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ORUWMTION MEETING SEPT. 28, 1977 

Hote: This m e t i n g  was extremely informal and was man& t o  fos t e r  frazk azd 
open discussion with no actual  decisions b e k g  mde. 
const i tute  a set of minutes, but is intended t o  advise Comckl $r,cahre 05 
the gmera l  discus8ion. This is necessarily only one somewhat subjective 
version of the discussions, but care has been taken t o  see tha t  a l te rna t ive  
vfews a re  recorded. 

The followicg does not 

Committee members present 
Eric Allison 
Paige Armstrong 
Sarah Berga 
Jim Hoehn 
Ray Hurd 
Pamela Merchant 
Monty Rieger 

Camwnity present 
Linda D e W i t t  (CD) 
Mark Ward 
two other students 

A l l  persons present introduced themselves and explained b r i e f l y  why they wore 
there. 
that t h i s  would be an important caramittee. 
bow h i s  student ac t iv i ty  fee  money was being spent. 

Several members f e l t  tha t  Council had set an important precedent and 
Fark Ward said he was there to  see 

F i r s t  there was a general disussion of the charge of Gay Affairs ,  its re l a t ion  
t o  Council and Minority Affairs ,  and committee openness. 

Jim b e h n  suggested tha t  there were three bas:ic categories of a c t i v i t i e s  
appropriate t o  the cmi t tee :  (1) Investigative(t0 f ind out what problems 
and needs there are that are not being m e t  by the University), (2) Advisory 
( to  advise Council on the actions tha t  would a l l ev ia t e  gay student 's  problems 
and need8),&(3) Communications ( f a c i l i t a t i n g  discussioa where doing so may 
d i rec t ly  inprove gay student l i f e ) .  

A gcncral discussion ensued on the problems of gays a t  the  U n i w p i t p .  Mark 
Ward asked whether h i s  money would be spent t o  r e a l l y  solve the problem via  
curing homosexuals, or whether he was being forced t o  pay f o r  the advocation 
of acceptance of an invalid and perverse l i f e s ty l e .  Jim offered th2 opinicn 
tha t  it would be wrong t o  adk gays t o  t r y  t o  solve t h e i r  problem by converting 
t o  heterosexuals. The consensus of the committe was t ha t  we hsd no business 
deciding whether o r  not honosexuality is an invalid l i f e s t y l e ,  but tha t  w e  
should follow our charge from Council. 

Mike Maszaros



J i m  said tha t  Mark Ward was  ra i s ing  a val id  question i f  he was asking whether 
or not there might be some clash between the in t e re s t s  of the heterosexual 
majority and gay students'  in te res t s .  I f  possible cases of a poten t ta l  c lash 
between the in t e re s t s  of these grocps ex i s t s ,  then WI should ser iously ask 
ourselves whether o r  not su f f i c i en t  safeguards exist within Gay Affafrs so 
t h s t  t5a in t e re s t s  of a l l  students are accounted for. Cornnittee mer;5crs respozd 
t P a t  t h i  question was not a val id  one, s ince t h e r e  is no such sedag thing cis 
a gay i n t a re s t  o r  a heterosexual interest. 
i n t e re s t s  which did not dichotomize by a f fec t iona l  o r  sexual oriantation. Also, 
thera ware heterosexuals a s  w e l l  a8 homosexuals on the committee. It was f e l t  
t ha t  there w a s  no fudndamental conf l i c t  and tha t  helping gays didn ' t  imply 
hurting nongays, and tha t  w e  could expect Council i t s e l f  t o  provide an adequate 
check i f  there  were cases h e r e  a conf l i c t  exi8ted. J i m  reminded csomittee memb 
that the committee is a c l rea ture  of Council and tha t  the committee mist  
keep in touch with Council members t o  -ure tha t  the cammittee act ions were 
consistent with a Council cousensue. BSrk Ward disagteed with ~cembers of the 
cornmitteta tha t  there was no confl ic t .  He sa id  t h a t  acceptance of gays hur t  
society. 

Instead there were individuals'  

Mark Ward ra ised objections throughout the d i s c u s 8 ~ m ,  
being coersed into paying f o r  advocacy of acceptance of gays, wbo were a th rea t  
t o  the heterosexual marraige. 
t h a t  many gay people are married and have children. The general consensus of 
the committee waa tS8t we should f d o l o w  tbe  spec i f ics  of our charge, and t h a t  
the matter of student a c t i v i t y  feos was not  germane t o  the  charge or t o  the 
present discussion in the coamittee on gay student problems. 

He s a id  t h a t  he was 

Monty Rieger suggested t h a t  Mark should realire 

Sarah Berga said that  we  should d i s t i n c t l y  i so l a t e  two di f fe ren t  kinds of 
problems and needs. 
denied equal provision of services given t o  a l l  students. Second are the 
problems and needs which are uniepe t o  gay students and whether o r  not they 
a r e  being d e a l t w i t h  adequately. 
the f i r s t  s e t  of problems first. 

Jim suggested tha t  many Council members may not be very w e l l  infonned on both 
the basic f ac t s  about homosexuality and the subjective experience of being gay 
and a University student. 
br ief  materials f o r  tham t o  read, s ince they may be required t o  deal with gay- 
re la ted issues i n  the near futeru. Gong discussion followed on how t o  
develope object ivi ty  i n  th i s ,  and what d i f f e ren t i a t e s  fact froin opinion. N r k  
Ward asked whether viewpoints other than pro-gay propaganda would a l so  be 
preaented co Council members. 
information as received doctrine, tha t  if there was a minority view i n  the 
committee tha t  there could be a minority view attached, and tha t  i n  any case 
Mark was cer ta in ly  welcome t o  place whatever information o r  views he wished 
i n  Council members' bcntea. 
08 possible in the presentation of basic information. 

F i r s t  i s  t h e  problem of whether o r  not gays are being 

Many a&greed with Sarah tha t  we should tackle 

Many of them might appreciate our chosing very 

J i m  suggested tha t  we would not present subject$.% 

Sarah sa id  tha t  of course we would be as object ive 

The meeting adjourned a t  10:45 P,M,, two hours a f t e r  it began. 
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After the meeting, the ChaPrperson ident i f ied soam of the inmediate p r i o r i t i e s  
of the committee: 

(1) To deternine the current legal  interpretat ions of what r igh t s  gpys have 
as students. 

(2) Po develope a very brief summary of re la t ive ly  objective information 
about homosexuality. 
experience of being gay a t  the University. 

Develope a br ie f  subjective evaluation of the 

(3) To examine bas i cun ive r s i ty  services and program to  see tT?ethem gay 
students are receiving the levels  of services t o  which they are e n t i t l e d  
as University students. 

To s o l i c i t  comments from Council, University students, faculty,  and 
administration on gay student problems. 

(4) 

Jim Hoehn 
Chairperson, Gay Af f a i r r  


