
Media rarely objective qbout homosexuality
The "discovery" of"new

evidence" ofa "gay gene" was
trumpeted on the front page of fie
Weshi gton

scientific
breakthrough

Bul the story is

rn lhe mcritical
"reporting" by

major media

homosexuality

Integrity and that a colleague of
Hamer has charged that Hamer
sclectively reported data in ways
that enhanced the study's lhesis.

Press stories don't mention lhat
Hamer was rcassigned to other
areas ofresearch, such as smoking
and cancer, aftcr cthical questions

The Porl story tells of
researchcrs "confi rming and
(extending) ... the discovery that
hereditary faclo$ apparently
preospose some men ro
homosexuality." But is it good
science for scientists to confim
and exlcnd their own original
findings? Such findings must bc
confirmed by other scientists.
Hamer, rvho published his originai
conclusrons rn sclence magazrre!
chose another publication. Nature
Genetics, for his latest

The Posl notes tlat the second
sludy, unlike the firsl. reporls on a
control group of heterosexual
brothers, but downplays thc fact
that 22 percent oflhe non-gay
brothcm had the samc genetic
markcrs. Nol oI y is scicnlilic
rntegrily compromis€d in such
studies, joumalistic credibility is.

too. Hamer once told a m€eting of
Parents and Friends ofLesbians
and Gays, "ifyou lell the press
what lo write about a scidtific
study, they'il write it."

Why has most of the press
become a shill for the gay riehts
movement? Fear is one answcr.
Most libemls donl want to be
labcled "intolerant" and shy away
from any motal code thal doesr't
support theiqrpolitical comfort
levev But pefiaps the main rcason
is that the establishment media
have deveioped a relalionship wilh
rhe political objectivcs ofsay
righas aclivism that has shamefully
€ompromised their ability to report
objectively and lairly on the issue.

Evidence ofthis comprornise is
cverywhere, from the open
recnrilment of "gay joumalists" to
a convcntion ofthe National
Lesbian and Gay Joumalists
Association meeting in
Washrngton last month.

The Washingtotl Posl
contributed $2,500 to the
conrcrtion and underwrote a
Nalional Press Club awards
re']ctlion. The Ne\r York Tinet
kictod in $5.000 and co-sponsorc(l
lrlorB with NBC Ncws. lr liil(.00(r

contribulor) a luncheon with the
Minority Joumalism Association

Other mainstream media
underwriten included Kniahr
Ridder ($15,000), The cannen
Foundation ($10,000), CBS New
($'t,s00), the Los .4ngeles Times
($5,000), ABC News Washinston
Bureau ($3,000). Hearst
Newspapers and Zr€ Mr,rri
Herald ($2.500 each).
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and an cxample ofthe loss of
credibility lhe press suflirs whcn i1
ctimbs {nto bcd with an(advocacy

- TK story quotes anorhcr
"study" by Dean Hamer, a
molecular biologist at the National
Cancer Institute (NCl) One might
ask why federal funds targeted for
cancer research are being diverted
for anolherpu?ose.

I he Post fails to mention thal
llamer's widely trumpeted l99l
''glly gene" study is under
tnvcsligation for allcgcd iiaud by
thc lc.lcral Office ofResearch

Wot d anyone imagine such
press gjants making contributions
to, orcavorting with, thc Christian
Coalition? Whatever happcncd to
prcss ethicsl Whatever hanncned
ro rhc alm's-lengrh separarion
joumalists were supposed ro
observc between themselves and
the subiects they cover?

Never has ia bcen more
necessary for the public to analyzc
the information it receivcs lrom
the media in order to deiermine
whether it rs ruth or propaganda.
Incrcasingly, when it comes to
homoscxuality, the prcss cannot bc
trusted.

('d Tht,ne\ .olunn is distrib-
rtl\l t,t th. Los Angeles Times $, -


