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Welcome to 
the latest is-
sue of [no 
definition], 
Cambridge 
University’s 
only LBGT 
magazine! We - that’s your new 
editors, James and Rory - are proud to be reporting 
for service with this, our first issue! And boy is it a 
cracker! We’ve got 32 whole pages of LBGT awe-
someness for you to procrastinate away your term 
with!

In this issue we’ve got hot interviews with two of the 
most influential young LBGT activists, one a UK 
exclusive with America’s youngest civil rights hero 
and his family, Will Phillips, and the other with the 
Stonewall Young Campaigner of the Year, Daniel 
Fryer. 

As a bit of light relief we’ve also taken a closer look 
at your brand-spanking new LBGT committee as 
we Prowled around Cambridge, and are proud to 
introduce a fun new feature, “Mystic Queer”, where 
you can peruse LBGT-themed predictions for the 
coming year.

Have a great read of these and everything else we’ve 
put together for you! Hope to see you at Rendez-
vous, and best of luck for the rest of term!

James & Rory
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If you want to subscribe to [no definition], 
please email editor@cusu-lbgt.com with 
your name, college and year of graduation 
(this is so we know when to stop sending you 
issues). Subscription is completely free and 
anonymous. All issues will be delivered to 
your college in plain CUSU envelopes. Also, 
if you have any contribution ideas - articles, 
creative writing, or letters - don’t hesitate to 
email us at the same address.

Letter from the editors

Editors
James Kemp
Rory Thomas
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Hey everyone! I’m Beatrice, 
CUSU LBGT President!

Our amazing executive and I are al-
ready working on some very exciting  
plans for this term and we hope to see as 
many of you as possible as we  reach out to
the Cambridge LBGT scene and beyond.

Our main aims this term are to bring not only the same high level of 
commitment that you’d expect as standard, but also a healthy dollop 
of fun too in what is an inevitable return to studies!

On the campaigns front, we are launching two brand new cam-
paigns: Firstly there’s “International LGBT Rights”, which aims to 
monitor the situation of our rights in other countries across the 
globe in order to reflect the views of all students, both international 
and domestic. Secondly, we’re  launching our “Think Outside The 
Box” campaign to improve awareness of and accessibility for non-
binary-gendered people throughout the University, including inclu-
sive forms and providing unisex toilets.

For you party animals out there, you’ll be happy to hear that Ren-
dezvous @ Revs has been increasingly successful and we are look-
ing forward to building upon that success by organising a host of 
themed Monday night events at the brand new location The Cow. 
Also, Sunday Socials and Grad Events have been spectacularly busy, 
particularly in the last few weeks of term, so special thanks go to our 
Social and Grad Officers for that!

Remember, CUSU LBGT is a wonderful society thanks to all of you 
who make it so special, so we want to hear your voice. If you’ve ever 
a question or concern I’m only a quick email away at president@
cusu-lbgt.com. So please do check out our website (www.lbgt.cusu.
cam.ac.uk) which we are currently updating and integrating with 
the CUSU site. You can find details on the site about our mailing 
lists to make sure you’re kept in the know with what’s sure to be 
another great term!

Much Love,

Beatrice
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  How old were you when you realised you were queer? 19.   If you 
could be someone for a day, who would it be? Dumbledore.   Who’s 
your biggest hero of the noughties? Hugh Laurie, for his heroic aid 
with procrastination. ...and your biggest villain of the noughties? 
Lady Gaga.  Just kidding, I just thought the reaction from this mag 
zine’s target audience would be amusing.  What’s your type? Usually 
Calibri or Palantino, but you can’t beat Zapfino for over the top ele-
gance.  What can you see yourself doing 10 years from now? Sitting 
in a physics lab, shooting lasers at stuff. Possibly cats.  The best and worst 
things about the Cambridge LBGT scene...? Everyone’s very friendly. And 
knows everyone else. Which means things get very incestuous. Biggest club 
anthem? Anything with a beat, I don’t go to Revs for the quality of the music. 

J A C K . D A V I E S

 
  P H Y S I C S
C A I U S

Cambridge Prowler

D A N . G R E E N

How old were you when you realised you were queer?  12 or 13. If you could 
be someone for a day, who would it be? Fred Phelps. I want to know what 
he’s thinking; whether he  genuinely believes his doctrines. Who’s your 
biggest hero of the noughties? Johann Hari – he writes my mind. ...and 
your biggest villain of the noughties? Tila Tequila – will someone save 
humanity from the curse of her unstoppable drivel? What’s your type? 
Bright but unconventional (so Cambridge should be my paradise). What 

can you see yourself doing 10 years from now? Working for educational 
reform, with a bit of journalism on the side, maybe. Hopefully professional 

Facebookers will also exist by then. The best and worst things about the 
Cambridge LBGT scene...? Best – most of us are lovely. Worst – zillion:one 
guy:girl ratio. Biggest club anthem? Gaga. Always Gaga. Anything Gaga.

T A Z . R A S U L

3RD 
Y E A R P P S 
S E L W Y N

1ST 
YEAR 
C O M S C I
R O B I N S O N

How old were you when you realised you were queer? 13 or 14 If 
you could be someone for a day, who would it be? Alan Turing – I 
might have a hope of passing my exams! Who’s your biggest hero 
of the noughties?  Ellen DeGeneres – for just being totally amazing 
...and your biggest villain of the noughties?  George Bush – need I 
say more? What’s your type? Someone who can make me feel good 

about myself What can you see yourself doing 10 years from now? 
Hopefully working for Google! The best and worst things about the 

Cambridge LBGT scene...? Best – seeing loads of my friends at Revs 
every Tuesday. Worst – not enough non-social stuff (watch this space 
though!) Biggest club anthem? Bad Romance
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How old were you when you realised you were queer? 12. I tried to kiss my 
best friend...and she slapped me in the face! If you could be someone for a 
day, who would it be? Sappho: intellectual, smart, powerful...and a charm-
ing lesbian mother! Who’s your biggest hero of the noughties? I don’t re-
ally have one! ...and your biggest villain of the noughties?  I would have to 
say the dreadful Berlusconi. What’s your type?  My fiancée: sweet, smart, 
elegant and breathtakingly beautiful. What can you see yourself doing 10 

years from now? Something in academia, researching Classics, or working 
for an NGO! I’ll be living with my fiancée, some cats and will be a 35 years old 

LGBT activist! The best and worst things about the Cambridge LBGT scene...?  
It’s a golden bubble: an amazing tolerant city to be L, G, B or T in, but sometimes 
you lose the sense of the world outside and stop fighting. Biggest club anthem? 
Girls Just Wanna Have Fun - Cyndi Lauper!

MPHIL 
C L A S S I C S
H O M E R T O N

This term, [no definition] got back on the prowl around the Cam-
bridge LBGT scene and chose some vivacious individuals for 
you to get the low-down on.

B E A T R I C E . D A . V E L A

S V E N . P A L Y S

How old were you when you realised you were queer? Around 11 years 
old. If you could be someone for a day, who would it be? Bernadette 
Peters, to have her voice Who’s your biggest hero of the noughties? 
Rufus Wainwright ...and your biggest villain of the noughties? Dr 
Horrible (Neil Patrick Harris) What’s your type? Geeky and devastat-
ingly good looking What can you see yourself doing 10 years from 
now? A workaholic programmer moonlighting as a cabaret singer 
The best and worst things about the Cambridge LBGT scene...? Best: 
The crazy conversations. Worst: It can be inconveniently small. Biggest 
club anthem? When Love Takes Over - David Guetta feat. Kelly Rowland.

W I L L . M O R L A N D

2ND 
YEAR 

COMSCI
Q U E E N S ’

How old were you when you realised you were queer? 19. If 
you could be someone for a day, who would it be? Tyler Brûlé 
Who’s your biggest hero of the noughties? Madeleine Pey-
roux – her voice has been my companion through the hard-
est moments. ...and your biggest villain of the noughties?
Tracey Emin – her art makes me angry. What’s your type? Search 
‘stevieproductions’ on youtube. What can you see yourself doing 
10 years from now? Running 3 magazines on 2 continents. The best 
and worst things about the Cambridge LBGT scene...? Worst: The 
‘one-night-stand’ culture. Best: The amazing people you would have 
never met otherwise. Biggest club anthem? Shakira – Eyes Like Yours.   J A P A N E S E
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How old were you when you realised you were queer? Around 
14, although I didn’t admit it until I was 16. If you could be some-
one for a day, who would it be? Alice Pieszecki. Who’s your big-
gest hero of the noughties? Jóhanna Sigurðardóttir ...and your 
biggest villain of the noughties? Robert Mugabe What’s your 
type? My girlfriend. What can you see yourself doing 10 years 
from now? Dubiously ‘teaching English’ in various exotic locations. 
The best and worst things about the Cambridge LBGT scene...? 
The best: knowing everyone. The worst: everyone knowing you. 
Biggest club anthem? I’ve Gotta Feeling by the Black Eyed Peas.

3RD 
Y E A R 
PHYSICS PHD
C L A R E

3RD 
YEAR M M L
N E W N H A M

Cambridge Prowler

K T . B O S S E . F O Y

R E I . H A B E R B E R G .

How old were you when you realised you were queer? I don’t think I re-
ally REALISED until the first girl I kissed at 22, but in hindsight it was 
bloody obvious. Everything worked out for the best though, if I’d start-
ed dating girls any earlier I probably wouldn’t have gotten the grades to 
get into Cambridge. If you could be someone for a day, who would it 
be? For one day? Probably a professional sky diver... Who’s your biggest 
hero of the noughties? Rachel Maddow. ...and your biggest villain of 

the noughties? Bush-Cheney-Howard. I include Howard because I like 
to think Australia is important, even though that may be self-deception...  

What’s your type? Aware, adventurous and honest. What can you see your-
self doing 10 years from now? Environmental policy or working for an 
NGO. The best and worst things about the Cambridge LBGT scene...? It’s 
really big given the size of Cambridge, but people only seem to socialise in 
little sections of it. Biggest club anthem?  ‘Dance Epidemic’ by Electric Six.

R H I A N N O N . M U L H E R I N

How old were you when you realised you were queer? 12. My sister 
says she knew when I was 10, but I think she’s just showing off. If 
you could be someone for a day, who would it be? You! I bet you’re 
pretty cool. Who’s your biggest hero of the noughties? Neil Gaiman 
or Haruki Murakami. Not exactly queer icons, but they’d be my most 
satisfying finds of the last ten years. ...and your biggest villain of the 

noughties? Whoever it was that came up with the term “noughties”. It’s 
almost aggressively trendy. What’s your type? Milk, no sugar. . What 

can you see yourself doing 10 years from now? Writing my epic master-
piece on the walls of the box I’m living in. The best and worst things about 
the Cambridge LBGT scene...? It gets too political at times. I’m pretty 
comfortable here, though; it’s easy to fit into once you’ve found it. Biggest 
club anthem? The Time Warp. But if I request it they just look at me.

2ND 
Y E A R 
J A P A N E S E 
N E W N H A M
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The noughties were undoubtedly a significant period for the queer movement 
in politics, society and culture, in which various media platforms, including 
cinema, each played their own role in supporting the LBGT cause. Although 
the nineties were a big decade to follow for noughtie filmmakers focusing on 
queer representations – the previous decade having given birth to such LBGT 
film classics as Philadelphia, Boys Don’t Cry, Beautiful Thing and The Op-
posite of Sex, to name a few – our noughtie film buffs stepped up to the chal-
lenge, and it seems that, in the past ten years, queer cinema has truly shed its 
niche image and broken into the mainstream. 

With that in mind, [no definition] is proud to present a brief roundup of some of 
the top queer films that you couldn’t have missed in the last ten years:

01 Brokeback Mountain (2004) was by far the biggest �lm of the 
decade in the category. Ang Lee’s cowboy-love-drama went down ex-
ceptionally well amongst critics, making this the largest-grossing �lm 
LGBT �lm to date. While it stirred up its fair share of controversy 
and criticism, including from within the queer community, it took 
an image of non-hetero love to the mass market like no other had 
done, which was remarkable in itself. Overrated, but it does the job. 

02 Bad Education (2004) from Pedro Almodovar was his semi-auto-
biographical take on a set of twisted relationships in Franco-era Spain. 
Exploring themes of transsexuality, sexual abuse and drug abuse, 
the �lm examines the friendship between two schoolboys, and the 
lies that follow them into the grown-up world. Almodovar’s master-
piece has caused controversy for tying up its depiction of the Catho-
lic Church so directly with pedophilia, which has been a slight mar 
on the �lm’s legacy, but has certainly not detracted from its greatness. 

03 Milk (2008) was another Oscar favorite – a biographical �lm on 
the life of Harvey Milk, America’s �rst openly gay politician, explor-
ing his rise to prominence and the sacri�ces he made in the process. 
Despite o�ering an inspirational real life story, Milk received criti-
cism for its lack of female representation, the �lm featuring a disap-

pointingly small number of lesbian representations outside of 
Anne Kronenberg role as the campaign manager. However, the 
�lm did bring Harvey Milk’s achievements to light, and led to 
wider recognition of his contribution to the queer rights move-
ment, even helping to establish a Harvey Milk Day in California. 

04 Shortbus (2006) was a slightly strange take on themes of 
sexual frustration and interconnected relationships in New 
York, boasting a cast of twelve ‘main’ characters, each in a 
state of confusion about their sexual preferences. Some crit-
ics branded Shortbus porn, in respect of its explicit, and seem-
ingly endless, sex scenes, but the movie was able to distinguish 
itself from being another X-rated �ick with its depth of storyline. 
Add to that an eclectic soundtrack and you have a true mod-
ern gem. Just one note: this isn’t one to watch with the parents. 

05 Itty Bitty Titty Committee (2007), from Jamie Babbitt 
(who also helmed ‘But I’m A Cheerleader’), was unique as be-
ing both a lesbian comedy and a top-quality piece of femi-
nist cinema. Interestingly, everyone involved in the creation 
of the �lm – the cast, the production team, those in charge of 
the soundtrack… – was female, and identi�ed either as lesbian 

or queer. �rough this, the �lm was able to more accurately ex-
plore the radical feminist culture �rsthand from the perspective 
of those on the frontline. An interesting take on a niche market. 

06 Transamerica (2005) is undoubtedly the �rst patently trans-
sexual �lm that springs to mind when looking back on the 
noughties. Following pre-op Bree (Felicity Hu�man of Desper-
ate Housewives fame) as she travels across America to complete 
the �nal stage of her transition to female, the �lm is more than 
just a documentation of her traversing the States and looks more 
deeply at the real journey of Bree confronting her true identity. 
What made Transamerica most touching was that it o�ered ev-
eryone an opportunity to relate with Bree as a person, irrespec-
tive of gender, especially through her struggles with parenthood 
and with her own parents themselves. Sweet and inspiring. 

07 Angels in America (2003) is, in a single word, epic. Al-
though not quite a �lm, this six-hour mini-series star-
ring Meryl Streep and Al Pacino was groundbreaking in 
transforming Kushner’s original play to television and ex-
plores issues of race, sexuality, spirituality and politics in 
an AIDS-stricken 1980s New York. A modern masterpiece.

01 02 03 04 05 06 07
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N o u g h t y 
c i n e m a !
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‘Arco Iris’ samba band play in Market Square to celebrate the launch of Cambridgeshire’s LGBT 
History Month

Miriam Lynn leads a dripping bunch of walkers around to explore Cambridge’s LGBT History As a special measure, the Rainbow Flag was �own on top of Guild Hall for the whole of LBGT 
History Month

Nicola Clithero, featured in BBC’s ‘Real Britain’, speaks about what it’s like to be asexual.

[no definition] does Awareness Week

AWARENESS WEEK 2010
Last term, in the �rst week of February, CUSU LBGT ran its 

annual Awareness Week. �e week was jam-packed with LBGT-
related events inteded to increase awareness of queer issues amongst 
all Cambridge students, including a range of talks and social events.  
Now that it’s all over, [no de�nition] is proud to present its coverage 
of Awareness Week. First,  we’ve an overview of the week in pictures 
(for which massive thanks go to photographer Liam Brierley!) and 
then we caught up with some of the students who took part in the 
various LBGT-related events to �nd out what they thought of it all.

Cambridge-based trans activist Sarah Brown talks about transgenderism.

CUSU LGBT and the Cambridge LGBT Sta� Network’s stall at the History Month Launch

Images: 
Liam Brierley
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CUSU LBGT Radio 
by Marcus Buck

I don’t actually remember agreeing to co-host the 
LBGT Radio Show to kick-off Awareness Week. I must 
have given my drunken consent one night in Revs on 
my way back from the bar. At the time, I probably 
had fizzy visions of presenting a hard-hitting, award-
winning show, attracting thousands of listeners across 
East Anglia and beyond. The next day I would receive 
a call from the BBC making me an offer I couldn’t 
refuse and I’d jump on the next train to London for a 
glittering career in broadcasting, leaving my History 
degree behind forever. Watch out Paxman.

As the day came closer, however, it began to dawn on 
me that two hours is an awfully long time to chat, even 
for a motor-mouth like me. I met my lovely co-host 
Katie Spenceley for a production meeting (i.e. coffee 
in Starbucks) and we began to thrash out ideas. By our 
second latté we began to get really excited about the 
show and what it could cover. What is unique about 
being gay in Cambridge? Are we having a better or 
worse time than our friends in other universities? 
And what issues remain relevant to LBGT students 
today? By openly debating such topics we hoped to 
engage people for the rest of Awareness Week and 
garner interest in all the other events CUSU LBGT 
had planned. 

The show turned out to be an absolute pleasure 
to present. We managed to round up the latest 
international news from a gay perspective, gave tips 
about coming out, talked about the peculiarities of 
being gay in Cambridge, discussed whether lesbians 

were intrinsically self-hating (!), attempted to line up 
a blind date, and played an unnecessary amount of 
Lady Gaga. ...the highlight? Unintentionally offending 
a certain high profile local from the Cambridge gay 
scene, prompting him to threaten (on Facebook, 
obviously) to report me to Ofcom and sue for damages! 
At least I knew we had some listeners!

The drama having subsided, I’d like to thank Katie 
for being such a great co-host (and for knowing what 
to do with all the knobs!), as well as the guys at CUR 
1350 for allowing us onto the airwaves. Thanks also if 
you tuned in, and apologies if I offended any more of 
you with my loose tongue! I’m still keeping my phone 
charged for that call from the BBC. 

[no definition] does Awareness Week
Images: Liam Brierley

“Out in the Workplace”
by Sven Palys

Cambridge is perhaps one of the most tolerant places 
on the British Isles, if not in the whole of Europe. Many 
of us have gone through the ‘coming out’ process here, 
or, for those who feel they have always been ‘out’, the 
bubble has been a place of great acceptance. But what 
does life look like after Cambridge? Will I have to return 
to my proverbial closet once I have a job? Awareness 
Week kick-started this year’s run of events with ‘Out 
in the Workplace’ to address exactly these anxieties. 

The speakers represented some of the most sought-
after sectors for graduates: managing consultancies, 
law firms, political work, government, technology, as 
well as a rather surprising addition of the Church of 
England. “Yes, there are difficulties,” the speaker from 
the managing consultancy said, “certain clients, for 
whatever reason, refuse to deal with someone who 
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is gay. In those rare instances, if I feel too uncom-
fortable, the company will back me and find some-
one else do take over the account.” Of course such 
circumstances are far from ideal, but in the end, he 
echoed much of the general opinion of the evening. 
Employers and colleges, especially in such highflying 
jobs, have changed their attitude towards LBGT im-
mensely. “Most larger organisations have special net-
working events for members of the LBGT community 
to mingle,” expresses the representative from Google. 

However, whilst broad acceptance is close, there 
are still pockets of disdain to be found. The ex-cler-
gyman from the Church of England told of a much 
more mixed life in office. “Being out in the church 
means,” he took a deep breath and continued, “ev-
eryone immediately thinks of you as some kind of 
kiddy-fiddler” and concluded with a pained smile. 
The room was swept by an awkward silence that 
soon broke with an anecdote about an old lady spe-
cifically inviting him and his boyfriend over for tea. 

The Phillips family on “liberty and justice for all”
On 5 October 2009 a then ten-year old Will Phil-
lips of West Fork, Arkansas, “the middle of the Bi-
ble belt”, refused to stand to recite the Pledge of Al-
legiance with his classmates. After four consecutive 
days of refusals, Will was threatened by his teacher 
with getting his parents involved, to which he re-
plied, “With all due respect, ma’am, you can go and 
jump off a bridge.” By November Will’s scrupulous 
resistance to the Pledge was front-page news of The 
Huffington Post, an online newspaper ranked by The 
Observer as “the most powerful blog in the world”. 
Since then he has appeared, with his family, on The 
Advocate, The Daily Show with Jon Stewart and 
countless blogs. Membership of his Facebook groups 
and fan pages currently totals around 6500 people, 
and he even picked up a GLAAD (Gay & Lesbian 
Alliance Against Defamation) Award in March for 
his segment ‘Why Will Won’t Pledge Allegiance’ 
on CNN. Well, why won’t he pledge allegiance?
Jay and Laura Phillips are comfortable with the term 
‘straight allies’ and have identified with it for a very 
long time. When asked by their son, Will, whether 
reciting the Pledge of Allegiance is compulsory they 
told him that it wasn’t. So Will decided that, in ac-
cordance with his opinion that being “one nation 
under God, indivisible, with liberty and justice for 
all” is an aspiration yet unrealised, he would stop 
following convention and start following his values.
These observational skills, critical thought and strong 
moral compass are traits which can only be highly 
commended, from a highly intelligent fifth-grader. 
What strikes you about Will is, although he is not out-
spoken as one might expect such a person to be, he is 
plain-spoken and confident, without being rehearsed. 

He has not prepared what he is going to say and he 
doesn’t have an argument to put forward to me. This, 
I believe is a credit to Laura and Jay, and to his up-
bringing. In some of the most liberal households chil-
dren are still brought up learning about love and rela-
tionships in two stages: firstly, that the nuclear family 
is the only type of family; and secondly that, actually, 
the nuclear family is not the only family type, but the 
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default family type. There are other family types, but 
they are aberrations. In the way that Jay and Laura 
are so open with their children it is clear they give 
due credit. “People think that kids don’t know what 
‘gay’ is. Yes, they do! We have a lot of gay friends that 
spend a lot of time at our house, and Will has totally 
grown up knowing that sometimes you grow up to 
marry a girl and sometimes you grow up to marry 
a boy and whatever is okay; it doesn’t matter,“ Laura 
tells me. And this, I suspect, is why Will hasn’t come 
prepared with an agenda. He has nothing against 
which to argue. There is no hypothetical conflict.
A great thing about the Phillips family is that, be-
cause they have discussed these issues at great length 
with people that agree and disagree, they are not in 
an ideological bubble away from reality. Jay views the 
Pledge of Allegiance as “an expression of civic virtue 
or pride. Even though I don’t have to do it, I choose to 
do it because I love my community and like having a 
way to express that.” In explaining the Pledge of Alle-

giance to Will, he likened it to singing ‘Happy birth-
day’ at a party: “You have a right not to sing it, but if 
you don’t you’re gonna look like a jerk.” The stronger 
cultural emphasis on patriotism in America means 
that resistance and challenge are difficult. “I told [Will] 
that sometimes it’s easier to go with the flow and pick 
your battles.” Will replied to this word of caution that 
“sometimes it is easier… but then nothing changes.” 
And thus the tone of purity of the ‘struggle’ is set.
Another thing about which they’re grounded is the 
mixed reactions that they have, and continue to, re-
ceive. Blogs and videos abound in support of Will’s 
actions, such as ‘Will Phillips Is My New Hero’ and 
‘Will Phillips for President’; however, of course, 
there is opposition and scepticism, too. “People 
say we’re just using him to further our own poli-
tics” says Laura, Will’s mother. “At first it was like, 
‘He’s doing it to defend his two mummies or his 
two daddies, ‘cause obviously no straight ten year 
old could understand the different aspects of hu-
man behaviour.’ Now, the idea some of these peo-
ple have is that we’ve corrupted him, because we’ve 
been honest about human sexuality and differences 
with him. It just boggles the mind sometimes.”
Will himself has stayed confident and strong through 
negative responses by peers and adults alike. More 
than homophobic insults, which can be regrettably 
expected, the issue in question is the Phillipses’ pa-
triotism. “A lot of my friends were told not to talk to 
me because I was unpatriotic,” notes Will. “And do 
you think you are unpatriotic?” I ask. “I think I’m 
actually more patriotic, for standing up for what the 
Pledge of Allegiance represents, by not saying it.” 
Will and his mum press that they are staying true 
to the flag by deeply considering the values it repre-
sents – “liberty and justice for all” – and refusing to 
endorse those values until they have been realised. 
Furthermore, the Phillips family knows that the op-
position they sometimes face is ephemeral in the 
grand picture. “As I keep telling Will,” Jay says, “we’re 
just tourists in the land of intolerance. And there are 
people who live this every day. People we know, peo-
ple we love, people we care about. It’s just not fair.”
For us in the UK, hearing about the tribulations of 
high-school students Constance McMillen and Der-
rick Martin (LGBT students both banned from their 
proms), as well as the highly contentious Prop 8 gay 
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marriage trial in California, it sounds like the USA is 
in a gay rights low, and it is easy to feel angry about 
the continued intolerance and resistance of people 
towards equal LGBT rights. Laura herself describes 
the feeling for her and the LGBT community as “a 
really low point”. But this is a matter of perspectives. 
Jay, who “stay[s] pretty in touch with conservatives 
politically”, is sure that there are real signs of prog-
ress and hope, of a tipping 
point. “For the GLBT com-
munity, we’ve already won 
a battle. But there’s a lag. 
The reason things seem to 
be getting much uglier and much more partisan and 
bitter is that, culturally speaking, the social conser-
vatives have got their backs to the wall. Every single 
year that passes, a year’s worth of the older generation 
dies off, and we replace them with people like us. It’s 
a slow, inexorable grind in our country. Progress has 
always been an incremental and constant force, and 
it may ebb and flow. You have action and reaction, 
but you keep watching that water marker, and the 

tide keeps rising, and that rising tide lifts all boats.”
And the Phillipses know that a breakthrough is nigh. 
We are angry about Derrick, we are angry about 
Constance, we are angry about Prop 8, and we know 
that something is gathering momentum. “We’re 
coming to almost that head where it is another civil 
rights movement that’s about to take that next jump,” 
speculates Laura, “from just saying you believe in 

equality or holding a sign 
or signing a petition; to 
boots on the ground, di-
rect action to get stuff 
done.” Will Phillips is 

the face of GetEqual.Org, what he describes as “a 
new grassroots campaign whose founders organised 
the National Equality March in Washington [last 
November]. It encourages direct action and non-
violent civil disobedience.” As his father attests, “In 
this country, groups of people have only gotten their 
rights when they got loud about it; whenever they 
stopped being polite and made some noise.” There is 
no disputing that the Phillips family is doing just that.

“People think that kids don’t 
know what ‘gay’ is. Yes, they do!”
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If there’s any genre of music to which the gay community 
is invariably linked, it’s pop. Madonna, Britney, Lady Gaga...
some of the biggest “gay icons” of the past twenty years have 
been pop stars. Of course, this close, practically stereotypical, 
affiliation with the camp pop scene can prove to be polarising, 
even offensive. On one level it seems that pop music – with its 
throwaway lyrics and shallow celebrity culture – is all that we, 
as a gay community, can be expected to appreciate. Just in the 
hairdressers today, I heard a conversation which proved the 
point. The guy next to me was talking about a gay colleague of his 
at work: “...he’s everything you’d expect a gay man to be. Funny, 
camp, a bit of a joker”, he said with a smile, proud of his forward-
thinking-ness. Yep, that’s us – the gays: not really to be taken too 
seriously. How can our musical palette ever be expected to digest 
anything more taxing than pop? After all, we’re not complex 
people like those straight folk. Heaven forbid we like music of 
any depth. 

But for all the debate to be had, we shouldn’t risk turning our 
anger inwards at one of the very institutions which has helped 

bring the discourse of gay rights to the mainstream. After all, it’s 
not pop itself which has been responsible for perpetuating such 
homophobia, and with the preponderance of gay icons in pop in 
the last ten years, we should be supportive, not scornful, of the 
genre, even if the music itself is not always to our tastes.

That being said, isn’t there something a little disconcerting 
about the term “gay icon”? In one sense, it may be that the whole 
concept of the “gay icon” is merely a stumbling block in the way of 
real equality, and one which we should now – in this, the second 
decade of the new millennium – discard. After all, if the term 
‘gay icon’ becomes a term of exclusivity for an artist, to the extent 
that they become solely defined by their affiliation with their gay 
audience, then the risk is that gay and straight culture will only 
become further detached. And this, of course, risks undermining 
the very rights for which such artists have spoken out in support 
of. With this in mind, it seems that the most successful ‘gay icons’ 
have been those who have been able to cross communities gay 
and straight. It is only by their clear anchorage in the centre of 
mainstream pop culture that artists such as Madonna and Lady 
Gaga are consistently heralded as warriors of the gay community. 
By appealing to the their collective community of gay and 
straight fans, they have allowed their gay rights discourse to 
pervade the mainstream itself, which is where the heart of the 
prejudice lies, bringing the two cultures closer together, rather 
than pushing them apart. I saw a tweet by Lady Gaga the other 
day which made me think. It read: “isn’t it interesting how one 
singing voice is either good or bad, but a CROWD of singing 
ALWAYS sounds beautiful?” She’s right. And that’s just the point. 
By conquering the mainstream and uniting their fans, regardless 
of age, nationality and colour, regardless of sexuality, pop artists 
can be catalysts for change and produce something which their 
fans, taken individually, struggle to achieve.

In this sense, there is still clearly a need for the “gay icon”. 
however much the term itself may jar. But, apart from being able 
to exude appeal in both the gay and straight community, what 
exactly does it mean to be a successful “gay icon” in pop in the 
twenty-first century?

One thing that doesn’t seemed to have changed as the 
nineties moved into the noughties is the almost exclusive hold 
that female popstars have over the gay icon mantra. Sure, some 
of the faces may have changed – the Spice Girls are now Girls 
Aloud, and Madonna is, well, still around – but being a gay icon 
seems to have remained largely a woman’s job. On the surface, 

Love it or loathe it, there’s no denying that, for gay pop fans, the past decade has been heav-
en. Now as the noughties turn into the teenies, [no definition] editor James Kemp takes a 
look back at what our pop idols have done for the gay community in the past ten years and 
asks whether the concept of the gay icon itself is... 

Acceptable in 
the noughties?
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this may seem arbitrary (even, for an audience of gay men in 
particular, counterintuitive), but in reality it makes perfect 
sense. The reason for the gay community’s affiliation with such 
strong independent women is because they represent the ideal: 
the ideal of a presupposed “weaker” party – women – prevailing 
in an oppressive, masculine world. And not just prevailing, but 
prevailing with style. It doesn’t matter that the majority of these 
so-called “gay” icons aren’t in fact gay at all: what they, and their 
success stories, represent goes beyond that. They represent that 
it’s possible: the fight can be won.

And this isn’t limited to rhetoric. A prevalent trait amongst 
artists idolised as “gay icons” is the fact that they themselves have, 
at one time or another, been famed for their personal struggles. 
Lady Gaga has made no secret of the fact that she was the outcast 
at school, Mariah Carey’s battled depression, Rihanna’s had Chris 
Brown and there was a point in the mid-2000s when you’d be 
forgiven for forgetting that Britney Spears was famous for being 
a pop star, rather than a one-woman headline generator. Much 

of the time, these personal struggles go above and beyond those 
faced by many even in the gay community today, but the point 
is that they allow such artists to exude a human character, and a 
human, victimless strength, to which many gay men and women 
can relate, and from which we can all, regardless of our sexuality, 
derive inspiration. Chris Crocker may have dramatised the point 
a little (or even a lot) when he demanded that people “LEAVE 
BRITNEY ALONE!”, but the core sentiment was the same. “It’s 
all about letting people who don’t fit in know that someone out 
there is fine with who they are”, Lady Gaga again says. “And that 
other people have gone through the same thing”.

Of course, we should not get carried away and forget the more 
direct contributions such artists have made to the gay community. 
In the past ten years, we’ve seen artists such as Kelly Osborne and 
Pete Wentz march against Proposition 8 in California, Gaga take 
to the podium in Washington to demand gay rights action from 
President Obama himself, and Britney Spears and Miley Cyrus, 
amongst others, daring to provoke Middle America by publicly 
speaking out in favour of gay marriage. It’s an affirming thing to 
see popstars putting their influence and coverage to such good 
use, especially when they, more so than anyone else, have the 
ability to shape the minds of the young generation. Because every 
decade will have its popstars. Let us not forget what “pop” is short 
for. So perhaps the day when the term “gay icon” becomes as 
much as a misnomer as the term “straight icon” would be today 
is still a little far off, but it’s a goal we’ve got to strive for. And until 
that sunny day, the gay icon is a source of support that we cannot 
afford to shun.

“It doesn’t matter that the  
majority of these so-called “gay” 
icons aren’t in fact gay. What they 
represent goes beyond that.”.

Images
Left: female, successful and not a stranger to personal struggles, Britney Spears has 
become a bona fide gay icon.  Right: although a relative newcomer to the pop scene, 
Lady Gaga has quickly established herself as a true gay icon.
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Daniel Fryer, at age 18, is Stonewall’s Young Campaigner 
of the Year. After becoming a Stonewall Youth Volunteer 
in February last year, he began his own program to sup-
port young victims of homophobia around Wolverhamp-
ton, delivering workshops centred on overcoming various 
forms of bullying. His short film about homophobia made 
it to the London LGBT Film Festival in March - you can 
view it at www.tinyurl.com/DanielFryer2010. [no definition] 
caught up with Daniel to get the inside scoop on his story.

So Daniel, how did you hear about Stonewall?

In the pretty homophobic area where I live, Stonewall plonked 
a huge  ‘Some people are gay, get over it’ billboard on the main 
road that you couldn’t miss. My best friend and I took a trip to 
go and see it. I just stood staring at it with a huge smile on my 
face, and then noticed the Stonewall logo at the bottom. �e 
next stop was Google – straight onto the website and straight 
in with an application to join the Youth Volunteering Program!

Wow. Just like that! So, how did 
your peer mentoring scheme 
come about and how does it work?

I worked as a Peer Mentor myself for around 
six months prior to volunteering for Stone-
wall. I quickly realised that while we were 
well trained on how to help mentees deal 
with most forms of bullying, we, like a lot 
of teachers, knew little on how to deal with 
homophobic bullying. Over the following 
six months, I worked with Peer Mentors in 
mine and two other schools in Wolverhamp-
ton, delivering workshops on LGB issues 
and how to support victims of homophobic 
bullying – cyber bullying, verbal abuse, etc. 
Since the beginning of the scheme there has 
been an 80% improvement on average in 
how well-equipped Peer Mentors are to help 
any student who comes to them about ho-
mophobic bullying, or issues such as com-
ing out or confusion about their sexuality.

How do you think that ho-
mophobia can best be tackled at school?

�rough interaction with the pupils. �ey’re all old enough to have 
their own opinions, but much homophobia comes from simply 
wanting to go with the crowd. If you actually discuss the issue on 
an adult basis with school pupils, I �nd they’re very responsive. 
It helps far more than sweeping the issue of homophobia under 
the carpet as a lot of people would feel more comfortable doing.

...and at university?

Get involved in any way you can! It’s all about awareness so get 
inventive! Homophobia in halls is a big issue for LGBT students 
at university, so maybe that’s something about which research 
can be conducted. �e bene�ts of LGBT campaigning for young 
people are hugely signi�cant, and there is nothing more per-
sonally satisfying than knowing you’ve helped a young LGBT 
person feel more comfortable and happy with who they are.

Article
Taz Rasul

What about yourself? What were your ex-
periences surrounding your sexuality?

Is it wrong that I’m quite excited to �nally talk about my coming 
out story in an interview? In terms of realising that you’re gay, 
I don’t’ think anyone really realises that they’re gay in the sense 
that they just think, “Oh, I must be gay.” I don’t think anyone la-
bels themselves like that straight away; I think it’s more a realisa-
tion that you’re attracted to a particular sex, or at least it was for 
me. �e ‘gay’ label didn’t come until quite a while a�er. For me, it 
wasn’t really a realisation; it was just a consistent fact that was al-
ways there. I put the label on it when I was about fourteen, and of-
�cially came out when I was sixteen. �at’s when I told my mum.

What helped you in coming out?

I was lucky enough to have a few openly gay friends before I 
came out, and Brokeback Mountain and Queer as Folk helped 
quite a lot as well! One of my friends also threw me a ‘coming 
out’ party, which was amazing! Rainbow shots, cowboy hats and 
my very own Narnia at the back of the closet to burst out of!

A�er reading the recent pro/anti-LGBT campaign de-
bate in �e Cambridge Student, what are your thoughts 
on the role of LGBT organisations and societies?

I do not agree with the view that “LGBT doesn’t help gay integra-
tion”. LGBT organisations help so many people �nd and feel com-
fortable with their LGBT identities, and that should count for a lot. 
�e ‘gay lifestyle’ isn’t about �nding someone to take home at all; it’s 
about being somewhere that you can completely be yourself with-
out fear or intimidation. We don’t yet have complete equality; there 
are still many people with homophobic attitudes and many people 
su�ering abuse for it in the dark corners of society that go unno-
ticed, so why shouldn’t we be able to come together as a community 
under the title ‘LGBT’? Suggesting that LGBT is stopping gay inte-
gration is, in my opinion, simply suggesting that to be ‘integrated’ 
we must sit quietly and hope that nobody bothers us. ‘Integration’ 
is being accepted completely for every part of our gay identities 
and having the freedom to express them as overtly as we like, not 
simply being hushed so that nobody really minds that we’re there.

Do you think civil partnerships are good enough, 
or should we get the word ‘marriage’ as well, see-
ing as they’re almost equivalent in UK law?

Here’s a little story. My friend Laura has a son, Joel, who asked 
whether two women could get married. Laura said, “Yes, 
but we don’t call it ‘marriage’, we call it ‘civil partnership’.” He 
asked, “If they’re the same, why do we call it something di�er-
ent? �at’s stupid.” If a four-year old can pick up on the exclu-
sion of gay people by calling their marriages ‘civil partner-
ships’ and �nd it stupid, then why isn’t it obvious to adults?

�is issue of [no de�nition] is about the last decade. What 
do you think of the LGBT movement in the noughties? 

As someone who campaigns to tackle homophobia in schools 
speci�cally, the repeal of Section 28 (prohibiting “the teach-
ing of the acceptability of homosexuality as a pretended fam-
ily relationship”) in 2003 was one of the best parts of the 
noughties. �at law made it di�cult for LGB students to 
be supported in schools, and at the time I was one of them! 

But the noughties are over! So where do you go from here?

I’ve completed my A levels and am currently on a gap year work-
ing as the world’s most overdressed GP’s receptionist. I’m doing 
so much with Stonewall that my head might explode! As well 
as my short anti-homophobia �lm [which got screened at the 
London LGBT Film Festival], I’ll be conducting a workshop at 
Stonewall’s ‘Education For All’ conference in July, and am cur-
rently planning the Stonewall Youth Event on 5th June. I’ll be 
moving to London in September to study English Language and 
Literature at King’s College, where I’ll continue to develop my 
campaigns workshops to a wider audience in London schools. 
�ings change so o�en that I just like to grab every chance that 
comes my way. I’m happy with wherever I end up in ten years, 
as long as I know I haven’t let any opportunity pass me by.

Sttonewall is one of the UK’s primary lesbi-
an, gay and bisexual rights lobbying organisations. 
For more information, go to www.stonewall.org.uk.

Daniel Fryer, Stonewall Young 
Campaigner of the Year
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�ings change so o�en that I just like to grab every chance that 
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Sttonewall is one of the UK’s primary lesbi-
an, gay and bisexual rights lobbying organisations. 
For more information, go to www.stonewall.org.uk.

Daniel Fryer, Stonewall Young 
Campaigner of the Year

[no definition] interview
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When new Honduran President Por�rio “Pepe” Lobo took o�ce on 
the 27th January this year, the world breathed a sigh of relief. From 

the earliest days a�er the coup of June 28th last year the international 
community, following the lead of the United States, had professed its 
desire to “normalise” the situation. Central America’s �rst military coup 
in two decades could only, a�er all, be a blip (and an embarrassment) 
in what was the otherwise steady march of development in the region. 
    �e Guardian reported Lobo’s inauguration, along with ousted Presi-
dent Manuel Zelaya’s departure from his refuge in the Brazilian Em-
bassy and from the country, as a “quiet end” to the turmoil in Honduras. 
Equally quietly, Honduras returned to its position internationally on 
the shelf of a “peaceful enough country somewhere in Latin America”. 
    Unfortunately the reality in Hondu-
ras has been neither so simple, nor so quiet. 
    �e Honduras Resistance to the coup, within the loose coali-
tion of the Popular National Resistance Front (FNRP), remains a 
permanent pockmark in the hasty makeover e�orts of the new ad-
ministration. Accordingly the hundreds of thousands of Hondu-
rans who make up the resistance have remained the targets of brutal 
state repression. In the �nal two weeks of March alone �ve journal-
ists associated with speaking out against the oligarchy were mur-
dered, the most recent in a string of assassinations since June. 
    Yet while the impacts of the coup have reverberated through 
every section of society, they have been most painfully pro-
nounced within the country’s LGBT community. Since June 
28th, 26 members of the LGBT community have been murdered. 
    APUVIMEH (an association for a better life for people infected and 
a�ected by HIV/AIDS in Honduras) is an LGBT organisation based in 
Tegucigalpa that has experienced the violence �rsthand. One of its core 
sta� members and public human rights activists, 24 year old Walter Tro-
chez, was murdered in a brutal attack on the 13th December 2009 for his 
involvement in the national resistance movement. Five other members of 
the organisation have �ed the country as a result of the political climate.
    Ricardo Antonio Figueroa, ex-Director of Projects at APUVI-
MEH, has been the latest loss to the organisation, also leaving Hon-
duras for political reasons: “�e o�ce of human rights which has re-
viewed my case told me that I have to make the decision to continue 
living in Honduras how it is now or, if I want emotional stability, to 
live outside the country, because here it is certain I will live with the 
psychological and emotional damage which drives the repression.”
    Ricardo Antonio´s entire life changed a�er the coup. He was targeted in 
his neighbourhood, followed home by unlicensed motorbikes and vans, 
and lived with the constant terror of being “disappeared” in the streets 
as so many other members of the resistance have been. �e sad reality is 
that in a country where human rights have become synonymous with re-
sistance, this is the life of many in the LGBT community who are simply 
working to create a society free from homophobia and discrimination. 

Fighting For Freedom in 
Honduras

Article
Tanyo O’Carroll

What is more, it is not only LGBT activists in Honduras who have 
felt the socio-political impacts of the coup. Of the 26 deaths in the 
past 8 months, less than a quarter are suspected political assassina-
tions of resistance members. �e majority of what LGBT organisation 
Arco Iris has called the post-coup “surge” of violence against the gay 
community is actually an increase in general homophobia and hate 
crimes. Indeed, the combination of instability with a major political 
shi� to the right has been taken as a green light to would-be homo-
phobes in an already deeply homophobic country. Lobo’s new gov-
ernment has done nothing to correct the assumption, making no ar-
rests in any of the 26 cases of murder against gays and transsexuals. 
    “�ey are going to legalise discrimination of gays” argues Ricardo 
Antonio. President Por�rio “Pepe” Lobo is the same man who, as previ-
ous head of the National Congress, changed an Article in the Constitu-
tion to unequivocally condemn the legitimacy of same-sex marriages, 
where previously the wording had been ambiguous. He is also the same 
man who ran his electoral campaign with the slogan “Zero Tolerance”. 
    More concerning still is the role of fundamentalist religious groups whose 
great in�uence within the elite interests behind the coup remain potent 
despite e�orts of the new administration to transform its image into that of 
a legitimately elected government. �ese are the same groups who openly 
incite homophobia and denounce homosexuality as a sickness and a sin.
     While violence against the LGBT community in Honduras has been a 
clear and consistent problem for years, with activists suspecting that three 
LGBT murders go unreported for every one that is documented, the posi-
tion of the new government has sent a message to the country that violence 
against the gay community will go unpunished. �e fear that institutional 
discrimination will be next, in the shape of policy and legislative changes, 
hangs equally heavily in the air for organisations such as APUVIMEH.
    Despite the climate of homophobia and political censorship that cur-
rently sits over Honduras, the coup has at least reinvigorated and uni�ed 
LGBT campaigning. On the 7th March, APUVIMEH, Renacer, and new-
ly-created youth group Ýouth Leaders in Action joined a wider resistance 
demonstration outside the National Congress to publically denounce the 
murders of gays and transsexuals that have occurred since the coup. �e 
teenagers released their own press statement and read it to a crowd of 
thousands demanding that the President and new Minister of Security 
Oscar Alvarez implement justice and security for the LGBT community. 
    “I do believe we have a positive future in this country” as-
serts 16 year old transsexual Amanda, a youth member of Ren-
acer. “We will continue to demand change and the ful�llment 
of our rights until we can end this discrimination that we face”. 
     It seems a fragile hope when set against the barbaric mur-
der of 20 year old transsexual Debora on the 25th March, but it 
is young people such as Amanda, mobilised by the open persecu-
tion they have faced since June, that will be able to make the change. 
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With over four decades of LBGT equality legislation 
in Britain, and strong LBGT student support here in 
Cambridge, it’s easy for us to think that the execution 
of gay people is a regrettable relic from the times of 
Henry VIII. This year, however, the nation of Ugan-
da is on track to join at least seven other countries 
which still regularly execute their own citizens for 
being gay. David Bahati, MP of the National Resis-
tance Movement (NRM), Uganda’s governing party, 
has introduced legislation which is being dubbed by 
Western media as the “Kill the Gays” bill. Already 
Ugandan law proscribes a prison sentence of up to 
fourteen years for “carnal knowledge of any person 
against the order of nature,” but apparently that’s not 
enough.  Mr Bahati, who (shockingly) was educated 
at the University of Wales, has explained the object 
of the legislation is to protect children from being 
“recruited” to homosexuality... by killing gay people.
The bill currently recommends life imprisonment 
to anyone convicted of homosexuality, which in-
cludes oral and anal sex between people of the same 
gender, including through the use of sexual organs 
or “any other sexual contraption.” Furthermore, a 
person can be found guilty if he or she “touches an-
other person with the intention of committing the act 
of homosexuality.” Yes, gay hugs can get you locked 
away for life. Bahati’s bill has gained notoriety out-
side Africa, particularly for its provisions which pre-

scribe the death penalty to any Ugandan convicted of “aggravated 
homosexuality.” This includes homosexual sexual acts with people 
who are HIV positive, disabled or under eighteen. Furthermore, “se-
rial offenders” of homosexual acts, as well as those who procure sex 
using any “drug, matter, or stupefying thing” will be put to death.
In February, David Kato of Sexual Minorities Uganda was invited by 
the Centre for Gender Studies to speak at Jesus College on the legisla-
tion, as well as on the broader situation for gays and lesbians in his 
country. Kato explained that this bill, whether it passes or not, will be 
taken as further confirmation that it is acceptable to attack and even 
kill LBGT people by an increasingly hostile and homophobic Ugandan 
population. Kato him-
self is no stranger to 
this brutality. He has 
been physically at-
tacked on four sepa-
rate occasions, arrested 
twice, and fired from 
his teaching job due to 
his sexual orientation. 
During his discussion 
at Jesus, he explained 
one such incident. The 
police entered a bar in 
which he was sharing 
a drink with a man, 
arrested him, and led 
him to prison. While 
in prison, Kato was 
subjected to the taunt-

Last month, David Kato of Sexual 
Minorities Uganda gave a speech at
Jesus College about his experi-
ence with Uganda’s Kill the Gays 
Legislation. Richard Johnson was in 
attendance and now reports on the cur-
rent status of what many fear is a pend-
ing gay genocide in the African nation.
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ing of the prison guards, who dared him to demonstrate how he 
engaged in sexual acts with men. According to Africa News, hu-
man rights organisations have documented numerous cases of 
torture or other ill-treatment against lesbians and gay men in 
detention because of their sexual orientation. Kato also shared 
stories of lesbian friends of his who have been subjected to “cor-
rective rapes.” Some Ugandan men violently sexually assault les-
bians in an effort to “teach” them how to engage in “good” and 
“moral” sexual behaviour – rape is now a family value, apparently.
The tragedy of the Ugandan “Kill the Gays” legislation is, unfortu-
nately, not an isolated one. It re-
flects a growing trend throughout 
the African continent, prompted 
by increasingly radicalised 
branches of Christianity and 
Islam, including the Pentecos-
tal and Sharia law movements. 
Currently, the governments of at 
least three African nations (Su-
dan, Mauritania, and the north-
ern provinces of Nigeria under 
Sharia law) regularly execute gay 
people. This legalised and institutionalised homophobia is only a 
manifestation of larger cultural trends in Africa. Even in South 
Africa, the only country in the continent to recognise same-sex 
marriages, “corrective rapes” of lesbians have been known to hap-
pen. Notably, in 2008, there was a high-profile case where a 19-
year-old lesbian athlete was gang-raped, tortured and murdered.
When asked what we, as Cambridge students, can do to work 
against this legislation, Kato’s response was sobering. He ac-
knowledged the enormous difficulties in overcoming the reli-
gious and cultural mores which have fostered homophobia in 
Uganda. He emphasised that this is a movement which is going to 

have to occur principally within Uganda. Most Ugandans believe 
that homosexuality is an import from the West. The Huffington 
Post quoted a Ugandan teacher who explained, “The youths in 
secondary schools copy everything from the Western world and 
America. A good number of students have been converted into 
gays. We hear there are groups of people given money by some 
gay organisations in developed countries to recruit youth into 
gay activities.” Attitudes of this kind run throughout Uganda, 
high into the political establishment, and make it difficult for 
non-Ugandans to influence the democratically elected leaders of 

that country from passing legislation 
which sadly reflects the viewpoints of 
many of their constituents. Ugandan 
Ethics and Integrity Minister Dr James 
Nsaba Buturu remarked that he was 
“not paying attention to them - the for-
eigners and the so-called rights activ-
ists or watch dogs. We are really getting 
tired of this phrase ‘human rights.’ It is 
being abused... if you in your countries 
have chosen to promote anal sex, that is 
your business. Leave us alone.” The real 

challenge comes to groups within Uganda, such as Kato’s Sexual 
Minorities Uganda, to work against this ostensibly impenetrable 
wall of bigotry. In spite of all the challenges, Kato’s spirit appeared 
unbreakable, and his strident conviction in upholding the hu-
man rights of LBGT Ugandans was inspiring.  His visit was a poi-
gnant reminder that the fight for LBGT equality is far from over. 
We may be able to live our lives unreservedly here in Cambridge, 
but we should not take this for granted, simply out of respect 
for the millions of LBGT people around the globe who cannot.

“[Kato] has been physically at-
tacked on four separate occa-
sions, arrested twice, and fired 
from his teaching job due to 

his sexual orientation.”
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01: homosexuality is illegal in almost every African country. Sudan, Nigeria and Somalia all impose the 
death penalty for homosexuality, and now Uganda has a bill pending that would lead to the same 02: 
civil rights worker David Kato has experienced for himself the brutality of homophobia in Uganda
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I have never been comfortable self-de�ning. I 
would much prefer to do what the Greeks did: 
love and fuck who I want for who they are, dis-
regarding the genitalia that they possess. �e 
Greeks did not understand the concept of a 
‘homosexual’ or a ‘heterosexual’, because the 
person with whom you had sex did not anchor 
you to your sexuality. With regards to sexual 
orientation, you did what you did, and you 
were who you were, and one was not a re�ec-
tion of the other. I like that system very much.
But let’s not dwell on the (ancient) past. In the 
here and now I have just about overcome feeling 
fraudulent because I am neither L, B, G nor T. 
For a short time in secondary school, if people 
asked, I’d say I was ‘pansexual’. �is seemed most 
�tting, but it also invited antagonism from those 
(many) friends of mine ignorant enough to think 
that straying outside of the ‘traditional categories’ 
was an attempt to politicise my entire existence. 
I got around the nomenclatural problem by an-
swering “I’m… just… whatever”, which seemed 
to get across a similar message without making 
me look militant. It seems that putting a fancy 

word to something necessarily politicises it.
�us, in actuality, I have never thought of myself 
as a bisexual, although I may seem it to you, be-
cause I am attracted to men and I am attracted 
to women. But why do I renounce bisexuality?
Firstly, in what I would like to be a non-politi-
cal, uncontroversial way (but what, in 
2010, is not), I support the asser-
tion that there are more than 
two genders. Although 
there seems to be a clear 
distinction between 
XX and XY chro-
mosomes, these 
do not correspond 
uniformly to the 
appearance, per-
sonality, tone of 
voice, facial bone 
structure, stance or 
attitude of a person 
demarcated by this 
biological dichotomy 
- something we might 
describe in terms of mas-
culinity and femininity. Endless 
studies of trans and intersex people 
have demonstrated that even chromosomal 
di�erences are not clear-cut. I limit myself in 
talking about this because I don’t want to preach 
to the choir, and because I’m certainly no so-Pa
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Taz Rasul studies the diffiiculties of 
being bisexual in the twenty-first cen-
tury and explains why she thinks it’s 
about time that real bisexuals should 
give up the “b”  label altogether.
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01: one problem with the term “bisexuality” is that it views gender as being capable of 
binary classification, something which is increasingly being challenged. 

{bisexual}
adj: sexually 

attracted to both 
men and women

ciobiologist. �e term “bisexual” is a problematic intersection 
between sexual orientation and gender, because beliefs on the 
verity of gender categories are undergoing change. As people 
come to recognise the di�culty of classifying genders within 
the binary model then maybe former “bisexuals” will automati-

cally start to refer to themselves as “pansexuals” 
or “omnisexuals” without feeling as though 

they have fundamentally changed. It 
will be the social perception of gen-

der that has changed, and not 
people’s sexualities. So I am 

sceptical about the gender 
assumptions upon which 
“bisexuality” is based.
Second is the point that 
the dictionary de�ni-
tion of bisexuality and its 
cultural understanding 
no longer coincide. �ey 

barely even overlap. And 
this is very pertinent. My 

ubiquitous friends at AskOx-
ford.Com de�ne a bisexual as 

“a person who is sexually attract-
ed to both men and women”. Ignor-

ing the gender binary for the moment, 
this de�nition does not favour one or another 

sex. But the word “bisexuality” has been engulfed by 
a patriarchal culture of sexualisation to an extent that is unsal-
vageable by the very people who are “sexually attracted to both 
men and women”. I have given up on reclaiming “my” sexuality 

because I feel that people like 
me have been given up on by 
our own mascots. Today it must 
start even younger: the �rst bi-
sexuals to whom we are likely 
to be exposed are those like 
T.A.T.U., like Megan Fox and like 
Katy Perry. �e bisexuals most 
accessible to us are pumped 
full of fame, full of silicon, full 
of heroin, and full of male fan-
tasy. �e women at the fore-
front of bisexuality seem to de-
grade themselves by exploiting 
the women-desiring parts of 
themselves, for the lustful and 
onanistic purposes of lads’ mag 
subscribers. A�er seeing this 
self-degradation, I am more 
than �ne with alienating myself 
from this conception of bisexu-
ality. Further down the line, what 
seems like the majority of bisex-
uals I saw at secondary school 
level were the ones who had 
noted from Katy Perry exactly 

how to titillate boys by titillating girls. �ese girls would profess 
their bisexuality right into the arms of a successive string of males, 
and males almost exclusively. I do not dismiss this behaviour as 
‘inferior’ in any way to how I behave sexually; for, a�er all, there 
are no grounds on which to declaim this as any less legitimate.
As a friend of mine recently expressed, “�ese girls appreci-
ate the beauty of females and consider themselves bisexuals. 
I am bisexual because when I see a woman who’s beautiful, I 
want to fuck her.” In my eyes, these are the female bisexu-
als that “bisexuality” has disowned. When I am attracted to a 
girl, I am also attracted to her in private. When I am attract-
ed to a girl, I want to have sex with her alone. When I have 
sex with a girl, there is nothing in me that feels at loss with-
out a boy. I suppose one could call me an “old-school bi-
sexual” with no twenty-�rst century cultural overtones. 
�ere is a place for the term ‘bisexuality’. It does denote a real 
phenomenon and is a legitimate umbrella term. But just not 
for people who love, and make love to, people indiscrimi-
nately of gender. Times change and meanings shi�. In the 
�eld of gender and sexuality, the signi�er and signi�ed rarely 
match up sans complications. In our psychosocial need to de-
cipher people’s ‘essences’ from their repertoires of actions, 
and in our cultural drive to classify phenomena regardless of 
their suitability for classi�cation, we are in a constant e�ort 
to label and relabel a spectrum of behaviours and types. �e 
time has come when the ‘old-school bisexuals’ must let go of 
‘bisexuality’, a label exhausted of its erstwhile meaning. Un-
til the gender binary is addressed and this cultural rut is rec-
ognised, we are the nameless. Ironically enough, to be eman-
cipated from classi�cation is the aim I have wanted all along. 



24 25

I have never been comfortable self-de�ning. I 
would much prefer to do what the Greeks did: 
love and fuck who I want for who they are, dis-
regarding the genitalia that they possess. �e 
Greeks did not understand the concept of a 
‘homosexual’ or a ‘heterosexual’, because the 
person with whom you had sex did not anchor 
you to your sexuality. With regards to sexual 
orientation, you did what you did, and you 
were who you were, and one was not a re�ec-
tion of the other. I like that system very much.
But let’s not dwell on the (ancient) past. In the 
here and now I have just about overcome feeling 
fraudulent because I am neither L, B, G nor T. 
For a short time in secondary school, if people 
asked, I’d say I was ‘pansexual’. �is seemed most 
�tting, but it also invited antagonism from those 
(many) friends of mine ignorant enough to think 
that straying outside of the ‘traditional categories’ 
was an attempt to politicise my entire existence. 
I got around the nomenclatural problem by an-
swering “I’m… just… whatever”, which seemed 
to get across a similar message without making 
me look militant. It seems that putting a fancy 

word to something necessarily politicises it.
�us, in actuality, I have never thought of myself 
as a bisexual, although I may seem it to you, be-
cause I am attracted to men and I am attracted 
to women. But why do I renounce bisexuality?
Firstly, in what I would like to be a non-politi-
cal, uncontroversial way (but what, in 
2010, is not), I support the asser-
tion that there are more than 
two genders. Although 
there seems to be a clear 
distinction between 
XX and XY chro-
mosomes, these 
do not correspond 
uniformly to the 
appearance, per-
sonality, tone of 
voice, facial bone 
structure, stance or 
attitude of a person 
demarcated by this 
biological dichotomy 
- something we might 
describe in terms of mas-
culinity and femininity. Endless 
studies of trans and intersex people 
have demonstrated that even chromosomal 
di�erences are not clear-cut. I limit myself in 
talking about this because I don’t want to preach 
to the choir, and because I’m certainly no so-Pa

ss
in

g 
th

e 
ba

to
n 

of
 f

em
al

e 
b

i
s

e
x

u
a

l
i

t
y

Article
Taz Rasul

Taz Rasul studies the diffiiculties of 
being bisexual in the twenty-first cen-
tury and explains why she thinks it’s 
about time that real bisexuals should 
give up the “b”  label altogether.

01

Images
01: one problem with the term “bisexuality” is that it views gender as being capable of 
binary classification, something which is increasingly being challenged. 

{bisexual}
adj: sexually 

attracted to both 
men and women

ciobiologist. �e term “bisexual” is a problematic intersection 
between sexual orientation and gender, because beliefs on the 
verity of gender categories are undergoing change. As people 
come to recognise the di�culty of classifying genders within 
the binary model then maybe former “bisexuals” will automati-

cally start to refer to themselves as “pansexuals” 
or “omnisexuals” without feeling as though 

they have fundamentally changed. It 
will be the social perception of gen-

der that has changed, and not 
people’s sexualities. So I am 

sceptical about the gender 
assumptions upon which 
“bisexuality” is based.
Second is the point that 
the dictionary de�ni-
tion of bisexuality and its 
cultural understanding 
no longer coincide. �ey 

barely even overlap. And 
this is very pertinent. My 

ubiquitous friends at AskOx-
ford.Com de�ne a bisexual as 

“a person who is sexually attract-
ed to both men and women”. Ignor-

ing the gender binary for the moment, 
this de�nition does not favour one or another 

sex. But the word “bisexuality” has been engulfed by 
a patriarchal culture of sexualisation to an extent that is unsal-
vageable by the very people who are “sexually attracted to both 
men and women”. I have given up on reclaiming “my” sexuality 

because I feel that people like 
me have been given up on by 
our own mascots. Today it must 
start even younger: the �rst bi-
sexuals to whom we are likely 
to be exposed are those like 
T.A.T.U., like Megan Fox and like 
Katy Perry. �e bisexuals most 
accessible to us are pumped 
full of fame, full of silicon, full 
of heroin, and full of male fan-
tasy. �e women at the fore-
front of bisexuality seem to de-
grade themselves by exploiting 
the women-desiring parts of 
themselves, for the lustful and 
onanistic purposes of lads’ mag 
subscribers. A�er seeing this 
self-degradation, I am more 
than �ne with alienating myself 
from this conception of bisexu-
ality. Further down the line, what 
seems like the majority of bisex-
uals I saw at secondary school 
level were the ones who had 
noted from Katy Perry exactly 

how to titillate boys by titillating girls. �ese girls would profess 
their bisexuality right into the arms of a successive string of males, 
and males almost exclusively. I do not dismiss this behaviour as 
‘inferior’ in any way to how I behave sexually; for, a�er all, there 
are no grounds on which to declaim this as any less legitimate.
As a friend of mine recently expressed, “�ese girls appreci-
ate the beauty of females and consider themselves bisexuals. 
I am bisexual because when I see a woman who’s beautiful, I 
want to fuck her.” In my eyes, these are the female bisexu-
als that “bisexuality” has disowned. When I am attracted to a 
girl, I am also attracted to her in private. When I am attract-
ed to a girl, I want to have sex with her alone. When I have 
sex with a girl, there is nothing in me that feels at loss with-
out a boy. I suppose one could call me an “old-school bi-
sexual” with no twenty-�rst century cultural overtones. 
�ere is a place for the term ‘bisexuality’. It does denote a real 
phenomenon and is a legitimate umbrella term. But just not 
for people who love, and make love to, people indiscrimi-
nately of gender. Times change and meanings shi�. In the 
�eld of gender and sexuality, the signi�er and signi�ed rarely 
match up sans complications. In our psychosocial need to de-
cipher people’s ‘essences’ from their repertoires of actions, 
and in our cultural drive to classify phenomena regardless of 
their suitability for classi�cation, we are in a constant e�ort 
to label and relabel a spectrum of behaviours and types. �e 
time has come when the ‘old-school bisexuals’ must let go of 
‘bisexuality’, a label exhausted of its erstwhile meaning. Un-
til the gender binary is addressed and this cultural rut is rec-
ognised, we are the nameless. Ironically enough, to be eman-
cipated from classi�cation is the aim I have wanted all along. 



“Why Queer?  Ah, do we really have to use that word?  It’s trouble. 
Every gay person has his or her own take on it.  For some it means strange 
and eccentric and kind of mysterious. �at’s okay, we like that.  But some 
gay girls and boys don’t. �ey think they’re more normal than strange.  
And for others “queer” conjures up those awful memories of adolescent 
su�ering.  Queer. It’s forcibly bittersweet and quaint at best --- weakening 
and painful at worst.  Couldn’t we just use “gay” instead?  It’s a much 
brighter word and isn’t it synonymous with “happy?” When will you 
militants grow up and get over the novelty of being di�erent?

  Well, yes, “gay “ is great.  It has its place.  But when a lot of lesbians 
and gay men wake up in the morning we feel angry and disgusted, not 
gay.  So we’ve chosen to call ourselves queer. Using “queer” is a way of 
reminding us how we are perceived by the rest of the world.  It’s a way of 
telling ourselves we don’t have to be witty and charming people who keep 
our lives discreet and marginalised in the straight world.  We use queer 
as gay men loving lesbians and lesbians loving being queer. Queer, unlike 
GAY, doesn’t mean MALE. And when spoken to other gays and lesbians 
it’s a way of suggesting we close ranks, and forget (temporarily) our 
individual di�erences because we face a more insidious common enemy.  
Yeah, QUEER can be a rough word but it is also a sly and ironic weapon 
we can steal from the homophobe’s hands and use against him.” 

- “QUEERS READ THIS”, 

A lea�et distributed at pride march in NYC,  June 1990. 

�is was one of the �rst attempts to reclaim queer as a positive 
word. Twenty years later, we have Queer Studies departments in major 
universities and national groups like Queer Youth UK. Despite this, it’s 
still a word that many think has negative connotations. �at doesn’t 
have to be so -  queer is positive, it’s inclusive, and it’s unifying.

�e LGBT movement isn’t just about LGBT. Heresy. But it isn’t. �e 
issues we face, the discrimination and the fear, aren’t about how we 
identify ourselves, but how others think about us. Does it matter to a 
bigot that transgenderism is a biological, not an orientation, issue? No. 
�e reason why they hate us is because we are not straight. Not even 
just ‘not straight’ - we don’t conform to their ideas of gender, or sex, or 
life in any way, and that’s terrifying. We are the other, the unusual, the 
queer.

So why lie down and accept this word? Surely it’d be better not to 
be queer, if that’s what they want us to be. It’s a negative de�nition  - 
queer is not normal. �e words gay, lesbian, bisexual, transgender - 
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In a society bent on classi�cation and labels, 
the term “queer” has the potential to transcend 
such rigid taxonomy. Yet even today there are 
those who don’t know what the term means, or 
think it’s pejorative. Jack Davies attempts to lift 
the lid on the  issue and presents his take on...
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against lesbian speci�city: that if I am a lesbian I have to desire 
in a certain way. Or if I am a gay I have to desire in a certain 
way. Queer is an argument against certain normativity, what a 
proper lesbian or gay identity is.”[3] 

I’m going to depart from the more orthodox train of 
thought, and say that ‘LGBT’ is a damaging term. It stems from 
the very human desire to categorise things or people, from the 
four elements to star signs. ‘LGBTQ’ is even worse because it’s 
non-sensical - why add a blanket term to a list of other terms? 
Every letter you add to that acronym, be it ‘A’ for asexual or ‘U’ 

for unde�ned, is another group implicitly rejected (however, 
at least inclusion would give us vowels - it’s hell trying to 
make LGBT snappy, but ‘AUTBOLG’ at least sounds fun). It’s 
saying “Your sexuality, your identity, you yourself - you are 
not important to us. We care about the L, the G, the B and 
the T.” Any arguments for leaving it as ‘LGBT’ out of tradition 
are absurd, and completely betray the desire for change that 
created this movement. It’s pandering to the very status quo 
from which we have always wanted to be free.

Why do we have to insist that those outside our club 
have to conform to our rules, our de�nition? �at you must 
be L,G,B or T? How is this any di�erent from the rejection 
we face from heterosexual  society, which says in turn that 
we must conform to their rules, their de�nitions? I can not 
comprehend why we sit here, feeling smug about the rights 
we’ve won, when there is still so far to go. Why sit when we 
could be standing, standing united, standing queer?

If you have got an opinion on what it means to be 
“queer”, Jack can be contacted at jd437@cam.ac.uk.

The Case for Queer

“...gender and sexuality are 
complicated issues, not butter-
�ies to be pinned onto a board, 

labelled, classi�ed and then 
sealed forever behind glass.”

they’re our words. We made them ours and we kinda like 
them. Well, sure, if you take a very narrow de�nition of ‘we’ 
- a Western, class informed de�nition. �ere are still types of 
non-typical behaviour; the butch lesbian, the �aming gay, the 
promiscuous bisexual. �ese are obviously not universally 
true, but I’m sure you know someone who �ts that niche, 
either through personal preference or because it’s easier to 
act a role than write one.

But these types are Western types: compare with the two-
spirited in Native American culture, the Katheoy in �ailand 
or the Hijra in South Asia to pick just three examples. �ey 
don’t have an easy analog in the West - there is no one-to-
one mapping between cultures, as anyone familiar with 
translation will recognise. And this re�ects the fact that 
gender and sexuality are complicated issues, not butter�ies 
to be pinned onto a board, labelled, classi�ed and then sealed 
forever behind glass.

�ese types also relate to class. �e mean income for 
gay men is 10% lower on average than straight men [1]. A 
shockingly disproportionate 42% of the homeless youths in 
NYC are queer [2], on the streets thanks to the attitudes of 
their parents, or society, towards them. �e stereotypical gay 
has a well paying job in graphic design, with a nice �at, some 
gym equipment and a Mac. When we say ‘gay’, this is the guy 
we think of - but he is not the identity of most queers, and 
neither is the lesbian mechanic or the bisexual pop star.

Queer doesn’t care about your race. It doesn’t care about 
your class. It doesn’t care how you see yourself, or how you 
see others. Queer welcomes everyone. It’s a statement against 
normative behaviour, sure. But it’s more than just a negation. 
It’s a statement for the realisation that we are not three, or 
four, or �ve or even umpteen identities with a common goal; 
but that we are people who live, who love, and who will not 
be marginalised for the sake of an easy life or a niche to call 
our own. 

Judith Butler, a philosopher and queer theorist makes the 
term even broader: “My understanding of queer is a term 
that desires that you don’t have to present an identity card 
before entering a meeting. Heterosexuals can join the queer 
movement. Bisexuals can join the queer movement. Queer is 
not being lesbian. Queer is not being gay. It is an argument 
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Freud made me Gay!

Homosexuality was struck from the ‘pathologies’ list in 1973 
(in America, at least) but it is still fair game for study. �e ba-
sic idea invariably revolves around stress in early childhood. 
�ese sort of explanations seem to have declined in popu-
larity recently, but maybe that means they’re due a come-
back. I’m no psychoanalyst, but I think my early childhood 
stress was when my best friend stole my Barbies. B***h.

Genes made me Gay!

While the tabloid approach that our genome is just a string of 
‘genes for’ any social interaction imaginable has little to do 
with reality, something’s de�nitely going on with our DNA. 
So far four ‘genes’ (actually loci, for any Natscis out there!) 
have been identi�ed as linked to gayism. And good old twin 
studies have found that yes, you can inherit homosexuality!

�ese days most people have at least heard of Darwin, and you may 

“What makes people gay?” It’s the age old question that everyone 
from Sigmund Freud to John Barrowman has tried to answer. At-
tempting to clear things up, Orlando de Lange is here with a brief 
runthrough of science’s most popular and wacky gay theories.
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be scratching your head wondering how the hell a gay gene could 
be ‘naturally selected’ with its tendency to foil plans of procreation. 
Well, scientists have thought on that little puzzler too. Explana-
tions range from ‘gays help raise siblings, thus making up for it’, 

The womb made me 
Gay!

…or hormones in the womb did, at least. One rather neat the-
ory for male homosexuality was that mothers produce anti-
bodies in response to signals from the Y-chromosome and that 
these attack male fetuses, impacting on normal sexual develop-
ment. �is e�ect would increase with continued exposure to the 
Y-chromosome, explaining why the number of older brothers 
(but not sisters) an individual has correlates with their chance of 
being homosexual. Although the recent papers seem to demol-
ish this theory, don’t give up on it quite yet. One jolly lot decided 
to study gay rams (which constitute 8% of all rams, apparently) 
and discovered brain structures correlated to homosexuality con-
trolled by fetal hormone levels. �e moral of the story? Make 
sure to eat plenty of testosterone if you want straight babies!
to the idea that having one copy of the gay gene could, in fact, 
be good for you. �e latter isn’t that far-fetched, actually. It’s a 
scienti�cally accepted fact that having one copy of the poten-
tially lethal sickle-cell anaemia gene can give you partial immu-
nity to malaria. Maybe ‘half-gay’ men are more caring and nur-
ture children better, and half-gay 
women can hunt as well as gather.

Giant 
sperm 

made me 
Gay!

�is one beggars belief a little. First, 
a little background. In biology isog-
amy is when sex cells are the same 
size and any individual can mate 
with any other. Anisogamy is when 
these cells are di�erent sizes and 
in general the big one (egg) has to 
go with a little one (sperm). Reed 
(2010) suggests that homosexuals 
may have bigger sperm than het-
erosexuals, making them closer in 

size to eggs, which somehow makes gay guys act, sexually, as if 
they had eggs. He also suggests that species with big di�erences 
between sex cell sizes are less likely to show homosexuality. Since 
a duck egg is about a billion times bigger than a duck sperm (or 
thereabouts), and we all know about these notorious homos, 
I’m thinking his theory may be a few semen short of a navy

In the midst of a discussion on the explanations of gayism. a friend 
once suggested that he would ban study into the question, suggest-
ing that any knowledge of ‘why’ people are gay would inevitably be 
used to control and persecute the homosexual masses. While he 
may have a point, I still maintain that, try as you might, you’re not 
going to stop people being curious. My struggle through the lit-
erature also yielded an essay suggesting that there is a correlation 
between belief that homosexuality is innate and support for gay 
rights (Lewis, 2009). So if we can just persuade them that we can’t 
help it, then maybe they’ll help us. Some Westerners might call it 
pandering to the homophobes, but it’s pretty relevant stu� consid-
ering that homosexuality is illegal, with penalties including death, 
in most of Africa and central Asia/Middle-East, and only sixteen 
countries have any sort of legal recognition of gay couples. Homo-
sexuality became legal in India just last year, and Uganda is propos-
ing to introduce the death penalty for it. Gay rights may have been 
secured here in the UK in the last decade, but the battle�eld for the 
next decade is the wider world; and the scientists, with their weird 
and wonderful theories, just might be some of our strongest allies.

Science Made Me Gay!
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Prediction 3: Media
The release of the sequel “Brokeback 

Mountain 2: Camp In Tents” is 
going to be a big media controversy 

frenzy thing, and everyone’s going to 
get their knickers in a right twist, as 
usual. The hoo-ha won’t come from 

the CGI re-animation of Heath Led-
ger’s corpse, but from a scene in which 
the two boys re-enact the online viral 

video “2 Guys 1 Horse”. It’ll all end in 
tears... and a lawsuit by PETA.

Article
Tom Tyldesey

Hello, my lovelies! Mystic Queer here: the premier psy-
chic for all things Queer. I’ve been called upon by the 
gorgeous editors of [no definition] to plunge my fist deep 
into the future and grasp a glimpse of a few things that 
are going to happen in the coming decade! Some ask 
how I do it. Most say I make it all up. But if only it were 
that easy! No no, toying with time is not a simple task. 
It’s all complicated and hazy, rather like attempting to 
piece together a night after Rendezvous the morning af-
ter. Anyway, without further ado, let us begin! I know 
you’re all dying to know what the future has in store!

M y s t i c . Q u e e r
Prediction 1: Straights

Straight people will continue to be just 
as boring as ever. Sure, stuff’s going to 
happen, but it just won’t be as interest-

ing. Nexxxxxxxt!

Prediction 2: Science
Later on in the decade there’ll be a big 

surprise (or not so big now I’ve told you!) 
for the world, when geneticists discover 

that lesbians share fewer genes in common 
with chimpanzees than most people, and 

are therefore more evolved. With all 
their probing into what makes us hu-
man, they also find that people who 
watch X-Factor share more genes 
in common and are conversely less 

highly evolved. Lesbians who watch 
X-Factor are somewhere in between 

or something. LOL.

Prediction 4: Politics
Following a tragic car crash Barack 
Obama will be left wheelchair-bound 
but with a new, gay perspective on life. 
This will make him the first American 
president to hold the Triforce: black, 

gay and disabled. With this power he 
will become an unstoppable force for 

good. Like Bill Gates, but hotter.
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Mystic Queer: gossip, but from the future! Disclaimer!
Although Mystic Queer cannot guarantee that any of these events will happen, they 
are all pretty much set in stone. Trisha told him. Oh, and just a note, you should believe 
these predictions no more than you would trust any other psychic... which is LOADS.

Prediction 6: Religion
Ooh, I’ve got much more exciting 
news on the God front! In their 

attempts to elucidate the workings of 
the universe, scientists at the Large 
Hadron Collider (basically a giant 
bondage toy) in Switzerland will 
discover that God does exist and is 
actually a male-to-female post-op 

transgender who goes by the name of 
“Trisha Silverton”. She will reveal 

that Jesus was in fact the world’s first 
baby conceived by IVF and the 

Holy Grail was the test tube vessel for 
her inter-dimensional seminal fluids. 

Gross out!

Prediction 7: Travel
The end of the decade will see the 

world’s very first Gay Space Cruise. 
1000 gay men packed into a gi-

ant phallic object and sent into orbit 
around Uranus? Make your own 
jokes. Although apparently sex in 

space isn’t as good as sex on Earth; 
you need gravity to mediate things.

Prediction 9: Lizards
In 2016, Nick Griffin and Jan 

Moir’s skin will peel off, revealing 
to the world that they are in fact 
both lizards. Lizards with body 

odour. Whatever next, eh?

Prediction 5: Choices
Hard-line American Christian scientists 

will develop a “cure” for homosexual-
ity. But the treatment comes with an 
unexpected side-effect: X-men-like 

superpowers! Gay people will thus have 
to make a difficult choice, as not all of the 
superpowers are as super cool as Cyclops’ 
LASER eyes. You might just turn into 
one of those rubbish mutants like the one 

that can change the TV channel with 
his eyes. And you wouldn’t be watching 
the L Word, because you’d be straight. 

Triple whammy!

Prediction 8: Weather
This one was easy! Having consulted 

my 2010 Men in Uniform calendar, I 
can tell you that global warming must 
be taking effect, because it’s going to be 

hot all year! Except October, which may 
get a bit hairy. Good for some, bad for 

others. Personally I’ve always preferred 
nectarines over peaches.
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I Love You Phillip Morris
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It’s not hard to see why “I Love You Phil-
lip Morris” has struggled to get a release 
stateside. A daring black comedy, the 
film tells the true story of Steven Russell 
(Jim Carey), a married man who, after a 
close shave with death, comes out as gay. 
Having turned to fraud as the only way 
to fund his new extravagant lifestyle, it’s 
not long until Russell ends up in prison, 
where, much to his surprise, he meets the 
love of his life, the titular Phillip Morris 
(Ewan McGregor). From a chance first 
meeting, the two declare their desire to 
be together forever, and, when the inevi-
table separation comes, it’s left to Morris 
to deploy the kind of criminal wit which 
got him locked up in the first place and 
ensure that the two can get their happy 
ending.
 With a premise like that, it seems 
that even the strong acclaim which the 
film received at the esteemed Sundance 
Festival couldn’t save it from Middle 
America, and it’s only just recently that 
“I Love You” has managed to secure a 
release – albeit a limited one – across 
the Atlantic. Of course, in failing to see 
beyond the physical and give the film 
a chance, US distributors have, unsur-
prisingly, missed the point entirely: be-
cause, however it may initially appear, a 
gay film is exactly what this isn’t. Sure, 
the two lead characters are gay, but as 
actor Jim Carey himself makes clear, 
“it’s a movie about humanity, about the 
lengths we go to for acceptance, about 
love. I don’t think it’s a gay movie.” It’s 
a sentiment which the film does a won-
derful job of portraying. “…oh, did I 
forget to mention that I’m gay?” Mor-
ris inserts in a matter-of-fact tone when 
introducing himself to the audience. It’s 

refreshing to see that the character’s sex-
ualities are, essentially, an afterthought to 
what is the real story here: the length that 
one man is willing to go to to find the ac-
ceptance he needs. 
 And that rare depth beyond the 
sterotypical means that the film’s humour 
is not predicated purely on using its char-
acters’ sexualities as a derisory punch 
line, either.  On the contrary, the film is 
able to poke fun at the very sort of preju-
dice which has beset its own release. In 
one scene, Morris’ ex-wife asks him if his 
stealing has anything to do with his being 
gay and is met with an outraged “what the 
fuck are you talking about?!” Otherwise, 
the majority of laughs come from the 
sheer extremity of Russell’s own life story 
and the lengths to which he is willing to 
go to get what he wants, whether that be 
posing as a lawyer, a high-flying financial 
adviser or faking an insulin overdose. 
It’s something which the film itself treats 
with incredulity (the audience’s disbelief 
being pre-empted at the film’s outset with 
a disclaimer:  “This really happened. It 
really did”) and, above all, is a testmanet 
to the ingenuity of the real Russell.
 But for all the laughs, “I Love 
You Phillip Morris” is, as the first three 
words of its title make clear, a love story, 
and it is the ability of the characters to 
be represented as more than just queer 

comedians which makes their portrayal 
as star-crossed lovers all the more be-
lievable. There’s a beautifully touching 
scene where the two lovers dance to-
gether in the sanctuary of their cell as 
violence explodes in the prison around 
them, and another later when Russell is 
forced to confront the consequences of 
his well-intentioned deceit unraveling 
around him. The film skips from humour 
to tragedy effortlessly, with both lead ac-
tors doing a wonderful job of emerging 
as masters of each. McGregor is adorable 
as the naïve Morris who thinks he’s found 
his saviour, whilst Carey is polarizing as 
the self-destructive anti-hero that is Rus-
sell, whose downfall is made nonetheless 
heart-wrenching through its inevitabilty.
 Reaching the climax of “I Love 
You”, it’d be dangerous to think you’re 
anaesthetised against all the shocks that 
the film has to offer and, if anything, the 
ending is the biggest of them all. In fact, 
it emerges as so unexpected that it is un-
doubtedly those who enter the cinema 
unaware of the true story behind Steve 
Russell’s life who will find themselves 
closest to the edge of their seats. In a film 
that has been praised for its ability to 
challenge, for once, it seems, ignorance is 
rewarded.

Film Review
James Kemp32


