BY RICHARD AND HEPHZIBAH HAUSER
The Fraternal Society

THE
HOMOSEXUAL
SOCIETY

RICHARD HAUSER

THE BODLEY HEAD
LONDON




S PRI

\;\f

\,\*”

o NOY 7= ]966
\‘ <:'4 \3 ¢
M‘i’&”‘y OF {Ui:‘ /

g S—— I’pﬂ“‘

1137357

© Richard Hauser 1962
Printed and bound in Great Britain for
The Bodley Head Ltd
10 Earlham Street, London wc2
by C. Tinling & Company Ltd, Liverpool
Set in Monotype Plantin
First published 1962

|

e

CONTENTS

Acknowledgments, 8
. Preface, 9
How This Report Came About, 11

1. THE HOMOSEXUAL SOCIETY
‘© Practising as a Homosexual, 18x°
Where to Get Advice, 21
Homosexuality as a Social Infection, 24 X
2. TYPES OF HOMOSEXUAL
. The Bisexual, 26
The Married Man:
— Upper Class, 26 \
\ Middle Class, 32 T

. '. V |\ Working Class, 33 >

The Demoralized Married Man, 35

The Young Bisexual, 36

The Self-isolated Homosexual, 41

The Fully Sublimated Homosexual or Bisexual, 43
* The Homosexual Prostitute:

. TheYoung Volunteer, 44

(@) The Call-boy, 46

 The ‘Cottage’ type, 48
——\The Club and Pub Prostitute, 49
( The ‘Roller’, 50
Sugar Daddies, 50
‘Mamed’ Homosexual Partners, 51
' The Pub Type, 53
"The Club Type, 54
The Homosexual ‘Friend’, 56
The Prison Queer, 57
The Ship’s Queer, 59
The War Queer, 60 G
The Homosexual Alcoholic,d
The ‘Guilty’ Homosexual, 63,
The Religious Homosexual, 66

5




[
/

CONTENTS

The Paedophiliac, 67
The Psychopath, 67
<The ‘Cottage’ Type, 69
The Self-masturbator, 70
The Homosexual Voyeur, 70
The Sadist-Masochist, 71 7
The ‘Abnormal’ Homosexual, 71
The “Toucher’, 72
The Promiscuous Homosexual, 72
The Rebel, 73
The Woman Hater, 74
The Homosexual ‘Virgin Chaser’, 75
The ‘Body-builder’, 77
The Transvestist:
True, 77
False, 78
The Mentally Sick Homosexual, 79%
The Choice of Partners by Age:

’,:l Mentor|Ephebe, 80

) Obsession with Younger Person, 81
Equal Age, 81
Any Age, 81
Young with Older Man, 81
Very Young, 81

3. ASPECTS OF THE

. HOMOSEXUAL SOCIETY

1 The Homosexual in Society: v
he Family, 82

¢+ _"The Social and Economic Setting, 85

Age of Discretion, 88

Rejection of the Male Role, 92
= Should a Homosexual Marry ?, 94

The Homosexual Sub-cultures, 95 ~

The Minority Problem, 97 ~

2. Personal Attitudes:
Attitude to the Law, 98
The Homosexual Freemasonry, 99
Homosexual Wit, 102

~"_JThe Problem of Staying Eternally Young, Io3

CONTENTS

Attitude to Homosexuality where Close Relationships
are Involved, 105

At what Age?, 106

Irrational Fear, 107

3. Youth:
Homosexuality in Boyhood, 108
Institutional Life in Retrospect, 110
Getting Advice, 113

sy
P

* n
4 he General Public: Ly
~ ./ Public Opinion, 114 ‘
Punishment: Is it the Answer ?, 117 (/

5. Analysis v. Synthesis, 118 /

4. EVALUATION L
A System of Evaluation, 120 -

i
™A Working Hypothesis, 121 \

(

The Five Stages, 123 2
The Personal Age and Social Age System, 127

/5. SOME CONCLUSIONS —

{The Importance of Educating the Educators, 132 ’
\_ The Replacement Machinery, 133 }

The Social Compensation, 136 o /»'
The Social Treatment and Healing of Homo-
sexuals and Bisexuals as Society Problems, 138 '
Causation and Fixation: Some Important b
Stresses, 141 g
A New Code, 14&.

6 SOME POSITIVE SUGGESTIONS
Advice Centres, 149 /
A Suggested Course, 154 [

POSTSCRIPT
The Male Society, 158

APPENDICES

| 1. The Forms of Homosexual Acts, 162

2. Homosexuality in Prison, 163
3. The Private Language of a Minority, 167




ACKNOWLEDGMENTS PREFACE

At the beginning of the text we refer to the cause of our inquiry into
Homosexual Society. Before we started work we decided that this
s a department of life which in recent years had been brought much
more into the light of day but that, nevertheless, much misery and un-
appiness was still being endured by many people through misunder-
janding and prejudice. Public tolerance is, perhaps, greater on account
the many inexpensive text books on this subject produced since the
and the greater use of this choice in literature. The Kinsey report
nd the Wolfenden report have both appeared. But the extent of the
sroblem is in doubt and, since this is not a matter of statistical returns,
must for long remain in doubt.
It may be said at once that although our approach is sociological,
e are nowhere concerned with measurement. We have listened to the
comment and views of about four hundred people of whom most had
experience of living homosexually while others had either a personal or
professional interest. If such words as ‘many’ and ‘often’ jar on the
ear of the statistician, it may be borne in mind that we have been more
concerned with people’s opinion about themselves, their aims, their
difficulties and their potentialities. We have tried to lay the ghost of
the ‘constitutional’ homosexual and to indicate that homosexual living
is socially induced. In the belief that psychoanalysis can play only a
Jimited part in solving the problem, we later outlined what we believe
to be a sound and helpful sociological approach.
Although some opinions have been gathered from personal interviews,
" we have worked mainly in groups, some of which did not survive more
than a few sessions while others lasted for months. Out of deference to
expert opinion, we made use of questionnaires but have no hesitation
in saying that sole reliance on this means would have proved to be
disastrous.

The interviews quoted are often excerpts from discussions and
debates. Care has been taken that no person could possibly identify
himself from the text.

I should like to take this opportunity of saying that while I have been
responsible for most of the work, it would have been impossible to
complete this task without the patience, help and advice I have received

A¥ 9

THE major part of this book was commissioned by the Home Office
Research Unit. The Author wishes to thank the Home Secretary and
his Officers for permission to publish the contents of the Report, and
wishes specially to thank the Head of the Home Office Research Unit, '
Mr T. Lodge for the help and courtesy received. :

It should be clearly understood that any findings or views expressed
in this book are entirely the Author’s, and the permission granted by
the Home Office does not, in any way, reflect their approval or dis-
approval of it.







