                                                                                                                                ECED7003
[bookmark: _Hlk532922186]Considered as universal, every human being is entitled to human rights, based upon principles such as equality; fairness; respect and dignity, more specifically the right to freedom of belief (Kapur, 2018). Furthermore, the right to respect for private and family life, including the right to participate in community and culture  (Kapur, 2018) . Whilst human rights also include civil rights; more in relation to legal and political forms of human rights such as offering freedom of movement, legal rights such as fair trail and ability to participate in the legal system which are conferred by national legislation (Hernández, 2018). Human and civil rights are a central focus to the history and evolvement of the gay rights movement (Watson, 2014) including this document. This paper examines the meaning and social construction of sexuality considered a vital component while discussing lesbian and gay movements in relation to the challenges, implications and strategies adopted, including examination of the movement’s agenda; have they been aligned to assimilation or affiliation. A further component engages with lesbian movements and how these may differ in goals compared to gay challenges.
[bookmark: _Hlk532928026][bookmark: _Hlk532928101][bookmark: _Hlk532930393][bookmark: _Hlk532931912][bookmark: _Hlk532933976][bookmark: _Hlk532935427] Sexuality relates to individual sexual behaviour; sexual acts, desire and arousal, a component of sexuality is sexual orientation, most individuals identify as heterosexual (Weeks, 2016) . However, many individuals identify as homosexual, bisexual, pansexual and asexual, notably, these variations vary within societies and among individuals (Weeks, 2016). Through a structural functionalist perspective sexual reproduction is necessary to allow the reproduction of society, suggesting that sex must be organised for society to function, this is achieved by sexual scripts which dictates the location of sexual acts, how and who with, including what sex means, also considered as cultural prescriptions (Starbuck, Lundy, 2015). Considering this many people may wish to keep their sexual orientation private in turn this makes estimates of the number of homosexual and bisexual people imprecise (Westwood, Price, 2016). Adopting a social conflict theory perspective regulating sexuality is considered to create and reinforce inequalities, many societies are traditionally structured around heteronormativity; based on the idea that two opposite sexes naturally fit together (Starbuck, Lundy, 2015).  However, heterosexuality is argued to be just as socially constructed as any other whilst being privileged by law and normalised by social practices thus heterosexuality arrives at being understood as natural suggesting that other sexualities are not (Starbuck, Lundy, 2015). Queer theory however challenges, this stating that sexuality does not exist alone, adding that a person’s sexuality is a personal preference which may change; Sexual fluidity, which has been defined as a capacity for situation dependent flexibility in sexual responsiveness thus argues that labels of sexuality sustain inequalities in society (Alexander, Anderlini-D'Onofrio, 2014),    Diamond (2009) adds that sexual fluidity exists in patterns of behaviour. In previous eras many gay men lived in exile from mainstream society, often perceived as a subculture related to prostitution and illicit sex, furthermore homosexuality prior to 1974 was understood as an official mental disorder (Watson, 2014). Notably, there were a small number of men who identified as gay, however the negative consequences of this included being poor, violence, and many lost friends and family, this also often prevented people openly being gay which encouraged invisibility also known as ‘passing’ (Watson, 2014) . Controversy, according to Vida (2010) lesbian women fought a different battle, not only a fight for women’s equality, but also seen very much as invisible. This is supported by women engaging in same sex acts  never been criminalised nor given a recognised  consent age in the United Kingdom (UK) (Zweiniger-Bargielowska, 2014), notably in 1921 members of parliament voted in favour of criminalising sexual activity between women however in the fear that this would glamorise lesbianism this was rejected (Haggerty, Zimmerman, 2003). Destroying published literature in 1928 suggests further efforts to prevent the ‘corruption’ of women, claiming that lesbian sex was dangerous to the wellbeing of the nation (Haggerty, Zimmerman, 2003). Lesbian women also appeared invisible to the gay community and often discriminated against for not being glamoures enough by gay men, adding to this, gay women were often objectified by straight men; majority of lesbian pornographic material was for intended for straight males for instance (Tabberer, 2017). Seeking common ground for political mobilisation in relation to the various identities has become known as the gay rights movement, which continually examine their wider cultural, social and political strategies for change, challenging traditional ideas of citizenship and democracy (Haggerty, Zimmerman, 2003). Historically speaking, this movement is widely considered to have been formed as result of the Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome (AIDS) crisis, which is believed to have forced gay men ‘out of the closet’ or hiding (Watson, 2014)- discussed further in this paper. The gay movement however appears to focus on gay men rather than lesbian women (Watson, 2014). Radical lesbian movements aim for the destruction of the political regime of heterosexuality, emerging in part due to feminism denying the fight of lesbian women’s rights, yet interestingly rejected individuals who identified as transgender or other, radical feminism sought to create a lesbian culture outside of heterosexuality (Jeffreys, 2018). Nevertheless, lesbian women also participated in many gay rights movements (Vida, 2010). In 1965 an attempt to present homosexuals as respectable individuals; interestingly this maybe viewed as an effort to promote heteronormative values whilst affiliating heterosexuality as a conscious decision for women to wear skirts and men to wear a suit and a tie was displayed, suggesting that they were ‘normal’ to seek acceptance, this was the first gay protest in North Americas history as the beginning of maintaining a system of assimilation by ‘mixing’ and being visible to  mainstream society (Watson, 2014). In Canada same sex intimacy in the privacy of one’s own home was recognised in 1969, the same year homosexual rights erupts in The Stonewall Inn in the United States of America (USA) as a major degrading and somewhat violent police raid targeted the gay community (Watson, 2014). This however lead the way for gay people experiencing power resulting from standing up for themselves as human beings, the ‘coming out’ or being openly gay relates to the idea that this is the secret for happiness; being honest (Watson, 2014). Stonewall empowered others and the gay pride is in celebration and remembrance of this around the world (Watson, 2014). In the 1970s a belief which argued for civil rights protection based on ‘’born that way’’ was considered the best political pathway for political victory (Whisman, 2012). 1970s gay liberationists demonstrate in New York which demands the passing of homosexual rights bill. However, the ‘born this way’ notion proved problematic as no research could support this (Whisman, 2012). The goal of gay people ‘living like others’ began to flourish (Watson, 2014). However, due to the lack of acceptance in society gay life was only able to grow within gay ghettos (Escoffier, 2018). The late 1970s is considered as the golden age; due to birth control and antibiotics gay individuals appeared to experience unprecedented freedom (Watson, 2014). Yet despite the gay community growing, two-hundred and seventy-three men were arrested in a violent raid in the bath houses in 1981; the largest operation on lesbians and gays in Canadian history, which threatened gay freedom in turn sparked the ‘enough is enough’ demonstration (Escoffier, 2018). Furthermore, As suggested in 1981 the AIDS epidemic began forcing people out of the closet whilst killing millions globally (Watson, 2014). The gay community became increasingly angry over the nonresponsive government as well as a society which appeared indifferent to the crisis, in 1986 the gay rights organisation formed; ACT UP, gay equality defined this movement which focuses on Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV) and Aids from 1987-1993 (Escoffier, 2018). ACT UP was directly involved in drug research and testing with a goal of making gay people visible to the world, in 1996 ACT UP became a modern patient advocacy movement and lowered death rates by eighty percent (Watson, 2014). This changed the direction of how society viewed gay people as uncapable, deviant and weak. AIDS built a political movement for the fight for full equality with the goal of fair and equal treatment under the law, whilst having the right to access tax benefits including spousal rights only available previously to heterosexuals (Seckinelgin, 2016). In 1993 the founder of ACT UP, Larry Kramer, delivered a speech which misquoted Martin Luther King’s speech ‘I had a dream’, substituting colour of skin with sexual behaviour at a march in Washington for equal rights and liberation of the LGBT community, insisting laws and advantages gained by Martin Luther King be applied to homosexuals (Watson, 2014). Considered as the thee greatest civil rights movement of the 1990s by many it received vast criticism, suggesting that homosexuals have the hidden agenda of not only wanting access to equal rights but to adopt special rights based upon lifestyle and behaviour (Stone, 2012). Further criticism includes the notion that homosexuals aim to promote their lifestyle adding that the civil rights Act amendment would neutralise the 1964 Act as any person with any sexual preference would receive protection under this law, consequently no protection for specific minority groups (Stone, 2012). Furthermore, to be granted minority status groups must have suffered a history of discrimination resulting in lack of ability to; earn the average minimum income; obtain adequate education; enjoy cultural opportunities (Hernández, 2018). In a nationwide survey however comparing data between homosexuals and black African Americans, homosexuals appear to significantly not fall in to the minority group criteria (Stone, 2012). Adding to this, minority groups must demonstrate that they are politically powerless, yet in 1992, the homosexual community suggested that they donated 3.4 million dollars towards Clintons campaign, thus evidently considered as one of the most financially powerful political forces (Reger, Myers et al. 2008). Furthermore, Stone (2012) argues that conduct, and behaviour is irrelevant in relation to minority status classification. The 1992 march was intended for the demand of seven broad demands and fifty-five sub demands, the demands included legalising same sex marriage including adoption and foster care within these structures (Kapur, 2018).  Demands which the Human Rights Campaign (HRC) Foundation advocate through polling and focus groups suggested to be selling gay marriage as a product of love family and commitment, a strategy which appears to be engaged with gaining acceptance from main stream society according to Stone (2012). However, Duberman (2018) argues that the HRC fails to fully protect the gay community and citizenship, adding that the HRC fights further for the already privileged gay men. The law to allow gay marriage in England and Wales was in force from March 2014 (Barker, Monk, 2015). Although the law is widely viewed as acceptance of the gay community, moreover, the consequence of not having the right to marry would suggest that gay people are second class citizens (Watson, 2014). Evolving further the right in to deeper commitments; adoption and foster care is suggested in an interview as obvious progress as it is deemed as ‘natural progression’ (Channel 4 News, 2014) suggesting attempts to establish links with heteronormative affiliates. Historically speaking, marriage is considered as a tool used to control society whilst suggesting that married people are respectable, with this in mind, many suggest that gay marriage maybe an attempt to sanitise the gay community (Adversaria, 2013). The domestication of homosexual life appears to draw various levels of internal resentment within the gay community, to expand, several gay people enjoy the lifestyle associated with being gay, being unique, which give permission to be transgressive and mischievous (Chanel 4 News, 2014), this may suggest that many gay individuals enjoy having no affiliation with a dominant group. This is believed to have been lost through the gay rights which have been achieved (Duberman, 2018). Although the law signifies the beginning of equality for LGBT communities in England and Wales, full equality is argued as not yet achieved, and the fight to tackle and eradicate homophobic bullying appears next on the agenda (Chanel 4 News, 2018). Whilst criticised by many of policing school playgrounds which is argued as the responsibility of the schools and parents, adding that the gay rights movement has nothing further to fight for as The LGBT community is protected under the Equality Act 2010 preventing any discrimination based on sexual orientation and gender (Chanel 4 News, 2018). Adding to this academic institution offering courses related to lesbian and gay movements appears to reflect the political organising of the previous eras (Watson, 2014). Further accomplishments include the establishment of open communities of gay men and lesbian women yet Tabberer (2017) argues that there are more public spaces available for lesbian women than gay men. Furthermore, making progress through the legal system including being successful within the electoral arena, to illustrate fifty years ago all states in the United States of America criminalised same sex sodomy yet in 2003 a decision ruled sodomy laws as unconstitutional, employment discrimination and progress in professional sports further add to the achievements of gay rights movement (Mooney et al. 2012). Yet despite this Duberman (2018) argues that  gay men and lesbian women remain second class citizens; after an internal organisational debate in 2013 within the boy scouts of America, the long-term policy of preventing openly gay young people from participating in any of its activities was passed in 2014 (Kryzanek, 2015). Widely viewed as evidence of progress however the organisations inability to address a further divisive question; allowing gay and adult leaders resulted in undercutting the initial policy whilst reinforcing the worst assumptions of gay adults working within leadership positions (Kryzanek, 2015). Duberman (2018) argues that the gay movement became more engaged with the white middle class failing to consider the gay working class and black gay men, stating that the LGBT movement must adopt an intersectional agenda focusing on basic economic rights to achieve full equality. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Oppression, discrimination and violence experienced by the gay community evidently led to the gay rights movement. Earlier movements strived for acceptance and argued that they were ‘normal’ people, appearing to then change direction; embracing their ‘different lifestyle’, interestingly, whilst aiming for marriage rights and children. Which highlights that the LGBT community enjoy affiliation within the gay community. Yet, the fight for a minority status and civil rights appears somewhat contradictory of what the movement initially set out to achieve, to illustrate, this paper argues that the fight for liberation; sexual freedom, may be viewed also as liberation from mainstream society by attempting to access ‘special rights’. this suggests that there may be an attempt to not only access equal rights but embrace belonging to a separate category. Suggesting that the gay rights movement may also be attempting to access a power status; receiving further rights than mainstream society. Many ‘norms’ are personal preference, including being ‘different’ which indicates that laws engaging specifically with protection of behaviour only may not the best solution. The belief that gay people have lost their uniqueness along the way maybe viewed as a consequence of accessing full equality whilst affiliating heterosexual values, marriage for instance. Moreover, the possible perception of heterosexual domestication of gay relationships questions the freedom and liberation which the gay rights movement are based upon. Full equality is given to the LGBT community achieving equal treatment yet the result of privileging white gay middle class men may offer a reliable rational as to why many gay men and lesbian women are still victims of discrimination despite being protected by law, therefore this paper suggests that the gay movement may have failed or neglected areas along the journey for full equality for all.  Notably the increasing cultural visibility of LGBT including the increased public support towards individuals coming out appears to have made it difficult for people to deny rights based on ‘otherness’ suggesting success through assimilation. The Stonewall Inn incident and AIDS crisis are widely perceived as the ‘forcing’ of gay people to become visible to society. Furthermore, the aids crisis indicates that electoral officials ignored gay people despite having significant risk to life, evidently a nonresponsive government highlights the need for protection and prevention of discrimination and access to equal rights through laws. The challenges which lesbian women faced relating to invisibility, male supremacy and a fight for women’s equality are also evident, however, gay men and lesbian women appear to share the same common goal of liberation from oppression and discrimination suggesting that laws alone will not provide full equality but rather the combination of strategies; challenging macro and micro levels of power provides more effective results for change.
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