9.9 
3.7 

32.6 

34.1 
11.1 
22.1 
32.6 

58.2 
6.0 

.4 
35.3 

32.2 
10.9 
21.6 
35.3 

37.9 
23.6 
15.5 
23.0 

41.0 
11.8 
24.1 
23.0 

SOURCE: Columbia University/Hunter College primary election study. 
a Significance leve l =  .001 . 
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S IX 

Into the Mainstream: The Lavender Vote 
Helps Elect a President 

There i s no serious questio n bu t tha t th e 199 2 presidential electio n 
was th e mos t importan t u p t o tha t tim e fo r th e gay , lesbian , an d bisexua l 
communities i n the United States . As discussed earlie r i n thi s work , fo r the first 
time th e major presidentia l contender s gav e seriou s attention , positiv e o r nega -
tive, to the LGB rights movemen t an d its political goals . As widely reporte d on 
election nigh t an d i n th e day s thereafter , 7 2 percen t o f self-identifie d lesbian , 
bisexual, and gay voters surveyed  gav e thei r suppor t t o Bill Clinton. 1 Thi s figure 
led t o th e exuberant , i f erroneous , clai m b y Davi d Mixne r an d other s tha t on e 
Clinton vote r i n six was gay or lesbian, whic h althoug h insupportabl e wa s taken 
to hear t b y the new president's lavende r constituenc y an d some of its right-win g 
detractors. 

Presidential electorate s an d off-yea r electorate s hav e bee n foun d t o diffe r i n 
that les s motivated voter s an d those o f lower socioeconomi c statu s ten d t o go to 
the poll s (i f a t all ) in presidentia l years , bu t no t i n othe r election s (Wolfinge r 
and Rosenston e 1980) . One question, therefore , i s whether thi s wa s true o f self-
identified gay , lesbian, and bisexual voter s as well. 

A secon d se t of questions arise s fro m th e inclusion o f bisexual self-identifier s 
in the sample for the first time. Becaus e the self-identifier questio n condense d al l 
three self-identificatio n categorie s (gay , lesbian, an d bisexual ) int o one , there i s 
no way , regrettably, t o tel l ho w the views o f the bisexua l self-identifier s migh t 
differ fro m thos e o f the gay and lesbian self-identifier s excep t b y inference . The 
best w e can do is see whether, wit h th e bisexual s included , th e "lavender " self -
identifiers i n 199 2 voted prett y muc h th e same a s did th e gay and lesbia n self -
identifiers i n 1990. 

175 
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Aside fro m th e inclusio n o f bisexuals , th e forma t o f th e 199 2 VR S nationa l 
exit pol l create s some difficulty fo r th e researcher . I n 1990 , we noted , ther e wer e 
two versions of the national exi t pol l conducted, wit h a  small numbe r o f identical , 
overlapping questions . I n 1992 , ther e wer e three  suc h variations , name d Versio n 
W, Versio n Y , an d Versio n P , eac h o f whic h comprise d mostl y question s no t 
asked i n th e othe r versions. 2 

Fortunately, th e self-identifie r questio n wa s include d i n al l thre e versions . 
However, som e essentia l question s tha t woul d mak e th e surve y usefu l afte r 
election nigh t wer e no t included . Fo r instance , ther e i s n o wa y a  retrospectiv e 
model ca n b e teste d usin g th e 199 2 data . Th e usua l questio n abou t approva l o f 
the president's performance i n office i s not include d i n the survey . Version Y does 
include a  questio n askin g th e responden t t o rat e th e president' s performanc e i n 
handling th e economy, so it woul d stil l b e possible t o tes t somethin g resemblin g 
a retrospectiv e model—excep t tha t th e respondent' s evaluatio n o f the conditio n 
of the nation' s econom y (a s opposed t o Bush' s handlin g o f it) i s in Version W . 

Another difficult y i s th e exclusio n o r revisio n o f certain question s importan t 
in ou r stud y o f 1990 . N o feminis t self-identificatio n ite m i s include d i n th e 
1992 survey , whic h seem s od d give n th e fac t tha t Hillar y Rodha m Clinton' s 
independent lega l career , politica l influence , an d allege d "radica l feminism " 
became a n issu e i n th e campaign . I n addition , th e tw o religio n question s hav e 
been folde d int o a  singl e questio n o n "religiou s affiliation, " whic h ca n refe r 
either t o religiou s backgroun d o r upbringin g o r t o curren t religiou s practice . 
The ver y interestin g transformatio n ove r tim e i n religiou s belief s an d practice s 
related t o sexua l identity , therefore , canno t b e assesse d usin g th e 199 2 data . 
Finally, th e interestin g phenomeno n o f thir d candidat e votin g i n Hous e races , 
mainly b y lesbian feminists , canno t b e tracked no t onl y becaus e of the absence of 
the feminis t self-identificatio n question , bu t als o becaus e vote s fo r independen t 
or thir d part y candidate s fo r th e Hous e wer e no t include d i n th e dat a bas e i n 
1992. 

The final  majo r proble m wit h th e 199 2 dat a se t i s tha t i n onl y tw o states , 
California an d Ne w York , di d state-leve l genera l electio n exi t poll s includ e th e 
self-identifier question , dow n fro m twenty-on e i n 1990 . O f thes e tw o states , 
New York' s tota l LG B sample siz e was below th e thirt y respondent s I  previousl y 
set a s the minimu m numbe r o f respondents fro m who m an y meaningfu l analysi s 
could b e drawn. Therefore , whil e usabl e result s fro m Californi a ar e available , n o 
state-to-state comparison s ar e possible , an d I  hav e chose n no t t o spen d tim e o n 
the Californi a state-leve l dat a fro m 199 2 fo r tha t reason . W e ar e lef t onl y wit h 
the aggregate d nationa l data . 
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With thes e change s i n mind , le t u s loo k a t thes e nationa l result s i n ligh t o f 
the 199 0 finding s reporte d i n chapte r 3 . 

Hypothesis 1:  Rate of  Identification 

Lesbians an d ga y me n wil l self-identif y i n politica l survey s a t rate s 
equivalent t o thos e foun d i n previou s random-sampl e research , abou t 1. 0 
to 1. 5 percen t o f the population . Whe n bisexual s ar e included , th e shar e 
of self-identifiers wil l increas e b y an additiona l 2  to 3  percent . 

The overal l rat e o f identificatio n wit h bisexual s include d i n th e self-identifie r 
question wa s somewha t lowe r tha n previou s survey s woul d hav e le d on e t o 
estimate: 2. 5 percen t o f all respondent s self-identified , an d thi s shar e fel l t o 2. 2 
percent onc e th e weightin g factor s wer e applied . Previou s rando m sample s 
would hav e le d on e t o expec t a  self-identificatio n rat e o f 3  t o 4  percent . Eve n 
so, th e LG B sampl e wa s abou t a s larg e a s th e Hispanic/Latin o sampl e (2. 3 
percent) and twic e a s large a s the Asia n sampl e (1. 0 percent) . 

Edelman (1993 ) believe s thi s 2. 2 percen t figure  i s a n underestimate . A s h e 
notes, betwee n 1 0 an d 2 0 percen t o f respondent s d o no t answe r an y o f th e 
questions i n th e "gra b bag " section . Controllin g fo r thi s drop-of f a t th e en d o f 
the survey , Edelma n estimate s tha t 3  percent o f al l voter s wer e gay , lesbian , o r 
bisexual self-identifiers . H e report s independen t confirmatio n o f this finding  i n 
a Los  Angeles Times  exit pol l fro m th e sam e election , i n whic h a  sexua l self -
identifier questio n wa s include d i n a  differen t format ; eac h responden t was 
asked t o check eithe r a  box marked "Ga y o r lesbian" o r a  box marked "No t ga y 
or lesbian. " Thre e percen t o f thos e respondin g checke d th e "Ga y o r lesbian " 
box in th e Times  survey (Edelma n 1993) . 

I hav e chose n t o tak e th e conservativ e cours e an d repor t th e lowe r figure, 
owing t o th e differenc e i n th e questio n wordin g an d th e fac t tha t th e precis e 
number o f respondents wh o failed t o answer th e "gra b bag " question becaus e of 
drop-off remain s uncertain . I  believ e i t i s highl y likely , however , tha t Dr . 
Edelman i s correct . 

Hypothesis 2:  Demographic  Characteristics 

LGBs wh o d o self-identif y wil l b e possesse d o f th e equivalen t o f "grou p 
consciousness." Therefore, th e demographic correlate s of group conscious -
ness foun d amon g wome n an d Africa n Americans—youth , hig h educa -
tion levels , and stron g partisanship—shoul d b e disproportionatel y grea t 
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among self-identifie d LGBs . Also , give n th e results o f prior se x surveys, 
men ma y significantly outnumbe r wome n amon g self-identifiers . 

The Essential  Differences and Similarities 

Table 6. 1 show s th e demographic breakdow n o f the 199 2 sample b y sexua l 
self-identification. Th e most notabl e findings  follow . 

Age. Onc e again , self-identificatio n wa s largel y a  functio n o f ag e i n 1992 , 
although th e clusterin g o f identificatio n rate s differe d somewha t fro m thos e 
found i n 1990 , as seen in table 6.2. 

As expected , self-identificatio n peake d i n the twenty-five t o twenty-nine age 
group; bot h thos e younge r (eightee n t o twenty-four) , wh o presumably ofte n ar e 
unsure o f thei r sexua l identity , an d thos e slightl y olde r (thirt y t o thirty-nine ) 
self-identify a t a  somewhat lowe r rate . These thre e ag e groups take n together — 
all voter s bor n betwee n abou t 195 3 and 1974—hav e a  mean self-identificatio n 
rate o f 3  percen t (tha t is , 3  percent o f all respondent s age d eightee n t o thirty -
nine identifie d themselve s a s gay, lesbian, o r bisexual) . I n contrast , 1. 7 percen t 
of thos e age d fort y t o sixty-fou r (bor n roughl y betwee n 192 8 and 1952 ) self -
identified. Withi n th e oldest ag e group, thos e sixty-fiv e o r older (bor n i n 1927 
or before) , only 0.8 percent o f 1  percent self-identified . 

When a  compariso n i s mad e wit h th e 199 0 figures,  a  pattern emerge s tha t 
indicates tha t th e inclusio n o f bisexual s i s particularly important . I n 199 0 the 
eighteen-to-twenty-nine ag e grou p wa s a  distinctiv e cluster , wit h 2. 5 percen t 
self-identifying a s gay o r lesbian , wherea s onl y 1. 4 percen t o f th e thirtysome -
things s o identifie d themselves . Th e thirty-to-thirty-nin e grou p i n 199 0 was 
part o f a distinctive cluster—thos e age d betwee n thirt y an d forty-nine—whic h 
had a  tota l self-identificatio n rat e o f 1. 5 percent . Wit h th e additio n o f th e 
"bisexual" elemen t t o th e self-identificatio n question , however , thos e i n th e 
thirty-to-thirty-nine grou p hav e a  rate o f identification muc h close r t o thos e of 
the younger age groups. 

The sam e hold s tru e fo r olde r voters . Th e thir d distinctiv e cluste r o f self -
identification rate s i n 199 0 comprised thos e fifty  or older: a  mere 0. 3 percent of 
these voter s identifie d themselve s a s gay or lesbian. Bu t in 1992 , 1.8 percen t o f 
voters age d fifty  t o fifty-nine,  an d 1. 7 percen t o f those age d sixt y t o sixty-fou r 
identified a s gay, lesbian, or  bisexual, in clos e accor d wit h th e self-identificatio n 
rates fo r th e tw o "fortysomething " ag e groups . Onl y th e oldes t group , thos e 
sixty-five an d above, self-identified a t a rate of less than 1  percent, an d even her e 
the rat e was substantially highe r tha n i n 1990. 

There appear , therefore , t o be distinct "comfor t levels " with self-identificatio n 
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that relat e directl y t o age . A s a  general rule , th e younge r on e is , th e les s on e i s 
inclined t o hid e one' s sexua l orientation . Bu t ther e appea r t o b e thre e distinc t 
generational cluster s o f willingnes s t o self-identif y a s ga y o r lesbian . Wit h th e 
addition o f bisexuality a s a self-identification option , th e upper ag e range of each 
cluster increases . 

Education. Th e 199 0 exi t poll s foun d tha t self-identifier s a s a  grou p wer e 
considerably bette r educate d tha n th e res t o f th e votin g population . Returnin g 
to tabl e 6.1 , th e 199 2 exi t poll s stil l find  significan t educationa l difference s 
between th e LG B an d non-LG B samples , bu t thes e difference s ar e greatl y re -
duced. Th e numbe r o f self-identifier s wit h a  hig h schoo l educatio n o r les s i s fa r 
greater tha n th e minima l figure  o f 1990 . Ther e stil l ar e mor e LG B voter s wh o 
went o n t o college , an d amon g thos e wh o graduat e colleg e ther e ar e a  large r 
number o f LGB voter s wh o g o o n t o postgraduat e stud y (nearl y on e LG B vote r 
in four) , bu t th e difference s i n educatio n ar e far les s pronounced tha n amon g th e 
lesbian an d ga y self-identifiers i n th e 199 0 off-yea r election . 

Sex. Anothe r notabl e differenc e betwee n th e 199 0 an d 199 2 sample s i s th e 
narrowing o f the "gende r gap " in self-identification . A  majority o f LGB identifi -
ers were male i n 1992 , as in 1990 , but th e difference betwee n th e sexe s was nin e 
and a  hal f point s i n 1992 , versu s abou t ninetee n point s i n 1990 . (Amon g non -
LGB voter s i n 1992 , ther e wa s a  si x an d a  hal f poin t difference , wit h wome n 
outnumbering men. ) 

Once again , self-identificatio n tend s t o b e concentrate d i n th e younge r ag e 
groups, althoug h th e additio n o f bisexua l self-identificatio n appear s t o hav e 
increased particularl y th e rat e o f self-identificatio n amon g olde r ag e groups , 
and th e thre e distinc t cluster s o f self-identification rate s hav e aged accordingly . 
The distinctively hig h educatio n leve l expected o f self-identifiers i n Hypothesi s 
2 wa s foun d agai n i n 1992 , bu t th e shar p distinction s o f 199 0 wer e dulled . 
Finally, the sharpl y distinc t finding  o f 199 0 tha t me n self-identifie d a t a  highe r 
rate tha n di d wome n als o wa s les s shar p i n 1992 . Wit h respec t t o Hypothesi s 
2, then , on e ma y conclud e tha t i t wa s confirme d i n 1992 , bu t les s conclusivel y 
than i n 1990 . 

Other Demographic Findings 

Several additiona l demographi c findings  o f note deserve commen t here : 

Region. The 199 2 LG B sampl e looke d fa r mor e lik e th e res t o f America wit h 
respect t o regio n o f residence . Althoug h ther e remaine d a  significan t preferenc e 
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for th e West , a s wel l a s fo r th e Eas t (no t note d i n 1990) , ove r th e Midwes t an d 
the South , ther e wa s nothin g remotel y resemblin g th e 199 0 finding  tha t thre e 
in seve n lesbian s an d gay s live d i n th e Wester n states . Th e LG B populatio n i n 
1992 i s found sprea d al l ove r the country . 

Size/type of locality.  In lik e manner , i n par t becaus e o f th e large r numbe r o f 
women, Mi d westerners, an d Southerner s i n th e 199 2 LG B sample , th e propor -
tion livin g i n centra l citie s wa s somewha t reduced : onl y abou t two-fifth s o f th e 
LGB respondent s reporte d livin g i n a  city o f fifty thousand o r more , versus mor e 
than hal f i n 1992 . However , thi s ma y partl y reflec t th e simpl e fac t tha t th e 
sample a s a whole wa s somewha t les s urban , an d mor e suburba n an d rural , tha n 
in 1990 . Compared wit h th e res t o f the population , LG B voters , especially men , 
remained fa r mor e likel y t o be urban dwellers . 

Income. I t ha s been widely stated , bot h b y LGB advocates and thei r opponents , 
that becaus e o f a  hypothesize d tendenc y amon g LGB s towar d double-incom e 
householders i n professional  an d manageria l occupation s withou t childre n t o 
look after , LG B peopl e hav e muc h mor e disposabl e incom e tha n d o non-LGBs . 
The 199 0 data , however , produce d n o evidenc e t o suppor t thi s theory : n o 
statistical o r apparen t differenc e wa s foun d betwee n lesbian/ga y an d nonga y 
incomes. In 1992 , indeed, the exact reverse  of the anecdota l hypothesi s wa s found : 
LGB self-identifiers ha d significantly lower  incomes than did th e res t o f the voter s 
in th e sampl e (firs t reporte d i n Edelma n 1993) . 

Because o f th e disproportionat e yout h o f th e LG B sample , a  contro l tes t wa s 
run b y ag e category . Althoug h par t o f th e differenc e i s attributabl e t o th e larg e 
number o f young people , ther e i s n o significan t differenc e betwee n th e income s 
of "bab y boomers " base d o n thei r sexua l self-identification—an d olde r LGB s 
have generall y lowe r income s tha n non-LGB s i n th e sam e ag e bracket . Also , 
there i s n o significan t differenc e i n income s betwee n LG B me n an d wome n tha t 
would accoun t fo r thes e differences . 

Occupation. Homemaker s an d retirees continued t o be underrepresented amon g 
LGB voters , althoug h no t t o th e sam e exten t a s i n 1990 . Interestingly , i n th e 
1992 sample , disproportionatel y larg e share s o f LGB s ar e eithe r full-tim e stu -
dents o r unemployed peopl e seekin g work , whic h wa s no t th e cas e in 1990 . 

A mos t curiou s statisti c fo r whic h I  canno t accoun t i s that , i n 199 2 (unlik e 
1990), a  disproportion o f th e self-identifier s (2 2 percent ) sai d the y wer e school -
teachers. Thi s grou p appear s t o accoun t fo r th e disproportio n o f LGB s amon g 
union member s i n 1992 , whic h wa s no t foun d i n 1990 . Give n tha t ther e i s n o 
evidence of , an d n o theoretica l reaso n t o suspect , a  huge influ x o f open lesbians , 
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gay men , an d bisexual s int o th e teachin g professio n i n th e las t tw o year s o f th e 
Bush administration , I  trea t thi s a s an anomal y o f the sampl e unles s an d unti l i t 
is confirmed i n late r studies. 3 

Religion. Because, a s noted , th e "religio n then " an d "religio n now " variable s 
from 199 0 hav e been folde d int o one , "religiou s affiliation, " n o direct replicatio n 
of the 199 0 result s i s possible. One note s with grea t interest , however , tha t twic e 
as man y LGB s a s non-LGB s i n 199 2 identifie d a s non-Christian , an d tha t one -
third fewe r LGB s tha n non-LGB s identifie d a s Protestan t o r "othe r Christian " 
(not Protestan t o r Catholic) . Th e fac t tha t th e proportio n o f Catholi c identifier s 
was virtuall y identica l amon g th e tw o group s canno t readil y b e explaine d i n 
light o f the 199 0 dat a withou t furthe r investigation , bu t on e ca n speculat e that , 
like Judaism, Catholicis m i s considere d b y man y Catholic s t o b e a  quasi-ethni c 
element o f thei r identity , whic h remain s wit h the m eve n i f they d o no t practic e 
the religio n o r even rejec t i t altogether . 

As with man y o f the demographi c indicators , th e trend s o f 199 0 wit h regar d 
to religiou s participatio n g o i n th e sam e direction , bu t wit h les s force , i n 1992 . 
Significantly fewe r LGB s attende d religiou s service s regularl y tha n di d th e res t 
of the voter s i n th e sample , bu t th e drop-of f i n attendanc e based  o n sexua l self -
identification i s onl y abou t 1 9 percen t i n 199 2 (32. 4 percen t fo r LGBs , 40. 1 
percent fo r non-LGBs) , as opposed t o a 43 percent drop-of f i n 199 0 (24.4 percen t 
for lesbian s an d gays , 43. 4 percen t fo r nongays) . Give n tha t th e 199 0 indicato r 
read "onc e a  month," wherea s th e 199 2 indicato r rea d "onc e a  week," i t appear s 
that th e 199 2 sampl e dre w i n fa r mor e religiousl y incline d peopl e tha n di d th e 
1990 sample . 

Once again , curiously , ther e wa s n o differenc e betwee n LGB s an d th e res t o f 
the voting populatio n i n identificatio n a s a "born-again o r fundamentalis t Chris -
tian": about one-fift h o f each group calle d itsel f born-agai n o r fundamentalist . 

Marriage and  family.  Her e th e greates t difference s wit h 199 0 wer e found . 
Three i n te n LGB s i n 199 2 reporte d tha t the y wer e presently legall y married . I t 
seems mos t likel y tha t th e inclusio n o f bisexualit y i n th e self-identificatio n 
question i s principally responsibl e fo r thi s tremendou s increase , a  tripling o f th e 
1990 figure , whic h include d ga y me n an d lesbian s alone . 

Further, contrar y t o th e belie f tha t peopl e wit h same-se x orientation s ar e 
largely childless , one-quarter o f the LGB respondent s (a s against one-thir d o f th e 
non-LGB respondents ) reporte d havin g childre n unde r eightee n living  at  home. 
Also, unlike i n 1990 , when ther e was a huge gender ga p i n childrearing betwee n 
lesbians an d ga y me n (lesbian s wer e thre e time s a s likel y a s ga y me n t o hav e 
children a t home) , in 199 2 ther e was no significant differenc e betwee n LG B me n 
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and wome n i n thi s regard , althoug h i n ra w figure s lesbia n an d bisexua l wome n 
continued t o outnumbe r ga y an d bisexua l me n a s custodia l parent s o f mino r 
children. 

First-time voting.  A t th e en d o f th e demographi c statistic s w e find a  clear , 
significant differenc e betwee n LG B an d non-LG B voter s tha t i s greate r tha n i t 
was i n 1990 . I n th e midter m election s ther e wa s n o differenc e betwee n th e 
groups i n th e rat e of first-time  voting . I n 1992 , however , tw o of every nin e LG B 
voters reporte d the y wer e castin g thei r ballot s fo r th e ver y first  time , a s agains t 
one i n te n non-LG B voters . Thi s wa s no t confine d t o th e younge r ag e groups , 
either: on e o f ever y si x LG B voter s age d thirt y o r mor e wa s votin g fo r th e first 
time—in additio n t o thre e i n eight o f those aged eightee n t o twenty-nine! Onl y 
minimal number s o f non-LG B bab y boomer s an d pre-boo m voter s ha d neve r 
stepped int o th e boot h before . On e initia l impression , certainly , i s tha t th e 
salience o f ga y right s issue s i n th e 199 2 campaig n brough t voter s "ou t o f th e 
closets and int o th e polls. " 

The self-identifie d lesbian , gay , and bisexua l electorat e i n 199 2 look s mor e lik e 
the res t o f America tha n di d th e self-identifie d lesbian s an d ga y me n wh o vote d 
in th e midter m election s i n 1990 . Th e reason s fo r thi s canno t b e know n wit h 
certainty, bu t on e importan t reaso n tha t ca n b e hypothesize d readil y i s th e 
inclusion o f bisexual s i n th e sexua l self-identificatio n question ; thi s appear s t o 
have moderate d th e demographi c disparitie s foun d whe n lesbian s an d ga y me n 
alone wer e permitte d t o self-identify . Suc h factor s a s th e triplin g i n th e 
percentage o f married self-identifiers , th e doublin g i n th e percentag e wh o hav e 
children a t home , th e increas e i n self-identificatio n amon g older , les s affluent , 
more religiou s people , especially i n th e Midwes t an d South , an d th e narrowin g 
of th e "gende r gap " i n self-identificatio n al l indicat e th e likelihoo d tha t th e 
inclusion o f "bisexual " a s a n optio n gav e mor e "mainstream " person s wit h 
same-sex attraction s sufficien t comfor t t o identif y themselves . 

Be thi s a s i t may , th e fac t remain s tha t LG B voter s i n 199 2 wer e distinc -
tively younger , bette r educated , mor e urba n an d coastal , and les s religiou s tha n 
their non-LG B counterpart s i n th e electorate . Althoug h th e distinctivenes s i s 
not a s great a s in 1990 , when bisexual s wer e no t include d i n th e self-identifica -
tion item , th e directio n o f th e distinctivenes s remain s consistent . Th e onl y 
counterintuitive finding was  tha t LG B voter s appea r t o hav e lowe r househol d 
incomes a s a group tha n d o non-LGBs . 

The othe r importan t finding was  tha t betwee n a  fifth  an d a  quarte r o f al l 
LGB voter s i n 199 2 sai d the y wer e votin g fo r th e first  time—includin g one -
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sixth o f thos e age d thirt y an d older . This , again , was  mor e tha n doubl e th e 
proportion o f the res t o f the population votin g fo r th e first  time ; and fou r time s 
as man y LGB s a s non-LGB s age d thirt y an d olde r sai d the y wer e first-time 
voters. Bil l Clinton' s over t campaignin g fo r LG B votes , th e Republicans ' 
numerous foray s int o antiga y rhetoric , an d th e ver y publi c mixe d message s o f 
Ross Pero t take n togethe r appeare d t o hav e th e predicte d effec t o n vote r 
turnout amon g LGBs . 

Hypothesis 3:  Political  Attitudes 

The genera l politica l orientatio n o f LG B voter s wil l b e libera l o r leftis t 
and Democratic , i n keepin g wit h th e patter n foun d amon g Africa n 
Americans, feminists , an d non-Cuba n Latinos , and wil l b e highly distinc -
tive from tha t o f non-LGB identifiers . 

Table 6. 3 show s a  breakdow n i n politica l attitude s o f LG B an d non-LG B 
respondents. Give n th e moderation i n th e demographi c distinctivenes s o f LGBs 
found i n th e 199 2 numbers , i t ma y b e expecte d tha t th e distinctivel y libera l 
attitudes o f th e 199 0 ga y an d lesbia n sampl e ma y als o hav e moderate d some -
what. Thi s was  confirme d i f w e stres s th e wor d somewhat,  for self-identifie d 
LGBs remai n fa r mor e libera l tha n th e res t o f the electorate . 

Ideology and  Partisanship 

The sampl e a s a whole i n 199 2 i s about fou r point s les s conservative tha n i t 
was i n 1990 , wit h liberal s an d moderate s benefitin g evenly . Th e LG B sampl e 
remains fa r mor e libera l tha n non-LGBs , bu t a  shade less so than i n 1990 ; ther e 
is a seven-point increas e i n self-identifier s wh o cal l themselve s moderate s an d a 
corresponding dro p o f si x point s i n thos e callin g themselve s liberals . I n bot h 
years, self-identifie d conservative s ar e i n th e singl e digit s amon g LGBs . None -
theless, roughl y hal f o f al l LGB s i n 199 2 calle d themselve s liberals , a s agains t 
only one-fift h o f the res t o f the sample . 

Interestingly, however , ther e wer e onl y minima l change s fro m th e rate s o f 
partisan identificatio n foun d i n 1990 , within th e sampl e a s a whole an d withi n 
the subsamples . Indeed , ther e was  a  sligh t increas e i n th e shar e o f 199 2 LG B 
respondents identifyin g a s Democrats ove r th e 199 0 lesbian/ga y respondents . 

Issue Stands  and Priorities 

Approval ratings. There wer e n o questions o n overal l approva l o f the presiden t 
or o f Congres s i n th e 199 2 survey . However , th e on e "institutiona l trust " 
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question i n th e 199 2 batter y i s o f interest : a  (small ) majorit y o f respondents , 
including nearl y two-third s o f LG B respondents , sai d th e countr y woul d b e 
better of f "i f all ne w people were elected t o office. " 

The important  issues. Larg e pluralitie s o f bot h group s checke d "economy/jobs " 
as one o f the tw o mos t importan t issue s i n determinin g thei r vot e choic e fo r th e 
White House . Unlik e th e non-LG B voters , however , whos e secondar y issu e 
concerns lagge d rathe r fa r behin d th e economy , healt h car e wa s nearl y a s im -
portant t o the LGB respondents : 3 9 percent cite d thi s issue , versus 1 9 percent o f 
non-LGBs. Significantly lowe r were the federa l budge t defici t (Ros s Perot' s issue ) 
and th e GO P issue s o f taxes , foreig n policy , an d "famil y values. " Als o muc h 
lower wa s the environment . Th e reade r wil l recal l tha t ecologica l question s wer e 
rated a s the to p issu e in 199 0 b y one-quarter o f gay men an d lesbians , and a s the 
first-place ite m (wit h 4 5 percent ) i n th e lis t o f one or two mos t importan t issue s 
that year . I n 1992 , th e environmen t wa s name d a s on e o f th e tw o to p issue s b y 
only 8  percen t o f LG B respondents . Thi s i s a  remarkabl e vanishin g o f wha t i n 
1990 was a highly distinctiv e issu e concern o f this group o f voters. 

Social issues. Thi s wa s th e are a o f th e greates t LG B distinctivenes s i n 1990 , 
and remain s a n are a o f considerable distinctivenes s today . Especiall y noteworth y 
are th e result s wit h respec t t o government' s rol e i n encouraging , discouraging , 
or remaining neutra l wit h respec t t o certain kind s o f values. 

Abortion. In th e 199 0 polls , i n th e first  congressiona l election s afte r th e 198 9 
Webster decision , abou t tw o America n voter s i n five  believe d abortio n shoul d 
always b e legal , an d larg e majoritie s o f two-third s t o three-quarter s (dependin g 
on th e specifi c question' s wording ) o f gay me n an d lesbian s agreed . B y 1992 , a 
large numbe r o f American s appeare d t o hav e shifte d t o a  positio n supportin g 
limited restriction s o n abortion , bu t keepin g th e procedure "mostl y legal. " Thus, 
about one-thir d o f U.S . voter s i n 199 2 stil l essentiall y supporte d abortio n o n 
demand, wherea s anothe r one-thir d believe d abortio n shoul d b e "mostl y legal, " 
and th e remainin g thir d favore d eithe r seriou s restriction s o r a  complete ba n o n 
the procedure . I n apparen t conformit y wit h thi s tren d an d th e apparen t modera -
tion o f previou s distinctivenes s amon g LGBs , th e distinctiv e suppor t fo r th e 
absolute pro-choic e positio n amon g LGB s remaine d significant , bu t somewha t 
diminished, a t 5 6 percent . A n additiona l 3 0 percen t o f LGB s woul d mak e th e 
procedure generall y availabl e wit h som e restrictions . Onl y 1 4 percen t side d 
substantially wit h th e right-to-lif e movement . 

Traditional values  and social  problems. Som e of the cleares t line s o n issue s wer e 
drawn i n thre e question s relatin g t o th e government' s rol e i n promotin g o r 
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encouraging traditiona l socia l structure s an d moralit y (sometime s iterate d a s 
"family values") . Thes e questions , th e closes t o f an y i n th e surve y t o gaugin g 
attitudes towar d th e ga y right s movement , produce d spli t result s amon g th e 
non-LGB voter s surveyed bu t clea r result s fro m th e LGBs . 

Two relate d question s wer e aske d i n Versio n P  o f th e survey . On e aske d th e 
respondent t o choose , betwee n tw o statements , th e on e close r t o he r ow n views ; 
the choice s were (1) the government shoul d promot e traditiona l value s o r (2) th e 
government shoul d no t favo r on e se t o f value s ove r another . Th e tota l sampl e 
split dow n th e middle , wit h a  small majorit y choosin g th e secon d option . I n th e 
other question , respondent s wer e asked  t o pi n th e greate r blam e fo r socia l 
problems o n (1 ) th e breakdow n o f th e traditiona l famil y o r (2 ) governmen t 
neglect o f socia l needs . Again , th e resul t wa s split , wit h a  ver y smal l majorit y 
choosing th e first  option . However , i n on e questio n i n Versio n Y  th e resul t wa s 
far mor e decisive . Agai n asked  t o choos e betwee n tw o options—(1 ) i t i s mor e 
important fo r th e governmen t t o encourag e traditiona l famil y values , o r (2 ) i t i s 
more importan t fo r th e governmen t t o encourag e toleranc e o f nontraditiona l 
families—three-fourths o f the respondent s chos e the first  option . 

Thus, amon g th e votin g populatio n i n 1992 , ther e appeare d t o b e thre e 
distinct views . Roughl y hal f fel t tha t th e famil y wa s i n trouble , tha t it s break -
down wa s chiefl y responsibl e fo r ou r socia l ills , an d tha t governmen t shoul d 
actively promot e traditiona l value s an d famil y structures . Anothe r quarte r be -
lieved tha t governmen t neglec t wa s chiefl y responsibl e fo r socia l deca y an d tha t 
government shoul d no t b e i n th e busines s o f favorin g on e se t o f value s ove r 
another—but, i f i t wer e t o do so , traditiona l familie s wer e t o b e preferred . Th e 
third group , also accounting fo r a  quarter o f the voters , appeare d t o believ e tha t 
government activel y should encourage tolerance of those whose ways of life differ , 
in realit y o r perception , fro m thos e o f th e majorit y an d tha t governmen t actio n 
to reduc e hunger , homelessness , an d hopelessness , no t a  ne w campaig n fo r 
traditional values , was the solutio n t o socia l decay . 

In thi s dispute , consisten t 6 9 t o 7 0 percen t majoritie s o f LG B voter s foun d 
themselves agreein g wit h th e thir d group , th e mos t libera l o r nontraditiona l 
group. 

The economy. Unlik e i n 1990 , interestingly, i n 199 2 th e LGB respondents hel d 
significantly mor e negativ e evaluation s o f the country' s economi c conditio n tha n 
did th e res t o f the respondents , eve n give n tha t th e economi c evaluation s o f th e 
voters wer e negativ e indeed . Wherea s a  plurality o f all voter s sai d thei r persona l 
financial condition s wer e abou t th e sam e a s the y wer e fou r year s before , nearl y 
half o f th e LG B respondent s sai d the y personall y wer e wors e off . I n 199 0 ther e 
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was n o significan t differenc e i n persona l economi c evaluation s betwee n self -
identified ga y me n an d lesbian s an d th e res t o f th e population , an d th e ra w 
numbers showe d th e self-identifier s somewha t bette r of f tha n th e res t o f th e 
respondents. 

As fo r th e nationa l economy , 1 1 percen t o f LGBs , a s agains t 1 9 percen t o f 
non-LGBs, though t it s conditio n wa s "excellent " o r "good" ; th e res t labele d th e 
economy "no t s o good" o r "poor. " Thi s differ s littl e fro m th e 199 0 numbers , i n 
which 1 4 percen t o f lesbian s an d ga y men , an d 2 0 percen t o f th e nonga y 
respondents hel d a  similarly blea k assessmen t o f the economy . 

The voters ' evaluation o f the president' s handlin g o f the economy wa s sharpl y 
negative, and ba d mark s wer e even mor e likel y t o b e given b y "lavender " voters . 
Only a  third o f non-LGB voter s an d one-sixt h o f LGB voter s approve d o f Bush' s 
performance i n thi s area . Two-thirds o f LGB respondent s sai d the y "disapprove d 
strongly." 

The reason s fo r thi s increase d negativis m amon g LG B voter s ar e no t readil y 
apparent. Ther e i s n o evidenc e t o sugges t tha t American s wit h same-se x af -
fections wer e hur t mor e i n the Bush-era recessio n tha n wer e heterosexuals , so one 
must loo k elsewher e fo r explanations . Th e change s i n th e compositio n o f th e 
sample certainl y ma y b e a  factor , especiall y give n tha t th e 199 2 LG B sampl e a s 
a whole wa s somewhat poore r an d les s educated , an d mor e compose d o f familie s 
with children , tha n th e lesbian/ga y sampl e o f 1990 . Anothe r factor , however , 
may wel l hav e bee n spillove r fro m th e Republicans ' sometime s hars h antiga y 
rhetoric, leadin g man y LG B voter s t o vie w th e Republica n administratio n i n a 
negative ligh t o n noncultura l issues. 4 

Trees versus jobs. One final economic variable ought t o be noted. I n 199 0 three -
quarters o f th e gay/lesbia n self-identifier s hel d tha t preservin g th e environmen t 
should b e given priorit y ove r economic growt h whe n th e tw o came int o conflict . 
After tw o difficul t economi c years , although a  majority o f LGBs stil l supporte d 
that position , th e fifty-nine  t o forty-on e margi n b y whic h the y di d s o i n 199 2 
was substantially lowe r tha n th e 199 0 lesbian/ga y figure. 

Taxes and services:  The  role and priorities of government. Th e LG B an d non-LG B 
publics seriousl y disagree d abou t th e basi c questio n o f wha t th e governmen t 
ought t o d o i n general . Wherea s three-fifth s o f non-LG B voter s sai d the y 
preferred a  smaller governmen t tha t provide d the m wit h fewe r service s i n retur n 
for lowe r taxes , a five-to-four  majority o f LGB voters disagreed, opting fo r highe r 
taxes i n exchange fo r mor e government services . 

This wa s reflecte d i n a  secon d questio n abou t wha t th e to p priorit y fo r th e 
next presiden t shoul d be . Among th e thre e option s o f cutting taxes , cutting th e 
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federal deficit , an d expanding domesti c programs, 5 9 percent o f non-LGBs opte d 
for cuttin g th e deficit , bu t a  4 4 percen t pluralit y o f LGB s wante d increase d 
domestic program s first;  onl y 3 6 percen t o f LGB s pu t cuttin g th e defici t first. 
(Cutting taxe s ra n a  poor thir d amon g bot h groups. ) Thi s emphasi s carrie d ove r 
into specific polic y questions . Large majorities o f both group s sai d the y woul d b e 
willing t o pay mor e taxe s t o improv e healt h car e programs, an d bot h spli t dow n 
the middl e o n doin g s o fo r infrastructur e improvements . Th e LG B voters , 
however, wer e significantl y mor e incline d tha n non-LG B voter s t o suppor t a n 
increase i n thei r taxe s t o improv e jo b trainin g an d placement . Mos t notably , 
whereas abou t hal f o f non-LGBs sai d the y woul d b e willing t o hav e highe r taxe s 
go to reduce th e federa l deficit , onl y thre e i n te n LGB s supported thi s position . 

Therefore, wherea s th e prioritie s o f th e voter s take n togethe r wer e rathe r a 
muddle, th e prioritie s o f th e lesbian , gay , an d bisexua l voter s take n togethe r 
were somewha t clearer . Th e larges t numbe r o f peopl e i n thi s group , i f no t a 
majority, favore d bigge r governmen t doin g mor e abou t economi c an d socia l 
problems, an d wer e willin g t o pay mor e i n taxe s t o achiev e thes e goals . (Thi s i s 
consistent wit h th e finding  tha t a  hug e majorit y o f LGB s blame d governmen t 
neglect rathe r tha n th e breakdow n o f th e famil y fo r socia l problems. ) The y als o 
were muc h les s concerned abou t th e defici t an d wante d an y ta x increase s use d t o 
provide government service s rathe r tha n reduc e deb t service . 

Any smal l degre e o f moderation fro m 199 0 notwithstanding , th e LG B sampl e 
was agai n distinctivel y libera l i n 1992 , an d no t merel y wit h respec t t o socia l 
issues; i n th e Clinto n election , th e LG B identifier s wer e considerabl y mor e 
inclined t o suppor t a  big , economicall y activ e governmen t tha n wa s th e res t o f 
the sample . 

Voting Behavior 

Table 6. 4 display s th e aggregat e vot e choice s o f th e sampl e an d th e reason s 
given fo r thei r decisions . Mos t note d b y th e popula r pres s was  th e thirty-poin t 
gap betwee n th e preference s o f th e "lavende r vote " an d th e res t o f th e sampl e 
in th e presidentia l contest . Equall y striking , however , give n th e result s i n 
1990, i s th e mor e consisten t suppor t fo r th e Democrat s acros s th e boar d i n 
contests fo r senators , governors, 5 an d representatives ; i n eac h se t o f contests , 
the aggregat e non-LG B vot e fo r Democrati c nominee s nationwid e wa s betwee n 
51.5 an d 53. 6 percent , wherea s th e aggregat e LG B vot e was  betwee n twenty -
one an d twenty-fiv e point s highe r fo r th e Democrats , rangin g betwee n 74. 2 
and 78. 3 percent . 

The rol e o f Ros s Pero t i s worth y o f note . Virtuall y identica l share s o f LG B 
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voters (4 2 percent ) an d non-LG B voter s (3 9 percent ) indicate d tha t durin g th e 
campaign the y onc e though t the y migh t vot e fo r Perot , an d simila r margin s o f 
each—38 percen t o f LGBs , 3 6 percen t o f non-LGBs—sai d the y woul d hav e 
voted fo r Pero t i f he had ha d a  chance t o win , despit e hi s very publi c waverin g 
on LG B right s issue s (and s o much else ) during th e campaign . Th e vot e totals , 
therefore, ar e no t uniforml y goo d new s fo r th e Democrats , give n tha t mos t o f 
this underlyin g Pero t suppor t woul d hav e bee n a t th e expens e o f Bil l Clinton . 
Even i f Pero t ha d no t bee n i n th e race , onl y abou t a  thir d o f th e LGB s wh o 
actually di d giv e hi m thei r vote s woul d hav e gon e t o Clinton ; nearl y al l th e 
rest woul d eithe r hav e vote d fo r a  thir d part y candidat e or , mor e commonly , 
would no t hav e voted a t all . 

Nonetheless, th e rejectio n o f George Bus h eve n b y hi s forme r LG B support -
ers i s manifest . Onl y hal f o f LGB Republican s vote d fo r thei r party' s president ; 
of those who spli t away , roughly hal f went t o Clinton, hal f to Perot . Eve n mor e 
notable, nearl y two-third s o f those LGBs who reporte d votin g fo r Bus h i n 198 8 
split fro m hi m i n 1992 ; a  pluralit y o f 198 8 Bus h voter s supporte d Clinton . 
Indeed, seve n i n te n LGB s wh o reporte d havin g vote d fo r Ronal d Reaga n i n 
1984 rejecte d Bus h i n 1992 ; a  majorit y vote d fo r Clinton . Onl y two-third s o f 
LGBs wh o vote d fo r GO P Hous e candidate s vote d fo r Bush ; o f LGB s wh o 
chose Democrat s i n th e Hous e races , 9 0 percen t vote d fo r Clinton . Bus h los t 
among LG B conservatives , right-to-lifers , an d "born-again " o r fundamentalis t 
Christians a s well . 

It i s no t surprisin g tha t LG B voter s differe d fro m non-LG B voter s i n 
virtually ever y categor y o n th e questio n o f th e mos t importan t candidat e 
qualities; thos e Clinto n stresse d wer e mor e frequentl y cite d an d thos e hi s 
opponents use d t o attac k hi m wer e les s frequentl y cited . O f greate r interes t 
were tw o othe r set s o f question s abou t factor s importan t i n eac h respondent' s 
vote choice . Close to half of the LGB respondents cite d Suprem e Cour t appoint -
ments a s a n importan t factor , an d twic e a s man y LGB s a s non-LGB s cite d th e 
candidates' wive s an d th e part y convention s a s importan t factors . Significantl y 
fewer LGB s tha n non-LGB s cite d a  pai r o f issue s relate d t o th e Democrati c 
nominee's past : th e candidates ' marita l fidelity,  an d th e draf t statu s an d Viet -
nam protest s o f Clinton personally . 

Interestingly, ther e wa s n o significan t differenc e betwee n th e LG B an d non -
LGB respondent s abou t whe n the y mad e thei r respectiv e final  decision s o n ho w 
they woul d vote . Althoug h onl y hal f a s man y LGB s a s non-LGB s wer e unde -
cided goin g int o th e final  wee k o f th e campaig n (1 3 versu s 2 5 percent) , mor e 
than a  thir d o f LG B voter s di d no t mak e u p thei r mind s unti l afte r th e 
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presidential debate s i n October . A  larg e numbe r o f thes e apparentl y wer e 
prospective Pero t voter s who , whil e havin g n o intentio n o f votin g fo r Bush , 
were no t ye t comfortabl e wit h Bil l Clinton . 

Hypothesis 4  (Part):  Gender 

Lesbians an d bisexua l women , whethe r feminist s o r not , wil l b e mor e 
opposed t o th e us e o f force i n politics , an d therefor e wil l b e mor e likel y 
to vote fo r Democrat s tha n ar e gay and bisexua l men . (Th e portion o f th e 
hypothesis relatin g t o feminism canno t b e tested here. ) 

Interestingly, unlik e i n 1990 , n o especia l patter n o f difference s base d o n se x 
was discernible i n 1992 . Although LG B women an d me n di d sho w statisticall y 
significant difference s o n a  numbe r o f items , w e lear n ver y littl e fro m them . 
There wa s no difference i n vote choic e a t an y leve l betwee n th e sexes . Nor wer e 
there an y difference s o n an y indicato r relate d t o foreig n policy , no r o n th e 
preeminent controversia l "women' s issue, " abortion . 

As i n 1990 , women too k a  somewhat mor e pessimisti c vie w o f the nationa l 
economy (4 5 percen t rate d it s conditio n "poor, " versu s 3 1 percen t o f men) . 
Women als o were more inclined tha n me n t o favor increase d domesti c spendin g 
as th e to p priorit y fo r th e ne w president ; self-identifie d ga y an d bisexua l men , 
like th e non-LG B majority , hel d cuttin g th e defici t t o b e mos t importan t (4 3 
percent, a s against 3 2 percen t fo r increasin g domesti c spendin g an d 2 6 percen t 
seeking lowe r taxes) , whereas two-third s o f self-identified lesbian s an d bisexua l 
women wante d domesti c program s beefe d u p an d onl y on e i n si x sai d cuttin g 
the defici t wa s mor e important . However , th e me n wer e significantl y mor e 
likely (5 5 t o 3 7 percent ) t o rat e "economy/jobs " a s on e o f th e tw o mos t 
important issue s i n th e campaign—an d t o vie w Clinto n a s most likel y t o rais e 
their taxes . Thus , on e canno t clearl y interpre t an y economi c effec t o n th e LG B 
vote base d o n sex . 

Any analysi s o f gender effect s i n 199 2 i s seriousl y hindere d b y th e absenc e 
of an y direc t indicato r o f feminism . A s reporte d earlier , th e "feminis m gap " 
appears t o b e muc h mor e significan t tha n an y "gende r gap " amon g th e LG B 
population, especiall y give n th e extraordinar y rat e o f identificatio n wit h femi -
nism amon g self-identifie d lesbians . Takin g difference s i n se x i n an d o f them -
selves, the 199 2 dat a give u s n o basi s on which t o reconfir m Hypothesi s 4 . 
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Hypothesis 5:  Voting  Blocs within  the  Community 

Given th e divergen t concept s o f group identit y amon g LGBs , an d thei r 
differing notion s o f what th e goal s o f the LG B movemen t shoul d b e an d 
the bes t mean s fo r achievin g them , LG B voter s wil l no t b e monolithic ; 
although th e larg e majorit y wil l vot e fo r Democrats , significan t minorit -
ies will suppor t Republican s o r leftis t thir d candidates . 

Table 6. 5 display s th e statisticall y significan t difference s withi n th e LG B 
sample a s broke n dow n b y part y affiliation . A s discusse d above , th e mos t 
notable differenc e i s th e near-unanimou s suppor t fo r Bil l Clinto n amon g LG B 
Democrats, wherea s onl y hal f o f th e rathe r smal l ban d o f LG B Republican s 
voted fo r Georg e Bush. 7 Althoug h th e GO P figure  show s a  remarkabl y hig h 
degree o f intrapartisa n desertion , i t fits  int o th e previousl y note d tendenc y o f 
LGB Republican s t o splinte r thei r tickets , whic h carrie d ove r int o othe r 
contests: tw o i n five  "lavender " GO P identifier s vote d fo r Democrat s fo r th e 
U.S. Senat e and one-quarte r di d th e sam e i n Hous e races . In contrast , th e LG B 
Democrats i n al l contest s hel d togethe r remarkabl y well , wit h a t leas t 9 1 
percent votin g fo r thei r copartisans . 

Also o f interes t i s th e mor e consisten t suppor t fo r Democrati c nominee s 
among LG B independents . I n th e three-wa y presidentia l contest , Clinto n wo n 
the vote s o f five  i n eigh t LG B independen t an d thir d part y identifiers ; Ros s 
Perot pulle d one-fourth , an d Georg e Bus h abou t on e i n nin e fo r a  poo r thir d 
place. I n th e congressiona l contests , full y three-quarter s o f this grou p vote d fo r 
Democratic nominees, 8 an d i n th e smal l numbe r o f gubernatoria l contests , 
seven i n te n vote d Democratic . Althoug h the y behave d lik e tru e independent s 
in mos t cases , splittin g thei r tickets , th e LG B independen t vot e wa s mor e 
strongly tilte d i n favo r o f the Democrat s i n 199 2 tha n i t ha d bee n i n 1990 . 

A fe w o f th e demographi c difference s reporte d her e migh t b e expected : 
Republicans ar e wealthier, mor e rural , more white , and mor e Christian tha n ar e 
Democrats an d independents . Th e contras t i n religiou s affiliatio n b y part y 
affiliation, however , i s rathe r stark . Onl y 1 0 percen t o f LG B Republican s 
identified themselve s a s non-Christians , compare d wit h 3 5 percen t o f LG B 
Democrats an d 4 5 percen t o f LG B independents . Thre e LG B Republican s i n 
eight identif y a s "born again, " a s against on e i n five Democrats an d on e i n nin e 
independents. 

Also o f interes t ar e th e LG B employmen t statistics . Th e Democrat s includ e 
disproportions o f student s an d retirees , th e Republican s a  disproportio n o f 
homemakers, an d independent s disproportion s o f part-tim e worker s an d th e 
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unemployed. Oddly , th e disproportio n o f schoolteacher s i n th e LG B sampl e 
noted previously appear s to be heavily concentrated amon g self-identifie d Dem -
ocrats. 

Finally, Republican s wit h same-se x attraction s wer e hal f agai n a s likel y t o 
have been legall y marrie d a t som e point i n thei r lives , and mor e tha n hal f agai n 
as likel y t o b e marrie d presently , a s wer e LG B independent s an d Democrats . 
There wa s n o significan t difference , however , amon g th e partisa n categorie s i n 
having childre n livin g a t home . 

The 199 2 figures  o n politica l attitude s b y part y ar e mos t notabl e fo r thei r 
confirmation o f th e 199 0 finding  that , unlik e mos t o f thei r non-LG B coparti -
sans, LGB Republican s wer e decided moderates ; only one in seven called hersel f 
a conservative , no t man y mor e tha n th e single-digi t total s foun d amon g th e 
Democrats an d independents . GO P issu e concern s an d attitudes , a s ma y b e 
expected, wer e significantl y mor e conservativ e tha n thos e o f other LGBs , espe -
cially wit h respec t t o taxe s an d th e economy . Ye t ther e was  n o mistakin g the m 
for th e "average " non-LGB Republican . 

As for independents , the y wer e significantl y mor e likel y t o vie w abortio n a s 
an importan t issue , and t o suppor t th e absolut e pro-choic e position , tha n wer e 
the majo r part y identifiers , an d alon g wit h th e Republican s the y wer e muc h 
more likel y t o vie w th e federa l defici t a s a n importan t proble m tha n wer e th e 
Democrats. (No t surprisingly , LG B independent s wh o cite d th e defici t consti -
tuted th e subgrou p mos t likel y t o vot e fo r Ros s Perot. ) A s ma y b e expected , 
independents wer e als o thre e time s a s likel y a s majo r part y supporter s t o sa y 
that divide d government—havin g a  president an d congressiona l majoritie s o f 
different parties—wa s bette r tha n single-part y government , Perot' s complaint s 
about partisa n "gridlock " notwithstanding . 

One question , therefore , remain s t o b e answered. Afte r a  campaign i n whic h 
Republicans overtl y oppose d LG B right s an d spok e disparagingl y o f LG B 
people, wh y di d roughl y thre e hundre d thousan d self-identifie d lesbian , gay , 
and bisexua l American s vot e fo r Georg e Bus h i n 1992 ? Th e pro-Bus h grou p 
was demographicall y an d ideologicall y ver y muc h lik e th e Republican s wh o 
voted agains t Bush : i t di d no t compris e right-win g extremists , and i t containe d 
a share o f ticket-splitters a s well a s straight-ticket Republicans . 

Only fou r majo r characteristic s se t thi s grou p apart . First , nearl y hal f o f 
LGB Bus h voter s wer e small-tow n o r rura l residents , an d fewe r tha n a  quarte r 
lived i n centra l cities ; this i s directly contrar y t o th e genera l trend . Second , hal f 
of th e Bus h voter s sai d th e nationa l econom y was  doin g well , an d a  larg e 
majority approve d o f Bush' s handlin g o f th e economy ; the y thu s gav e a  retro -
spective rewar d t o th e president , jus t a s th e model s sa y the y shoul d have . 
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Third, the y wer e uniforml y negativ e abou t Bil l Clinto n personally , al l sayin g 
they woul d b e eithe r "concerned " o r "scared " i f Clinto n wer e elected . Fourth , 
about hal f o f Bush' s voter s said , a s di d thre e i n seve n Pero t voters , tha t the y 
were votin g mor e against  thei r candidate' s opponent s tha n for thei r candidate . 
In contrast , a  three-to-on e majorit y o f Clinton' s supporter s sai d the y wer e 
voting fo r Clinton , no t agains t hi s opponents . 

The essentia l findings  o f 199 0 with respec t t o Hypothesi s 5  were confirmed . 
As a  rule , mos t LG B Democrat s wer e strongl y libera l o n al l issues , no t jus t 
social issues , an d partisa n i n thei r votin g behavior . LG B Republicans , o n th e 
other hand , wer e centrist s whos e attitude s an d votin g behavio r wer e mor e lik e 
those of conservative-leaning moderat e independent s tha n lik e th e mai n branc h 
of thei r ow n party . Th e mea n LG B independent , meanwhile , was  a  shad e les s 
liberal tha n he r LG B Democrati c neighbor s an d fa r mor e incline d t o spli t he r 
ticket, bu t eve n whe n th e ticke t was  spli t mos t o f he r vote s wen t t o th e 
Democrats. 

In addition , I  replicate d th e ag e cohor t analysi s o f 1990 , seekin g t o find 
whether th e difference s i n attitude s an d votin g behavio r base d o n generationa l 
lines i n tha t yea r woul d b e foun d agai n i n th e Clinto n election . Thes e ar e no t 
the "comin g out " cohort s spoke n o f a t th e beginnin g o f th e chapter ; the y ar e 
instead th e mor e clearl y draw n generationa l line s discusse d widel y i n th e socia l 
science literatur e an d th e popula r pres s amon g "bab y boomers " (thos e age d 
roughly thirt y t o forty-fou r a t th e tim e o f thi s study) , th e "post-boom " o r 
"baby bust " generatio n (thos e unde r thirty) , and th e "pre-boomers, " thos e bor n 
during o r befor e Worl d Wa r I I (those roughl y forty-fiv e an d older) . 

Table 6.6  show s th e results . Unlik e th e 199 0 results , ther e ar e fe w interest -
ing attitudina l o r behaviora l difference s thi s tim e around . However , som e 
demographic divergence s ar e worth discussing . 

Almost tw o i n five  LGBs age d forty-fiv e an d u p i n 199 2 ha d no t ha d mor e 
than a  hig h schoo l education—bu t o f thos e wh o di d g o o n t o college , nearl y 
half ha d don e som e postgraduat e work . I n contrast , onl y a  handfu l o f LGBs o f 
the bab y boo m generatio n reporte d havin g ha d n o colleg e classe s a t all . Two -
thirds o f LGBs age d eightee n t o twenty-nin e ha d som e college , bu t a  third di d 
not. 

Fully a  third o f LGBs forty-fiv e an d olde r wer e retired , no t fa r of f th e res t o f 
the sample . A n additiona l on e i n eigh t i n tha t ag e grou p wer e homemakers . 
Among thos e seekin g work , unemploymen t wa s low . This las t was  no t th e cas e 
in th e under-forty-fiv e category , i n whic h on e i n eigh t bab y boomers , an d on e 
in si x bab y busters , wer e unemploye d an d seekin g work . I n addition , 1 0 
percent o f "boomers " an d 1 4 percen t o f "busters " wer e employe d onl y part -
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time. Give n tha t full-tim e student s fel l int o a  separat e categor y (nearl y a 
quarter o f th e eightee n t o twenty-nin e grou p wer e students) , thi s i s a  signifi -
cant degre e o f unemploymen t an d underemploymen t i n th e younge r ag e 
brackets. 

As ag e decrease s amon g LGBs , s o doe s Christianity , religiosity , an d th e 
inclination fo r whateve r reaso n t o marr y a  perso n o f th e opposit e sex . A n 
absolute majorit y (5 2 percent ) o f th e under-thirt y LGB s wer e non-Christians ; 
22 percen t hel d n o religiou s affiliatio n a t all . Thi s i s a  steep dro p fro m th e 7 9 
percent o f LGBs forty-fiv e an d olde r an d th e 7 0 percen t o f LGB bab y boomer s 
who giv e a  Christia n affiliation . Interestingly , i t i s Protestan t affiliatio n tha t 
suffers mos t dramatically , fallin g fro m 4 5 percen t amon g th e oldes t cohor t t o 
14 percent amon g th e youngest ; i n contrast , Catholi c self-identificatio n remain s 
even acros s th e ag e groups . A s ma y b e expecte d give n thes e numbers , weekl y 
attendance a t religiou s service s drop s of f precipitously a s well , fro m 4 7 percen t 
among th e oldes t cohor t t o 2 8 percen t amon g th e boomer s an d 2 1 percen t 
among th e busters . 

As for marriage , thre e i n seven self-identifie d LGB s aged forty-fiv e an d olde r 
were i n a  lega l heterosexua l marriag e i n Novembe r 1992 , alon g wit h 3 0 
percent o f bab y boomer s an d 1 8 percen t o f th e younges t cohort . Nearl y two -
thirds o f the olde r self-identifier s ha d bee n marrie d a t som e point i n thei r lives , 
as had thre e i n seve n bab y boomer s bu t les s tha n a  quarter o f the bab y buster s 
(mostly thos e presently married) . I t i s no t known , o f course, how man y spouse s 
in suc h relationship s kne w tha t thei r partner s wer e gay, lesbian, o r bisexual . 

One las t demographi c ite m o f interes t i s tha t 2 7 percen t o f LGB s age d 
forty-five an d u p sa y the y d o no t hav e a  frien d o r relativ e wh o i s gay , lesbian , 
or bisexual , a s against minuscul e share s o f the othe r tw o ag e groups tha t repor t 
the same . 

The on e observe d patter n o f differenc e i n response s t o th e attitudina l 
questions relate d t o th e Vietna m Wa r an d t o Bil l Clinton' s draf t evasio n an d 
protests agains t th e wa r a s a  youn g man . Wherea s seven-eighth s o f th e oldes t 
age grou p an d seven-tenth s o f th e boomer s oppose d th e war , les s tha n hal f o f 
the buster s (som e of whom ha d no t bee n bor n whe n th e wa r ended) oppose d it , 
and i t wa s amon g th e younges t cohor t tha t significantl y mor e concer n was 
raised abou t Clinton' s activities : nearl y a  quarte r o f thos e eightee n t o twenty -
nine name d i t a s very importan t i n thei r vot e choice , as opposed t o single-digi t 
shares o f th e tw o olde r groups . However , seven-tenth s o f th e buster s though t 
Clinton ha d tol d th e trut h abou t hi s Vietnam-relate d activities , a s di d five-
sixths o f th e oldes t group . (Interestingly , onl y hal f o f th e LGB s fro m th e 
"Vietnam generation " believe d Clinto n ha d bee n entirel y forthcomin g abou t 
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this, althoug h i t di d no t affec t hi s leve l o f suppor t amon g thi s group. ) I n a 
related demographi c difference , 2 7 percen t o f th e oldes t cohor t sai d the y wer e 
military veterans , versus 1 2 percen t o f boomers an d 1 6 percent o f the younges t 
cohort. 

One additiona l finding  relate d t o votin g behavior . Althoug h virtuall y iden -
tical share s o f al l thre e ag e group s vote d fo r Clinton , Bush , an d Perot , hal f o f 
those LGB s eightee n t o twenty-nin e sai d the y onc e though t the y migh t vot e 
for Perot , an d woul d hav e done so if he had ha d a  chance t o win . 

Hypothesis 6:  The  "Sexuality  Gap" 

LGB votin g wil l b e sufficientl y distinctiv e a s t o hav e a n independen t 
effect o n vot e choic e afte r controllin g fo r attitudes , partisanship , incum -
bency, an d demographi c factor s significantl y correlate d wit h LG B self -
identification. Thus , ther e wil l b e an authenti c "sexualit y gap, " meanin g 
that self-identifie d LGB s wil l b e mor e libera l an d Democrati c i n thei r 
voting tha n wil l thei r liberal , Democrati c cohort s wh o d o no t identif y a s 
lesbian, bisexual , o r gay. 

The result s presente d i n tabl e 6. 7 shoul d no t a t thi s poin t surpris e th e reader . 
After controllin g fo r th e variet y o f difference s i n demographics , part y affilia -
tion, an d ideolog y foun d betwee n th e self-identifie d lesbians , ga y men , an d 
bisexuals an d th e res t o f th e sample , w e se e tha t sexua l self-identificatio n 
standing alon e helpe d explai n an d predic t ho w American s woul d vot e i n th e 
1992 presidentia l election . 

Two findings  warran t additiona l commen t i n thi s context . On e i s th e 
relative strengt h o f thi s on e facto r afte r al l th e contro l variable s hav e bee n 
added t o th e mi x o f explanations. Althoug h i t i s possible tha t th e additio n o f a 
feminism indicato r (whic h was  missin g i n th e 199 2 questionnaire ) woul d hav e 
reduced th e strengt h o f th e sexua l self-identificatio n factor , i t doe s no t appea r 
likely fro m th e data reporte d her e tha t feminis m coul d "wip e out " th e indepen -
dent effec t o f LG B identification . Th e othe r finding  o f not e i s th e exten t t o 
which eve n Ros s Perot' s independen t candidac y was  hindere d b y hi s publi c 
waffling specificall y o n issue s o f concern t o LGB voters . 

One question , regrettably , canno t b e answered . A s reporte d i n th e 199 0 
state-level studies , retrospectiv e evaluation s di d no t appea r t o negat e th e inde -
pendent effec t o f lesbian/ga y identificatio n i n stat e gubernatoria l contests . 
Retrospective modelin g was  designed , however , specificall y t o explai n an d 
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predict votin g i n presidentia l elections . Bu t th e dat a bas e i n 199 2 agai n 
hinders us , in tha t ther e i s no direct measur e o f presidential approval . Further , 
the economi c evaluatio n question s ar e found i n on e version o f the survey , bu t 
the questio n o n approva l o f Presiden t Bush' s economi c performanc e i s i n a 
different version . N o retrospectiv e votin g analysi s i s possible, therefore , usin g 
the 199 2 exi t polls , an d w e ca n neithe r confir m no r den y tha t sexua l self -
identification woul d hav e a n independen t effec t i n determinin g th e two-part y 
vote fo r presiden t afte r controllin g fo r the factor s i n a  retrospective evaluatio n 
model. Suc h a  determination wil l hav e to wait unti l a t leas t 1996. 

The Lavender Vote  in  the Election of  Bill Clinton 

This litan y o f numbers , boile d dow n t o essentials , confirm s muc h o f what w e 
learned i n earlie r chapters . Ther e i s a  distinctive votin g blo c comprisin g self -
identified lesbians , gay men, and bisexual s i n the United States , who togethe r 
cast roughl y tw o an d one-quarte r millio n vote s i n th e 199 2 presidentia l 
election. O f these , a  bi t mor e tha n 1. 6 millio n wer e cas t fo r Bil l Clinton , a s 
opposed t o roughl y 300,00 0 eac h fo r Georg e Bus h an d Ros s Perot . Similarl y 
three-to-one share s o f thi s vot e wer e cas t fo r Democrati c candidate s fo r Con -
gress and for a dozen stat e governorships . 

This grou p o f voter s i s distinctivel y young , wel l educated , urban , secular , 
liberal, and Democratic. Bu t above an d beyond that , thei r self-identificatio n a s 
gay, lesbian, or bisexual ha s an independent effec t o n how they wil l vote . In the 
1990 electio n i t wa s demonstrated tha t a  pro-LGB Republica n coul d wi n the 
overwhelming suppor t o f self-identified lesbia n an d gay voters ove r a Democrat 
perceived t o be hostile t o the LGB community. I n the 199 2 election, however , 
the Republica n sid e wa s decidedly (and , perhaps, wit h deliberat e calculation ) 
negative o n LG B rights , an d insultin g an d provocativ e towar d LG B people ; 
Governor Wel d wa s a minority voic e withi n hi s party . A t th e sam e time , Bil l 
Clinton appeale d directl y an d openly t o lesbian, gay , and bisexual voter s a s had 
no majo r part y presidentia l nomine e befor e him . Thus, i n 1992 , the directio n 
of the "lavender vote " was thoroughly predictabl e an d logical . 

Perhaps mor e interesting , then , i s th e fac t tha t eve n wit h th e inclusio n o f 
bisexuals i n the self-identifier ite m an d an influx o f LGB first-tim e voter s o f all 
ages—which factor s togethe r mute d man y o f th e demographi c difference s 
between ga y and nongay foun d i n 1990—th e distinctiv e ideologica l tilt , issu e 
positions, an d partisanshi p o f LG B voter s wer e no t muc h affected . Thi s les s 
wealthy, les s educated , les s urban , les s politicall y interested , les s male , an d 
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more family-oriente d se t o f LGB voters , wh o b y self-identificatio n wer e some -
what les s libera l a s well, stil l wer e substantiall y mor e libera l i n actua l attitude s 
than thei r non-LG B counterparts . 

In 199 0 w e sa w tha t urba n lesbian s an d ga y me n vote d rathe r lik e thei r 
liberal urba n nonga y neighbors , wherea s suburba n an d rura l gay s an d lesbian s 
were nearl y a s distinctivel y libera l a s thei r urba n counterpart s and , therefore , 
much mor e libera l tha n thei r nonga y neighbors . A similar lesso n can b e learne d 
from th e 199 2 data . Sexua l self-identificatio n appear s t o b e a n extremel y 
important facto r i n th e formatio n o f politica l attitude s tha t ca n overrid e 
our expectation s base d o n a  voter' s demographi c profile . Further , eve n self -
identification a s a bisexual ca n hel p mak e a  voter almos t a s distinctively libera l 
as one who identifie s a s a lesbian o r a  gay man . 

Even absen t th e GOP' s antiga y rhetoric , i t i s likel y tha t thi s grou p woul d 
have give n man y mor e o f it s vote s t o th e Democrat s tha n t o th e Republicans . 
The GOP' s rhetori c an d th e Democrats ' overtures , however , apparentl y di d 
three things . First , the y ar e b y fa r th e mos t logica l explanatio n fo r th e vastl y 
greater turnou t o f first-time  voter s amon g LGBs . Second , the y shattere d th e 
Republican Party' s suppor t amon g LG B Republican s an d independents : nearl y 
two hundre d thousan d o f th e fou r hundre d thousan d self-identifie d LG B Re -
publicans castin g ballot s i n th e election , fo r th e cleares t example , voted agains t 
their president . Third , th e electio n ma y hav e had a n importan t effec t i n sealin g 
an allianc e betwee n th e Democrati c Part y an d th e "lavende r vote" ; as discusse d 
in th e nex t chapter , w e shal l hav e t o awai t th e result s o f th e 199 6 electio n t o 
see whether thi s i s so. 

This conclude s th e discussio n o f th e exi t pollin g dat a fro m 199 0 an d 1992 . I 
now tr y t o pul l al l thi s informatio n togethe r and , i n th e las t chapter , sa y wha t 
it al l mean s an d wh y i t matters . 



Into the Mainstream 197 

T A B L E 6 . 1 . 
Demographic comparison  of  gay,  lesbian,  and  bisexual  voters  with  other  voters,  1992  U.S.  general  election 

Data 
base(s) 

All 

W 

All 

All 

All 

All 

Variable 

Age ' 
1 8 - 2 4 
2 5 - 2 9 
3 0 - 3 9 
4 0 - 4 4 
4 5 - 4 9 
5 0 - 5 9 
6 0 - 6 4 
65 o r olde r 

Education* 
N o t hig h schoo l 

graduate 
H igh schoo l 

graduate 
Some colleg e 
College graduat e 
Postgraduate wor k 

Sex* (% male ) 

Race 
W h i t e 
Black 
Hispanic/Latino 
Asian 
Other 

Region* 
East 
Midwest 
South 
West 

Size/type o f locality ' 
500 ,000 o r mor e 
2 5 0 , 0 0 0 - 4 9 9 , 0 0 0 
5 0 , 0 0 0 - 2 4 9 , 0 0 0 
Suburbs 
10 ,000 -49 ,000 
Rural are a 

Non-LGB 
(%) 

10.5 
9.9 

23.8 
12.2 
10.4 
12.3 

7.1 
13.8 

6.7 

27.8 
27.7 
22.5 
15.3 

46 .8 

87.5 
8.1 
2.3 
1.0 
1.1 

23.2 
27.4 
29.4 
20.1 

9.1 
3.2 

12.4 
40.2 
10.7 
24.5 

LGB 
(%) 

14.4 
15.6 
31.4 

8.5 
9.5 
9.9 
5.5 
5.2 

6.4 

20.1 
30.7 
19.2 
23.6 

54.7 

84.6 
10.1 

3.5 
.7 

1.1 

29.5 
21.0 
25.5 
24.0 

17.9 
6.7 

15.1 
39.8 

4.2 
16.4 

Data 
base(s) 

All 

W 

W 

W 

W 

W 

W 

w 
w 
W, Y 

Variable 

Household income ' 
Less tha n $15 ,00 0 
$ 1 5 , 0 0 0 - 2 9 , 9 9 9 
$ 3 0 , 0 0 0 - 4 9 , 9 9 9 
$ 5 0 , 0 0 0 - 7 4 , 9 9 9 
$75 ,000 o r mor e 

Employment s ta tus ' 
Unemployed, 

seeking wor k 
Employed 

full-time 
Employed 

par t - t ime 
Ful l - t ime s tuden t 
Homemaker 
Retired 

Labor unio n membe r 
in household * 

Religious affiliation ' 
Protestant 
Catholic 
Other Christ ia n 
Jewish 
Other religio n 
N o religio n 

Non-LGB 
<%) 

14.3 
24.1 
29.6 
19.7 
12.3 

5.4 

55.5 

9.8 
4.4 
8.2 

16.8 

18.2 

41 .8 
27.0 
14.4 

3.9 
6.4 
6.6 

Attend religiou s service s a t leas t 
once a  wee k 40.1 

Born-again o r fundamentalis t 
Christian 

Married ' 
Have childre n unde r 

18* 

Firs t - t ime voter ' 
Military vetera n 

19.3 

67.3 

34.5 

10.2 
17.3 

LGB 
(%) 

23.9 
27.0 
29.2 
12.8 

7.1 

11.1 

55.2 

8.4 
9.8 
4.4 

11.0 

25.1 

28.6 
27.9 

9.7 
4.2 

13.9 
15.7 

32.4 

20.9 

30.3 

24.9 

22.4 
17.9 

N O T E : Dat a ar e presente d a s weighte d percentages , 
from th e W , Y, and P  versions o f the poll . 

a Significanc e leve l =  .05 . 
* Significance leve l =  .01 . 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 

'All" indicate s combine d response s t o identica l question s 
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T A B L E 6 . 2 . 
Differences in  age  clusters  between  gay  or  lesbian  self-identifiers,  1990,  and  gay,  lesbian,  and 

bisexual self-identifiers,  1992 

% o f tota l sampl e 
Age group 199 0 199 2 

1 8 - 2 9 
3 0 - 3 9 
4 0 - 4 4 
4 5 - 4 9 
5 0 - 5 9 
60 an d olde r 

N O T E : Dat a represen t th e weighte d percentage s o f al l respondent s t o th e 199 0 an d 199 2 nationa l 
general electio n exi t poll s i n eac h ag e cluste r wh o self-identifie d a s ga y o r lesbia n (1990 ) o r a s gay , 
lesbian, o r bisexua l (1992) . Th e 199 0 exi t poll s ha d onl y si x ag e categories ; th e 199 2 exi t poll s ha d 
eight, whic h ar e compresse d abov e int o th e si x 199 0 categories . Th e 199 2 dat a ar e furthe r broke n 
out below . 

a 199 2 figures:  18-24 , 3. 0 percent ; 25-29 , 3. 5 percent . 
b 199 2 figures:  60-64 , 1. 7 percent ; 6 5 an d older , 0. 8 percent . 

2.6 
1.4 
1.6 
1.5 
0.3 
0.3 

3.2< 
2.9 
1.5 
2.1 
1.8 
1.1' 
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T A B L E 6 . 3 . 
Political attitudes of gay, lesbian,  and bisexual  voters compared  with other  voters,  1992 U.S.  general election 

Data 
base(s) 

All 

W 

w 

Non-LGB 
Variable 

Party affiliation ^ 
Democratic 
Republican 
Independent 
Other 

Ideology^ 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Conservative 

One o f tw o mos t impor tan t 
Heal th care r 

Federal budge t 
deficit* 

Abort ion 
Education 
Economy/jobs 
Environment 
Taxes' 
Foreign policy * 
Family values * 

Economy 

w -  -

W 

Y 

P 

(%) 

37.7 
34.9 
23.6 

3.8 

20.7 
48 .8 
30.5 

issues 
19.1 

21.4 
12.0 
12.7 
42.1 

5.6 
14.4 

7.8 
15.1 

Evaluation o r nationa l econom y 
Excellent . 9 
Good 
N o t s o goo d 
Poor 

Compared t o fou r year s ag o 
financially* 

Better of f 
About th e sam e 
Worse of f 

18.4 
47 .9 
33.1 

am 

24.8 
41 .3 
33.9 

Bush's handl in g o f economy ' 
Approve strongl y 
Approve somewha t 
Disapprove somewha t 
Disapprove strongl y 

9.0 
26.2 
24.2 
40.5 

Life fo r nex t generatio n wil l b e 
Better tha n lif e toda y 30.7 

LGB 
(%) 

50.4 
17.7 
22.4 

9.4 

49 .3 
42 .3 

8.4 

39.0 

14.7 
11.8 
16.3 
46 .2 

8.4 
6.0 
3.1 
8.0 

3.0 
7.7 

51.6 
37.8 

20 .0 
34.0 
46 .0 

3.4 
14.2 
16.9 
65.5 

33.5 

Data 
base(s) 

P 

Variable 

About sam e a s lif e 
today 

Worse tha n lif e toda y 

More impor tan t t o 
Preserve environmen t 
Preserve economi c 

g rowth 

Taxes and  services 
Y 

P 

P 

Social, 
W 

Y 

Would rathe r hav e 
More services , 

h igher taxe s 
Fewer services , 

Lower taxe s 

Highes t priori t y fo r nex t 
should be : * 

Cut taxe s 
Cut federa l defici t 
Expand domesti c 

programs 

Non-LGB 
(%) 

32.7 
36.6 

49 .3 

50.7 

39.4 

60 .6 

president 

16.4 
58.7 

24.9 

I woul d pa y mor e taxe s t o 
Reduce federa l 

deficit* 
Improve healt h car e 

programs 
Improve 

infrastructure 
Improve jo b t ra ining / 

placement* 

issues 
Abort ion shoul d be f 

Always lega l 
Mostly lega l 
Mostly illega l 
Always illega l 

Government should ^ 
Encourage 

tradit ional value s 
Encourage toleranc e 

of othe r value s 

49 .8 

69.1 

49 .6 

59.1 

34.6 
31.2 
25.0 

9.2 

74.2 

25.8 

LGB 
(%) 

18.4 
48 .1 

59.3 

40.7 

55.3 

44.7 

20 .6 
35.8 

43 .6 

29.1 

80.1 

55.8 

75.3 

56.0 
29.5 

8.6 
5.8 

30.0 

70.0 
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TA B L E 6 . 3 . {Continued) 

Data 
base(s) Variabl e 

Non-LGB LG B Dat a 
(%) (% ) base(s ) Variabl e 

Non-LGB LG B 
(%) (% ) 

P Governmen t should ' 
Promote 

traditional value s 
Not favo r on e se t o f 

values over anothe r 

Miscellaneous 
Y Oppose d Vietna m War ' 

47.9 30. 3 

52.1 69. 7 
W 

P Mai n reaso n fo r ou r socia l problems ^ 
Breakdown o f the W 

family 51. 4 30. 8 
Government neglec t 48. 6 69- 2 

Institutional trust 
Y Woul d b e bette r of f i f all ne w peopl e 

were elected t o offic e 51.1 65.6 

31.1 67. 5 

Clinton ha s told whol e trut h abou t wha t 
he did i n Vietna m 
era' 43. 5 65. 2 

Bush ha s tol d whol e trut h abou t hi s 
role i n Iran-Contra * 27. 6 16. 8 

N O T E : Dat a ar e presente d a s weighted percentages . "All " 
from th e W, Y, and P versions of the poll. 

a Significance leve l =  .05 . 
b Significance leve l =  .01 . 
c Significance leve l =  .001 . 

indicates combine d response s t o identica l question s 
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T A B L E 6 .4 . 
Voting behavior and rationales  of  gay, lesbian,  and bisexual  voters compared  with other  voters,  1992 U.S. 

general election 

Data 
base(s) Variabl e 

All 

All 

All 

All 

All 

W 

W 

w 

Vote fo r president / 
Bill Clinto n (D ) 
George Bus h (R ) 
Ross Pero t (I ) 
Other candidate s 

Vote fo r governo r 
Democratic 
Republican 
Other 

Vote fo r U.S . Senate ' 
Democratic 
Republican 
Other 

Vote fo r U.S . House ' 
Democratic 
Republican 

Non-LGB 
(%) 

42.9 
37.9 
19.2 
< . l 

53.5 
43.6 

1.0 

51.5 
43.1 

2.8 

53.6 
46.4 

LGB Dat a 
(%) base(s ) Variabl e 

W 
72.2 
14.2 
13.6 

0 

74.2 
22.7 

0 

75.7 
17.8 

3.1 

78.3 
21.7 

(No dat a o n vote fo r thir d candidates ) 

Self-reported 198 8 presidentia l vote ' 
George Bus h (R ) 55. 4 
Michael Dukaki s (D ) 
Other 
Did no t vot e i n 198 8 

27.0 
2.5 
5.1 

Reported votin g fo r Ronal d Reaga n 
in 1984 ' 42. 8 

Once though t I  migh t 
vote fo r Pero t 

If Perot ha d no t bee n o n 
would hav e voted for ' 

Bill Clinto n (D ) 
George Bus h (R ) 
Someone else 
Would no t hav e vote d 

39.3 

ballot, 

49.3 
44.6 

2.2 
3.9 

Y 
27.8 
45.0 

3.6 
23.6 

26.9 

42.2 

77.0 
15.0 

3.0 
4.9 P 

One o r tw o mos t importan t 
presidential candidat e 

Has th e righ t 
experience' 

Will brin g neede d 
change' 

Is my party' s 
candidate 

Cares about peopl e 
like me ' 

Is honest an d 
trustworthy' 

Has bes t pla n fo r 
country 

Would hav e good 
judgment i n a  crisis' 

Choice o f vice 
president' 

Has stron g 
convictions* 

Non-LGB 
(%) 

qualities 

19.1 

35.6 

4.8 

13.1 

14.4 

24.4 

16.6 

8.1 

14.1 

Factors ver y importan t i n vote choic e 

president 
Supreme Cour t 

appointees^ 
Gulf Wa r 
Age of candidate s 
Vice presidentia l 

candidate 
Candidate's marita l 

fidelity* 
Debates 
Bush breakin g ta x 

pledge 
Clinton's draf t statu s an d 

Vietnam protests * 

Factors tha t helpe d m e dec i 

30.1 
23.3 

8.9 

24.9 

11.7 
35.1 

21.3 

19.1 

de in 

LGB 
(%) 

in 

7.4 

53.2 

6.0 

25.9 

5.4 

29.0 

6.9 

15.3 

9.0 

for 

45.1 
19.7 
11.9 

32.0 

4.6 
26.5 

26.2 

11.4 

Y Woul d hav e voted fo r Pero t i f he 
had a  chance t o win 35. 5 38.2 

presidential electio n 
Candidates' wives ^ 16. 3 32. 5 
Campaign ad s 24. 6 28. 7 
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Data 
base(s) Variabl e 

Candidates o n T V 
talk show s 

Preelection poll s 
Party conventions ^ 
Debates 

Y Vot e wa s mor e 
For m y candidat e 
Against hi s opponent s 

T A B L E 6.4 

Non-LGB 
(%) 

46.0 
6.6 

23.1 
62.8 

71.7 
28.3 

LGB 
(%) 

52.7 
8.9 

39.8 
75.4 

72.7 
27.3 

. {Continued) 

Data 
base(s) 

Y 

Variable 

If Cl into n i s electe d I  wil l 
feelf 

Excited 
Opt imis t i c 
Concerned 
Scared 

Non-LGB 
<%) 

14.9 
26.1 
28.6 
30.4 

LGB 
(%) 

35.8 
29.9 
19.3 
15.0 

N O T E : Dat a ar e presente d a s weighte d percentages , 
from th e W , Y , and P  versions o f the poll . 

a Significanc e leve l =  .05 . 
h Significance leve l =  .01 . 
' Significanc e leve l =  .001 . 

'All" indicate s combine d response s t o identica l question s 

6
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T A B L E 6 . 5 . 
Differences among  self-identified gay, lesbian,  and bisexual  respondents based  on party 

identification 

Data base 

Demographics 
All 

All 

All 

All 

Item 

Race (% white) b 

Size/type o f locality* 
(compressed fro m 6  categories ) 

Central cit y (50,00 0 o r more ) 
Suburbs 
Small tow n o r rura l 

Income^ (compressed fro m 5  categories ) 
Under $30,00 0 
$30,000-49,999 
$50,000 o r mor e 

Employment status * 
Unemployed, seekin g wor k 
Employed full-tim e 
Employed part-tim e 
Full-time studen t 
Homemaker 
Retired 

Dem 
<%) 

78.7 

45.8 
40.0 
14.2 

54.0 
30.4 
15.6 

7.5 
52.8 

5.6 
14.7 

3.4 
16.0 

Rep 
(%) 

93.4 

30.7 
37.5 
31.8 

36.8 
33.1 
30.1 

9.7 
62.8 

5.1 
4.4 
9.0 
9.0 

Ind/O 
<%) 

89.3 

33.4 
41.7 
24.8 

53.0 
25.4 
21.7 

17.4 
54.3 
14.6 

5.6 
3.4 
4.7 

Y, P Schoolteacher 33.6 15.1 7.4 

Y, P Religion^ 
Protestant 
Catholic 
Other Christia n 
Jewish 
Other religio n 
No religio n 

30.2 
22.4 
11.9 
4.6 

13.7 
17.3 

54.6 
20.6 
14.6 
2.7 
4.2 
3.4 

11.6 
40.2 

3.6 
4.5 

19.8 
20.3 

Y, P Born-again/fundamentalist ^ 

Y, P Marita l status * 
Presently marrie d 
Ever marrie d 

21.2 

25.1 
42.0 

37.8 

45.3 
59.7 

10.7 

29.4 
39.1 

Voting behavior 
All Presidential vote f 

Clinton (D ) 
Bush (R ) 
Perot (I ) 

95.9 
1.7 
2.4 

23.2 
53.7 
23.1 

62.2 
10.7 
27.1 
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TA B L E 6 . 5 . {Continued) 

Data bas e 

Y 

All 

Item 

Would hav e voted fo r Pero t i f 
he had a  chance t o win * 

Voted fo r Democra t 
In Senat e race c 

In Hous e race c 

In gubernatoria l race r 

Dem 
<%) 

26.8 

91.2 
99.0 

100.0 

Rep 
(%) 

56.9 

40.5 
26.3 
12.8 

Ind/O 
<%) 

54.6 

75.4 
74.9 
70.3 

w One o r tw o to p candidat e qualitie s 
Has righ t experience ^ 
Has bes t pla n fo r U.S.* 
Would hav e good judgmen t 

1.7 
28.1 

2.8 

25.5 
14.7 

19.9 

5.5 
38.4 

5.6 

Very importan t i n vote choic e 
Supreme Cour t appointments ^ 
Vice presidential candidates * 
Clinton's Vietnam-er a activities ^ 
Bush's rol e i n Iran-Contra ^ 

54.7 
44.3 

1.5 
56.9 

50.9 
20.0 
36.1 

6.6 

25.6 
16.5 
18.7 
35.9 

My vote was more fo r m y candidat e 
than agains t opponents * 82.5 47.0 68.9 

p 
p 
Y 

TV ad s helped m e decide ^ 
Talk show s helped decide * 
Bush ra n mor e unfai r ads * 

20.7 
54.4 
62.8 

10.5 
12.8 
21.6 

47.7 
70.7 
40.2 

Wore a  campaign button * 58.9 48.4 16.7 

Y Contacte d thi s yea r by a 
presidential campaign * 

Y Hav e participated i n 
antiwar protests ^ 

Political attitudes 
W On e o f two mos t importan t issue s 

Federal budge t deficit* ^ 
Abortion 
Taxesc 

Foreign policy * 
Family values' 7 

W Abortio n 
(% "always  legal" ) * 

50.8 

44.6 

8.8 
8.9 
4.3 

.9 
6.6 

54.1 

2.9 

28.9 

23.2 
4.1 

19.3 
9.3 

24.4 

43.6 

30.1 

16.3 

18.7 
20.5 

1.1 
2.8 

.8 

65.6 

Y 

Y 

Y 

in a crisis
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Data bas e 

W 

W 

w 

w 
w 

p 

p 

p 

Y 

Y 

P 

W 

W 

Y 

Y 

Y 

Item 

Ideology^ 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Conservative 

Nat ional econom y 
excellent/good f 

Personal economi c 
condit ion better ^ 

Foreign trad e lose s jobs * 
Prefer mor e taxes , service s ove r 

lower services , taxes ^ 
Government shoul d d o mor e t o solv e 

our economi c problems ^ 
Would pa y mor e taxe s t o improv e 

job t raining/placement ^ 
Economy i s i n long- ter m decline , no t 

just norma l downturn ^ 
Approve Bush' s 

economic performance ^ 

Government shoul d encourag e toleranc e 
of nontradit iona l families ^ 

Government shoul d no t favo r on e se t 
of value s ove r another * 

Cl inton ha s tol d t ru t h abou t hi s 
Vietnam-era activities ^ 

Bush ha s tol d t ru t h abou t hi s 
role i n Iran-Contra c 

Dem 
(%) 

Rep 
(%) 

Ind/O 
(%) 

60.0 
31.1 

8.9 

5.3 

14.0 

25.0 

74.6 

80.6 

89.1 

68.5 

4.8 

86.0 

54.3 

77.6 

5.7 

20.0 
66.4 
13.6 

30.9 

41.7 

31.9 

6.6 

20.2 

47.2 

29.1 

50.6 

54.4 

57.4 

26.9 

48.2 

50.6 
44.7 

4.6 

7.1 

16.6 

70.0 

47.8 

65.3 

70.4 

72.7 

22.2 

47.5 

91.6 

66.3 

13.6 

Better t o hav e president , Congres s 
of differen t parties ^ 

Feelings i f Cl into n electe d 
(% positive) c 

Clinton mor e likel y 
to rais e m y taxes ^ 

24 .9 

93 .0 

23.4 

21.1 

13.8 

77 .3 

63 .0 

41 .1 

26 .9 

N O T E : Dat a ar e presented a s weighted percentages . "All " indicate s combine d response s t o identica l 
questions fro m th e W , Y , and P  versions o f the poll . 

a Significanc e leve l =  .05 . 
Significance leve l =  .01 . 

c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
d Relationship s significan t a t .05 1 t o .09 9 (approachin g statistica l significance) . 
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T A B L E 6.6. 
Differences among  self-identified lesbian, gay, and bisexual  respondents based  on age cohort, 1992 

Data bas e 

Demographics 

W 

All 

W 

W,Y 

W 

Item 

Education^ 
Not hig h schoo l graduat e 
High schoo l graduat e 
Some colleg e 
College graduat e 
Postgraduate stud y 

Household income * 
Less than $15,00 0 
$15,000-29,999 
$30,000-49,999 
$50,000-74,999 
$75,000 o r mor e 

Employment status ^ 
Unemployed/seeking wor k 
Employed full-tim e 
Employed part-tim e 
Full-time studen t 
Homemaker 
Retired 

Military veteran * 

Religious affiliation * 
Protestant 
Catholic 
Other Christia n 
Jewish 
Other religio n 
No religio n 

18-29 
(%) 

5.4 
29.7 
35.5 
14.9 
14.5 

33.4 
34.7 
21.3 

6.4 
4.2 

16.5 
44.6 
14.1 
23.6 

1.3 
0 

16.1 

13.5 
28.8 

5.3 
6.3 

23.7 
22.4 

30-44 
(%) 

•9 
7.5 

37.2 
25.5 
28.9 

16.8 
24.9 
31.9 
18.4 
8.0 

12.9 
72.4 

9.3 
5.0 

.3 
0 

12.2 

27.0 
29.5 
13.2 

3.3 
12.4 
14.7 

45 + 
(%) 

12.9 
26.4 
19.4 
15.8 
25.6 

24.3 
21.3 
34.0 
11.9 
8.5 

3.4 
44.7 

2.1 
3.0 

12.3 
34.5 

27.1 

44.8 
25.3 

9.1 
3.3 
6.7 

10.8 

Attend religiou s service s a t leas t 
once a week* 20.9 28.0 47.4 

Marital status ^ 
Presently marrie d 
Ever marrie d 

18.2 
23.5 

29.5 
43.1 

42.1 
64.1 

Have a n LGB frien d 
or relativ e 95.6 98.7 73.0 

Political attitudes 

Opposed Vietna m War * 47.9 69.7 87.5 

W 

W 

w 
w 
Y 

Y 
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Data bas e Ite m 

Y Factor s ver y impor tan t i n vot e choic e 
Bush break s ta x pledge* ' 
Clinton's draf t statu s 

and Vietna m protests * 

18-29 
(%) 

26.2 

23.9 

30-44 
<%) 

17.6 

6.9 

45 + 
<%) 

42.5 

4.7 

w Clinton ha s tol d whol e t ru t h abou t wha t 
he di d i n Vietna m era ^ 69. 5 53.8 84.4 

I woul d pa y mor e taxe s t o 
reduce federa l deficit / 13.4 47.3 20.J 

Voting behavior 

W 

Y 

Once though t I  migh t 
vote fo r Perot * 

Would hav e voted fo r Pero t i s 
he had a  chance t o win ^ 

56.7 

47.8 

37.5 

25.2 

35.1 

49-8 

N O T E : Dat a ar e presented a s weighted percentages . "AH " indicate s combine d response s t o identica l 
questions fro m th e W , Y , and P  versions o f the poll . 

a Significanc e leve l =  .05 . 
Significance leve l =  .01 . 

c Significance leve l =  .001 . 
d Relationship s significan t a t .05 1 t o .09 9 (approachin g statistica l significance) . 
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S E V E N 

What It  All  Means  and 
Why It  Matters 

This stud y wa s undertake n t o find  ou t whethe r w e hav e overlooke d 
a significant facto r i n determinin g whether , an d how , Americans cas t thei r votes : 
the facto r o f sexua l identity . I t ha s lon g bee n speculate d tha t a  "lavende r vote " 
exists tha t lean s strongl y towar d libera l an d Democrati c Part y candidates . M y 
aim wa s t o se e ho w man y voter s woul d identif y themselve s a s lesbian , gay , o r 
bisexual; whethe r an d t o wha t exten t the y differe d i n thei r demographics , 
attitudes, an d votin g behavio r fro m th e res t o f the America n electorate ; whethe r 
in fac t the y vote d a s a  cohesiv e bloc ; an d wha t th e underlyin g reason s wer e fo r 
any distinctive voting . 

In answerin g thes e questions , I  retur n t o th e nin e hypothese s lai d ou t a t th e 
end o f chapter 2 . I  first  present agai n eac h o f these hypotheses , stat e whethe r th e 
hypothesis wa s confirme d o r no t (o r confirme d onl y t o a  limite d extent) , an d 
discuss wha t w e hav e learned . Afte r this , I  devot e a  fe w page s t o findings  o f 
interest beyon d thos e bearin g o n thes e hypotheses . A t th e en d I  attemp t t o 
answer th e question , "S o what doe s thi s mea n an d wh y doe s i t matter? " 

Hypothesis 1:  Rate of  Identification 

Lesbians an d ga y me n wil l self-identif y i n politica l survey s a t rate s 
equivalent t o thos e foun d i n previou s random-sampl e research , abou t 1. 0 
to 1. 5 percen t o f the population . Whe n bisexual s ar e included , th e shar e 
of self-identifiers wil l increas e b y a n additiona l 2  t o 3  percent . Confirmed 
in part. 

209 
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The discussio n tha t follow s mus t b e tempere d b y th e simpl e fac t tha t th e shar e 
of th e tota l electorat e w e ar e discussin g i s small . Th e nationa l dat a base s an d 
the poole d twenty-one-stat e dat a confir m that , i n 1990 , onl y on e America n 
voter i n ninet y identifie d her - o r himsel f a s gay o r lesbian , an d whe n w e add i n 
bisexuals, thi s confirmabl e shar e increase s t o abou t tw o voter s i n ninety . 

These number s confir m th e initia l hypothesi s that , becaus e o f th e sever e 
legal an d socia l penaltie s fo r self-identification , th e numbe r o f thos e willin g t o 
call themselve s ga y o r lesbia n woul d b e comparativel y small . A s note d above , 
the numbe r o f gay and lesbia n self-identifiers , a t 1. 1 percent , i s in th e expecte d 
range (1.0—1. 5 percent) . Althoug h ther e wer e variation s base d o n regio n an d 
size or typ e o f locality, i n n o state did th e tota l reac h eve n 3  percent, an d i n th e 
areas wit h th e larges t shar e o f suc h voters , th e urba n center s o f th e West , th e 
total self-identifie d lesbia n an d ga y electorat e remaine d i n th e singl e digit s a s a 
percentage o f the whole. 1 

When bisexual s ar e adde d a s par t o f th e self-identificatio n category , on e 
finds tha t thei r shar e i s indee d smalle r tha n predicte d base d o n prio r random -
sample research : self-identifie d ga y men , lesbians , and bisexual s adde d togethe r 
accounted fo r jus t 2. 2 percen t o f th e 199 2 electorate , wel l belo w th e hypothe -
sized figure  betwee n 3. 0 an d 4. 5 percent . (W e shoul d mak e not e again , how -
ever, o f Edelman' s estimatio n [1993 ] tha t th e figure  woul d reac h 3  percen t i f 
we accoun t fo r thos e respondent s wh o "droppe d off " th e surve y befor e answer -
ing th e "gra b bag " questions i n whic h th e LG B self-identifie r was  found. ) 

That said , th e portio n o f th e LG B populatio n willin g t o identif y a s suc h i s 
growing significantly . Th e singl e facto r tha t correlate d consistentl y wit h self -
identification acros s al l th e survey s examine d i n thi s stud y wa s age . Th e ver y 
youngest voter s did no t self-identif y a t a  much greate r rat e tha n tha t o f the res t 
of th e population ; bu t peopl e i n thei r mid - t o lat e twentie s wer e mor e tha n 
four time s a s likel y t o identif y themselve s a s LGB , an d nearl y te n time s a s 
likely t o cal l themselve s ga y o r lesbia n a s were thos e i n th e oldes t ag e category . 
Indeed, the y wer e two-third s mor e likel y t o cal l themselve s lesbia n o r gay , an d 
twice a s likely t o cal l themselve s LG B tha n wer e th e fort y something member s 
of the "bab y boom " generation immediatel y precedin g them . 

The fe w studie s o n homosexualit y an d bisexualit y availabl e d o no t indicat e 
that th e rat e o f homosexualit y o r bisexualit y i s growing . The y show , rather , 
that th e rat e o f homosexua l behavio r i s constan t amon g ag e group s an d races , 
and tha t amon g me n th e rat e o f admissio n t o homosexua l experimentatio n 
increased onl y amon g th e well-educate d (Fa y e t al . 1989) . Althoug h muc h 
more wor k need s t o b e don e i n thi s area , i t appear s fro m th e evidenc e a t han d 
that th e increas e i n self-identificatio n result s fro m a n increas e i n comfor t wit h 
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LGB self-identificatio n amon g th e young , whic h appear s t o hav e resulte d fro m 
the activit y o f th e LG B movement , particularl y i n th e pas t quarte r century . 
More simply put , mor e young peopl e "com e out " no t becaus e ther e i s any mor e 
homosexuality amon g th e young , bu t becaus e i t i s somewha t safe r thes e day s 
to b e honest abou t it . 

A corollar y facto r i s th e additio n o f bisexualit y t o th e self-identificatio n 
category. No t onl y di d thi s doubl e th e overal l numbe r o f self-identifiers, i t als o 
led t o disproportionately larg e increase s i n th e rat e o f self-identification amon g 
older respondents . I  note d tha t ther e appea r t o b e thre e distinct , age-deter -
mined "comfor t levels " with self-identification . Whe n "ga y o r lesbian " wa s th e 
wording o f the question i n 1990 , these "comfor t levels " consisted o f those age d 
eighteen t o twenty-nin e (2. 5 percen t self-identified) , thos e thirt y t o forty-nin e 
(1.5 percen t self-identified) , an d thos e fifty  an d olde r (0. 3 percen t self-identi -
fied). With th e additio n o f bisexuals i n 1992 , self-identificatio n rate s increase d 
rather dramaticall y amon g thirtysomething s an d amon g thos e age d fifty  t o 
sixty-four. Th e thre e "comfor t levels, " therefore , age d a s well : eightee n t o 
thirty-nine (3. 0 percent) , fort y t o sixty-fou r (1. 7 percent) , an d sixty-fiv e an d 
older (0.8 percent) . 

Already th e LG B vot e i s as large a s the Latin o vot e an d twic e th e siz e of th e 
Asian vote . I f the progress o f the LGB movemen t continues , we can expec t tha t 
the combine d "lavende r vote " wil l reac h 4  t o 5  percen t o f th e tota l votin g 
population withi n th e nex t twent y years . A t suc h a  level , self-identifie d LG B 
voters wil l constitut e a  potentia l blo c o f vote s surpassin g Jew s (currentl y 
about 3. 5 percen t o f th e voters ) an d ever y racia l minorit y othe r tha n Africa n 
Americans. 

Hypothesis 2:  Demographic  Characteristics 

LGBs wh o d o self-identif y wil l b e possesse d o f th e equivalen t o f "grou p 
consciousness." Therefore, th e demographic correlate s of group conscious -
ness foun d amon g wome n an d Africa n Americans—youth , hig h educa -
tion levels , and stron g partisanship—shoul d b e disproportionately grea t 
among self-identifie d LGBs . Also , give n th e result s o f prio r se x surveys , 
men ma y significantl y outnumbe r wome n amon g self-identifiers . Con-
firmed as  to  age  and education.  Mixed results  as to  sex.  Not  confirmed  as  to 
partisanship. 

Our abilit y t o examin e th e hypothesi s tha t LG B self-identificatio n was  a  vali d 
substitute indicato r fo r level s o f grou p consciousness—tha t th e fac t o f self -
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identifying demonstrate d tha t on e wa s possesse d o f "ga y consciousness"—wa s 
considerably limited . Th e sol e indicator s a t han d ar e simpl y correlate s wit h 
group consciousness , no t direc t measure s o f suc h concept s a s perception s o f 
"polar power " o r "interna l politica l efficacy. " Th e correlat e variable s availabl e 
were age , educatio n level , an d partisanship . (A n augmente d leve l o f politica l 
interest was  assume d i n 199 0 fro m th e mer e fac t o f votin g i n a n off-yea r 
congressional and/o r gubernatoria l election. ) A n attemp t t o mak e a n initia l 
assessment o f th e trut h o r falsit y o f th e hypothesis , nonetheless , was  under -
taken. 

As expecte d i n th e hypothesis , th e LG B samples , a s note d above , wer e 
skewed heavil y towar d th e younge r en d o f th e ag e scale . A n additiona l facto r 
was th e exceedingl y hig h educatio n leve l o f the gay/lesbia n respondent s i n th e 
1990 nationa l dat a base : an absolute majorit y wer e college graduates an d a  very 
large shar e ha d som e postgraduat e education . Althoug h thes e extrem e level s 
were no t replicate d i n 1992 , th e LG B sampl e remaine d significantl y bette r 
educated tha n th e non-LG B sample . Again , thes e dat a appeare d t o suppor t th e 
hypothesis. Partisanshi p wa s mor e questionable ; althoug h th e nationa l dat a 
showed a  partisan til t towar d th e Democrat s an d awa y fro m th e Republicans , 
the degre e o f partisanshi p pe r s e wa s n o greater , an d th e rat e o f independen t 
self-identification n o smaller , amon g th e LGB voters tha n amon g th e rest . 

The 199 0 stat e an d local-leve l data , however , see m t o shre d th e hypothesi s 
of uniforml y hig h educatio n level s amon g th e self-identifiers . I n Texas , wher e 
the lega l an d socia l climat e fo r ga y me n an d lesbian s i s considerably harshe r b y 
objective measure s tha n i n Californi a an d Massachusetts , educatio n level s di d 
not diffe r significantl y betwee n th e ga y an d nonga y groups . Further , i n tw o o f 
the thre e state-leve l poll s examine d i n depth , ther e wer e n o significan t differ -
ences betwee n th e ga y an d nonga y group s eithe r i n degre e o f partisanshi p o r 
even i n part y affiliation . (I n th e Glic k poll , o f course , al l respondent s wer e 
registered Democrat s votin g i n thei r party' s primary. ) 

Finally, there i s the first-time  votin g factor . I n 199 0 ther e was n o significan t 
difference i n th e rat e o f first-time  votin g betwee n th e ga y an d nonga y samples . 
In 1992 , however , LG B self-identifier s wer e mor e tha n twic e a s likel y a s non -
LGBs to be voting fo r th e first  time , and thi s tren d was  found i n al l age groups, 
from th e younges t t o th e oldest . Thi s indicate s tha t th e leve l o f politica l 
interest amon g th e LGBs in 199 2 was  relatively low  and tha t thei r participatio n 
had bee n triggere d b y th e hig h salienc e o f LGB issue s durin g th e presidentia l 
campaign. 

Therefore, ther e i s no uniform confirmatio n tha t th e demographi c correlate s 
of grou p consciousnes s ca n b e foun d amon g LG B self-identifiers . Additiona l 
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work o n thi s lin e o f research , employin g indicator s o f actua l element s o f 
group consciousnes s o n presumptive self-identifiers , i s being undertake n b y th e 
present author . 

The dat a d o sho w tha t ga y me n consistentl y mak e u p a  disproportionat e 
share o f lesbia n an d ga y self-identifiers , nationall y an d i n al l regions , an d tha t 
this disproportion , i n whic h me n mak e u p three-fifth s t o two-third s o f the ga y 
and lesbia n samples , i s consisten t wit h th e findings  o f se x researc h wit h 
regard t o both sexua l self-identificatio n an d continuin g o r frequent homosexua l 
activity. However , i n th e 199 2 data , ther e i s n o discernibl e "gende r gap " i n 
LGB self-identificatio n rates . Me n stil l outnumbe r wome n slightly , bu t th e 
difference i s small an d no t statisticall y significant . A  clue t o the possible reaso n 
for thi s disparity , "lesbia n bisexuality, " wa s foun d i n th e Glic k pol l an d wil l b e 
discussed late r i n thi s chapter . 

Hypothesis 3:  Political  Attitudes 

The genera l politica l orientatio n o f LG B voter s wil l b e libera l o r leftis t 
and Democratic , i n keepin g wit h th e patter n foun d amon g Africa n 
Americans, feminists , an d non-Cuba n Latinos , and wil l b e highly distinc -
tive from tha t o f non-LGB identifiers . Confirmed,  with  qualifications. 

The issu e attitude s o f mos t LG B self-identifier s wer e distinctivel y liberal ; a 
majority o f self-identifier s bot h calle d themselve s libera l an d hel d libera l 
attitudes o n specifi c issues . I n addition , a n absolut e majorit y o f lesbian s i n 
1990 calle d themselve s stron g feminists . Logisti c regressio n analysi s showe d 
that, indeed , whe n th e factor s o f liberalis m an d feminis m wer e controlle d for , 
there wa s n o independen t effec t o f self-identificatio n a s ga y o r lesbia n o n 
attitudes towar d economi c o r defense/foreign polic y issues . 

However, o n domesti c socia l issues , th e self-identifie d LGB s wer e signifi -
cantly mor e libera l o r libertaria n tha n wer e libera l an d feminis t heterosexuals . 
Indeed, otherwis e conservativ e an d Republica n LGB s tende d t o tak e libera l 
stands o n domesti c socia l issue s othe r tha n th e deat h penalty , an d t o cal l 
themselves moderate s rathe r tha n conservatives . There is , therefore, a  "sexualit y 
gap" on thes e issue s tha t canno t b e accounted fo r otherwise . 

Partisan affiliation , a s note d above , was  no t nearl y a s distinctiv e a s thi s 
augmented liberalis m an d feminis m woul d predict . Neither , i n 1990 , wa s 
voting behavio r i n th e aggregate d result s o n th e nationa l level . Althoug h a 
disproportion o f lesbia n an d ga y straight-ticke t voter s supporte d th e Demo -
crats, versu s a  near-eve n spli t amon g nonga y identifier s i n thi s category , two -
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thirds o f voters , straigh t an d ga y alike , spli t thei r ticket s i n state s wit h 
simultaneous contest s fo r th e Senate , th e House , an d th e governor' s mansion . 
In th e Hous e races , indeed, on e self-identifier i n si x voted fo r a  third candidate . 
Although thes e voters were profoundly liberal , the y wer e no t apparentl y votin g 
against Democrati c incumbent s an y mor e ofte n tha n Republica n incumbents , 
nor were the y motivate d b y any particular issu e concern . 

This change d dramaticall y i n 1992 . Wherea s independent s an d Republica n 
LGBs stil l spli t thei r ticket s a s frequently a s did th e res t o f the population , th e 
one-half o f LGBs wh o identifie d a s Democrats wer e i n th e mai n straight-ticke t 
voters, an d a  larg e disproportio n o f th e LG B independent s wh o di d vot e a 
straight ticke t wen t wit h th e Democrats . This cohesion amon g LG B Democrat s 
was as great a s that amon g blac k Democrats . I t remain s t o be seen whethe r thi s 
is a one-time phenomeno n o r the star t o f a long-term trend . 

Hypothesis 4:  Gender  and Feminism 

Lesbians an d bisexua l women , whethe r feminist s o r not , wil l b e mor e 
opposed t o th e us e o f force i n politics , an d therefor e wil l b e mor e likel y 
to vote for Democrat s tha n ar e gay and bisexua l men . I n addition , lesbia n 
feminists wil l hol d differen t issu e prioritie s fro m LG B me n an d wome n 
who d o no t identif y wit h feminism , an d thu s ar e fa r mor e likel y t o hol d 
liberal position s o n abortio n an d othe r feminis t issues ; they wil l b e mor e 
inclined t o vote fo r Democrat s tha n wil l othe r women . Confirmed  as to the 
"feminism gap." Limited confirmation as to the "gender gap." 

Because of the absenc e o f feminism an d use-of-forc e indicator s i n th e 199 2 dat a 
base, this discussion i s confined t o the data fro m 1990 . 

I propose d tha t actua l difference s i n candidat e selectio n an d issu e stand s 
between lesbian s an d ga y me n woul d b e minimal , othe r tha n i n th e are a o f 
defense an d foreig n policy , bu t tha t issu e emphasi s woul d differ . Wit h respec t 
to th e nationa l sample , thi s hypothesi s wa s confirme d i n larg e part , althoug h 
the variation s fro m th e predicte d patter n shoul d b e noted . A s predicted , th e 
greatest difference s wer e foun d i n th e tw o question s relatin g t o th e Persia n 
Gulf deployment , whic h stron g majoritie s o f men supporte d an d equall y stron g 
majorities o f women opposed . Again , a s predicted, wome n wer e thre e time s a s 
likely a s me n i n th e VR S dat a t o nam e abortio n a s on e to p issue ; me n wer e 
more likel y t o nam e th e environmen t an d th e deficit . Interestingly , however , 
the lesbian s wer e significantl y mor e skeptica l abou t th e econom y an d th e 
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overall directio n o f th e country , an d wer e fa r les s incline d t o approv e o f th e 
deficit compromis e tha n wer e th e ga y men . Thi s was  no t predicte d base d o n 
the Gilen s (1988) gender ga p model . 

Many mor e significan t difference s i n attitudes an d voting behavior , however , 
were foun d base d o n identificatio n a s a  stron g feminist , a  categorizatio n tha t 
included five of every eigh t lesbian s i n th e nationa l sample . Approval o f George 
Bush wa s i n th e singl e digit s amon g thi s group , an d five  o f si x sai d the y 
probably woul d vot e fo r th e Democra t i n 1992 , a s agains t 4 1 percen t o f th e 
nonfeminists. 78. 5 percen t vote d fo r th e Democra t fo r th e Senat e i n 1990 , 
versus jus t ove r half of the nonfeminis t ga y folk , an d three-quarter s o f feminist s 
(as agains t jus t unde r hal f o f nonfeminists ) calle d themselve s liberals . Eve n 
personal economi c evaluation s wer e fa r wors e amon g th e feminis t identifier s 
than amon g th e nonfeminists . Nearl y al l lesbia n feminist s supporte d abortio n 
on demand , an d full y hal f name d i t a s on e o f th e to p tw o issue s i n th e 
congressional race . 

As note d i n th e chapte r o n th e nationa l polls , feminis m wa s on e o f thre e 
indicators tha t appea r t o explai n mos t o f th e difference s i n issu e attitude s 
between LG B an d non-LG B samples . Thi s i s a  testamen t i n har d number s t o 
the continuin g vitalit y o f lesbia n feminis m a s a  movemen t withi n th e broade r 
feminist an d LG B communities . 

Hypothesis 5:  Voting  Blocs within  the  Community 

Given th e divergen t concept s o f group identit y amon g LGBs , an d thei r 
differing notion s o f what th e goal s o f the LG B movemen t shoul d b e an d 
the bes t mean s fo r achievin g them , LG B voter s wil l no t b e monolithic ; 
although th e larg e majorit y wil l vot e fo r Democrats , significan t minorit -
ies will suppor t Republican s o r leftis t thir d candidates . Confirmed. 

A smal l bu t significan t minorit y o f th e self-identifie d LG B respondent s vote d 
Republican. Hal f o f the LGB Republicans eve n voted fo r Georg e Bus h afte r th e 
antigay GO P campaig n o f 1992 . Althoug h sharin g th e cultura l liberalis m o f 
the Democrat s an d independent s o n abortion , drugs , an d th e environment , 
they were considerably mor e conservative on economic issues , the death penalty , 
and defens e an d foreig n policy , an d strongl y supporte d Presiden t Reaga n i n 
1984 an d Presiden t Bus h i n 1988 , befor e th e Republica n "famil y values " 
campaign o f 199 2 drov e the m int o exile . I n 199 0 the y tende d t o stic k wit h 
their part y i n th e congressiona l contests , bu t abou t hal f spli t awa y i n guberna -
torial contests . I n 1992 , abou t tw o i n five  spli t fro m thei r Senat e candidates , 
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although a  larg e majorit y stuc k wit h GO P nominee s fo r th e House . (To o fe w 
LGB Republican s vote d i n th e smal l numbe r o f 199 2 governor' s race s t o dra w 
any conclusions. ) 

Independent self-identifier s wer e onl y marginall y les s libera l i n philosoph y 
and issu e position s tha n wer e self-identifie d Democrats . The y were , nonethe -
less, authenti c ticket-splitter s relativ e t o thei r Democrati c counterparts , 
strongly supportin g Democrat s fo r stat e governor s i n 199 0 bu t i n man y case s 
looking t o othe r candidate s fo r Congress . (W e shoul d a t thi s poin t distinguis h 
voters who identified wit h neithe r majo r part y from thos e referred t o above who 
sided wit h thir d candidate s i n th e contest s fo r th e Hous e o f Representatives. A s 
many Democrat s a s independent s [an d a  few Republicans! ] wer e foun d amon g 
the latte r group. ) I n th e Clinton-Bush-Pero t contest , however , pro-Democrati c 
sentiment was  muc h stronger : five  i n eigh t LG B independent s vote d fo r 
Clinton, an d betwee n 7 0 an d 7 5 percen t o f the m vote d fo r Democrat s fo r 
statehouses an d fo r bot h house s o f Congress. 

Hypothesis 6:  The  "Sexuality  Gap" 

LGB votin g wil l b e sufficientl y distinctiv e t o hav e a n independen t effec t 
on vot e choic e afte r controllin g fo r attitudes , partisanship , incumbency , 
and demographi c factor s significantl y correlate d wit h LG B self-identifi -
cation. Thus , ther e wil l b e a n authenti c "sexualit y gap, " meanin g tha t 
self-identified LGB s wil l b e mor e libera l an d Democrati c i n votin g tha n 
will thei r liberal , Democrati c cohort s wh o d o no t identif y a s lesbian , 
bisexual, o r gay. Confirmed with respect  to high-salience elections. 

Hypothesis 7:  Results in Specific  Contests 

LGB votin g wil l remai n highl y distinctiv e i n particula r individua l con -
tests, no t merel y i n aggregated nationa l partisan result s fo r governorship s 
and seat s in Congress, and wil l b e particularly distinctiv e i n high-salienc e 
contests. Confirmed with respect  to high-salience elections. 

The simpl e crosstabula r result s mak e clea r tha t self-identifie d LGB s thin k an d 
vote differentl y fro m th e res t o f th e population . Wha t was  i n question , how -
ever, was  th e exten t t o whic h sexua l self-identificatio n ha d a n independen t 
effect o n politica l attitude s an d votin g behavior . Th e 199 0 ga y an d lesbia n 
sample was  mor e libera l an d mor e feminis t tha n was  th e res t o f th e sampl e i n 
1990. I t therefor e coul d b e postulate d tha t thos e lesbian s an d ga y me n wh o 
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were "ou t o f th e closet " wer e thos e wh o starte d of f wit h les s conventiona l 
opinions an d practices , an d tha t whe n compare d t o heterosexual s o f the sam e 
description, th e difference s woul d disappear . Thi s seeme d t o b e born e ou t by 
the aggregated nationa l result s i n chapter 3 . 

But th e state-leve l result s reporte d i n chapte r 4  pu t th e li e t o this . Sexua l 
self-identification ha d an independen t effec t o n vote choic e i n th e five  specifi c 
high-salience gubernatoria l an d Senate contest s we examined, eve n afte r w e had 
controlled fo r demographics , part y affiliation , ideology , an d feminism . Th e 
perceived closenes s o f each contes t di d no t appea r t o affect thes e findings:  Be n 
Parmer clearl y wa s believed t o have n o chance agains t Senato r Phi l Gram m i n 
Texas, bu t a  "sexualit y gap " was found jus t a s strongly i n tha t high-visibilit y 
contest a s in the three hotl y conteste d governor' s race s examine d here . Indeed , 
in a  retrospectiv e votin g model , self-identificatio n ha d a n independen t effec t 
on vote choice for governors an d senators i n all five of these contests , above and 
beyond it s influence o n the retrospective indicators . 

There i s no need t o repeat onesel f to o muc h concernin g th e Clinton electio n 
of 1992 . In thi s mos t salien t electio n fo r LGB people, th e effect o f sexual self -
identification no t onl y remaine d significant , bu t strongl y so , after controllin g 
for th e demographic, partisan , and attitudinal variables . 

It mus t b e note d that , i n lower-salienc e election s i n 1990 , the solidit y o f 
the gay and lesbian vot e dissipated . Althoug h th e trend i n favor o f Democratic 
nominees hel d up , considerabl e splittin g o f votes t o Republican s and , i n th e 
case of the House races , to third candidate s appeared . Indeed , i n one of the two 
lower-salience Texa s contests , eve n sexua l self-identificatio n standin g alon e had 
no significan t effec t o n vot e choice . I n thi s respect , th e ga y an d lesbia n vot e 
was no t nearl y a s cohesiv e as , say , th e Africa n America n vote ; th e sam e 
flexibility tha t allowe d gay/lesbia n voter s t o switc h partie s en  masse i n a  high -
salience election als o inhibited part y loyalt y i n lower-salience contests . 

This wa s no t tru e i n 1992 . As note d earlier , LG B Democrats wer e nearl y 
monolithic i n thei r suppor t fo r thei r party' s ticke t acros s th e board , an d LGB 
independents wer e considerabl y mor e likel y t o vot e a  straigh t Democrati c 
ticket tha n the y wer e i n 1990 . Becaus e individual-leve l result s wer e no t 
available i n state-leve l contests , on e canno t dra w an y conclusion s fro m th e 
1992 number s wit h respec t t o Hypothesi s 7 , bu t certainl y i f anythin g thes e 
numbers giv e a  firmer  confirmation t o Hypothesis 6  than d o those fro m 1990 . 

Interestingly, i n th e Glic k contest , th e independen t effec t o f sexua l self -
identification wa s supplante d b y th e effec t o f th e desir e fo r a  ga y o r lesbia n 
representative. 

The centra l questio n fo r practical politician s i s whether ther e i s a "lavende r 
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vote" tha t ca n b e mobilize d i n favo r o f candidates supportiv e o f LGB issues , o r 
in oppositio n t o candidate s wh o tak e antiga y positions . Th e answe r clearl y i s 
yes. I n th e 199 0 governor' s race s i n California , Massachusetts , an d Texa s an d 
the Glic k primar y rac e i n Ne w Yor k City , th e candidat e i n a  high-salienc e 
contest wh o was  perceived t o b e th e mos t proga y too k a  remarkably simila r 7 7 
to 7 8 percen t o f th e vote s o f th e lesbia n an d ga y communities . I n th e three -
way presidentia l contes t o f 1992 , whe n bisexual s wer e adde d t o th e exi t polls ' 
self-identification item , Bil l Clinto n wo n 7 2 percen t o f th e homosexua l an d 
bisexual self-identifier s (Georg e Bus h an d Ros s Pero t wo n 1 4 percen t apiece) , 
as agains t a  spli t o f 43 , 38 , an d 1 9 percen t fo r Clinton , Bush , an d Perot , 
respectively, i n th e res t o f the sample . 

The mos t remarkabl e fact , perhaps , abou t thi s LG B vot e i s tha t i t ca n b e 
mobilized agains t a  Democrati c nominee , a s see n i n th e cas e o f John Silber' s 
ill-fated gubernatoria l campaig n i n Massachusetts—a t leas t provide d tha t th e 
Republican nomine e make s th e sor t o f stron g an d direc t appea l t o th e LG B 
community tha t Willia m Wel d did . Th e LG B vote , althoug h incline d towar d 
the Democrats , was  b y n o mean s uniforml y Democrati c o r guarantee d t o th e 
Democratic nomine e i n th e sam e wa y a s wer e th e vote s o f mos t Africa n 
Americans. Despit e th e stron g Democrati c tid e i n voting behavio r i n 1992 , th e 
presidential contes t di d nothin g t o alte r th e basi c partisan alignmen t an d issu e 
attitudes o f LGB voter s compare d wit h thos e i n 1990 . Thos e Republican s wh o 
write of f th e LG B vot e a s hopelessl y lost , therefore , appea r t o b e makin g a 
serious strategi c mistak e i n clos e contests . 

Hypothesis 8:  Symbolic versus Substantive  Voting 

LGB voter s wil l see k bot h substantiv e an d symboli c gains . Therefore , i n 
a high-salienc e contes t betwee n a  "progay " an d a n "antigay " candidate , 
they wil l vot e fo r th e "progay " candidate ; and i n a  contest i n whic h ther e 
is littl e differenc e betwee n th e candidate s o n LG B issues , substantiv e 
issue difference s wil l b e o f greate r concern . Confirmed,  except that  in  the 
instance of an LGB candidate,  the desire for a  seat at the  table tends to outweigh 
substantive issue concerns. 

There i s n o questio n fro m th e result s that , i n contest s betwee n a  "progay " an d 
an "antigay " candidate , regardles s o f part y o r politica l philosophy , th e voter s 
will unit e aroun d th e "progay " candidate. 2 Th e questio n befor e u s i s ho w self -
identified LGB s wil l vot e i n a n electio n i n whic h ther e i s n o suc h clea r 
bifurcation. 
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There i s only on e individua l contes t w e coul d examin e i n whic h th e publi c 
attitudes o f bot h majo r candidate s wer e positiv e towar d thei r ga y an d lesbia n 
constituents, th e rac e fo r governo r o f California . I n tha t contest , partisa n 
cohesion wa s a t it s highest : a  hug e majorit y o f lesbia n an d ga y Republican s 
supported thei r party' s nominee , a s di d a  hug e majorit y o f lesbia n an d ga y 
Democrats. I t wa s th e numerica l superiorit y o f th e Democrats , combine d wit h 
the libera l issu e stand s o f Californi a lesbia n an d ga y independents , tha t le d t o 
the larg e majorit y fo r Diann e Feinstei n amon g self-identifiers . 

I not e a s wel l tha t th e self-reportin g o f presidentia l votin g i n 1988 , i n 
which neithe r majo r candidat e too k antiga y stands , found a  third o f lesbian an d 
gay self-identifiers , an d a  pluralit y o f thos e i n Texas , reportin g the y vote d fo r 
George Bush . I n th e even t tha t a  relatively "progay " Republican , o r at leas t on e 
with neutra l feeling s o n LG B issues , wer e nominate d fo r hig h offic e i n Texas , 
with it s larg e numbe r o f conservativ e an d Republica n lesbia n an d ga y self -
identifiers, i t i s possible tha t a  real cleavage would occu r within th e communit y 
in tha t state . 

These indicat e tha t i n contest s i n whic h ther e i s n o visibl e cleavag e amon g 
candidates o n LGB issues , substantive issu e concerns an d part y loyaltie s wil l b e 
the basi s o f voting decisions , rathe r tha n membershi p i n th e LG B community . 
This i s not , however , t o discoun t th e independen t effec t o f LGB self-identifica -
tion o n liberalis m an d (amon g women ) feminism , whic h i n tur n directl y affec t 
issue stands an d part y affiliation . 

The on e exceptio n t o thi s rul e appear s t o b e th e instanc e i n whic h a n ope n 
LGB i s seekin g election ; i n tha t case , th e "symbolic " desir e fo r a  sea t a t th e 
table o f powe r an d th e respec t i t bring s wit h i t appear s t o overrid e issu e 
concerns. Al l candidate s i n th e Ne w Yor k primar y contes t w e examine d sup -
ported lesbia n an d ga y rights , wer e pro-choic e o n abortion , an d wante d th e 
state t o d o mor e abou t AIDS . However , give n a  viabl e lesbia n candidate , th e 
logistic regressio n showe d tha t thes e substantiv e concern s wer e overridde n 
utterly b y a  desire fo r a  lesbian o r gay electe d representativ e i n Albany . 

Hypothesis 9:  Role of Political Leadership 

The exten t o f LGB votin g cohesio n i n an y give n contes t wil l depen d o n 
the unit y o f LG B politica l leaders , who , i f united , shoul d b e abl e t o 
mobilize LG B voter s independentl y o f an y outsid e politica l force . Not 
confirmed. 

Because o f th e presumptio n tha t grou p identificatio n amon g LGB s woul d 
correlate strongl y wit h grou p consciousness , I  opined tha t th e LG B vot e woul d 
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be mobilize d b y LG B politica l actors , withou t referenc e t o th e endorsement s 
(or lac k thereof ) o f heterosexuals . I f th e Glic k pol l ca n b e generalized , i n n o 
respect was  I  mor e wrong . Certainl y i n th e cas e o f a  distric t wit h a  ver y larg e 
open lesbia n an d ga y population , encompassin g th e neighborhoo d tha t i s th e 
LGB "Mecca " o f easter n Nort h America , wit h a n extremel y wel l educated , 
well-off populatio n an d som e o f th e longest , mos t wel l establishe d LGB -
oriented publication s an d politica l organization s i n th e world , i t i s surprisin g 
indeed t o se e th e exten t t o whic h th e endorsemen t o f th e New  York  Times  was 
deemed essentia l t o th e votin g decision s o f lesbia n an d ga y voters . Th e Times 
served a s a  badg e o f "legitimacy, " legitimac y i n thi s cas e bein g denne d a s 
sufficient suppor t fro m a  majo r heterosexual-oriente d sourc e eithe r t o mak e 
Glick a  seriou s contende r o r t o affir m a  previousl y uncertai n predilectio n t o 
vote fo r her . 

At th e sam e time , th e failur e o f a n LGB-oriente d clu b (albei t on e forme d 
largely ou t o f personal oppositio n t o Glic k an d he r friends ) t o endors e "th e ga y 
candidate" and th e perception tha t sh e was a "one-issue" candidate too k suppor t 
away fro m he r i n he r ow n lesbia n an d ga y community . Th e forme r indicate s 
that ther e i s some importance , eve n withi n th e cor e community , t o unanimity ; 
the nea r unanimit y o f th e LG B endorser s was  no t enoug h fo r a  smal l numbe r 
of respondents . Th e latte r indicates , again , th e exten t t o whic h legitimac y i n 
the eye s o f th e heterosexua l majorit y i s viewed a s importan t withi n th e homo -
sexual an d bisexua l community . A s note d i n th e Glic k chapter , o f th e ga y an d 
lesbian respondent s who indicated tha t a t leas t one endorsement wa s important , 
just on e i n five  cite d onl y LGB-oriente d politica l club s o r publications ; an d a 
majority cite d only  predominately heterosexua l club s o r publications . 

In eac h o f th e governor' s race s w e hav e examined , a s wel l a s i n th e Glic k 
primary, ther e was  considerabl e doub t a s t o wh o th e winne r woul d be , an d a 
perception tha t th e pro-LGB candidat e coul d win—bestowe d i n th e latte r cas e 
by non-LG B endorsements . 

This raise s a n interestin g question . Earlie r w e sa w tha t a  considerable shar e 
of th e LG B voter s appeare d t o b e actin g fo r reason s mor e symboli c tha n 
substantive, som e supportin g Glic k i n he r high-salienc e contes t i n orde r t o ge t 
the sea t a t th e table , other s supportin g thir d candidate s wit h n o hop e o f 
winning i n lower-salienc e congressiona l races . Yet i n th e Glic k rac e we also see 
the vita l importanc e o f outside legitimation . Wa s i t th e outsid e endorsements , 
particularly b y th e Times,  tha t i n fac t mad e th e Glic k rac e a  high-salienc e 
election i n th e LG B community , bringin g ou t voter s wh o otherwis e migh t no t 
have voted? W e canno t kno w a t present , bu t thi s ma y b e an explanation fo r th e 
anomaly. 
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Additional Findings 

Beyond th e specifi c hypotheses , thre e unexpecte d findings  ar e o f interes t an d 
should b e pursue d i n greate r dept h b y politica l science , sociology , an d psy -
chology. 

The Role of Religion 

The relativ e secularis m o f th e LG B self-identifier s i s apparen t throughout , 
and give n th e negativ e attitud e o f the Wester n religion s towar d homosexuality , 
this i s hardly surprising . Wha t i s notable , and caus e for study , i s that ther e was 
in 199 0 a  significantl y lowe r rat e o f lesbia n an d ga y self-identificatio n amon g 
those raise d i n th e predominan t religiou s traditio n i n a  particula r commu -
nity—Protestantism i n Californi a an d Texas , Catholicism i n Massachusetts . 

A simila r finding  wit h respec t t o Judais m i n th e Glic k contes t wa s rule d 
out, a s lesbians , who tende d t o b e long-ter m resident s o f the district , wer e jus t 
as Jewish a s thei r nonga y neighbors ; i t was  ga y mal e immigrant s wh o wer e 
responsible fo r th e disproportionately smal l Jewish shar e of the LG B sample . I t 
is possible , therefore , tha t i n th e case s w e hav e examined , especiall y thos e o f 
California an d Massachusetts , a  considerabl e shar e o f th e religiou s disparit y i s 
attributable t o interstat e migration . 

However, thi s canno t explai n th e finding  o n th e nationa l level ; ther e i s 
certainly n o evidenc e tha t LGB s raise d i n th e Protestan t faith s ar e emigratin g 
from th e Unite d States , an d n o reaso n t o believ e tha t the y refrai n fro m votin g 
more tha n d o self-identifier s o f othe r backgrounds . Th e reason s a  significantl y 
smaller shar e o f Protestant s self-identif y a s LG B ar e deserving , therefore , o f 
greater study . 

Coalition Formation and  Political  Culture 

Elazar's theor y (1965 ) o f "politica l culture " difference s amon g th e states , a s 
discussed i n chapte r 5 , appeare d t o b e validate d wit h respec t t o ga y an d 
lesbian votin g behavio r i n Californi a an d Massachusetts , bu t no t i n Texas . I n 
California, wit h it s structura l factor s an d politica l more s tha t encourag e state -
wide coalitio n politics , whit e an d nonfeminis t lesbian s an d gay s vote d ver y 
much lik e nonga y blacks , Latinos , an d feminists . I n Massachusetts , however , 
with a  relativel y permeabl e politica l structur e an d more s supportin g grou p 
competition, ther e wa s a  significan t spli t eve n betwee n ga y an d nonga y femi -
nists i n th e governor' s race . (Onl y on e ga y responden t was  no t o f Europea n 
descent.) I n Texas , however , wher e th e politica l climat e fo r coalitio n buildin g 
and eve n interna l cohesio n amon g lesbian s an d ga y me n woul d see m t o b e th e 
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worst, "Anglo " an d nonfeminis t self-identifier s vote d Democrati c i n th e high -
salience contest s a t rate s equivalen t t o thos e o f nongay Latino s an d feminists . 

Adam (1987 ) enunciate d th e theor y tha t LGB s mak e u p a n essentia l par t o f 
the leftis t coalitio n o f "new social movements," in which ar e included feminists , 
"New Left " intellectuals , an d group-consciou s member s o f the labo r movemen t 
and o f previousl y disinherite d racia l an d ethni c minorities . Thi s postulate d 
coalition crosse s boundarie s o f rac e an d clas s an d ha s it s theoretica l basi s i n 
neo-Marxian notion s o f resistanc e t o a  dominan t coalitio n comprisin g (1 ) 
capitalists seekin g t o maintai n economi c dominanc e throug h exploitation , an d 
(2) traditionalis t forces , particularl y whit e Christia n ultraconservatives , whic h 
seek t o maintai n th e existin g socia l orde r (se e Adam 1987 ; Young 1990) . Tha t 
most feminists , unio n members , Africa n Americans , an d non-Cuba n Latino s 
voted i n mos t case s fo r th e Democrat s i n 1990 , a s di d mos t self-identifie d 
lesbians an d ga y men , i s no t surprising . This , however , test s th e theor y onl y i n 
the mos t superficia l way . 

First, merel y votin g alik e i s no t equivalen t t o belongin g t o a  coalition . Th e 
existence o f a  coalitio n ca n b e teste d b y th e exten t t o whic h th e member s o f 
each group i n th e purported coalitio n suppor t th e genera l aim s and goal s o f th e 
other groups . I n thi s case , i f a coalition exists , we would expec t tha t heterosex -
ual unio n members , feminists , an d peopl e o f color woul d giv e som e significan t 
degree o f suppor t t o LG B issue s an d candidates , an d tha t LG B voter s woul d 
likewise give suppor t t o campaigns fo r labor , racia l justice , and women' s rights . 
Based o n th e evidenc e a t hand , w e cannot b e certain suc h a  coalition exists . 

We se e tha t LG B voter s ar e strongl y pro-choic e an d tha t a  hug e shar e o f 
lesbians ar e feminists , bu t w e hav e n o indicator s wit h regar d t o race-relate d 
issues, an d o n labo r issue s w e find  mixe d results : a  somewha t large r shar e o f 
lesbian an d ga y voter s believe d unemploymen t wa s th e mos t significan t eco -
nomic proble m i n 1990 , bu t b y a  tremendous margi n the y als o said preservin g 
the environmen t was  muc h mor e importan t tha n preservin g jobs ; eve n afte r 
two year s o f economi c stagnation , a  three-to-tw o majorit y agree d wit h th e 
latter proposition . The n w e find  i n th e Glic k pol l n o stronge r suppor t fo r th e 
winning candidat e amon g unio n members , blacks , o r Hispanic s tha n amon g 
white, nonunio n heterosexuals , an d utterl y minima l citatio n o f LG B right s a s 
an importan t issu e b y nonga y member s o f thes e group s (dat a no t shown) . N o 
indicator o f feminism was  available i n th e Glic k poll . 

Second, eve n i f a  coalitio n di d exist , ca n w e tel l whethe r i t was  a  liberal , 
integrationist coalitio n o r a  leftist , cultural-pluralis t coalitio n a s Ada m postu -
lates? On e indicato r i s th e degre e o f suppor t give n b y voter s wit h libera l o r 
leftist view s t o thir d candidate s a s oppose d t o "mainstream " majo r part y 
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nominees. As previously noted , one lesbian o r gay voter i n six supported a  non-
major part y candidat e i n th e 199 0 House elections , an d thi s grou p wa s very 
liberal an d almos t unanimou s i n it s suppor t o f Democrati c nominee s fo r 
governors. Ye t w e d o no t find  suc h divergence s amon g th e othe r postulate d 
coalition partner s (dat a no t shown) . Further , perhap s mor e t o th e point , five 
gay/lesbian voter s i n si x vote d fo r th e "mainstream " candidates . W e furthe r 
have see n th e exten t t o whic h LG B voters , eve n i n Debora h Glick' s district , 
looked fo r validatio n o f thei r LG B candidat e b y th e "straight " media . Thi s 
evidence i s to o scant y t o reac h an y firm  conclusions , bu t i t indicate s th e 
likelihood that , whateve r ma y be said b y intellectual s an d theorists , th e larg e 
majority o f LG B voters—an d th e othe r postulate d coalitio n members—ar e 
pragmatic liberal s rathe r tha n neoleftists . 

Lesbian Bisexuality and  the Gay Male Disproportion 

Finally, th e ninetee n lesbia n respondent s t o th e Glic k pol l giv e u s a n 
interesting questio n t o ponde r wit h respec t t o th e reason s fo r th e relativel y 
small numbe r o f lesbians compare d t o gay men, both i n thes e politica l survey s 
and i n sex research. Hal f o f the lesbian self-identifiers , a s against 2 0 percent o f 
the self-identifie d ga y men, reported i n th e second self-identificatio n questio n 
that the y wer e not  exclusively homosexual . Thi s interestin g poin t i s reinforce d 
in th e 199 2 nationa l data , i n whic h th e male-femal e ga p i n sexua l self -
identification wa s largely eliminated and—a t th e least coincidentally—bisexu -
als were include d i n the self-identification item . 

The factor s I  cite d earlie r a s possibl e reason s fo r th e relativ e absenc e o f 
lesbian respondent s wer e (1) actual physiologica l difference s tha t resul t i n fewe r 
women tha n me n having same-se x attractions , (2 ) different socia l rule s regard -
ing acceptabl e same-gende r intimac y betwee n wome n an d men , which mak e 
men mor e likel y t o recogniz e thei r desir e fo r closenes s t o othe r me n as sexua l 
in nature , an d (3 ) th e fac t tha t i n th e 199 0 poll s a  disproportio n o f self -
identified lesbian s reporte d havin g childre n a t home , whic h i f generall y tru e 
might inhibi t lesbian s disproportionatel y fro m reportin g thei r sexua l orienta -
tion o n surveys complete d anonymousl y bu t not in absolute privacy . Wha t thi s 
"lesbian bisexuality " give s u s i s a  fourt h possibl e explanatio n tha t require s 
research: women wit h same-se x attractions ma y be more incline d t o bisexuality , 
for reason s eithe r physiologica l o r sociologica l (o r both) , wherea s me n wit h 
same-sex attraction s ma y be more incline d t o exclusive homosexuality . 

In conclusion , then , her e i s what practica l politician s an d the media wh o cover 
them ough t t o know: 
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There i s a  "lavende r vote " i n America , a s oppose d merel y t o gay , lesbian , 
and bisexua l voters . I t i s characterized mainl y b y strong liberalis m o n domesti c 
social issue s amon g thos e wh o openl y identif y themselve s a s bisexual , lesbian , 
or gay . Althoug h mos t self-identifie d LGB s ar e generall y fa r mor e libera l an d 
(among women ) feminis t tha n th e res t o f the population , som e o f thei r greate r 
liberalism o n socia l issue s ca n b e attribute d solel y t o sexua l identity . Tha t is , 
regardless o f thei r stand s o n othe r issues , LGB-identifie d peopl e ar e mor e 
liberal tha n th e res t o f th e populatio n o n cultura l issues—includin g abortio n 
rights, th e environment , an d dru g policy—becaus e o f th e experienc e o f bein g 
lesbian, bisexual , o r gay and facin g th e hostilit y o f cultural conservatives . 

The LG B vot e i s remarkabl e fo r it s partisa n fluidity.  Although , al l othe r 
things bein g equal , the y ten d t o vot e fo r Democrat s i n high-salienc e election s 
in whic h on e candidate i s clearly mor e "progay " tha n th e other , LG B voters ca n 
be counted o n t o suppor t th e proga y candidate , regardless  of party, b y margins o f 
about thre e t o one . Absen t a  high-salienc e contest , th e vot e splinters : two -
thirds o f self-identifie d LGB s spli t thei r ticket s i n 1990 , exactl y th e sam e 
proportion a s the res t o f the population . Abou t on e i n si x LGB voter s i n lower -
salience contest s ma y suppor t libera l o r leftis t independent s a s oppose d t o 
Democratic nominees . About on e in fou r LG B voters appea r t o suppor t Repub -
licans, a t leas t i n contest s i n whic h th e econom y o r foreig n polic y issue s ar e 
paramount a s oppose d t o socia l issues , an d i n a  traditionalisti c Souther n stat e 
such a s Texas many mor e LGBs may vote Republican . 

Therefore, th e lavende r vot e i s u p fo r grabs . It s socia l liberalis m doe s no t 
equate wit h votin g fo r th e Democrats . Democrat s wh o tak e LG B voter s fo r 
granted an d Republican s wh o writ e of f o r deliberatel y alienat e the m bot h ar e 
making a  serious mistake . 

When w e conside r voter s wh o identify  themselves  a s ga y o r lesbian , th e 
proportion o f th e ga y an d lesbia n vot e i s small , jus t ove r 1  percen t o f th e 
national voting population i n 1990 . When self-identifie d bisexual s are include d 
this figure  doubles , an d equal s th e shar e o f Latino voter s i n th e Unite d States . 
The rat e o f identificatio n b y ag e group tell s u s tha t it s siz e ma y gro w t o abou t 
4 o r 5  percent o f the tota l i n th e nex t twent y years . 

Although LGB-oriente d politica l activist s d o appea r t o hav e som e effec t i n 
drawing attentio n t o certai n importan t contests , i n a  rac e i n whic h a n openl y 
LGB candidat e i s seekin g election , a  majority o f LGB voter s appea r t o requir e 
the validatio n o f tha t person' s candidac y b y non-LGB-oriente d medi a and/o r 
organizations i n orde r t o conside r th e candidat e "serious. " 
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What We  Do Not Know 

The mos t essentia l questio n lef t i n th e ai r i s precisel y ho w man y homosexua l 
and bisexua l voter s ther e actuall y ar e i n th e Unite d States , an d whethe r thos e 
who d o no t self-identif y o n th e surve y form s i n fac t vot e th e sam e as , o r 
differently from , th e self-identifiers . Therefore , ther e i s n o factua l basi s fo r 
claims suc h a s th e on e bandie d abou t afte r th e 199 2 electio n tha t on e i n si x 
Clinton supporter s wer e ga y o r lesbia n an d tha t thi s grou p wa s responsibl e fo r 
Clinton's election . 

We ca n ascertai n difference s betwee n objectiv e membershi p i n th e workin g 
class an d working-class/middle-clas s self-identificatio n becaus e surve y respon -
dents willingl y tel l u s thei r income s an d jo b status . I t i s exceedingl y unlikel y 
that a  surve y o n politica l attitude s an d votin g behavio r wil l includ e question s 
about th e respondents ' hidde n sexua l attraction s o r behavior ; o r that , i n th e 
unlikely even t suc h question s wer e asked , the y woul d b e answered . Ou r di -
lemma therefor e appear s likel y t o remai n fixed.  Existin g se x research , indeed , 
has faile d t o prob e thi s fundamenta l questio n sufficientl y t o dra w an y firm 
conclusions, althoug h th e Chicag o stud y (Lauman n e t al . 1994 ) ha s mad e a 
welcome start . W e ar e lef t t o loo k onl y a t th e self-identifiers . 

A second , relate d questio n i s the exten t t o whic h thos e wh o d o self-identif y 
are possessed o f th e psychologica l mobilizin g forc e calle d grou p consciousness . 
One correlat e variabl e (hig h politica l interest ) wa s assume d fro m th e fac t o f 
voting i n 1990 , bu t th e revers e appeare d t o b e foun d i n 199 2 fro m th e 
extremely larg e shar e o f LG B first-time  voter s tha t year . A  secon d correlate , 
relative youth , was  consistentl y foun d i n th e data . A  thir d correlat e variable , 
education, was  found i n th e nationa l data , bu t foun d onl y inconsistentl y a t th e 
state level . The fourth , a n augmented leve l o f partisanship, was  not found , eve n 
though th e partisa n til t o f th e LG B voter s was  distinctive . Althoug h thes e 
spotty effect s ma y hav e resulte d principall y fro m smal l sampl e sizes , we canno t 
be certain. Wit h n o direct element s othe r tha n grou p identificatio n availabl e i n 
the dat a set s examined , furthe r expositio n mus t awai t studie s tha t specificall y 
probe group consciousnes s amon g LG B self-identifiers . 

We ca n mak e n o certain claims , either , regardin g th e shar e o f the LG B vot e 
represented b y th e various theoretica l strain s w e have discussed ; no r ca n we say 
whether, an d t o wha t extent , a  tru e electora l coalitio n ha s bee n establishe d 
between LG B voter s an d othe r group s i n th e population . Thes e to o mus t b e 
left t o future research . 
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Prospects for 1996 

At thi s writin g n o dat a wer e ye t availabl e fro m th e 199 4 genera l electio n exi t 
polls, s o we canno t sa y whether th e trend s foun d i n 199 0 an d 199 2 hel d u p i n 
the recen t Republica n sweep . However , i t i s possible t o reac h som e conclusion s 
about th e lavende r vot e and fo r who m i t i s likely t o go i n 1996 . 

The Clinton  Record  on LGB Issues 

Bill Clinton' s stron g appeal s t o LG B voter s i n th e 199 2 electio n wer e 
rewarded wit h stron g support . I n hi s first  si x month s i n office , however , h e 
squandered muc h o f the goodwil l o f the LG B communit y b y vacillatin g o n hi s 
pledge t o lif t th e militar y ba n an d finally  retreatin g int o th e "don' t ask , don' t 
tell" compromise , which , b y th e president' s ow n account , ma y hav e lef t n o on e 
happy o n any side o f the issue . 

The militar y issu e wa s emblemati c o f Clinton' s mixe d record . H e di d 
appoint mor e ope n lesbian s an d ga y me n t o influentia l post s tha n al l previou s 
presidents combined , includin g th e first  out-of-the-close t federa l judg e an d th e 
first tw o assistan t cabine t secretaries . Ye t afte r th e midter m election s h e with -
drew o r canceled th e appointment s o f a gay ma n t o a n ambassadorshi p an d o f a 
progay heterosexua l ma n a s an assistan t attorne y general , an d whe n h e deeme d 
an openl y ga y Whit e Hous e staffe r to o outspoken , th e aid e was  sen t int o exil e 
in a  midlevel pos t i n th e Interio r Department . 

He di d achiev e substantia l increase s i n AID S researc h spending . H e als o 
appointed a  nationa l AID S polic y coordinator ; bu t th e pos t was  ill-defined , 
access t o th e presiden t wa s limited , an d th e initia l coordinator' s statement s o n 
safe se x were tone d dow n afte r politica l pressur e fro m he r superiors . I t wa s no t 
the "AID S czar " Clinto n ha d promised . H e als o fired  hi s outspoke n surgeo n 
general, Dr . Joycelyn Elders , wh o ha d encourage d fran k discussio n o f sexualit y 
and advocate d condo m distributio n i n hig h schools . 

He di d mee t wit h nationa l LG B leader s and , afte r intervenin g wit h th e 
National Par k Servic e t o allo w th e demonstrator s t o us e th e Mall , sen t a 
welcoming messag e t o th e Apri l 199 3 LG B marc h o n Washington—th e first 
president eve r t o embrac e th e ga y right s caus e eve n i n part—althoug h h e 
hastily arrange d a n out-of-tow n speakin g engagemen t fo r th e Sunda y o n whic h 
the marc h too k place . 

He di d publicl y condem n th e antiga y ballo t initiativ e effort s tha t prolifer -
ated i n 1994 , an d Attorne y Genera l Jane t Ren o sen t federa l mediator s t o 
Ovett, Mississippi , t o tr y t o sto p th e violen t harassmen t o f a  lesbia n coupl e 
who ha d opene d a  women's retrea t cente r there . Ye t Reno' s Justice Departmen t 
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continued it s vigorou s appeal s o f federa l tria l cour t decision s holdin g th e 
military ba n unconstitutiona l an d faile d t o fil e a  supportin g brie f whe n th e 
Amendment 2  case went t o th e U.S . Supreme Court . 

Taken together , th e president' s reputatio n a s a  "waffler, " whic h appeare d t o 
play a  significan t par t i n th e Democrats ' midter m disaster , was  manifeste d i n 
his ambivalen t suppor t fo r th e LG B cause . Earl y i n th e administration , AC T 
UP founde r Larr y Krame r bluntl y aske d th e crow d a t th e marc h o n Washing -
ton, "Wh y ar e w e kissin g thi s president' s ass ? H e ma y b e saying  al l th e righ t 
things, bu t h e isn' t doing  anything!" Ye t man y LGB s wh o wer e disappointe d 
and angr y abou t th e polic y defeat s stil l appreciate d th e fac t tha t Clinton' s 
words an d som e o f hi s deed s cam e dow n o n thei r side ; fe w doubte d h e was 
personally progay . On e comi c reportedl y commente d thu s o n Clinto n afte r th e 
gays-in-the-military defeat , "Fo r th e first  tim e w e go t kisse d befor e w e go t 
f—ed." 

Alternatives to  Clinton 

LGB voter s wh o ar e turne d of f b y Clinton' s substantiv e recor d hav e rela -
tively fe w alternatives . Th e president' s onl y somewha t seriou s challenge r i n 
his ow n party , wh o withdre w earl y on , wa s forme r Pennsylvani a Governo r 
Robert Casey , a  devou t Roma n Catholi c an d socia l conservativ e bes t know n 
for hi s unyieldin g oppositio n t o abortion . Give n th e apparen t conservativ e 
ascendancy i n th e countr y an d th e perceptio n o f Clinton amon g man y voter s a s 
a "big-governmen t liberal"—whic h als o contribute d t o th e Republica n 
sweep—no seriou s candidat e ha s emerge d t o challeng e Clinto n fro m th e left ; 
nor, i f on e shoul d emerge , i s tha t candidat e likel y t o har m i n th e genera l 
election. 

Among th e likel y Republica n challengers , mos t wer e unsympathetic , i f no t 
downright homophobic . Columnis t Pa t Buchanan , fo r instance , ha s asserte d 
that a  "visceral recoi l fro m homosexualit y i s the sig n o f a healthy societ y tryin g 
to preserv e itself. " Th e mos t moderat e Republica n o n LG B issues , Californi a 
Governor Pet e Wilson , withdre w fro m th e contes t i n lat e 1995 . Wilso n ha d 
signed a  bil l bannin g employmen t discrimination , bu t onl y afte r vetoin g a 
more comprehensiv e nondiscriminatio n measure ; he late r vetoed a  state domes -
tic partnershi p bill . Anothe r potentia l moderat e o n LG B issues , Pennsylvani a 
Senator Arle n Specter , campaigne d openl y agains t "th e intoleran t right " a s a 
pro-choice, libertaria n conservative , althoug h h e i s anathema t o man y women' s 
rights supporter s afte r hi s aggressive grillin g o f Anita Hil l durin g th e Clarenc e 
Thomas hearings , Specte r to o withdrew early . 

Many LG B Republican s coul d comfortabl y hav e supporte d Specte r i n th e 
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primaries. Bu t h e was  neve r likel y t o wi n th e party' s presidentia l nomination , 
given th e preponderance o f Religious Righ t activist s an d othe r cultura l conser -
vatives i n th e GO P nominatin g process . (Wilso n was  widel y though t i n 199 5 
to b e a  plausible nomine e fo r vic e president ; Specte r was  not. ) Th e prospectiv e 
nominee, Senate Majority Leade r Rober t Dol e of Kansas, i s a social conservativ e 
with a  recor d generall y opposin g LG B rights , despit e wafflin g ove r acceptanc e 
of a  campaign contributio n fro m LG B republicans ; h e i s no t identifie d person -
ally with th e Religiou s Righ t bu t wh o ha s it s confidenc e an d support. 3 

The alternative s fo r th e sociall y libera l majorit y o f LG B self-identifier s i n 
the fal l o f 1996 , therefore , see m t o b e confined t o (1 ) voting t o reelec t Clinton , 
(2) castin g protes t vote s fo r leftis t thir d part y candidate s wh o hav e n o chanc e 
of winning , (3 ) stayin g hom e o n electio n day , o r (4 ) votin g fo r a  centris t 
independent wit h a  chance o f winning, a  l a Ros s Perot , provide d i t i s one wh o 
tends t o suppor t LG B civi l rights . Ther e i s n o indicatio n a t thi s poin t tha t th e 
fourth optio n wil l emerge—bu t then , throug h th e earl y par t o f th e 199 2 
election cycle , Pero t was  no t eve n though t o f a s a  contender . (I f Pero t himsel f 
should ru n again , LG B Republican s ma y tak e refug e unde r hi s win g i f the y 
cannot countenanc e eithe r Clinto n o r thei r ow n party' s choice. ) 

The Democrats:  How  Far  Can  We  Go? 

Among th e sociall y libera l activist s wh o predominat e i n th e Democrats ' 
nominating process , th e debat e i s les s abou t wha t publi c polic y towar d LG B 
people ough t t o be—the y ar e agree d o n th e nee d fo r an d desirabilit y o f basi c 
antidiscrimination laws , a n en d t o th e militar y ban , an d som e protectio n o r 
benefits fo r same-se x couples—tha n abou t ho w fa r the y ca n g o i n enactin g 
these policie s withou t alienatin g thei r mor e sociall y conservativ e copartisan s 
and th e moderat e independent s the y nee d t o wi n elections . Afte r th e gays-in -
the-military flap  o f 199 3 an d th e result s o f th e 199 4 elections , LG B right s 
supporters expec t n o legislativ e progres s a t th e federa l leve l unti l a t leas t afte r 
the nex t elections , an d th e presiden t certainl y wil l propos e n o ne w LG B right s 
initiatives. The question fo r th e Clinton campaig n i n 199 6 i s whether i t shoul d 
again mak e a  stron g appea l fo r LG B support , a s on e wa y o f energizin g th e 
Democrats' bas e o f progressive activists , o r whethe r i n appealin g t o th e cente r 
Clinton shoul d backtrac k fro m hi s previous stands . 

There i s danger i n bot h strategies , and no t jus t a s they appl y t o LGB voters . 
As note d previously , Clinton' s mai n proble m wit h th e America n publi c i s th e 
perception tha t h e i s a  big-government , sociall y permissiv e libera l a t hear t ( a 
"counterculture McGovernick, " i n Hous e Speake r New t Gingrich' s colorfu l 
phrase), wh o nonetheles s ha s a  weak persona l character , lackin g th e courag e o f 
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his conviction s an d retreatin g a t th e first  sig n o f opposition . I f h e reache s ou t 
to hi s LGB constituenc y an d othe r socia l progressive s a s he di d i n 1992 , albei t 
then a s a  "ne w Democrat, " h e wil l reinforc e th e perceptio n tha t h e i s a 
permissive liberal . I f he backs away from them , h e wil l reinforc e th e perceptio n 
that h e i s spineless . Th e recor d o f hi s administratio n o n LG B issue s indicate s 
that Clinto n i s tryin g t o spli t th e differenc e i n orde r t o hel p hol d a  dissatisfie d 
left flank  an d a  dissatisfied cente r togethe r behin d him . 

The Republicans: Divided  over  LGB Issues 

An interestin g battl e ove r homosexuality an d ga y right s ha s emerged withi n 
the GO P amon g thre e distinc t group s o f Republicans , somewha t reflectiv e o f 
the battl e ove r cultura l issue s takin g plac e i n America n societ y a s a  whole . 
Which grou p get s th e uppe r han d i n thi s intrapart y battl e probabl y wil l 
determine th e exten t t o whic h th e movemen t o f more conservativ e an d moder -
ate LGB s t o th e Democrat s i n 199 2 was  a  onetim e phenomeno n o r th e first 
manifestation o f a long-term trend . 

At on e en d o f th e scale , th e Religiou s Righ t an d it s allie s characteriz e 
homosexuality a s an "abomination " an d a  threat t o society , an d advocat e stron g 
governmental actio n t o clam p dow n o n ope n homosexuals . Thi s include s 
retaining o r reinstitutin g crimina l sodom y laws , repealin g al l ga y right s an d 
domestic partnershi p legislation , expellin g al l LGB s (ope n o r closeted ) fro m 
the military , denyin g permit s fo r LGB-oriente d restaurants , bookstores , an d 
bars, bannin g publi c displa y o f "homoerotic " ar t an d defundin g artist s wh o 
create it , removin g book s an d periodical s wit h positiv e o r neutra l depiction s o f 
homosexuality fro m libraries , denyin g LG B group s acces s t o meetin g spac e i n 
public building s an d permit s fo r parade s an d marches , bannin g o r defundin g 
LGB colleg e an d yout h suppor t group s an d programs , forbiddin g discussio n o f 
homosexuality o r "safer sex " in public schoo l curricula , firing  LG B teachers , and 
banning ope n LGB s fro m eithe r conceivin g o r keepin g custod y o f children — 
including thei r own . 

At th e othe r en d o f the scale , libertarian Republicans , mostl y moderate s an d 
liberals fro m th e Northeas t bu t includin g "Mr . Conservative " Barr y Goldwate r 
of Arizona (wh o ha s an openl y ga y grandson) , suppor t ga y right s legislatio n t o 
varying degrees . Republica n governor s Wilson , Weld , Arn e Carlso n o f Minne -
sota, and Lincol n Almon d o f Rhode Islan d al l hav e signed statewid e ga y right s 
laws, an d the y an d Christin e Whitma n o f Ne w Jerse y hav e appointe d ope n 
lesbians an d ga y me n t o significan t position s i n stat e governmen t an d i n thei r 
campaigns, as have New Yor k Mayor Rudolp h Giulian i an d Lo s Angeles Mayo r 
Richard Riordan . 
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Midway betwee n th e tw o stan d th e "tolerant " (bu t no t accepting ) conserva -
tives. Thi s preponderan t strea m i n th e GO P appear s t o includ e bot h old-styl e 
"Main Street " Republican s suc h a s Dol e an d Bush , an d thos e "Ne w Right " 
conservatives wh o emphasiz e economi c opportunity , suc h a s Quayle an d Ging -
rich (th e latte r ha s an openly lesbia n sister) . In Gingrich' s words , "Our positio n 
should b e toleration ; i t shouldn' t b e condemnatio n an d i t shouldn' t b e promo -
tion." Toleratio n a s thi s grou p define s i t doe s no t includ e antidiscriminatio n 
laws, open LGB s i n th e military , o r governmen t fundin g fo r LG B artists ; thes e 
are viewe d a s governmen t actio n tha t "promotes " homosexualit y o r it s accep -
tance. 

The mainstrea m o f Republica n though t hold s tha t heterosexualit y i s th e 
natural an d mora l norm ; tha t th e cause s o f sexua l orientatio n ar e unclear ; an d 
that societ y an d governmen t therefor e shoul d see k t o pus h thos e wh o ma y b e 
on th e fenc e towar d heterosexualit y an d "normal " marriag e an d famil y life . I t 
also holds, however, tha t peopl e who do become lesbian , gay, or bisexual shoul d 
not b e persecute d o r cas t out , rathe r allowe d t o liv e thei r lives , albei t wit h 
limitations. Fo r example , "tolerant " socia l conservative s woul d no t allo w same -
sex marriag e o r domesti c partnership , an d woul d no t permi t ope n LGB s t o 
adopt o r provide foste r car e fo r children , o r t o conceiv e the m throug h artificia l 
insemination o r surrogacy . Ye t the y woul d no t tak e LG B parents ' ow n childre n 
away fro m them , an d the y appea r t o hol d t o a  "don' t ask , don' t tell " polic y 
with regar d t o schoolteacher s an d other s wh o work closel y wit h children . 

The Lavender Vote in  '96:  Where  Will It  Go? 

Perhaps th e mos t importan t finding  o f thi s stud y fo r th e averag e reade r i s 
that a  significant shar e o f the LG B vot e i s u p fo r grab s betwee n th e tw o majo r 
parties. Tha t thi s was  tru e i n 199 0 i s clear ; i t was  les s clea r i n 1992 . Wha t 
about afte r 1996 , whe n LG B right s wil l likel y b e a  major issu e dwarfin g 199 2 
and wit h th e Religiou s Righ t holdin g a  dominan t positio n i n th e Republica n 
nominating process ? 

The Republican s ca n maintai n thei r substantia l foothol d o f LG B suppor t 
only i f the y d o no t cate r t o th e demand s o f th e Religiou s Righ t fo r th e 
public condemnatio n o f homosexuals . Postconventio n an d postelectio n survey s 
indicated tha t th e 199 2 Bush-Quayl e campaig n was  tarnished , eve n amon g 
middle-of-the-road heterosexuals , b y th e perceptio n o f intoleranc e an d narrow -
mindedness a s a  resul t o f th e hard-righ t ton e o f tha t year' s Republica n con -
vention. I n thi s context , th e abilit y o f mor e gay-sympatheti c congressiona l 
Republicans t o kee p conservativ e an d moderat e LG B voter s i n thei r electora l 
coalitions wil l depen d largel y o n tw o factors : th e exten t t o whic h th e 199 6 



What It  All  Means  and Why  It  Matters 231 

congressional election s becom e nationa l rathe r tha n loca l i n nature , an d th e 
extent t o whic h th e GO P nationa l ticke t play s u p o r play s dow n LG B an d 
other "famil y values " issues . 

In al l likelihood , th e 199 6 congressiona l electio n wil l b e nationalized . I t 
will offe r no t merel y a  referendu m o n th e president' s performance , whic h 
usually doe s no t significantl y affec t loca l congressiona l contests , bu t a  direc t 
choice betwee n Bil l Clinton' s recor d an d tha t o f th e Republica n Congress , 
which codifie d it s promise s i n unprecedente d detai l i n it s 199 4 "Contrac t wit h 
America." 

The remainin g question , then , i s whethe r th e Republica n nominee—un -
likely i n th e extrem e t o embrac e th e libertaria n positio n o f publi c acceptanc e 
and civi l right s advocate d b y Barr y Gol d water an d Willia m Weld—wil l see k 
to energiz e hi s Religiou s Righ t supporter s wit h antiga y rhetoric , follo w th e 
path o f "tolerance " mos t appealin g t o mainstrea m conservatives , o r attempt , a s 
Bush an d Quayl e di d wit h questionabl e success , t o spli t th e difference . Th e 
GOP nomine e wil l hav e fa r mor e flexibility  i n thi s regar d tha n doe s th e 
Democratic president , owin g t o the strong desir e among Republican s t o consol -
idate thei r newfoun d dominanc e o f Congres s an d regai n th e Whit e Hous e t o 
top of f thei r success . 

Therefore, whethe r Republican s maintai n a  significant shar e o f the lavende r 
vote wil l depen d greatl y o n th e persona l feelings , expressions , an d action s o f 
one individua l i n on e tim e frame : th e 199 6 presidentia l nominee . Give n th e 
likelihood o f an uncommonl y nationalize d election , a  GOP nomine e wh o goe s 
too fa r i n alienatin g moderat e an d conservativ e LGB s ma y driv e thes e voter s 
permanently int o th e arm s o f the Democrats , jus t a s (ironically) Barr y Gol d wa-
ter's oppositio n t o federa l civi l right s law s i n 196 4 drov e al l bu t a  smidgen o f 
the remainin g blac k Republican s int o th e Democrati c Party . I n lik e manner , a 
Republican nomine e wh o show s persona l respec t fo r LG B voter s an d speak s 
against intolerance , eve n i f he als o praises "famil y values " an d see s n o nee d fo r 
federal nondiscriminatio n laws , probabl y wil l regai n th e LG B voter s Georg e 
Bush wo n i n 198 8 an d los t i n 1992 , and regai n the m no t jus t fo r th e nationa l 
nominees bu t fo r gay-sympatheti c Republican s furthe r dow n th e ticket . 

This stud y coul d no t hav e bee n don e a  mer e half-doze n year s ago . W e ha d n o 
usable dat a o n LG B voters , becaus e n o on e woul d as k th e essentia l self -
identification question . Eve n today , standar d nationa l politica l surveys , an d 
even th e Nationa l Electio n Studies , d o no t includ e a  self-identifie r question . 
There was  unti l th e las t fe w year s a  practica l reaso n fo r this , othe r tha n mer e 
concern abou t responden t objections : i t was  no t certai n tha t enoug h respon -
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dents woul d indicat e a  homosexua l o r bisexua l identit y t o mak e th e questio n 
worth asking . I t i s likel y tha t som e pollste r reticenc e wil l continu e until , 
within th e nex t five  t o te n years , i t become s clea r tha t roughl y a s man y 
American voter s wil l identif y a s gay , lesbian , o r bisexua l a s wil l identif y a s 
Latino o r Jewish. 

Political survey s wit h sample s o f 1,00 0 o r more—certainl y thos e wit h 
samples o f 1,50 0 o r more—shoul d includ e a  self-identifie r question , fo r thi s 
study ha s show n u s beyon d doub t tha t w e hav e foun d a  relativel y smal l bu t 
potentially importan t forc e i n America n electora l politics . Th e additio n o f 
sexual identit y t o th e repertor y o f standar d demographi c variable s i n politica l 
polls wil l giv e everyon e intereste d i n U.S . politic s a  greate r abilit y t o explai n 
American elections , especiall y th e voters ' stand s o n importan t domesti c socia l 
issues, and t o predict wh o wil l vot e fo r who m an d why . 

This stud y present s no t "th e truth " abou t th e lavende r vote , bu t a  first  draf t 
of a few truths . Stud y i n thi s field  mus t continue , and eac h ne w random-sampl e 
survey wil l tel l u s more . I  commen d thi s topi c strongl y t o al l whos e interes t 
lies i n genera l votin g behavio r an d i n th e stud y o f minority politics . 

Even more , I  commen d th e stud y o f thi s topi c t o al l wh o wis h t o advanc e 
this country' s understandin g o f its gay, lesbian , an d bisexua l citizens . The sam e 
ancient prejudices , th e sam e preferenc e no t t o thin k abou t thi s group , an d th e 
same fear s o f bein g tainte d b y associatio n wit h ga y peopl e tha t exis t i n th e 
larger society , manifeste d i n bot h la w an d custom , hav e worke d thei r wa y har d 
into th e breas t o f America n politica l science . Suc h fear , i f w e allo w i t t o rul e 
us, wil l condem n u s t o bein g second-rat e scholar s an d citizens . I n spellin g ou t 
the philosoph y o f th e universit y h e founded , Jefferso n proclaime d wha t w e 
should hono r an d liv e b y a s th e scholar' s credo : "Her e w e ar e no t afrai d t o 
follow trut h whereve r i t ma y lead , no r t o tolerat e an y erro r s o long a s reason i s 
left fre e t o comba t it. " 
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Because thi s stud y i s th e first  o f it s kin d o n thi s grou p o f voters , 
the sourc e materia l comprise s pollin g dat a fro m 199 0 an d 1992 , th e firs t year s 
for whic h comparabl e poll s ar e available . A s note d previously , th e numbe r o f 
probability-sample dat a base s availabl e t o researcher s an d usabl e fo r thi s stud y 
is extremely small , and I  have employed mos t o f them here . 

The 199 0 nationa l dat a base s serv e a s the basi s o f my initia l analysis , foun d 
in chapte r 3 , and a  similar analysi s o f the 199 2 dat a i s reported i n chapte r 6. 1 I 
also loo k a t five  additiona l dat a sets . O f th e state-leve l exi t poll s fro m 1990 , 
three ar e fro m state s i n whic h th e numbe r o f self-identifie d lesbia n an d ga y 
respondents exceede d thirty ; thes e ar e California , Texas , an d Massachusetts . 
(Because onl y on e stat e me t thi s criterio n i n 1992—th e LG B self-identifie r 
item wa s include d tha t yea r i n onl y tw o state-leve l poll s — no comparativ e 
analysis i s possible , an d I  leav e i t aside. ) I n chapte r 4  I  examin e thes e thre e 
state polls i n detail , and als o look briefl y fo r comparativ e purposes a t th e poole d 
results fro m al l twenty-on e stat e exi t poll s fro m 199 0 i n whic h th e gay/lesbia n 
self-identifier questio n was  asked, t o determine whethe r the y ten d t o reflec t th e 
national pol l results . Finally , t o examin e th e effect s o f variou s organizationa l 
influences o n ga y voting , I  loo k i n chapte r 5  a t wha t I  hav e calle d th e "Glic k 
poll," a n exi t pol l take n i n a  Ne w Yor k Stat e Assembl y primar y i n a  lowe r 
Manhattan distric t i n Septembe r 1990 . 

All th e dat a base s examined her e employe d th e sam e essentia l methodology . 
Within eac h sampling fram e (b e i t nation , state , or assembly district) , precinct s 
were selecte d a t random . Ever y Nt h vote r leavin g th e pollin g plac e a t th e 
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selected precinc t was  hande d a  for m b y a n employe e o r voluntee r fo r th e 
polling organization ; th e vote r was  asked t o complet e th e for m a t a n adjoinin g 
table, the n t o fol d th e complete d for m an d plac e i t i n a  designate d box . 
Respondents wer e instructe d bot h orall y an d i n writin g no t t o pu t thei r name s 
or other identifyin g informatio n o n th e forms . 

Each for m consiste d o f a  singl e letter-siz e shee t o f pape r printe d o n tw o 
sides, i n tw o column s o n eac h side . Answer s t o question s wer e indicate d b y 
checking a  bo x beneat h eac h question . N o open-ende d answer s wer e sought , 
and volunteere d answer s fallin g outsid e th e categorie s i n th e check-of f boxe s 
were no t tabulated . 

In eac h instanc e th e gay/lesbia n o r LGB self-identifie r questio n was  asked i n 
a so-calle d gra b ba g sectio n i n th e secon d colum n o n th e bac k pag e o f th e 
survey. I n al l th e VR S polls , thi s wa s th e las t batc h o f question s asked . Th e 
"grab bag " sectio n opene d wit h th e word s "Whic h O f Th e Followin g Describ e 
You? (Chec k Al l Tha t Apply). " Beneat h thi s headin g appeare d severa l demo -
graphic o r attitudina l self-categorization s no t aske d abou t i n othe r part s o f th e 
survey; example s includ e "First-tim e voter, " "Stron g feminist, " "Married, " 
"Live i n rent-controlled/rent-subsidize d housing, " "Veteran, " an d "Fundamen -
talist o r evangelica l Christian. " Th e actua l item s i n th e "gra b bag " varied fro m 
survey t o survey . 

In th e 199 0 VR S survey s th e las t suc h ite m liste d (an d therefor e th e las t 
item o n th e form ) rea d "Ga y o r lesbian. " I n 199 2 th e self-identifie r rea d "Gay , 
lesbian o r bisexual. " The Glic k pol l include d th e "Ga y o r lesbian " ite m towar d 
the middl e o f its grab bag . 

In addition , th e Glick pol l alone asked a  second, separate question a t th e en d 
of th e form : "Whic h o f th e followin g bes t describe s you r sexua l orientation? " 
Responses permitted were , in order , "Exclusivel y heterosexual, " "Mostl y hetero -
sexual," "Bisexual, " "Mostl y homosexual, " an d "Exclusivel y homosexual. " 

The Data Sets 

With th e exceptio n o f th e Glic k poll , al l dat a wer e collected , tabulated , an d 
analyzed initiall y b y Vote r Researc h an d Surveys , Inc. (VRS) of New Yor k City , 
a pollin g consortiu m o f th e fou r majo r broadcas t new s organization s i n th e 
United State s (ABC , CBS , CNN , an d NBC) . (VR S merge d i n 199 3 int o th e 
new Vote r New s Service. ) Th e 199 0 VR S dat a base s wer e obtaine d fro m th e 
Roper Cente r (Storrs , Connecticut) , an d th e 199 2 dat a base s fro m th e Inter -
University Consortiu m fo r Politica l an d Socia l Researc h (An n Arbor , Michi -
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gan). I n additio n t o th e usua l demographi c weighting , al l VRS-connecte d dat a 
sets at th e stat e leve l wer e weighted t o reflec t th e actua l officia l outcom e o f th e 
elections fo r governo r an d U.S . senato r i n eac h state ; n o suc h weightin g base d 
on electio n return s wa s done t o th e nationa l surveys . 

The Glic k pol l wa s provided t o m e i n July 199 2 b y th e join t courtes y o f it s 
principal creators : Dr . Rober t W . Bailey , the n o f Columbi a Universit y (no w 
with Rutger s University , Camde n Campus) ; Dr . Kennet h S . Sherril l o f Hunte r 
College, Cit y Universit y o f Ne w York ; an d Dr . Murra y S . Edelman , the n 
director o f surveys fo r VR S (now editoria l directo r o f Voter News Service) . 

The 1990  national  exit  polls.  Tw o version s o f a  nationa l exi t surve y wer e 
conducted o n th e dat e o f th e genera l election , 2  Novembe r 1990 . Th e fou r 
networks belongin g t o VR S originall y formulate d a  singl e se t o f nationa l an d 
state-level surveys . CBS chose in addition t o formulate it s own nationa l question -
naire, whic h include d fa r fewe r demographi c variable s tha n di d th e join t four -
network (ABC-CBS-CNN-NBC ) pol l bu t a  fa r large r numbe r o f question s 
about th e voters ' attitude s o n issues . Th e gay/lesbia n self-identifie r question , 
fortunately, wa s included i n bot h versions . 

As discussed i n chapte r 3 , the four-networ k nationa l surve y i n 199 0 ha s bee n 
referred t o a s th e VR S form , an d th e additiona l CB S nationa l questionnair e a s 
the CBS form. A  number o f questions, however , wer e identical , bot h i n wordin g 
and i n placement , o n th e VR S an d CB S forms . Th e poole d responses  t o suc h 
questions hav e bee n referre d t o a s th e U.S.A . data . Th e numbe r o f respondent s 
(N) to th e VR S form wa s 10,565 ; to th e CB S form, 9,323 ; and t o th e combine d 
U.S.A. questions, 19,888 . 

The CB S and VR S version s o f th e pol l wer e administere d t o differen t voter s 
in th e sam e sampl e precincts . Ther e wer e not , therefore , tw o separat e sample s 
drawn; thi s i s simpl y tw o differen t version s o f th e sam e poll , no t tw o separate , 
simultaneous polls . 

Every responden t t o th e nationa l survey s wa s asked  ho w sh e o r h e vote d i n 
the electio n fo r th e Hous e o f Representatives i n he r o r hi s congressiona l district ; 
rather tha n listin g th e specifi c candidates , th e vote r simpl y wa s aske d whethe r 
she ha d vote d fo r th e Democrat , th e Republican , someon e else , o r whethe r sh e 
had no t vote d i n th e Hous e race . Usin g th e sam e format , th e vote r wa s asked 
about he r vot e i n th e contes t fo r U.S . senato r and/o r governo r i n th e state s i n 
which suc h contest s wer e bein g held . Commo n demographi c question s asked  i n 
both form s include d race , gender , part y affiliation , an d a  fe w o f th e gra b ba g 
questions, includin g th e gay/lesbia n self-identifier . Additiona l questions , broke n 
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out b y the specifi c surve y i n which the y were asked, wil l b e se t fort h late r i n thi s 
appendix. 

The 1990  state  exit polls. Th e fou r network s als o agree d o n a  forma t fo r th e 
exit poll s take n o n specifi c contest s i n eac h o f th e forty-tw o state s i n whic h a 
governor o r U.S . senator , o r both , wa s bein g elected; 2 th e question s largel y 
resembled th e nationa l VR S (four-network ) form . VR S use d a  "shor t form " o f a 
single pag e i n hal f o f thes e states , whic h di d no t includ e th e "gra b bag " and , 
therefore, exclude d th e gay/lesbian self-identifier . 

Initially I  examined th e survey s fro m al l twenty-on e state s i n whic h th e gay / 
lesbian self-identifie r wa s asked . I n man y o f thes e states , th e smal l number s o f 
respondents mad e th e dat a useless. 3 I n th e manne r o f Edelma n (1991) , I  the n 
pooled th e responses ; thes e ar e reporte d i n table s 4. 1 an d 4. 2 i n chapte r 4  fo r 
descriptive purposes only . 

As note d above , Californi a (eighty-si x gay/lesbia n respondents) , Texa s (fift y 
respondents), and Massachusett s (thirty-thre e respondents ) ha d a  sufficient num -
ber o f gay/lesbia n self-identifier s t o mak e rudimentar y comparativ e analysi s 
possible. As it happens , these three states also hosted clos e gubernatorial contest s 
in whic h issue s o f concer n t o lesbian s an d ga y me n wer e o n th e candidates ' 
agendas, as discussed i n chapte r 4 . 

The state-leve l poll s di d no t as k respondent s abou t thei r vote s fo r th e Hous e 
of Representatives , i n tha t non e o f the network s though t i t usefu l t o surve y th e 
number o f respondent s necessar y t o attemp t t o cal l individua l Hous e contest s 
with exi t pol l results . 

Additional specifi c question s asked  o n eac h state' s pol l ar e addresse d i n 
chapter 4 . 

The 1992  national  data sets.  The 199 2 presidentia l exi t poll s wer e conducte d 
jointly fo r th e fou r participatin g network s b y VRS . However , i n orde r t o as k a 
larger numbe r o f question s withou t makin g th e pol l for m overl y lengthy , VR S 
developed thre e differen t version s o f the poll , labele d Versio n W , Version Y , and 
Version P , which wer e administere d t o differen t respondent s a t th e sam e sampl e 
precincts. Th e dependen t variables , part y affiliation , an d a  fe w essentia l demo -
graphic variable s wer e include d i n al l versions ; othe r dependen t an d attitudina l 
variables wer e foun d i n on e o r (sometimes ) tw o versions . Th e sampl e size s fo r 
each version , interestingly , wer e ver y different . Th e tota l sampl e N  fo r al l thre e 
versions wa s 15,300 . Bu t Versio n W  include d mor e tha n hal f th e respondents , 
8,277; Versio n Y  had a n N  o f 4,089; and Version P  had a n N  o f 2,934 . 
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The Glick poll. The Glick pol l i s discussed i n detai l i n chapter 5 . Total sampl e 
N wa s 516 , of whom 33 9 voted i n th e contes t studied . 

Data Analysis 

All dat a analyse s wer e carrie d ou t usin g SPSS- X (fo r th e nationa l an d state -
level exi t polls ) o r SPSS-P C (fo r th e Glic k poll) . Bot h crosstabulation s an d 
logistic regression s wer e employed . Al l figures  reporte d (wit h tw o exceptions ) 
employ weighted data , an d i n al l instance s statistica l significanc e was  measure d 
using weighte d data . Significanc e was  established a t th e leve l o f .0 5 usin g two -
tailed tests . Becaus e o f th e smal l gay/lesbia n sampl e size s i n som e cases , I  als o 
report som e relationship s significan t a t th e leve l o f les s tha n .10 , whic h 
approach bu t d o no t reac h statistica l significanc e accordin g t o th e .0 5 standar d 
above. 

In th e cas e of the crosstabulations , Pearson' s chi-squar e wa s used t o measur e 
significance. 

In th e cas e o f th e logisti c regressions , I  repor t th e B  (odd s ratio ) statistic , 
standard erro r (SE) , and th e Wal d statistic , whic h equal s ( B -  SE) 2 an d whic h 
measures th e relativ e strengt h o f relationshi p amon g eac h o f th e independen t 
variables o n th e dependent—tha t is , th e highe r th e Wald , th e stronge r th e 
variable i s i n th e mix . Statistica l significanc e wa s determine d usin g a  two -
tailed Student' s t-tes t o f th e Wal d statistic . Whe n model s wer e respecified , 
total percentag e improvemen t i n predictiv e powe r was  use d t o asses s th e 
corrections t o each model . 

The Empirical Tests 

The nex t pages discuss th e measure s employe d t o tes t eac h o f the nin e hypothe -
ses se t ou t a t th e en d o f chapte r 2 . Followin g th e descriptio n o f th e testin g 
procedure i s a  sectio n settin g ou t an d discussin g eac h o f th e indicator s em -
ployed. 

Hypothesis 1:  Rate of identification. A n initia l frequenc y distributio n wa s run o f 
each data se t t o determine th e numbe r o f gay/lesbian o r LGB self-identifier s an d 
their proportio n o f th e tota l sample . I n eac h cas e a  breakdow n b y se x wa s don e 
as well . I n th e cas e o f th e 199 0 nationa l surveys , th e VR S an d CB S dat a set s 
were compared t o determine consistenc y o f results. The result s fro m th e twenty -



238 Appendix: Methods 

one state-leve l dat a set s from 199 0 wer e added together , wit h breakdow n b y se x 
and b y regio n o f the country . 

Hypotheses 2  and  3:  Comparisons  with  non-LGB  voters.  A crosstabulatio n b y 
sexual self-identificatio n o f al l demographic , attitudinal , an d votin g behavio r 
variables employe d i n th e surveys then wa s undertaken, an d mos t o f these result s 
are reported , alon g wit h statisticall y significan t result s a t th e level s o f .05 , .01, 
and .001 . These specifi c variable s ar e se t fort h an d discusse d i n th e "Indicators " 
section late r i n thi s appendix . 

Hypotheses 4  and  5:  Intragroup  divisions. Next, th e sam e metho d wa s use d t o 
crosstabulate ga y an d lesbia n o r LG B self-identifier s alon e b y sex , part y affilia -
tion, and , i n 1990 , identificatio n a s a  "stron g feminist. " I n addition , becaus e o f 
unexpected difference s foun d base d o n ag e categorie s whe n th e dat a wer e exam -
ined, I  create d thre e ag e cohort s an d teste d thes e fo r significan t difference s a s 
well; thi s i s explained furthe r i n chapte r 3 . Only significan t an d near-significan t 
(less than .10 ) differences base d o n sex , age, party, and feminis m ar e reported . 

Independents an d th e smal l numbe r o f thir d part y identifier s wer e groupe d 
together fo r analysis . Also , a s discusse d i n chapte r 3 , becaus e o f th e unusuall y 
large shar e o f th e lesbia n an d ga y subsampl e tha t vote d fo r thir d candidate s fo r 
the Hous e o f Representative s i n 1990 , thes e voter s wer e teste d a s wel l fo r thei r 
demographics, attitudes , and votin g behavio r i n th e Senate and governor' s races . 

In th e cas e o f feminism , whic h wa s measure d onl y i n th e 199 0 batter y o f 
polls, becaus e o f th e minima l numbe r o f gay me n wh o identifie d themselve s a s 
strong feminist s ( N =  6) , th e independen t variabl e wa s code d int o thre e 
responses: gay men , nonfeminis t lesbians , an d feminis t lesbians . A t th e nationa l 
level, only respondent s t o the VRS form coul d b e included i n the feminism tests , 
because the "stron g feminist " indicato r wa s not include d i n th e CB S form; a t th e 
state level , all respondent s wer e included . 

In th e three state-leve l polls , an additional se t o f crosstabulations o f the entir e 
polling sampl e was run, showing an y differences i n voting behavio r i n individua l 
contests betwee n th e ga y an d nonga y population s broke n dow n b y rac e an d b y 
feminist identification , i n order t o tes t whethe r vot e choice among self-identifie d 
lesbians an d ga y me n wa s consistent wit h tha t o f nongay feminists , Latinos , an d 
African Americans . Thi s wa s don e t o asses s th e Ada m (1987 ) hypothesi s tha t 
lesbians an d ga y me n for m par t o f a  neoleftis t coalitio n wit h feminist s an d 
members o f racia l minorities , note d i n chapter s 1  an d 2 , an d additionall y a s a 
means o f assessin g th e effec t o f stat e "politica l culture " i n Elazar' s reckonin g 
(1965) on self-identified lesbian s and ga y me n i n each stat e (see chapter 4) . 

In th e cas e o f th e Glic k poll , al l respondent s wer e registere d Democrats , 
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almost al l gay and lesbia n respondent s wer e white , an d n o feminis m indicato r 
was included ; therefore , th e only intrasampl e breakdow n o f this kin d wa s done 
by sex. 

Hypothesis 6:  The "sexuality gap." The next test s employe d logisti c regressio n 
analysis o f all respondents . Th e first  logi t tes t sough t t o determin e th e demo -
graphic indicator s tha t correlate d wit h sexua l self-identificatio n an d th e exten t 
to which the y had any power to predict whethe r a  respondent woul d self-identif y 
as gay or lesbian (1990 ) o r as gay, lesbian, o r bisexual (1992) . I  include d i n thi s 
analysis any demographic indicator s tha t wer e found t o be statistically significan t 
in the crosstabular analysis  and that ha d any sound theoretica l basi s for inclusion. 
Indicators wit h nomina l values  were recoded int o bivariat e "dummies . 

Once the demographic correlate s wer e determined, I  sought t o create a  model 
incorporating theoreticall y soun d demographi c an d political orientatio n variable s 
that woul d wip e ou t any independent effec t o f sexual self-identificatio n o n issue 
stands and vote choice . In other words , I  sought t o determine whether , onc e one 
had controlle d fo r th e righ t factors , self-identification s a s ga y men , bisexuals , 
and lesbian s stil l ha d an independent effec t o n American elections . 

A four-step tes t o f the effect o f gay/lesbian o r LGB self-identification o n vote 
choice was undertaken. First , th e independent effec t o f gay/lesbian o r LGB self-
identification, withou t more , o n vot e choic e wa s assessed . Th e demographi c 
correlates wer e added t o determine whethe r th e independent effec t o f sexual self -
identification remaine d significant . Becaus e part y identificatio n (Campbel l e t al. 
I960) an d incumbenc y (Jacobso n 1983 ) ar e considere d th e mos t importan t 
factors i n determining th e vote fo r Congress , I  the n i n lik e manne r adde d thes e 
variables to the model. Finally , because of the augmented level s of liberalism and 
feminism foun d i n the gay and lesbian sampl e (chapte r 3) , these tw o additiona l 
variables wer e included i n the 199 0 analyses as well. No feminism indicato r was 
included i n the 1992 data, so only ideolog y was controlled fo r in this las t ste p in 
the 199 2 contests. 

The final  set of tests of the 199 0 data examined th e independent effect , i f any, 
of sexua l self-identificatio n o n congressiona l o r gubernatoria l votin g whe n a 
standard retrospectiv e votin g model , originall y applie d t o presidentia l election s 
(Campbell e t al . I960 ; Fiorin a 1981) , i s employed ; thi s mode l i s discusse d i n 
chapter 3 . A s discusse d i n chapte r 6 , owin g t o a  lac k o f vali d indicators , n o 
retrospective analysi s of the 1992 presidential electio n coul d b e performed . 

Hypotheses 7,  8,  and  9: Voting  in individual  contests  and  the role of leaders. Th e 
same logisti c regressio n test s wer e performe d o n seve n individua l contest s in -
cluded i n th e thre e state-leve l exi t poll s fro m 199 0 that wer e examined . Thes e 
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were designed specificall y t o confirm o r refute th e result s found i n the aggregate d 
national poll s o n individua l contests . Th e stat e result s wer e compare d wit h eac h 
other t o determin e consistenc y wit h th e nationa l result , an d t o attemp t t o 
explain an y state-by-stat e variations . 

The Glic k pol l als o assiste d i n evaluatin g Hypothesi s 8 , o n th e weigh t o f 
symbolic versu s substantiv e factor s i n th e wa y lesbians an d gay s cas t thei r votes . 
Initial crosstabulation s determine d th e shar e o f voter s wh o cite d gay/lesbia n 
rights, AIDS , and abortio n a s to p substantiv e issu e concerns , an d aske d respon -
dents abou t th e ("symbolic" ) importanc e o f havin g a  gay/lesbian representative . 
These factor s wer e included i n th e logisti c regressio n analysi s discusse d next . 

The onl y direc t tes t o f Hypothesi s 9 , o n th e rol e o f LG B politica l leaders , 
could b e made usin g th e data i n th e Glic k poll ; respondents wer e asked whethe r 
each campaig n ha d contacte d the m withi n th e "pas t fe w days, " an d whic h o f 
thirteen loca l periodica l an d politica l clu b endorsements , i f any , ha d bee n im -
portant i n thei r votin g decision . Th e latte r lis t include d club s an d publication s 
with bot h "gay " and "mainstream " orientations . An initia l crosstabulatio n deter -
mined significan t difference s betwee n th e ga y an d non-ga y sample s and , a s 
discussed above , withi n th e sampl e betwee n th e ga y me n an d th e lesbians . 
Another crosstabulatio n determine d significan t differences , amon g th e sampl e as 
a whol e an d amon g th e gay/lesbia n subsample , usin g a  vot e fo r o r agains t 
Deborah Glic k a s the dependen t variable . 

Then, incorporatin g th e indicator s upo n whic h significan t difference s wer e 
found, a n initia l mode l t o explai n votin g fo r Glic k wa s created . Thi s mode l wa s 
tested first  usin g th e entir e sampl e o f voters , the n teste d agai n usin g th e gay / 
lesbian self-identifier s only . A  revise d model , excludin g indicator s tha t wer e 
clearly insignificant , the n wa s run , agai n first  wit h th e entir e sample , the n wit h 
the gay/lesbian subsampl e only ; thus th e differen t effect s o f group leadershi p an d 
symbolic an d substantiv e factor s o n th e gay/lesbian subsampl e coul d b e assessed . 

Indicators 

The uniqu e indicator s i n th e Glic k pol l ar e detaile d i n chapte r 5 . Thi s sectio n 
discusses th e indicator s i n th e nationa l an d state-leve l exi t poll s reporte d i n 
chapters 3 ,4 , an d 6 . 

Demographics. Al l nationa l an d stat e exi t poll s aske d respondent s abou t eac h 
of th e followin g demographi c factors : age, 5 sex , race , sexua l self-identification , 
frequency o f religious attendance (phrase d "Atten d religiou s services at leas t onc e 
a month"), and whethe r th e responden t wa s a first-time  voter . The state exit poll s 
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and th e 199 0 VR S nationa l pol l for m additionall y asked  abou t th e respondent' s 
education an d househol d incom e levels , i n whic h religio n sh e wa s raised,  an d 
whether sh e was married , belonge d t o a  labor union , o r ha d a  family membe r i n 
the arme d force s o r reserves. 7 Th e CB S for m asked  th e respondent' s typ e o f 
employment an d whethe r sh e wa s a  government employee , he r religiou s affilia -
tion today,  whethe r sh e wa s a  "fundamentalis t o r evangelica l Christian, " ha d 
children unde r ag e eighteen , wa s a  military veteran , a  gun owner , o r th e victi m 
of a crime withi n th e las t year . I n addition , base d o n th e locatio n o f the sampl e 
precinct, eac h cas e wa s code d fo r regio n o f residenc e (East , Midwest , South , o r 
West) an d th e siz e o f th e locality. 8 Th e 199 2 nationa l surve y version s containe d 
an identica l questio n askin g one' s "religiou s affiliation " whic h folde d togethe r 
the tw o questions fro m 1990 . 

Once demographi c relationship s wer e established , thos e foun d i n th e cross -
tabulation t o have a significant relationshi p (a t .05 ) with sexua l self-identificatio n 
were place d i n a  logisti c regressio n mode l wit h sexua l self-identificatio n a s th e 
dependent variabl e t o determin e whether , an d t o wha t extent , the y ha d th e 
power t o predic t gay/lesbia n self-identification . (I n th e cas e of the 199 0 nationa l 
data, thre e suc h equation s wer e run , usin g th e VRS, CBS, and U.S.A . indicators , 
respectively.) 

Attitudes. Th e 199 0 VR S form an d stat e poll s asked  tw o question s importan t 
for ou r purpose s tha t wer e no t include d i n th e 199 0 CB S form: th e respondent' s 
self-stated ideolog y o n a  three-poin t scal e (liberal , moderate , o r conservative) , 
and whether th e responden t wa s a strong feminist . Th e ideolog y scal e was carried 
over int o th e 199 2 Versio n W ; n o feminis m questio n wa s aske d i n an y for m o f 
the 199 2 poll . The VR S nationa l demographi c indicator s wer e used t o construc t 
logistic regressio n model s tha t attempte d t o determin e likelihoo d t o identif y a s 
a libera l an d a s a strong feminist ; sexua l self-identificatio n first  wa s teste d alone , 
then wit h th e othe r hypothesize d indicators . 

Two attitudina l question s wer e asked  o f al l 199 0 respondent s t o bot h o f th e 
national poll s an d al l stat e exi t poll s studied : thei r part y affiliatio n an d whethe r 
they approved o f President Bush' s performance i n office . 

Another se t o f questions ma y b e classed a s "the sam e thin g asked  i n differen t 
ways." I n 1990 , th e CB S for m asked  respondent s t o nam e th e singl e mos t 
important issu e i n thei r vot e fo r Congress , whereas th e VRS form asked  the m t o 
name u p t o two . The four-networ k for m aske d whethe r abortio n shoul d b e lega l 
always, sometimes , o r never ; th e CB S form brok e th e middl e categor y int o two : 
"in mos t cases " an d "i n case s o f rape , incest , o r t o sav e th e lif e o f th e mother. " 
VRS asked whethe r th e countr y wa s "right " t o be in th e Persia n Gul f a t present , 
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whereas CB S asked  whethe r w e shoul d sta y ther e eve n a t th e ris k o f U.S . lives . 
CBS asked  whethe r "most " member s o f Congres s deserv e reelection ; VR S aske d 
voters, i n separat e questions , whethe r the y approve d o f Congress' s performanc e 
and whethe r the y supporte d congressiona l ter m limits . 

The 199 2 pol l asked  thre e not-quite-identica l question s regardin g th e rol e of 
family an d traditiona l value s an d ho w th e neglec t o f thes e migh t relat e t o th e 
country's socia l problems . 

The question s i n th e 199 0 VR S for m wer e bette r suite d t o testin g retrospec -
tive model s o f votin g behavio r (Fiorin a 1981) . Th e respondent s wer e aske d t o 
assess th e curren t conditio n o f th e nationa l economy , predic t it s conditio n nex t 
year, an d giv e a  persona l retrospectiv e assessmen t o f whethe r the y wer e bette r 
off, wors e off , o r "abou t th e same " a s the y wer e tw o year s before ; the y als o wer e 
asked whethe r the y though t th e countr y wa s seriously of f track . 

The CB S questions , i n contrast , sough t mor e t o ti e vot e choic e t o issu e 
attitudes. I n additio n t o th e issu e question s note d above , CB S asked it s respon -
dents thei r attitude s o n th e deat h penalty , defens e spending , an d th e relativ e 
merit o f law enforcement a s against educatio n an d treatmen t i n controllin g dru g 
abuse. It s economic-relate d question s asked  whethe r unemploymen t o r inflatio n 
was mor e i n nee d o f control , whethe r th e presiden t o r Congres s wa s bette r abl e 
to handl e th e deficit , an d whethe r savin g th e environmen t wa s mor e importan t 
than savin g jobs . CB S also did as k a  general institutiona l trus t questio n regard -
ing th e federa l government . 

As note d previously , th e 199 2 batter y include d n o questio n o n genera l 
presidential performance , whic h preclude d an y retrospectiv e analysis . 

The state-leve l attitudina l question s wer e tailore d t o th e circumstance s o f 
each stat e an d ar e discusse d individuall y i n chapte r 4 . However , th e VR S 
questions o n ideology , feminism, abortio n attitude , an d whethe r th e country wa s 
seriously of f trac k wer e carrie d ove r int o eac h stat e survey . (N o CBS-specifi c 
questions appea r i n an y o f th e stat e polls. ) A s i n th e VR S nationa l form , eac h 
state surve y containe d a  lis t o f seve n t o nin e issues , fro m whic h th e responden t 
could choos e u p t o tw o tha t wer e th e mos t importan t i n he r vot e for governor,  a s 
opposed t o he r vot e fo r Congres s a s i n th e nationa l polls . A n additiona l lis t o f 
seven t o nin e question s wa s asked  i n eac h stat e relatin g t o persona l impression s 
or qualities o f the candidate s o r campaign factor s suc h a s televised debates , fro m 
which th e responden t coul d choose , again , u p t o tw o tha t ha d a n importan t 
effect o n he r vote choice for governor . 

Voting behavior. Th e 199 0 an d 199 2 nationa l form s aske d respondent s thei r 
vote choice , b y part y (no t b y name) , fo r U.S . representativ e and , i n th e appro -
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priate states , fo r U.S . senato r and/o r stat e governor . Th e 199 2 vot e choic e fo r 
president wa s asked  b y nam e o f candidat e an d party . Th e stat e poll s asked  th e 
vote choice , b y nam e an d party , fo r Senat e an d governor , bu t not  for th e Hous e 
(because VR S wa s no t attemptin g t o cal l individua l Hous e race s o n electio n 
night o n th e basi s o f exi t polls) . I n mos t stat e poll s i n whic h statehouse s wer e 
contested, respondent s wer e asked  whe n the y ha d mad e u p thei r mind s i n th e 
gubernatorial contest : within th e pas t thre e days , the pas t week , th e pas t month , 
or before then . 

In addition , th e stat e polls , th e 199 0 VR S nationa l form , an d al l thre e 199 2 
national form s aske d respondent s t o repor t thei r vot e (i f any ) i n th e 198 8 
presidential election . I n al l case s thi s resulte d i n a n apparen t overreportin g o f 
support fo r Georg e Bush . Th e VR S nationa l for m asked  voter s t o loo k ahea d t o 
1992 and indicat e thei r likel y presidentia l vot e choice (Bush, "th e Democrat, " o r 
"not sure") , an d thei r preferenc e amon g seve n liste d candidate s fo r th e Demo -
cratic nomination. 9 Th e 199 2 versio n asked  whethe r eac h responden t ha d vote d 
for Ronal d Reaga n i n 1984 . 

CBS asked  respondent s t o it s 199 0 nationa l for m thre e specifi c question s 
about thei r congressiona l vot e choice : whethe r thei r vot e wa s pro - o r anti-Bus h 
(or whether Bus h wa s no t a  factor i n thei r decision) , whether effectiveness , stan d 
on issues , or party affiliatio n wa s most importan t i n th e vote choice, and whethe r 
campaigns "thi s year " (1990 ) wer e mor e positive , mor e negative , o r abou t th e 
same as campaigns i n th e past . 

For purpose s o f testin g predictiv e model s usin g logisti c regressions , severa l 
multivariate indicator s wer e broke n ou t int o a  numbe r o f bivariat e "dummies, " 
most significantl y vot e choic e i n eac h contes t (dependen t variable ) an d part y 
affiliation (bot h dependen t an d independent) . Severa l independen t nomina l vari -
ables als o wer e broke n int o "dummies, " includin g region , siz e o f locality , th e 
religion variables , and partisa n incumbency—whethe r a  Democratic incumbent , 
a Republican incumbent , o r no incumbent wa s seeking reelectio n t o the offic e i n 
question. 





N O T E S 

Notes to  Chapter  One 

1. Thi s dubiou s numbe r ha d it s basi s i n th e 199 2 VR S nationa l exi t poll , discussed a t 
length i n chapte r 6 , whic h showe d tha t 7 2 percen t o f self-identifie d lesbians , ga y men , 
and bisexual s (the bisexua l categor y wa s added tha t year ) voted fo r Clinton . I t als o showed 
that 2. 2 percen t o f the weighte d sampl e (2. 5 percen t o f the ra w sample ) self-identifie d a s 
gay, lesbia n o r bisexual . Mixne r an d othe r ga y leaders , however , employe d th e Kinsey -
based, ofte n abuse d 1 0 percen t estimat e an d claime d tha t ga y peopl e wh o ha d vote d fo r 
Clinton accounte d fo r 7. 2 percen t o f al l America n voters—roughl y one-sixt h o f th e 4 3 
percent o f the nationa l popula r vot e tha t Clinto n received . 

2. Th e observan t reade r wil l not e tha t "gay " sometime s i s use d i n it s generi c sens e as 
a nicknam e fo r al l person s wit h romanti c attraction s t o member s o f thei r ow n sex , an d 
sometimes i s used solel y t o delineate homosexua l men , a s opposed t o homosexua l women , 
who i n th e mai n prefe r t o be  called lesbians . Fo r th e sak e of simplicity an d clarit y I  ofte n 
will refe r t o th e "ga y rights " movement , becaus e thi s i s what i t i s called i n th e pres s an d 
how i t i s referred t o i n genera l conversation . 

3. Th e exac t percentag e o f American s wh o ar e homosexua l o r bisexua l i s uncertain , 
but i t i s possibl e t o stat e a  range . Kinsey' s nonrandom-sampl e studie s i n th e 1940 s 
(Kinsey e t al . 1948 ; Institut e fo r Se x Researc h 1953 ) estimate d tha t 1 4 percen t o f 
American me n an d 6  percen t o f wome n wer e exclusivel y homosexua l in  behavior  for a t 
least thre e year s o f thei r lives . Fro m thi s wa s derive d th e much-use d estimat e tha t 
homosexuals mak e u p 1 0 percen t o f th e population . Fa y e t al . (1989) , usin g 197 0 
random-sample data , estimate d tha t 6  percen t o f U.S . me n wer e exclusivel y o r predomi -
nately homosexual ; women wer e no t studied . 

Janus an d Janus's quot a sampl e (1993) found tha t 9  percent o f U.S. me n an d 5  percent 
of wome n reporte d eithe r ongoin g o r "frequent " homosexua l activity . I n a  separat e 
question, agai n 9  percen t o f the me n an d 5  percent o f the wome n self-identifie d a s eithe r 
homosexual o r bisexual . (Fou r percen t o f me n an d 2  percen t o f wome n calle d themselve s 
homosexual; 5  percen t o f me n an d 3  percen t o f wome n calle d themselve s bisexual. ) Th e 
self-identifiers an d th e actor s di d no t precisel y overlap ; Janus an d Janus stat e (bu t d o no t 
present data ) tha t man y person s wh o reporte d frequen t o r ongoin g ga y experience s stil l 
identified a s "heterosexual. " (Twenty-tw o percen t o f me n an d 1 7 percen t o f wome n 
reported havin g ha d a t leas t on e homosexua l experience. ) 

Most reliabl y an d recently , th e random-sample , nationwid e "Chicag o se x survey " 
(Laumann e t al . 1994 ) foun d tha t 10. 1 percen t o f me n an d 8. 7 percen t o f wome n 
exhibited eithe r same-se x desire , same-sex sexual  behavior , o r homosexua l o r bisexua l self -
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identification, o r som e combinatio n o f th e three . Interestingly , onl y 2. 6 percen t o f th e 
men an d 1. 3 percen t o f th e wome n self-identifie d a s gay , lesbian , o r bisexua l i n thi s in -
person survey—les s tha n hal f o f al l thos e o f eac h se x wh o reporte d havin g engage d i n 
same-sex behavior . Thi s questio n wil l b e discussed i n greate r dept h i n chapte r 2 . 

4. Th e onl y votin g behavio r dat a collecte d o n self-identifie d bisexual s ar e th e "Glic k 
poll" discusse d i n chapte r 5  an d th e 199 2 batter y o f primar y an d genera l electio n exi t 
polls. Th e bisexual s ar e groupe d togethe r wit h lesbian s an d ga y me n i n a  singl e self -
identification ite m i n th e latte r poll , leavin g n o way t o distinguish amon g them . 

5. Thi s usag e ma y irritat e som e readers , s o le t m e explai n m y consciou s decisio n t o 
employ it . Endles s repetitio n o f th e ter m "lesbians , ga y men , an d bisexuals " woul d b e 
cluttersome. "Gay " o r "homosexual " i s no t a n option : i t i s inaccurat e t o cal l bisexual s 
"gay" o r "homosexual, " an d som e lesbian s ar e offende d b y bein g calle d "gay " rathe r tha n 
"lesbian" (interestingly , t o a  muc h lesse r extent , th e revers e i s tru e a s well) . Som e o f th e 
all-inclusive term s tha t member s o f th e movemen t hav e adopted , however , suc h a s 
"lambda," "rainbow, " "lesbigay, " "queer, " o r eve n "lavender, " use d i n th e title , ar e suffi -
ciently obscure , slangy , o r ful l o f other meaning s tha t t o us e the m her e woul d likel y lea d 
to th e stud y bein g dismisse d a s frivolous. "LGB " was the happies t mediu m I  could find. 

In lik e manner , becaus e th e non-self-identifier s presumabl y includ e homosexual s an d 
bisexuals wh o d o no t choos e t o self-identif y fo r th e reason s discusse d later , i t woul d b e 
inaccurate t o cal l the m "straight " o r "heterosexual " voters . I n mos t instances , therefore , I 
call the m "non-LGBs " whe n comparin g the m t o lesbians , ga y men , and  bisexuals , an d 
"nongay" fo r simplicity' s sak e when comparin g the m t o lesbians and gay me n i n th e 199 0 
data sets , which d o no t allo w fo r bisexua l self-identification . 

6. Particularl y goo d summarie s ar e found i n Schmalz 1992 a an d Turqu e e t al . 1992 . 
7. Th e numbe r o f marcher s i s i n dispute . Th e Distric t o f Columbi a governmen t 

estimated tha t 1. 1 millio n person s too k par t i n th e 2 5 Apri l march . Th e Nationa l Par k 
Service, however , estimate d thre e hundre d thousand . Marc h organizer s claime d tha t th e 
latter figure  resulte d fro m politica l pettines s b y forme r Bus h administratio n employee s 
still i n charg e o f the Par k Service , wh o ha d planne d t o resee d th e Mal l tha t weeken d an d 
allowed th e marcher s t o us e i t onl y afte r th e interventio n o f th e Clinto n Whit e Hous e 
and Interio r Secretar y Bruc e Babbitt . Th e Nationa l Ga y an d Lesbia n Task  Force , th e 
country's secon d larges t ga y right s organization , late r settle d o n a  split-the-differenc e 
figure o f seven hundre d thousand . 

8. A s a n exampl e o f som e newspapers ' sensitivity : i n Marc h an d Apri l 1993 , Lyn n 
Johnston's comi c stri p abou t a  Canadian family , "Fo r Bette r o r for Worse, " featured a  five-
week stor y lin e abou t a  seventeen-year-ol d bo y wh o "cam e out " a s ga y t o friend s an d 
parents. As a result, ninetee n newspaper s i n th e United State s canceled thei r subscription s 
to th e stri p permanently , an d anothe r fifty  refuse d t o ru n th e ga y stor y lin e (Krame r 
1993). 

9. Give n tha t thi s i s so , an d give n th e complet e absenc e o f published wor k o n LG B 
people a s voters , i t i s quit e possibl e tha t th e forme r i s responsibl e i n larg e par t fo r th e 
latter—in othe r words , i t ma y b e that fea r b y researchers o f being associate d wit h a  study 
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of homosexuals i s the reaso n fo r th e absenc e o f any suc h stud y u p t o now . I  hope that , th e 
ground no w havin g bee n broken , fruitfu l futur e researc h o n thi s importan t topi c ma y 
take place with les s hesitation . 

10. I t i s notable a s well tha t th e unio n movemen t i n th e Unite d State s increasingl y i s 
dominated b y white-colla r professionals , particularl y teacher s an d othe r governmen t 
employees, whereas blue-colla r unionis m ha s declined dramaticall y i n th e pas t fort y years . 

11. Th e question wa s first use d o n an experimenta l basi s in the New Yor k Democrati c 
presidential primary . Fou r percen t o f Ne w Yor k primar y voter s identifie d themselve s a s 
gay o r lesbian , an d o f thi s predominantl y whit e group , 5 7 percen t cas t thei r ballot s fo r 
Jesse Jackson , wh o ha d mad e stron g appeal s fo r ga y an d lesbia n support . Th e questio n 
was asked  thereafte r i n al l te n Democrati c presidentia l primarie s remainin g tha t year , 
including thos e i n Pennsylvania , Ohio , California, an d Ne w Jersey. 

12. Rober t W . Bailey , interview , 2 8 - 2 9 Jul y 1992 . 
13. Th e U.S . Censu s foun d abou t 145,00 0 U.S . household s i n 199 0 constitutin g 

same-sex "unmarrie d couples " (DiLallo an d Krumholt z 1994) . 
14. Th e questio n appeare d o n th e secon d pag e o f th e two-pag e form , i n a  "grab bag " 

of demographi c an d attitudina l description s headed , "Whic h o f th e followin g describe s 
you? (Check al l tha t apply)" ; the answe r item , appearin g a t th e botto m o f the lis t o f eigh t 
to te n item s (dependin g o n th e state ) such a s "union member " an d "first-tim e voter, " rea d 
"gay o r lesbian. " 

15. VR S merge d i n 199 3 wit h th e New s Electio n Service , whic h report s actua l 
returns on election nights , t o form Vote r New s Servic e (VNS). 

16. Thi s dat a set , regrettably , wa s no t publicl y availabl e a t th e tim e o f this study , an d 
has no t bee n examine d here . 

Notes to  Chapter  Two 

1. Thi s las t alternatel y i s expresse d i n voluntar y "working-class " self-identificatio n 
and/or i n membership , no t alway s voluntary , i n a  labor union . 

2. Ther e i s no t universa l agreemen t o n this . Youn g (1990) , synthesizin g Ne w Lef t 
thinking o n th e subject , wholl y redefine s "oppression " a s systemic an d essentiall y organic , 
requiring n o oppressin g grou p o r ideolog y an d n o consciou s inten t t o oppress . Fo r her , 
oppression i s th e resul t o f unquestione d adherenc e t o "norms , habits , an d symbols " tha t 
diminish certai n huma n being s becaus e o f thei r membershi p i n groups , whic h member -
ship i s an integra l an d inseparabl e par t o f wha t the y are . Further , lik e a  virus, oppressiv e 
assumptions infec t an d ar e reproduced i n nearl y al l economic , social , and politica l institu -
tions and , therefore , oppressio n canno t b e don e awa y wit h b y changin g law s o r eve n 
systems o f government . 

3. Interestingl y t o th e non-Marxist , a  (fairly simplistic ) Time s Mirro r cluste r analysi s 
of a  survey o f roughl y fifty-seven  thousan d America n voter s i n 198 7 foun d that , o f thei r 
eleven clusters , th e tw o tha t forme d th e suppor t bas e o f th e Republica n Part y wer e 
"enterprisers," voter s mos t concerne d wit h maintainin g fre e enterpris e an d limitin g 
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government interventio n i n th e economy , an d "moralists, " thos e mos t concerne d wit h 
using governmen t t o reinforc e traditiona l Christia n mora l teaching s an d t o fight  wha t 
they conside r t o b e moral degeneratio n (Ornstei n e t al . 1988) . 

4. Al l member s o f th e Mattachin e Societ y initiall y wer e men . Th e Daughter s o f 
Bilitis, founde d i n 1955 , was th e first  lesbia n organizatio n i n Americ a (Marti n an d Lyo n 
1972). 

5. Illinoi s becam e th e first  stat e t o remov e it s consensua l "sodomy " la w fro m th e 
books i n 1961 . To date , twenty-eigh t state s (mos t recently , a t thi s writing , Nevada ) an d 
the Distric t o f Columbia eithe r hav e repealed thei r law s through th e legislativ e proces s o r 
had the m struc k dow n b y stat e suprem e court s a s unconstitutional . Th e U.S . Suprem e 
Court, i n Bowers  v. Hardivkk  (1986) , rule d five  t o fou r tha t homosexua l act s betwee n 
consenting adult s i n privat e ar e no t protecte d b y th e federa l Constitution' s righ t t o 
privacy enunciate d i n previou s ruling s o n contraceptio n an d abortion , an d therefor e 
twenty-two state s retai n law s criminalizing suc h behavio r (Murdoc h 1993) . 

6. Th e us e of this ter m stick s i n th e craw o f every LGB organizatio n an d ever y seriou s 
researcher o n th e subjec t o f homosexualit y an d bisexuality . Sexua l attraction , o r eve n 
sexual behavior , manifestl y i s no t a  "lifestyle " i n an y meaningfu l sens e o f th e term ; th e 
use o f th e ter m "lifestyle " appear s t o b e a  matte r o f initia l carelessnes s compounde d b y 
sloth. An y reader s wh o pla n surve y researc h i n thi s are a ar e warne d hereb y t o emplo y 
accurate terminolog y i n orde r t o achieve valid results . 

7. S o name d fo r th e Nationa l Opinio n Researc h Cente r (NORC) , headquartere d a t 
the Universit y o f Chicago, which conducte d th e surve y ove r seven month s i n 1993 . 

8. I t i s curiou s tha t n o objection s ar e raise d t o detaile d publi c educatio n abou t 
narcotics o n th e groun d tha t suc h wil l promot e dru g abuse . Sherril l (1991 ) point s ou t a 
similar lac k o f congressiona l concer n wit h AID S educatio n aime d a t intravenou s dru g 
users compare d t o suc h concer n wit h respec t t o "safe r sex " educatio n fo r homosexua l 
adults. 

9. Writin g fo r th e majority , Justic e Byro n Whit e (wh o dissente d i n bot h Grtswold 
and Roe)  framed th e issu e around th e conduct i n question rathe r tha n o n the constitutiona l 
right t o privac y issue , stating , "ther e i s [no ] constitutiona l righ t t o commi t homosexua l 
sodomy." Chie f Justic e Warre n Burge r concurred , an d quote d th e opinio n o f th e eigh -
teenth-century Englis h lega l commentato r Si r Willia m Blackston e tha t sodom y wa s 
"abominable an d unspeakable " an d a  crime "wors e tha n rape. " 

The Bowers  decision i s discussed furthe r b y Goldstein (1988 ) an d Vieir a (1988) . 
10. Thes e thre e countrie s stil l dra w a  distinction betwee n same-se x an d opposite-se x 

marriages; same-se x couple s ma y no t b e marrie d i n th e stat e church , no r ma y the y adop t 
children. Th e Netherland s als o ha s nationa l legislatio n recognizin g same-se x "domesti c 
partnerships" fo r certai n purposes , bu t doe s no t giv e the m th e statu s o f legal marriages . 

11. Missour i and , unti l 1995 , Virginia, alone among th e states , held th e lega l positio n 
that livin g i n a  homosexua l relationshi p pe r s e wa s unrebuttabl e proo f o f unfitnes s and , 
therefore, sufficien t ground s t o depriv e a  natura l paren t o f custody . Thi s rul e wa s applie d 
in 199 3 i n Henric o County , Virgini a (suburba n Richmond) , i n th e well-know n cas e o f 
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Sharon Bottoms , a  divorced woma n livin g wit h he r female lover . Custod y o f her two-year -
old so n wa s take n fro m he r an d give n t o Bottoms' s mothe r b y a  tria l judge , solel y o n th e 
grounds o f he r live-i n lesbia n relationship . Ther e wa s n o allegatio n o f abus e o r neglect , 
and th e child' s father , Bottoms' s ex-husband , supporte d Bottom s i n th e custod y fight ; bu t 
Virginia retain s it s felon y sodom y la w o n th e books . Th e Virgini a Suprem e Court , i n a 
four t o thre e decisio n o n 2 1 Apri l 1995 , abandone d th e rul e o f unfitnes s pe r s e i t lai d 
down i n Roe  v. Roe (1985) bu t uphel d th e tria l court , o n grounds o f other allege d (thoug h 
unproven) deficiencie s i n Bottoms' s characte r an d o f th e possibl e stigm a an d "socia l 
ostracism" tha t migh t attac h t o he r chil d a s a result o f the mother' s livin g arrangement . 

12. A  tria l cour t i n Denve r i n Decembe r 199 3 rule d tha t Amendmen t 2 , a s th e 
measure i s known, violate d th e U.S . Constitution an d wa s therefor e void ; thi s rulin g wa s 
affirmed b y a  six t o one majority o f the Colorad o Suprem e Court . Th e cas e at thi s writin g 
is on appea l t o th e U.S . Supreme Court . 

13. Fo r th e sak e o f clarity , I  a m referrin g her e t o th e child' s becomin g awar e o f th e 
fact tha t difference s i n ski n colo r o r genitals ar e importan t t o th e peopl e i n he r life , not  to 
the politica l for m o f "group consciousness " discusse d i n thi s chapter . 

14. I  d o no t ente r int o th e debat e abou t wha t "causes " sexual  attractio n t o on e o r 
another sex , o r t o both ; th e evidenc e i s inconclusive , althoug h Trip p (1975 ) an d mos t 
subsequent researcher s believ e tha t th e directio n o f one' s sexual  attractio n i s se t i n earl y 
childhood (i f no t befor e birth , b y physiology) , an d i s largel y o r entirel y beyon d th e 
conscious contro l o f parents. Mos t o f the considerable shar e (43 percent ) o f the populatio n 
who believ e tha t homosexualit y i s " a choice " (Schmal z 1993 ) likel y woul d conced e tha t 
some preexistin g interna l inclinatio n exist s t o ac t o n homosexua l attractio n o r "tempta -
tion," b e i t derive d fro m nature , nurture , o r Satan , an d tha t th e principa l ai m o f the law s 
and practice s w e hav e discusse d i s strongl y t o discourag e yout h an d adult s alik e fro m 
acting o n thi s attraction . 

15. Th e theoretica l concep t o f "grou p consciousness " define d a s suc h probabl y goe s 
back t o Engels' s introductio n t o The  Communist Manifesto. 

16. Becaus e o f fear s tha t grou p member s coul d b e arreste d simpl y fo r discussin g 
homosexuality, th e Mattachin e a t first  wa s organize d int o mutuall y anonymou s cell s 
organized fro m th e to p down, alon g th e line s of the Communis t Party . By 1953 , however , 
partly becaus e o f concern ove r th e rumore d Communis t tie s o f some o f the leaders , partl y 
because o f a  growin g confidenc e tha t thei r activitie s coul d b e pursue d mor e publicly , 
the societ y becam e a n open , membership-ru n organization . Althoug h th e organizatio n 
effectively die d ou t o n th e Wes t Coas t an d i n Ne w Yor k afte r th e Stonewal l riots , th e 
Washington, D.C. , branch , founde d b y longtim e activis t Dr . Fran k Kameny , survive d 
into th e 1980s . 

17. Th e America n Psychiatri c Association' s governin g boar d remove d homosexualit y 
from it s lis t o f mental an d emotiona l disorder s i n 1972 . Shar p protes t i n th e rank s le d t o 
an unprecedente d membershi p referendu m o n th e issu e i n 1973 , wherei n th e member s 
voted b y a  margi n o f thre e t o tw o t o uphol d th e board . Th e America n Psychologica l 
Association followe d sui t i n 1975 , and th e Worl d Healt h Organizatio n di d s o in 1990 . 
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It i s wel l t o not e tha t Kamen y wa s a  particularl y militan t "homophile, " organizin g 
the firs t ga y picket s o f th e Whit e House , th e Stat e Department , an d othe r governmen t 
facilities an d lobbyin g fo r a n en d t o th e Civi l Service' s exclusio n o f homosexual s fro m 
government employment . Followin g Stonewall , Kamen y wa s th e principa l founde r o f th e 
liberationist Ga y Activist s Allianc e i n Washington , an d ra n i n th e first  electio n i n th e 
District o f Columbi a fo r a  nonvotin g delegat e t o th e U.S . Hous e o f Representative s i n 
1971, th e first  openl y ga y candidat e fo r Congres s i n th e country . 

18. Frieda n late r repented—mostly—o f he r remark s an d joine d N O W leader s i n 
1973 wh o officiall y proclaime d lesbia n right s a n essentia l par t o f th e women' s right s 
agenda. B y late 1991 , N OW ha d electe d a  national president , Patrici a Ireland , wh o mad e 
headlines whe n sh e acknowledge d havin g simultaneousl y a  husban d i n Miam i an d a 
female love r i n Washington , sayin g tha t sh e value d bot h relationships , tha t al l thre e 
parties wer e happ y wit h th e arrangement , an d tha t sh e wa s going t o kee p bot h partners . 
At thi s writin g Irelan d remain s presiden t o f NOW, althoug h numerou s commentator s i n 
the popula r pres s use d he r a s Exhibi t A  i n thei r cas e tha t N O W ha d becom e a n extreme , 
avant-garde organizatio n tha t ha d completel y los t touc h wit h th e aspiration s o f th e 
average American woman . 

19. Th e mos t notoriou s inciden t involvin g member s o f ACT U P wa s a  198 9 demon -
stration insid e St . Patrick' s Cathedra l i n Ne w Yor k durin g a  mass sai d b y John Cardina l 
O'Connor, a  vociferous conservativ e wh o ha d le d effort s t o quas h safer-se x educatio n an d 
condom distributio n i n cit y school s o n th e grounds tha t thes e would promot e fornication , 
homosexuality, an d condo m usage , al l o f which th e Roma n Catholi c Churc h deem s sinful . 
A half-doze n demonstrator s repeatedl y disrupte d th e cardinal' s sermon , the n chaine d 
themselves t o pew s o r la y acros s th e mai n aisl e whil e congregant s wer e attemptin g t o 
receive Communion . On e perso n too k a  Communio n wafe r (whic h devou t Catholic s 
believe contains th e actual bod y o f Christ), dropped i t o n the floor  in fron t o f the cardinal , 
and crushe d i t unde r foot . Th e St . Patrick' s inciden t wa s cheere d b y som e peopl e furiou s 
at conservativ e religiou s leader s whose sexual more s seeme d t o the m mor e importan t tha n 
saving people' s lives , while i t appalle d o r enraged mos t everyon e else . 

ACT U P i n New Yor k eventuall y splintere d i n a  conflict ove r the rol e of its Treatmen t 
and Dat a Committee , whic h mor e militan t member s though t wa s gettin g to o powerfu l 
within th e organizatio n an d to o clos e t o th e governmen t agencie s an d dru g companie s i t 
was suppose d t o b e confronting . Meanwhile , th e AC T U P chapte r i n Sa n Francisc o spli t 
in tw o i n lat e 199 0 ove r difference s betwee n member s wh o wante d t o concentrat e solel y 
on AID S issue s an d othe r member s wh o wante d AC T U P t o get involve d i n othe r causes , 
including oppositio n t o th e Persia n Gul f War . 

Notes to  Chapter  Three 

1. Ther e ar e two separat e self-identificatio n question s i n th e "Glic k poll " discussed i n 
chapter 5 , one o f which include s "bisexual " a s a category. However , tha t questio n differe d 
distinctively fro m th e self-identificatio n forma t i n th e othe r polls , and , i n addition , onl y 
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fourteen person s self-identifie d a s bisexual , thre e o f who m als o calle d themselve s "ga y o r 
lesbian" i n th e othe r self-identificatio n item . For  thes e reason s I  chos e t o us e th e self -
identification questio n tha t mor e closel y resemble d tha t use d i n th e nationa l an d stat e 
exit poll s a s my indicator . 

2. Regrettably , n o such stud y ha s appeared i n th e literatur e concernin g women . 
3. Th e percentage s b y ag e group wer e a s follows: eightee n t o twenty-nine , 2.6 ; thirt y 

to thirty-nine , 1.4 ; fort y t o forty-four , 1.6 ; forty-fiv e t o forty-nine , 1.5 ; fift y t o fifty-nine , 
0.3; sixty and older , 0.3 . 

4. Th e ter m "heterosexual " o r "straight " mus t b e use d wit h som e caution , i n tha t th e 
"heterosexual" respondent s includ e th e probable majorit y o f homosexual o r bisexual voter s 
who would no t declar e themselves . I  have avoided it s usag e here . 

5. A s note d earlie r i n thi s study , abou t 9  percen t o f me n an d 5  percent o f women i n 
the Janus-Janus stud y (1993 ) indicate d the y wer e exclusivel y o r predominately homosex -
ual i n behavior ; 4  percen t o f me n an d 2  percen t o f wome n identifie d themselve s a s 
homosexual; an d 5  percen t o f me n an d 3  percen t o f wome n identifie d themselve s a s 
bisexual. 

6. Eightee n percen t o f self-identified lesbian s reporte d havin g childre n unde r th e ag e 
of eighteen i n th e CB S poll, as opposed t o 6  percent o f the gay men . 

7. A t th e tim e o f th e survey , onl y th e Distric t o f Columbi a an d thre e state s — 
Wisconsin, Massachusetts , an d Hawaii—ha d statewid e law s o n th e book s bannin g dis -
crimination o f various kind s based  o n sexua l orientation . I n severa l othe r states , governor s 
had issue d executiv e order s barrin g antiga y discriminatio n i n stat e employmen t and/o r 
contracting practices . Sinc e th e 199 0 survey , California , Connecticut , Minnesota , Ne w 
Jersey, Vermont , an d Rhod e Islan d hav e adde d sexua l orientatio n a s a  protected categor y 
in certain o f their stat e civi l right s laws . 

8. Th e ter m "othe r Christian " i s a n extremel y broa d brush . Clearl y i t include s th e 
Eastern Orthodo x churches ; Latter-da y Saint s woul d conside r i t t o includ e the m a s well . 
However, thos e raise d i n som e conservativ e sect s o f Protestan t origi n als o ma y identif y 
as "othe r Christian, " a s ma y som e Anglicans , Christia n Scientists , an d Unitarians , fo r 
example. 

9. Th e lin k betwee n Christianit y an d certai n conservativ e positions , however , i s les s 
easy t o grasp . Although i t i s clear fro m previou s studies , a s well a s from th e presen t data , 
that som e positiv e correlatio n exist s betwee n Christia n identificatio n an d ideologica l 
conservatism, wh y Christian s shoul d be  mor e incline d t o favo r th e deat h penalty , oppos e 
cutting defens e spending , o r emphasiz e la w enforcemen t ove r dru g educatio n an d treat -
ment tha n ar e non-Christian s i s simply curious . 

10. Thi s bein g th e case , the finding  tha t nearl y identica l share s of the gay and nonga y 
samples cal l themselve s "fundamentalis t o r evangelica l Christians " i s curiou s indeed ; on e 
would expec t tha t thos e wh o identif y wit h "mainline " Protestan t churche s woul d b e fa r 
more forthcoming . I  can offe r n o explanation fo r thi s finding  a t present . 

11. Response s rate d "liberal " wer e thos e supportin g decrease d defens e spending , 
opposing restriction s o n lega l abortion , favorin g educatio n an d treatmen t ove r la w en -



252 Notes to  Chapter Three 

forcement i n dealin g wit h th e dru g problem , supportin g protectio n o f th e environmen t 
over preservin g job s whe n th e tw o conflicted , opposin g th e deat h penalty , an d opposin g 
continued deploymen t i n th e Persia n Gulf . Response s rate d "conservative " wer e th e 
converse, includin g suppor t fo r an y restriction s o n abortio n an d fo r eithe r increasin g 
defense spendin g o r maintaining i t a t curren t levels . 

12. Mos t o f th e lesbian/ga y Republica n voters , w e ma y note , wer e Georg e Bus h 
supporters i n 1988 , an d tende d t o approv e o f Bush' s conduc t i n office—bu t two-third s 
were undecide d a s t o whethe r the y woul d vot e fo r hi m again , an d on e i n si x sai d the y 
would vot e fo r th e Democrat . 

13. Th e actua l 198 8 electorat e gave approximately 5 3 percent o f its votes t o Bush , 4 6 
percent t o Dukakis . 

14. Th e othe r liste d candidate s wer e conservativ e Georgi a Senato r Sa m Nun n an d 
Virginia's Dougla s Wilder , th e nation' s first  electe d blac k governo r an d a  fiscal  conserva -
tive. 

15. Th e onl y demographi c difference s o f an y not e wer e th e propensit y o f a  large r 
share o f ga y me n t o resid e i n centra l cities , whil e a  pluralit y o f lesbian s i n th e sampl e 
resided i n th e suburbs ; a  smal l "gende r gap " i n househol d incom e betwee n ga y me n an d 
lesbians, which ma y b e attributabl e t o livin g arrangement s suc h a s suburban residenc e i n 
that ther e wa s n o significan t differenc e i n occupationa l status ; an d th e fac t tha t thre e 
times a s many lesbian s a s gay me n ha d childre n livin g a t home . 

16. Ga y me n wer e no t broke n ou t b y feminis m becaus e o f th e smal l numbe r o f ga y 
men wh o calle d themselve s stron g feminist s (N  =  6) . 

17. Becaus e th e questio n o n childre n livin g a t hom e wa s i n th e CB S dat a base , i t i s 
impossible t o determin e whethe r ther e i s a  relationshi p amon g actua l chil d car e respon -
sibilities, attitudes o n education , an d feminis m amon g lesbians . 

18. I n addition , onl y on e "stron g feminist " identifie d a s a Republican . 
19- Thes e paragraph s discus s self-identifie d independent s an d thir d part y identifier s 

together. Th e hypothesize d "green " vot e fo r th e Hous e o f Representative s i s discusse d 
separately afte r this . 

20. Onl y eigh t respondent s wer e i n state s wit h Senat e elections , an d thei r vote s wer e 
scattered amon g th e parties . 

21. Se e th e discussio n o f th e Willia m Weld-Joh n Silbe r gubernatoria l rac e i n Massa -
chusetts i n chapte r 4  fo r a n illustration . 

22. A s note d i n th e table , thi s als o gav e ris e t o th e peculiar , althoug h highl y 
insignificant, effec t o f causin g th e directio n o f th e relationshi p t o b e reversed . Tha t is , 
after al l th e contro l variable s wer e adde d in , self-identificatio n a s gay o r lesbia n purport -
edly mad e on e less  likely t o vot e fo r a  Democra t fo r th e House . Thi s appear s t o b e a 
direct resul t o f libera l (especiall y lesbia n feminist ) desertion s o f th e Democrat s fo r thir d 
candidates, a s discussed above . 

23. Name d fo r th e Universit y o f Michigan, wher e th e fou r coauthor s o f The  American 
Voter taught an d di d thei r research . 
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24. Rac e sometime s i s include d a s a  fourt h independen t variabl e i n retrospectiv e 
models. 

25. I n th e three-wa y 199 2 presidentia l election , Dr . Steve n E . Finke l (unpublishe d 
data), usin g a  preelection surve y o f Charlottesville , Virginia , are a voters , found tha t whe n 
Ross Pero t supporter s wer e exclude d fro m th e analysis , th e retrospectiv e mode l wa s 9 5 
percent accurat e i n predicting wh o would suppor t Bil l Clinto n o r George Bush . 

26. Th e wording varie s slightly i n the tw o data sets . The VRS form aske d respondent s 
whether the y approve d o r disapproved o f the jo b Congress wa s doing; the CBS form aske d 
whether the y believe d mos t member s o f Congress wer e deserving o f reelection . 

27. Thes e VR S finding s wer e substantiall y confirme d i n th e CB S dat a base , whic h 
included n o question o n retrospective economi c evaluation s an d mus t therefor e b e deeme d 
incomplete i n tha t respect . However , i n neithe r tes t ru n wit h th e CB S dat a wa s th e 
evaluation o f Congres s a s a  whol e significant . Also , curiously , ther e was  a  statisticall y 
significant independen t effec t o f self-identificatio n o n votin g fo r a  Democrat , but  not  on 
voting fo r a  Republica n (dat a no t shown) . Wh y thi s las t shoul d be  s o i s exceedingl y 
curious. On e possibl e explanation , confirme d i n th e data , i s th e fac t tha t religio n wa s 
a statisticall y significan t facto r i n votin g fo r th e Republicans , bu t wa s no t fo r th e 
Democrats. 

Notes to  Chapter  Four 

1. I  emplo y thi s typolog y wit h caution . Thi s schem e ma y b e unsatisfactor y t o thos e 
seeking a  stron g empirica l basis  fo r Elazar' s normativ e classification s (th e presen t dat a 
bases certainl y provid e u s wit h none) , an d th e classification s themselve s ar e thirt y year s 
old. I  hav e take n int o accoun t populatio n migration s amon g th e states , an d th e veritabl e 
revolution i n voting right s an d representatio n la w tha t hav e taken plac e i n th e interim . 

2. I t i s very importan t tha t th e reade r no t confus e "moralistic, " a s Elazar use s it , wit h 
the "moralistic " politic s o f the Religiou s Right . A  numbe r o f the state s wit h "moralistic " 
political culture s ar e thos e leas t incline d t o b e influence d b y religiou s conservatives . A 
better ter m fo r thi s classification o f political cultur e probably woul d hav e been "communi -
tarian," althoug h whe n Elaza r wrot e hi s boo k h e o r hi s editor s ma y hav e though t th e 
word to o easy t o confuse with , say , "communistic. " 

3. A  few examples : Th e fort y stat e senator s eac h represen t district s o f abou t 750,00 0 
inhabitants apiece , large r tha n th e fifty-two  U.S . Hous e districts , an d th e eight y stat e 
assembly member s hav e districts o f about 375,00 0 person s each . Each of the five members 
of th e Lo s Angele s Count y Boar d o f Supervisor s i s electe d fro m a  separate distric t o f 1. 8 
million peopl e apiece . (Thirt y percen t o f Californian s liv e i n Lo s Angele s County. ) Sa n 
Franciscans elec t thei r eleven-membe r Boar d o f Supervisor s a t large , an d th e fiftee n Lo s 
Angeles Cit y Counci l district s eac h compris e mor e tha n 200,00 0 people . 

4. Shilt s (1982 ) note d tha t Feinstein' s war m relation s wit h individua l ga y an d lesbia n 
people g o bac k man y years . I n 1975 , onl y a  fe w week s befor e facin g voter s citywid e i n 
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her bi d fo r reelectio n t o th e Boar d o f Supervisors, Feinstein , a t he r ow n insistence , hoste d 
a lesbia n weddin g i n he r backyard ; sh e wante d t o b e presen t fo r th e "hol y union " 
ceremony fo r tw o lesbia n friends , bu t coul d no t leav e he r dyin g first  husban d a t home . 
Epstein (1986) , however , too k not e o f Feinstein' s stron g tie s t o downtow n busines s 
interests i n Sa n Francisc o an d he r leadershi p o n th e boar d o f th e si x t o five  majorit y 
opposing th e liberal , "neighborhood"-oriente d force s o f Mayor Moscon e and Harve y Milk . 

5. Thes e include d forme r governor s Joh n Volp e an d Franci s Sargent , forme r U.S . 
Senator Edwar d Brooke , and th e lat e Representativ e Silvi o Conte . 

6. A  thir d principa l candidat e i n th e primary , Lieutenan t Governo r Evely n Murphy , 
is o f interes t t o ou r discussion . Murph y droppe d ou t o f th e rac e eigh t day s befor e th e 
primary; th e mos t libera l candidat e i n th e race , she was harmed b y being tie d t o Dukakis , 
even thoug h sh e onc e stage d a  brie f (an d technicall y constitutional ) takeove r o f stat e 
government whil e Dukaki s wa s ou t o f state . I n June 1990 , a  Boston ga y activis t accuse d 
her on live television o f being a  closeted lesbian , a  charge o n which sh e declined commen t 
and fo r whic h th e activis t late r apologize d (Bul l 1990) . Th e "outing " inciden t wa s no t 
widely publicize d an d apparentl y wa s no t a  factor i n Murphy' s poo r showin g i n th e polls , 
which le d t o her withdrawal . 

7. Amon g othe r comments , Silbe r suggeste d tha t ol d people , onc e havin g reache d a 
certain leve l of inability, should di e in order t o save society trouble ; he also said Massachu -
setts ha d becom e a  "welfar e magnet " fo r thos e h e euphemisticall y sai d wer e mor e use d t o 
"warmer climes. " 

8. Eve n th e state' s lieutenan t governo r occupie s a n independen t powe r center ; electe d 
separately fro m th e governor , h e (ther e hav e bee n n o wome n i n th e job ) i s th e leade r de 
facto and de  jure of the stat e senate . 

9- Sh e wa s not  the first  woma n governo r o f Texas; tha t distinctio n belong s t o Miria m 
"Ma" Ferguson , wh o was elected t o succeed he r incarcerate d husban d i n 1924 . 

10. "Bi g Green " ma y b e presente d a s an inheren t cas e o f wha t Elaza r migh t describ e 
as California n conflic t betwee n it s desir e fo r a  mor e pristin e "commonwealth " an d it s 
desire t o le t peopl e alone . I t ca n b e argue d that—th e strongl y individualisti c tendencie s 
of self-identified lesbian s an d gay men see n i n chapte r 3  notwithstanding—when i t cam e 
to th e environmen t th e "moralistic " o r communitaria n tendenc y wo n ou t wit h Californi a 
gay an d lesbia n voters . 

11. Th e sampl e appear s extrem e i n othe r respect s a s well , eve n amon g th e ga y an d 
lesbian voter s examine d s o far . Thre e o f five claim som e postgraduat e education , thre e o f 
seven ar e "stron g feminists, " an d nearl y on e i n fou r wer e raise d i n th e Jewish faith . Thes e 
results ma y reflec t th e fac t tha t a  large disproportio n o f th e sampl e precinct s wer e i n th e 
city o f Boston ; one-thir d o f al l respondents , an d a n absolut e majorit y o f gay an d lesbia n 
self-identifiers, ar e found withi n th e cit y limit s o f Boston. I t i s true, additionally , tha t th e 
tiny sampl e make s inference s t o th e whol e self-identifie d ga y an d lesbia n populatio n o f 
the stat e considerabl y mor e hazardous . B e thi s a s i t may , statisticall y significan t differ -
ences remain eve n wit h thi s sampl e size . 

12. Massachusett s ha s a  "semi-closed " primar y system ; registere d independent s ma y 
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vote i n th e primar y o f eithe r party , bu t registere d Democrat s o r Republican s ma y no t 
cross over . Amon g voter s a s a  whol e ther e i s significan t overreportin g o f votin g i n thi s 
particular Republica n primary . 

13. I n the sample , of the seven gay men wh o evidently vote d agains t Richard s becaus e 
of he r sex , fou r wer e self-describe d moderat e Democrat s an d thre e self-describe d libera l 
independents. Al l vote d fo r Be n Parmer , th e unsuccessfu l (an d somewha t unknown ) 
Democratic nomine e facin g Senato r Phi l Gramm . Th e onl y thin g the y appeare d t o hav e 
in commo n wa s an uncommonl y stron g oppositio n t o abortion ; al l sai d i t shoul d neve r b e 
legal. However , non e rate d abortio n a s a strong facto r i n thei r votin g decision . 

14. Unlik e i n th e nationa l dat a examine d i n th e las t chapter , incumbenc y canno t b e 
entered a s a factor i n a n individua l contest . A s i t happens , onl y i n th e Massachusett s an d 
Texas U.S . Senate race s were incumbent s seekin g reelection ; al l othe r contest s wer e "ope n 
seat" races . 

15. I t i s od d tha t th e additio n o f part y affiliation , i n th e cas e o f Massachusetts , 
slightly increases  th e explanator y powe r o f sexua l self-identificatio n afte r demographi c 
correlates hav e been controlle d for . 

16. Whethe r i t doe s s o in th e governor' s rac e depends o n whethe r on e use s a  vote fo r 
Ann Richard s (significant ) o r fo r Clayto n William s (no t significant ) a s th e dependen t 
variable. I  includ e i t i n th e "significant " categor y becaus e identifyin g a s ga y o r lesbia n 
was significant i n determining whethe r o r no t t o vote fo r An n Richards . 

Notes to  Chapter  Five 

1. O n 2 7 Jun e 1969 , polic e raide d th e Stonewal l Inn , a  ba r frequente d b y younge r 
gay me n an d som e transvestites , o n th e ground s tha t th e ba r ha d violate d it s liquo r 
license. However , numerou s patron s wer e herde d int o polic e wagon s an d som e wer e 
roughed up . Othe r patron s an d onlooker s wh o ha d lef t th e ba r attacke d th e police , first 
verbally, the n wit h rock s an d bottles , forcin g th e polic e t o cal l fo r reinforcements . 
Evening skirmishe s betwee n polic e an d ga y peopl e continue d fo r thre e successiv e nights . 
"Stonewall" i s widely regarde d a s the Lexington an d Concor d o f the gay right s movement , 
the first  tim e tha t homosexual s stoo d u p t o an d fough t bac k agains t polic e repressio n 
(Duberman 1993) . 

2. Source : persona l interview s an d communication s wit h Rober t W  Baile y an d Ken -
neth S . Sherrill, July 199 2 t o July 1993 ; Philip Rya n an d Laur a Morrison, July 1992 . 

3. Owle s ra n i n 197 3 agains t Cit y Councillo r Caro l Greitzer , a  lowe r Manhatta n 
Democrat wh o ha d offende d th e ga y an d lesbia n communit y b y declinin g t o mee t wit h 
community leaders , saying she "couldn' t b e bothered." (Revso n 1978 ; Kenneth S . Sherrill , 
personal communication. ) 

4. Source : Phili p Rya n an d Laur a Morrison , intervie w wit h th e author , 3 1 July 1992 . 
Morrison wa s presiden t o f GLI D a t th e tim e o f ou r conversation , an d Rya n ha d bee n 
involved wit h th e organizatio n fo r man y years . 

5. Rya n and Morrison , ibid . 
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6. T o "out " peopl e i s t o disclos e thei r homosexualit y o r bisexualit y withou t thei r 
permission, particularly i n a  public forum . Initiall y it s chie f practitioner an d advocat e wa s 
Outweek\ columnis t Michelangel o Signorile , althoug h b y thi s writin g th e practic e ha s 
been adopted amon g som e in the mainstream pres s when deemed "newsworthy. " "Outing " 
has remaine d a  sourc e o f extrem e controvers y i n th e LG B community . Som e argu e i t i s 
justified onl y when a  public figure  use s hi s or he r influenc e activel y t o oppose lesbia n an d 
gay civi l rights ; other s sa y i t i s neve r justifiabl e a t all . (Se e Moh r 1992 ; Signoril e 1993 ; 
Gross 1993. ) 

7. Ne w York has a "challenge" primary la w for statewide elections . A state conventio n 
chooses th e party' s nominee , unles s mor e tha n on e candidat e ca n succee d i n winnin g th e 
votes of 25 percen t o f the stat e convention delegates . The onl y candidate facin g a  primary 
challenge wa s Caro l Bellamy , a  forme r Ne w Yor k Cit y Counci l presiden t seekin g th e 
nomination fo r stat e controller , a  pos t the n hel d b y a  Republican ; al l othe r statewid e 
elected offices , excep t fo r on e U.S . Senat e seat , wer e hel d b y th e Democrats . Bellamy , a s 
expected, easil y wo n he r primary . 

8. Th e assembl y distric t i s the principa l uni t o f party organizatio n i n New Yor k City ; 
each i s compose d o f numerou s "electio n districts " o r precincts . Assembl y distric t leader s 
make u p th e genera l governin g bodie s o f eac h o f th e fou r count y part y organization s 
(Staten Islan d excepted) , whic h i n tur n constitut e th e cit y wide organizations . I n th e 
Manhattan Democrati c organization , eac h assembly distric t i s divided fo r eas e of manage -
ment int o two , three , or four "executiv e parts, " each o f which ha s two coleaders , one mal e 
and on e female , wh o ar e electe d i n th e party' s primary . Shollenberge r wa s th e femal e 
leader, an d Hoffman n th e mal e leader , i n th e norther n "executiv e part " o f th e Sixty-first , 
and Free d th e femal e leade r o f the souther n part . 

9. Source : Rober t W . Baile y an d Kennet h S . Sherrill, personal communications . 
10. Source : Rober t W . Bailey , Kennet h S . Sherrill , Phili p Ryan , an d Laur a Morrison , 

interviews an d persona l communications . 
11. I t shoul d b e note d tha t Glick , althoug h th e first  electe d legislator,  woul d no t b e 

the first  openl y ga y o r lesbia n electe d officia l i n Ne w Yor k City . I n 1989 , a  gay ma n an d 
a lesbia n bot h wer e electe d t o Manhatta n judgeships , becomin g th e first  "out-of-the -
closet" electe d publi c official s i n th e city . Ti m Mains , electe d t o th e Rocheste r Cit y 
Council i n 1985 , wa s th e first  openl y ga y electe d publi c officia l i n Ne w Yor k state . 
Because Ne w Yor k City' s Democrati c an d Republica n distric t leader s ar e electe d i n part y 
primaries, Kennet h S . Sherril l (on e o f th e thre e principa l cocreator s o f th e Glic k poll) , 
who wa s electe d a  Democrati c leade r o f a n assembl y distric t o n th e Uppe r Wes t Sid e o f 
Manhattan i n 1977 , hold s th e distinctio n o f bein g th e first  openl y ga y electe d officia l i n 
New York . 

12. Rygor , lef t withou t an y significan t endorsements , create d a  "New Frontie r Demo -
cratic Club, " comprising himsel f an d a  few supporters . The clu b promptly gav e him thei r 
"endorsement," whic h the n appeare d o n hi s campaign literature . 

13. "Fo r Assembly: Manhattan , Bronx, " New York  Times, 6 September 1990 , A26 . 
14. Th e Times  gave it s blessin g i n 198 9 t o To m Duane , th e openl y ga y opponen t o f 
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downtown Manhatta n counci l membe r Caro l Greitzer , wh o a s previousl y note d ha d 
offended th e LG B communit y i n th e earl y 1970 s an d wa s neve r forgiven . Greitzer' s 
council distric t a t th e tim e overlappe d th e Sixty-firs t Assembl y Distric t t o som e extent . 
In a  court-ordered specia l electio n i n 1991 , in whic h th e siz e of the counci l wa s expande d 
from thirty-fiv e t o fifty-one  members , Duane was elected i n an open-seat district—largel y 
overlapping Debora h Glick' s assembl y district—whic h wa s draw n i n orde r t o maximiz e 
LGB influence . Greitze r wa s defeated fo r reelectio n i n a  neighboring district . 

15. Glic k wo n th e Novembe r genera l electio n wit h mor e tha n four-fifth s o f th e vot e 
against toke n Republica n an d mino r part y opposition . 

16. I t i s interesting t o not e tha t hal f of the nonga y identifier s nonetheles s agree d tha t 
"activist group s suc h a s ACT-UP" ha d helpe d th e caus e o f gay rights . Give n it s particu -
larly confrontationa l tactic s i n Ne w York , includin g th e disruptio n o f a  198 9 servic e a t 
St. Patrick' s Cathedra l le d b y John Cardina l O'Conno r (chapte r 2 , n . 19) , this i s a  verdic t 
not likel y t o be  rendere d b y heterosexual s i n th e res t o f the country , no r eve n i n muc h o f 
the city . 

17. I  a m struc k b y th e constan t recurrenc e o f th e figure  7 7 percent . Th e reade r wil l 
recall tha t th e "progay " gubernatoria l candidate s i n California , Massachusetts , an d Texa s 
won 77 , 77 , an d 7 8 percen t o f th e ga y an d lesbia n self-identifiers , respectively , i n thei r 
general elections . Th e fac t tha t Debora h Glic k wo n 7 7 percen t o f thes e voter s i n he r 
primary, an d Davi d Dinkin s wo n 7 7 percen t o f these voter s i n thi s distric t i n his  primary, 
is a terribly amusin g coincidence . 

18. I t i s notabl e i n thi s contex t tha t Rygor , th e othe r openl y ga y candidate , wa s no t 
picked b y any  of the lesbia n an d ga y respondents . 

19- On e gender-base d issu e differenc e cam e t o th e fore : lesbian s wer e a s likel y a s 
nonlesbian women , and mor e tha n twic e as likely a s gay or nonga y men , t o nam e abortio n 
as one of the to p tw o issue s i n th e election . 

20. Rygor' s faux club , th e "Ne w Frontie r Democrats, " wa s include d t o se e i f i t mad e 
any impac t a t all . On e ga y responden t (wh o wa s heavil y downweighted ) di d cit e Ne w 
Frontier—and tha t perso n vote d fo r someon e othe r tha n Rygor . 

21. Th e "Ne w Frontie r Democrats " were excluded fro m th e analysis . 
22. Thi s i s no t t o say , however , tha t th e GLI D endorsemen t wa s unimportant . Th e 

initial bas e o f volunteer s Glic k neede d t o contac t he r supporter s i n th e lesbia n an d ga y 
community cam e fro m he r hom e club , GLID ; an d th e vote r contac t apparentl y ha d som e 
of the desired mobilizin g effect . 

23. Kennet h S . Sherril l (variou s persona l communications ) argue s strongl y tha t th e 
Times endorsement di d no t necessaril y persuad e uncertai n lesbia n an d ga y voters , bu t 
instead "validated " thei r predispositio n t o vot e fo r Glic k an d gav e the m ammunitio n t o 
use wit h undecide d heterosexua l friend s an d neighbors . Tha t thi s i s possibl e I  concede , 
and Dr . Sherril l is , sayin g th e least , fa r bette r schoole d an d experience d i n Ne w York' s 
Democratic politic s an d LG B politic s tha n a m I . Ye t th e wordin g o f th e endorsemen t 
question o n th e exi t pol l wa s suc h tha t th e stronge r inference , I  believe , i s tha t thes e 
voters ma y no t hav e turne d out , o r ma y hav e vote d fo r a  differen t candidate , absen t th e 
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good wor d fro m th e Times.  Th e on e way t o tes t thes e differing interpretation s woul d hav e 
been t o as k th e voter s whe n the y mad e u p thei r minds , a  questio n frequentl y aske d i n 
exit poll s an d postelectio n surveys . Sadly , n o suc h questio n wa s include d i n th e Glic k 
poll, so the debate remain s unresolved . 

Notes to  Chapter  Six 

1. Edelma n (1993 ) report s figures  differin g slightl y fro m mine . Employin g a  larger , 
combined databas e which incorporate s bot h th e nationa l surve y response s an d th e Califor -
nia an d Ne w Yor k state-leve l respondent s (weighte d dow n t o thei r shar e o f th e nationa l 
electorate), h e reports , amon g othe r findings,  tha t 7 0 percen t o f self-identifier s vote d fo r 
Clinton. Th e nationa l dat a se t mad e availabl e t o academi c researcher s b y ICPS R appear s 
to b e th e on e use d o n electio n night , incorporatin g onl y th e respondent s t o th e thre e 
versions o f the nationa l survey . 

2. Oddly , on e questio n wa s include d i n Version s W  an d Y , bu t no t i n Versio n P , 
whereas thre e additiona l question s wer e includ e i n Y and P , but no t W . 

3. I  foun d n o support , incidentally , fo r th e notio n tha t th e proportio n o f LG B 
schoolteachers i s significantl y highe r i n state s wit h ga y right s law s preventin g thos e 
teachers fro m bein g dismisse d becaus e o f their sexual  orientation . 

4. Tha t one' s part y identificatio n ha s a  direc t effec t o n evaluation s o f presidentia l 
performance, an d o n "objective " nationa l economi c evaluations , i s not i n dispute . 

5. Onl y thirtee n states , mos t o f minima l size , hel d gubernatoria l election s i n 1992 ; 
thirty-five hel d suc h election s i n 1990 . Th e tota l LG B sampl e fro m state s electin g 
governors, therefore , wa s minimal a s well ( N =  40) , and th e differenc e betwee n th e LG B 
and non-LG B group s onl y approache d statistica l significanc e (a t .099) . Littl e furthe r 
analysis o f the gubernatoria l result s ha s been undertaken . 

6. A s note d a t th e beginnin g o f th e chapter , th e vot e fo r thir d candidate s fo r th e 
House o f Representatives wa s omitted fro m th e 199 2 dat a set . Give n th e hig h percentag e 
of vote s fo r thir d candidate s fo r th e Hous e amon g lesbian s an d ga y me n i n 1990 , on e 
cannot conclud e tha t th e two-part y result s presented an d analyze d her e are definitive . 

7. Les s encouragin g fo r Clinton , however , i s th e finding  tha t one-quarte r o f the LG B 
Democrats woul d hav e vote d instea d fo r Ros s Pero t i f h e ha d ha d a  chanc e t o wi n th e 
election. Th e sam e wa s tru e o f equa l proportion s o f LG B Republican s an d independent s 
who did no t vot e fo r Perot . 

8. Again , i t i s importan t t o stat e tha t thi s analysi s exclude s an y vote s cas t fo r thir d 
party an d independen t candidate s i n Hous e races , because thes e votes were no t code d int o 
the dat a set . 

Notes to  Chapter  Seven 

1. I n citie s wit h population s o f 250,00 0 t o 499,00 0 i n th e West , self-identifie d ga y 
men an d lesbian s accounte d fo r 6. 1 percen t o f the votin g populatio n i n Novembe r 1990 . 
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This wa s th e highes t figure  fo r an y regio n o r size/typ e o f locality . (Source : Combine d 
1990 nationa l dat a base s [U.S.A . data.} ) 

2. Th e mos t extrem e exampl e come s fro m a  contes t I  di d no t examin e i n detail , th e 
1990 North Carolin a Senat e race between ultraconservativ e Senato r Jesse Helms , regarde d 
by LGB groups a s the mos t antiga y membe r o f the Senate , and Harve y Gantt , th e Africa n 
American forme r mayo r o f Charlotte wh o quietl y courte d LG B support . Th e twenty-tw o 
gay an d lesbia n self-identifier s i n th e Helms-Gant t exi t poll , nearl y hal f o f who m sai d 
they ha d vote d fo r Georg e Bus h i n 1988 , voted unanimousl y fo r Gantt . 

3. Dole—wh o ha s twic e signe d a  Huma n Right s Campaig n pledg e tha t h e doe s no t 
discriminate agains t LGB s i n hirin g hi s Senat e staffers—go t int o ho t wate r i n th e 
summer o f 199 5 whe n hi s campaig n returne d a  thousand-dolla r contributio n fro m th e 
Log Cabi n Federation , th e nationa l LG B Republica n organization . A  lette r t o Lo g Cabi n 
from Dole' s campaig n sai d th e group' s agend a wa s "completel y opposed " t o th e senator' s 
own. (Lo g Cabi n ha d als o sen t thousand-dolla r donation s t o Wilso n an d Specter' s cam -
paigns, whic h ha d bee n quietl y accepted. ) Afte r bein g criticize d i n th e medi a fo r ap -
pearing intolerant , Dol e publicl y disavowe d th e retur n o f the contributio n an d blame d i t 
on hi s staff . Thi s le d t o more criticism , fro m religiou s conservative s an d fro m commenta -
tors who accused Dol e o f behaving lik e the allegedly flip-flopping  presiden t h e was tryin g 
to unseat . 

Notes to  Appendix 

1. I  have chosen no t t o analyze th e poll s o n th e 198 8 an d 199 2 Democrati c presiden -
tial primaries , i n tha t primar y electorate s d o no t reflec t th e population s o f th e state s i n 
which the y ar e held—and th e 198 8 race s have already bee n looke d a t (Baile y 1989) . Th e 
Glick pol l i n chapte r 5  i s analyzed principall y becaus e o f it s uniqu e independen t variabl e 
indicators, an d additionall y becaus e i t i s th e onl y contes t o n whic h pollin g dat a wer e 
available t o me tha t include d a n openly ga y o r lesbia n candidate . 

As this work goes to press, analyses of the LGB vote i n th e New Yor k and Lo s Angeles 
mayoral race s o f 199 3 ar e forthcomin g fro m Dr . Rober t W . Baile y o f Rutgers-Camden , 
who performed th e analysi s o f the 198 8 Democrati c primar y races . 

2. Th e sol e exceptio n wa s Virginia , i n whic h Republica n Senato r John Warne r face d 
opposition t o hi s reelectio n onl y fro m a n independen t candidat e allie d wit h Lyndo n 
LaRouche. 

3. I n Kentucky , t o tak e th e mos t extrem e example , al l o f fou r respondent s checke d 
the self-identifie r box . In severa l othe r states , the numbe r o f respondents wa s in th e singl e 
digits o r low teen s (se e table 4.1) . 

4. Fo r example , regio n wa s recode d int o "East " o r "non-East, " "South " o r "non -
South," "Midwest " o r "non-Midwest, " an d "West " o r "non-West. " On e suc h dumm y 
variable wa s chose n a s the "baseline " agains t whic h th e other s wer e measured . "Midwest " 
was chose n a s th e baselin e fo r region , "Protestant " fo r religiou s backgroun d an d religio n 
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today, an d "rural " fo r siz e o f localit y i n th e nationa l dat a sets ; i n th e thre e stat e dat a set s 
there wer e n o "rural " cases , so "10,000-49,999" populatio n wa s used a s the baseline . 

In late r analyses , part y affiliatio n an d part y o f th e incumben t officeholde r seekin g re -
election als o wer e code d int o "dummies. " "Independent " wa s th e baselin e fo r party , an d 
"open seat " fo r incumbency . 

5. Ag e group s i n 199 0 wer e clustere d a s follows : 18-29 , 30-39 , 40-44 , 45-49 , 50 -
59, an d 6 0 o r above . Translated , thes e produc e categorie s o f people born , respectively , i n 
1961 o r after ; 1951-60 ; 1946-5 0 (th e immediat e postwa r perio d tha t bega n th e bab y 
boom); 1941-4 5 (th e World Wa r I I years) ; 1931-40 ; and 193 0 o r before . 

In 199 2 th e ag e groups wer e clustere d a s follows: 18-24 , 25-29 , 30-39 , 40-44 , 4 5 -
49, 50-59 , 60-64, and 6 5 o r above. This translate s int o groups o f those born , respectively , 
in 196 8 o r after ; 1963-67 ; 1953-62 ; 1948-52 ; 1943-47 ; 1933-42 ; 1928-32 ; an d 192 7 
or before . 

6. Educatio n cluster s wer e a s follows : di d no t graduat e hig h school , hig h schoo l 
graduate, som e college , colleg e graduate , an d postgraduat e study . Househol d incom e 
clusters i n 199 0 wer e th e following : les s tha n $15,000 , $15,000-$29,999 , $30,000 -
$49,999, $50,000-$99,999 , an d $100,00 0 o r more . I n 199 2 th e las t tw o incom e catego -
ries were revise d t o $50,000-$74,999 , an d $75,00 0 o r more . 

7. Thi s las t wa s deeme d importan t becaus e o f th e larg e infusio n o f America n troop s 
into th e Persia n Gul f an d th e possibilit y o f wa r i n tha t regio n a t th e tim e o f th e 199 0 
general election . 

8. Siz e o f locality clusters : cit y o f 500,00 0 o r more , cit y o f 250,000-499,999 , cit y o f 
50,000-249,999, suburbs , city/tow n o f 10,000-49,999 , o r rura l are a (includin g nonsub -
urban town s o f 10,00 0 o r fewer residents) . 

9. I n calculatin g an d reportin g thes e las t results , I  exclude d Republica n identifiers . 
The candidate s listed , i n order , wer e Texa s Senato r Lloy d Bentsen , Ne w Jerse y Senato r 
Bill Bradley , Arkansa s Governo r Bil l Clinton , Ne w Yor k Governo r Mari o Cuomo , th e 
Reverend Jess e Jackson , Georgi a Senato r Sa m Nunn , an d Virgini a Governo r Dougla s 
Wilder; a n additiona l bo x allowed th e responden t t o indicat e "someon e else. " 
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