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It should go without saying that an open society must be tolerant towards different lifestyles
among adults. However, the issue has long ceased to be that of tolerance, but of the
dissolution of marriage bonds and family ties. Today’s boost in social status for
homosexuality must be seen in conne ction with the social and sociopolitical tendencies
towards the deconstruction and complete redefin ition of marriage and family and the
dismantling and redesign of genders and generations.

The Deconstruction Of Genders

In recent years there was an increasing shift away from man and woman as basic
anthropological realities, towards heterosexual and homosexual identities which supposedly
exist on an equal level. However, this, too, has now become ou tmoded. For quite a while now
German universities no longer offer just “Gay -Lesbian Studies”, but “Queer Studies”.
“Queer” theories deny that humankind should fall into two gender categories. 1 Instead of
acknowledging mutually complementary manhood and womanhood, such theories hold that
there are a variety of different genders which are all on a par with each other: heterosexuals,
homosexuals, bisexuals, transsexuals, tran sgender sexuals, intersexuals and cross -dressers, to
name but a few.2

The University of Hamburg has been holding public lectures on “Queer Studies” since 1999.
The declared aim of the lecture series is to “counter hetero -normativity … with something
different”. The latest publication of the series gave the fo llowing definition of the word
“queer”: “As a term in the political battle, queer stands against hetero-normativity, against the
distinction of merely two genders and against patriarchal stru ctures.”3

At the same time, the new genders are to be no rigid “pigeon holes”. Rather, it is to be a
matter not just of “destabilizing the two -gender structure”, but of “removing the lack of
ambiguity of gender and of sexuality”. One suggestion is to aim for the “d iversification of
genders” and therefore to abolish completely any references to gender as a c ategory in legal
documents (e.g. in ID cards). 4

When requested to draft an official statement on the German Transsexuality Act, a number of
leading sexologists proposed that it should be possible for people to change their registered
personal status (e.g. from “male” to “female” in an ID card) if a person feels transsexual,
irrespective of whether a sex change operation has taken place. A change in personal status
and name should be subject to no more than a medical report and the person’s statement that
their “perceived gender membership” does not match their “biological gender”. 5



Within the EU the most prominent group of gay lobbyists is the International Lesbian and
Gay Association (ILGA), who have long demanded complete legal and financial equality
between homosexual, bisexual, transsexual and heter osexual lifestyles. Many of their
demands have been met already. In the European Charter of Human Rights, for example, they
have succeeded in achieving a “ban on discrimination for sexual orientation”. What makes
this so controversial is that, in 1994, ILGA was no longer allowed the status of an NGO (a
non-governmental organization), on the grounds that three paedosexual groups belonged to it
on a par with all the others. It was only upon pressure from the UN  that these groups were
excluded in 1994.6 In Germany, paedophiles continued to be part of the Federal Ass ociation
of Homosexuals until 1997.7

The Deconstruction Of Gender Does Not Stop At Children

Especially during a person’s youth, their sexual orienta tion is very flexible and pliable.
Scientists work on the assumption that sexual orie ntation is acquired through a complex and
by no means irreversible developmental process that involves a variety of factors. A survey
among over 34,000 school children in the US came to the conclusion that 25.9% of the 12-
year-old respondents were unsure about their sexuality and their sexual orientation. 8 (In
contrast: representative studies have shown that among the adult population 2.8% of men and
1.4% of women describe themselves as homosexual.9) The question therefore remains: what
kind of lifestyle do we present to young people as a model?

Although there is no evidence whatever, the view is increasingly propagated among the
general public as well as in schools and nur sery schools that a person’s sexual orientation is
settled at an early stage, that it is irreversible and, above all, that all sexual orientations are
equally worth striving for.

For example, the government of the German state of Schleswig -Holstein has compiled a list
of children’s and young people’s books in which hom osexual lifestyles are presented as
models for children from the age of 3. 10 These books can be borrowed free of charge by
schools and nursery schools. Nursery school books such as “Daddy’s R oommate”11 are
becoming more and more widespread, depicting a homosexual lifestyle as being on a par with
a heterosexual marriage and indeed as a d esirable model.

The official facts-of-life brochure published by the German state of Schleswig -Holstein
emphasizes the equal value of homosexual, bisexual, tran ssexual and heterosexual lifestyles. 12

The GLEE project13, co-financed by the EU, trains teachers at seminars in conveying to
children the equal value of male/female rel ationships and sexual male/male or  female/female
relationships. The book rejects any “heterosexist” approach as discriminatory. A ccording to
the GLEE project, anybody who gives a heterosexual relationship or marriage any superiority
over any other type of sexual relationship is a “heterose xist”.

The Ministry for Women, Youth, Family and Health of the German state of North Rhine -
Westphalia has developed a sex education project for schools in collaboration with a
gay/lesbian group with the aim of portraying a homosexual lifestyle as exe mplary and
desirable.14

However, while there is evidence that men and women (throughout their life!) are capable of
reducing their homosexual tendencies and that, in many cases, they can experience a change
from a homosexual orientation over to a heterosexual orientation if they strive to do so,15 this



is not mentioned in any of the projects or brochures. The authors are silent on the fact that a
“homosexual identity” is not innate, 16 that change is possible and that young people are
therefore able to choose among a variety of ways in which to handle their homosexual
feelings.

Instead, a “feeling of being different” and homo -erotic tendencies are interpreted entirely as
signs of a gay or lesbian identity. Scientific evidence suggests, however, that there are other
patterns of interpretation for such feelings, whereby the future is seen as basically open -ended
and an opportunity is allowed for development along heterosexual lines. 17

Neither do these facts-of-life brochures present any discussion of the many rece nt studies
which show so clearly that there is a significantly higher proportion of psychological
problems among men and women with homosexual lifestyles than among those with
heterosexual lifestyles.18 Moreover, only inadequate warnings are presented abou t the
significantly higher rate of sexually transmitted diseases among men with homosexual or
bisexual behaviour and about the fact that this rate is currently on the i ncrease.19

One must welcome the desire to convey uncond itional acceptance and loving care towards
young people who “feel different” and who have homo -erotic tendencies. However, accepting
a person is not the same as the approval of homosexual or bisexual behaviour. Also, what is
taught is not merely tolerance towards different lifestyles, bu t the equal value and the
levelling of all sexual lifestyles.

Many young people feel a measure of insecurity about their sexual identity and are rather
apprehensive about encounters with the opposite sex. Such youngsters are now receiving a
new “mental map” from early childhood onwards: what is pr esented to them as a desirable
model is no longer marriage between man and woman and thus a family, but other sexual
lifestyles on the same level. This new “mental map” can significantly impair the heterosexual
development of a young person and even block it altogether. It can only add to the diffusion
of identities in the next generation and in fact make it more difficult for youn gsters to find
their true identities.

The Dissociation Of Family From Marriage

If one observes developments from a strategic standpoint, what initially took place was a
dissociation of “marriage and family”  so that, subsequently, “family” and “marriage” could be
viewed as totally separate phenomena. This alone made it possible to get to a point where,
nowadays, nearly everyone talks of “same -sex marriages”. Although the new law, passed by
the German government, is not called a “Marriage Act” but a “Life Partnership Act”, “gay
politicians” had been “persistently … pressurizing for an exact  copy of marriage”20

(accordingly to the Hamburg expert on family law, Eva Marie von Münch, and numerous
others). A number of leading legal e xperts in Germany believe that the new act is mo delled on
marriage in nearly all aspects. 21 The fact that marriage presupposes a community between a
man and a woman is increasingly seen as a “prohibition of marriage” and “discrimination”
against those with a homosexual lifestyle. It is disputed that the basic structure of marriage
requires two different genders as an a nthropological (and not just a sociological) reality.
Although the German Constitution still specifies marriage b etween man and woman - at least
formally - as the only model, there are increasing demands that say: “More and more people
live as heterosexuals, as homosexuals or as bisexuals, as couples, in groups or on their own.
… The state must give equal legal and financial treatment to all lifestyles among adults.” 22



What can be regarded as the latest climax in the dismantling policy of marriage and fami ly is
an attempt by the German Green Party in the state of Schleswig -Holstein. In March 2002 the
Greens conducted a virtual party convention in which a proposal was put forward to change
Article 6 Para. 1 of the German Constitution. The original wording is : “Marriage and the
family are under the special protection of state regulations.” According to the Green Party
proposal, this is to be replaced by: “Children and the family are under the special protection of
state regulations.” This would sever the link between marriage and family. As a result, the
procreation of new life, too, would be dise ngaged from the relationship between man and
woman and from the creative state of tension b etween the two. It would effectively call into
question the whole concept of motherhood and fatherhood.

Eliminating The Procreation Of New Life From The Creative Tension Between Genders

Reproduction scientists, gay/lesbian groups and others are advocating the establishment of
sperm banks and free access to such banks for couples , regardless of whether they are in a
homosexual or heterosexual relationship. They are also suppor ting the donation of human
eggs and surrogate motherhood.

The Lesbian and Gay Association in Germany demands in its new “Family Book”: “Lesbian
and gay couples with children have a right to full re cognition as families. Discrimination
against lesbian and gay families must come to an end. They must be put on an equal level in
legislation on tax, on social benefit and on names. (…) So far women in Germany have no
free access to sperm banks outside of marriage. This is discriminatory. The right to set up a
family must apply to everyone.” 23

In 2001 a brochure was published by the Senate of the German state of Berlin, titled
“Rainbow Families - When Parents are Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual or Transsexual”. In this
brochure, the Senate demands equal rights for parents living in le sbian, gay, bisexual and
transsexual relationships,24 asserting that “equal adoption rights are the yardstick for
measuring the equality of lesbians and gays…”25

As early as 1996 the Berlin Senate made a nu mber of prescriptive recommendations about the
rearing of children by couples living in homosexual partnerships. 26 To provide evidence for
the alleged harmlessness of such an environment for c hildren, the Senate referred to a variety
of studies. However, none of these studies provides ev idence that a homosexual partnership is
harmless for children, and the authors fail to mention negative effects on children living in
homosexual households.27 No mention is made of the many studies that provide evidence for
the significant disadvantages that are suffered by children who grow up, for instance, without
a father.28

In Colorado, USA, a court of law recently ruled that on the birth certificate of a c hild growing
up with two women in a lesbian partnership, the names of both “mothers” may be entered
under “parents”, without requiring any fu rther names.29

Without being noticed by the general public, a complete reinterpretation of language is
currently taking place. Yet if a society calls something ma rriage that is not and refers to
something as a family that cannot be a family, it imposes an added burden on its children and
deprives them of their right to an origin - their right to have a mother and father.

Under the pretext of building up families, the fa mily is in fact being destroyed, and so is its
integration into the sequence of generations. 30



The Deconstruction Of Generations

Dr. Helmut Graupner is a member of ILGA -Europe and a leading representative of the
Austrian gay movement. In 2002 he fought a case in the European Court of Human Rights
wherein the age of consent for homosexual activ ities between adults and young people should
be reduced to 14 in Austria. Graupner demands in an internationall y renowned magazine not
only that sex with children above 14 should be regarded as a gay rights issue, but also that sex
with children under 14 should be exempt from criminal punis hment in individual cases.31

The current legal policy spokesman of the German Green Party demanded as early as 1988:
“The cementing of a sexually repressive climate… can only be prevented by a mobilization of
the gay movement for equality between homo - and heterosexuality which, unlike
paedosexuality, is totally unproblematic. Th e achieving of this is a prerequisite for the future
battle to ensure at least the partial decriminalisation of paed osexuality.”32

Today, therefore, we are faced with the fact that not only gender membership, but indeed the
difference between generations is being denied, with the resulting destruction of a sheltered
environment required by children.

An Alliance For Marriage And Family

Do we still have enough courage and conviction to present to our children and youngsters the
concepts of masculinity and femininity, maleness and femaleness as a dual structure of
humanity where man and woman are complementary, in need of one another, directed
towards each other and in which they form the basis for the future - a dual structure that is
visibly expressed in the cultural estate of marriage?

It is so important that there should be peace b etween the genders and the generations. But how
can it be achieved if we sever the link between marriage and family, and if children no longer
experience this peace lived out between mother and father in everyday life? The world view
of our children will be determined by our success or failure in achieving this peace.

Throughout the history of mankind, in all cultures and religions, the term marriage has only
ever been applied to the liaison between a man and a woman who, in principle, are prepared
to give birth to children.

If “marriage” today is to be a matter of either a heterosexual or homosexual couple living
together and “family” simply a matter of children living t ogether with one or more adults,
then we are undermining a significant pillar of the very basis of our society. The levelling of
gender differences and of the creative tension between man and woman as well as the denial
of the sequence of generations and the differences between them amounts to the termination
of a fundamental anthropological consensus and eventually the destruction of our civilization.

We need a new “alliance for marriage and family” - for the sake of the next generation.
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