


LGBT Veterans getting compensation from Government

Article:https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/cj08ld5vj86o#:~:text=LGBT%20veterans%20awarded%20a%20special,the%20government%20pays%20them%20compensation 


In this article, we will focus on the different points of views about the LGBT Veterans and to take a deeper understanding at what happened during 1967 to 2000 both socially and in the Armed Forces. There will be a deeper look into understanding the Government’s plan is for compensating and the impact that LGBT have had. The Article that has written about the LBGT Veterans has its flaws and inspired me to do further research on the issues that were briefly written by the Author. There will be a deeper look into the global attitudes of Homosexuals in the army. Homosexuality in society is a divided and deeply debated issue however it is even more divided when it comes to Homosexuality in the Armed Forces.

The Article was written by Josh Parry, who is the BBC LGBT and Identity reporter (BBC, LGBT Veterans reject badge until compensation). There is nothing written about the Reporter. Due to the BBC being the British main media it is clear in the article that there is no criticism of the Governments actions between 1967 to 2000 and no reflection on the laws during that period of time. The BBC does not comment on a lot of the actions of external areas such as the European Court of Human rights that changed British law on Homosexuality in the Military (Kamm, Richard, 2000, European Court of Human Rights Overturns British Ban on Gays in Military). 

LGBT Veterans are refusing to wear a special badge made and given by the UK Government until the Government gives compensation according to the BBC report (BBC, LGBT Veterans reject badge until compensation). The badge is given by the Government to mark the injustice the LGBT Soldiers faced between 1967 to 2000 when it was illegal to be gay in the Military. However the Article failed to mention any more information on the history of the LGBT laws. Representatives of the Army, Air force and the Navy were present at the ceremony at Westminster where the first set of badges were given by the Government (BBC, LGBT Veterans reject badge until compensation). These badges are a symbol of apology for the LGBT Veterans who were mistreated between 1967 and 2000 when the ban was still in place (BBC, LGBT Veterans reject badge until compensation).

According to the group, ‘they have told the defence secretary John Healey that they will not wear the badges until all 49 recommendations of an independent report are intact.’ (BBC, LGBT veterans reject badge until compensation paid). The Defence Secretary refused to comment on the statement made by the LGBT Veterans (BBC, LGBT Veterans reject badge until compensation). The BBC report gave one example from Stephen Close, an LGBT Veteran about how the Veterans were treated and the consequences for being homosexual between 1967 to 2000. LGBT Veteran Stephen Close said to BBC that he was sentenced at 20 after he was found kissing another man in Berlin in the 1980s and charged with ‘Sexual offenses’. He was sentenced until he was released at 50 years old with a criminal conviction. For compensation for the 30 years of being in prison, they have only offered him £12,500 but due to being in prison he has no savings, no job, no pension (BBC, LGBT Veterans reject badge until compensation). This story brings a reality to the unfair treatment that still goes on as seen in the £12,500 Compensation given to Mr Close for 30 years of unjust imprisonment and the criminal record he has revieved. 

The Article’s main focus is on the group of LGBT veterans from 1967 to 2000 and doesn’t give must information on the laws or any general context of the period of time that the ban was in place. I cannot see the article speak about the general treatment of Homosexuality in 1967 to 2000 in society as a whole. The BBC Article is supposed to be an informative news article, yet it fails to go deeper into the information they give and fail to give more explanation to what the reporter has written. The Author of the article is the BBC’s LGBT and Identity reporter and therefore I expected more information or sign posting the deeper issues about the laws and changes in UK Society between 1967 and 2000.

The independent review was made in May 2023 by Lord Etherton into the service and experience of LGBT veterans who served in HM Armed Forces between 1967 and 2000. The review was written by Lord Etherton who is a gay man in the House of Lords (Birbeck University, The Right Honorable Lord Etherton). and has held The review highlighted that it has taken 23 years for the Government to acknowledge how LGBT Soldiers between 1967 to 2000 were treated (Gov.uk, Lord Etherton). In the Report it is noted that the end of the terrible treatment came in 2000 when the European Court of Human rights gave ‘their judgement in support of four service personnel who were dismissed because of their Homosexual Orientation.’ (The Independent Review, P8). Within the Report there are various testimonies from the LGBT Veterans of that time. Starting on Page 251, the report gives 49 recommendations to the government starting from a public apology by the Prime Minister to the veterans stories be placed on Public record as historical (The Independent Review, P 251). The acceptance of responsibility due to what happened between 1967 to 2000 is a step towards completing the 49 recommendations that were written in the review by Lord Etherton. However, the badges will not be worn till all 49 recommendations are acted upon by the Government (BBC, LGBT Veterans reject badge until compensation).

The government’s response was made public. The Government has planned on when these recommendations will help as seen in Pages 7 and 8 with further recommendations and these were made public in the review (Gov.org, The Government response to the LGBT Independent Review). On pager 11 of the response from Government it indicates the long-term impacts that also occurred after their service ended. But they also wish to end the struggle straight after 2000 (Gov.org, The Government response to the LGBT Independent Review). On their website the British Army have released a statement thanking the Independent report and apologise for the actions. This response page online has been removed from their website (British Army, Page not found). Some changes have been made but I believe more needs to be done. 

By looking into the laws of LGBT in 1967, the Sexual Offenses act of 1967 is a starting point in understanding why 1967 is significant in the LGBT Veterans. The area of concern is that in 1967 there was the Sexual Offenses act that was made law by the British Government which allowed two men to have consenting sex but also it was still illegal to be Homosexual in the Army (Parliament, Sexual Offenses act 1967). There must be a question made about why the 1967 Sexual Offenses act didn’t apply to the armed Forces. However this was only seen as being used for ‘in private’ and didn’t apply to men in the armed Forces (London Gay Men’s Chorus, 50 years since the decriminalisation of homosexuality? Actually, no.) The ban on Homosexuals in the army was ruled as unjust by the European court of Human rights in a case in 1999 which overturned the UK Government to legalise Homosexuality in the army in 2000 and forced the British Government to change the law (Kamm, Richard, 2000, European Court of Human Rights Overturns British Ban on Gays in Military). The article failed to mention the European Court of Human Rights role in changing the law in the UK to legalise Homosexuality in the Armed Forces. The ruling that the European Court of Human Rights gave forced the government in the UK to change the Army Act 1955, Air Force Act 1955 and the Navy act 1957 which banned Homosexuality. 

Queer Theory and Intersectionality brings to light these issues that are seen by looking at the treatment of LGBT in the Army. Queer Theory came around the 1990s (Oxford Referencing, Queer Theory). This was the start of an ‘awakening of gay identity Politics’ (Oxford Referencing, Queer Theory). Some Theorists, as observed by Oxford Queen Theory, see Queer as being a social construct and therefore is subjective to different societies (Oxford Referencing, Queer Theory). Therefore, when taking a deeper look at Homosexuality then Intersectionality is the best way to categorise Homosexuality in the Armed Forces. Intersectionality is defined as ‘the interconnected nature of social constructs such as Racism, Gender, Sexuality, ableism’ (Woman Kind, Intersectionality 101: what is it and why is it important?). In the LGBT, intersectionality is looking at how LGBT people are treated within a society (Identiversity, Intersectionality). It can be seen that during 1967 and 2000 that LGBT in the armed forces were not an accepted part of this Intersectional society and are not included or supported by Society as they are seen as they are exempt from the 1967 Sexual offenses act due to the Army act of 1955 and Navy act 1957 as they are Criminalised. Therefore whilst the law in 1967 legalised Homosexual relationships in the private sector it is not however legal in the Armed Forces making this law a limited solution. It could be argued that the LGBT Veterans were a group excluded from the intersectional society as they were seen as Criminals.

Men are seen by society to have to be Masculine whilst in the Armed Forces due to Traditional ideas of what a ‘Man’ is. Traditionally men are seen as the breadwinners of the family and therefore as the strong providers and responsible for working to keep the family safe, according to the European Institute for Gender Equality (European Institute for Gender Equality, Traditional norms of Masculinity). This stereotype can have harmful consequences to men’s mental health (European Institute for Gender Equality, Traditional norms of Masculinity). According to Christina Gandal, Masculinity in the Military has created issues between Men and Women. The Military devalues Women by presenting them as being in need of being protected whilst the men are presented as being the Protectors (Diva-Portal, Military Masculinities and Gender Training, p2). Hegemonic Masculinity is defined by Christina Gandal as being a concept that is described as ‘manifesting the most honourable way of being a man’ (Diva-Portal, Military Masculinities and Gender Training, p2). It is the Masculine Stereotype that creates issues about LGBT soldiers because they are seen  feminine and therefore not strong enough because they must be the ‘protectors for women’ as Gandal made obvious in her definition of Masculinity (Diva-Portal, Military Masculinities and Gender Training, p2). The idea that men have to be Protectors and women have to be the protected is a main area that brings this idea that masculine men are something inferior than women which for me brings the idea that Homosexuality does not reflect this masculine ideology that the Military portrays. This is further reflected on by Reit who said that hegemonic masculinities encourage qualities like risk- taking, physical toughness, aggression, violence, emotional control, and self-discipline (Reit, R, The Relationship between the Military's Masculine Culture and Service Members' Help-Seeking Behaviors, p11). 

Reit makes the observation that Mental health is impacted by this Masculine theory that has influences the Military for many years (Reit, R, The Relationship between the Military's Masculine Culture and Service Members' Help-Seeking Behaviors, p7). Recently there has been a focus on supporting the effects on the Masculinity from the Military which has effected so many soldiers (Reit, R, The Relationship between the Military's Masculine Culture and Service Members' Help-Seeking Behaviors, p7). In the US, Obama increased the budget for mental health towards Veterans by 75% and this action shows how dangerous the Masculine idea is (Reit, R, The Relationship between the Military's Masculine Culture and Service Members' Help-Seeking Behaviors, p7). In the 21st Century, Feminism remains one of the main active rights that are still in function today, but the idea of Masculinity is something that has only come to light in recent years especially in the army. As observed by Reit, the idea of Masculinity has had a huge impact on men’s mental health as in the army they are not free to express their feelings due to the idea that men have to be Protectors and women have to be the Protected and therefore men cannot express their feelings as this does not fit the Masculine role (Diva-Portal, Military Masculinities and Gender Training, p2). This is the same for Homosexuals in the Military, they fell like they cannot speak out in fear of looking ‘weak’ and the idea of Homosexuality and mental health does not fit in the masculine role that the army portrays and was one of the main justifications for banning Homosexuality within the Military. 

In South Korea, some countries in Africa, Middle East, Dominican Republic, South and east Asia are included in a total of 45 countries in the world which still have Homosexuality illegal in the army (Equaldex, Serving openly in the Military by country). Only 61 countries in the World have publicly declared Homosexuality as legal, 50 countries have laws that allow Homosexuals in the army but not openly and 41 countries do not make the laws on Homosexuality public (Equaldex, Serving openly in the Military by country). This shows that the Theory of Masculinity is still embedded into society, and this is reflected in the attitudes towards Homosexuals in over 130 countries who have not fully legalised Homosexuality and Transgender in the Army. For example according to the BBC, South Korean court ruled that Same-sex relationships could ‘harm troops’ combat-readiness and undermine Discipline’ (BBC, South Korea court upholds ban on gay sex in the military). However, Same-sex intercourse between civilians is not a crime (BBC, South Korea court upholds ban on gay sex in the military). Military service is compulsory in South Korea for men between the ages of 18 to 28 for a period of 20 months. The court did a five-to-four rule that state that the ban was Constitutional (BBC, South Korea court upholds ban on gay sex in the military). This ruling reinforces the masculine stereotype that men should be strong protectors for women and that being homosexual will just distract the soldiers. The South Korean ban on Homosexuality within the armed forces does not specifically mention Same sex but mentions ‘anal intercourse’ or ‘any indecent acts’ during service (BBC, South Korea court upholds ban on gay sex in the military). The punishment in South Korea is a minimum of 2 years in Prison (BBC, South Korea court upholds ban on gay sex in the military). 

What can be seen in the article is the treatment the LGBT Veterans received which includes ‘bullying, homophobia, blackmail, sexual assaults, "disgraceful" medical examinations and conversion therapy (BBC, LGBT Veterans reject badge until compensation). It is for this reason that Amnesty International East Asia researcher, Boram Jang, has said that the ban has allowed ‘discrimination and reinforces Systematic disadvantages that LGBT people already face and risks justifying violence against LGBT People both in the Military and in everyday life’ (BBC, South Korea court upholds ban on gay sex in the military). Some Human right activists in South Korea has also made the link to other nations in their actions. The Centre for Military Human Rights Korea head Lim Tae-hoon said that ‘The World has advanced towards the elimination of LGBT discrimination, but the South Korean Constitutional Judges refuse to take the step forward’ (BBC, South Korea court upholds ban on gay sex in the military). Therefore it brings into question how divided humanity still is on the question of LGBT rights. Most European countries have some form of law that legalises Homosexuality however not all have legalised Transgender people to be in the Military. 

According to Greenberg, many scholars claim that Western societies have been more oppressive toward Homosexuality than indigenous cultures of Asia, Africa and the Americans it is theorised to be due to the ‘Judeo-Christian’ traditions which has influenced society through generations (Greenberg, D.F, The construction of homosexuality, P12). This claim made by many scholars has been disproven by modern day actions. By looking at the map seen on Equaldex, it is clear that the countries in the world that have made it illegal to be homosexual in the army are a majority of African, Asian and two mid-American countries therefore disproving most scholars on having the Western Societies as being at fault (Equaldex, Serving openly in the Military by country). To disprove this idea of Western and ‘Judaeo-Christian’ traditions being at fault, Beachy writes about the Homosexual rights in the Weimar Republic in Berlin and the Government at the time was so close to decriminalising Homosexuality and it has more of a positive approach to Homosexuality (Beachy, R, Gay Berlin, p220). The Weimar Republic was Period in Germany between 1918 to 1933 and for Homosexuality to be accepted during that period of time shows that the idea of Western societies being the main fault of banning Homosexuals in the army is a false accusation from many scholars as Greenberg stated (Greenberg, D.F, The construction of homosexuality, P12). Therefore, it is clear to see that Western Societies have now become more accepting of their actions against Homosexuals in the Army and are not at fault as some Scholars claim. The argument on Homosexuality has been in western Culture since 1920s as seen in the Weimar Republic in Germany. 

In conclusion, LGBT Veterans in the UK are finally being received compensation however this is not the case in most countries as some countries in certain parts of the world have failed to accept Homosexuality as legal in their military. Using the example of South Korea it is clear to see the divide that this issue can create however in Europe the Human Courts of Human rights have significant influence over Laws in Europe that affect human rights. The issue of LGBT Rights still holds significant debate and for some countries Homosexuality is still viewed in a negative way and divided opinions can become demonstrations of anger. The argument on Homosexuality in the Military bring forward questions about human rights and the ban on homosexuality in the military is seen in some countries as unjust and is a human right violation. The Consequences of banning Homosexuals in the Military has a significant impact to people around the world. Legalising Homosexuality in the Military is subjective to one Country and not Universally accepted globally. Therefore in terms of the LGBT Veterans in the UK it is a subjective view which is based on British Culture, European court order and is one of the only Nations to give compensation to LGBT Veterans. Homosexuality was banned by the justification that is caused distractions and did not fit the masculine idea that the Military was trying to portray. For that reason, the LGBT Veterans refuse to wear the badges that the UK Government has given them due to the treatment that the LGBT Veterans received in British army between 1967 to 2000 when it was a period of time when it was legal in society. It was for this reason that the LGBT Veterans in article refuse to wear the badges until compensation as they saw it as not being a justified way of showing forgiveness as they want compensation for the traumatic things they experience. This is seen in the example previously given about Stephen Close who has 30 years in Prison for kissing a man in Berlin whilst in the army. For these following reasons it can be understood why the LGBT Veterans will not wear badge till the Compensation and all 49 Recommendations are done as reported in the BBC Article. 
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LGBT in the British Army 
1967-2000
1955 Army Act and 1955 Air Force act – Homosexuality is seen as a ‘disgraceful Conduct of a cruel and disgraceful nature’ within the Army and Air force  (Gov.uk, About the review).
1957 Navy Act - Homosexuality is seen as a ‘disgraceful Conduct of a cruel and disgraceful nature’ within the Navy  (Gov.uk, About the review).
1967 Sexual Offenses act – Homosexuality was decriminalised and allowed relationships ‘in Private’ however the armed forces were exempt from this due to the previous acts for the armed forces made in 1955 and 1957 (Gov.uk, About the review).
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1997 Criminal Justice and Public Order act – Changed the law so that Homosexual Soldiers could not be arrested but it was still allowed to be used for being ground to be discharged from the Army, Navy or Air Force (Gov.uk, About the review).

2000- European Court of Human Rights ruled that it was against Human Rights to arrest or Discharge someone from the Armed Forces for being Homosexual This changed British Armed Forces Law to allow Homosexuals into the army and forcing the Law to change in the UK (Gov.uk, About the review).
2023 Independent review and 2023 Governments response – Lord Etherton made an Independent review of the actions made between 1967 to 2000 towards LGBT Veterans and the Government responded with a response on the 49 recommendations made in the review  (Gov.org, Independent review).
2024 – First recommendation from the review was done by the Government with Badges made for LGBT Veterans and a Public apology from the Prime Minster (BBC, LGBT Veterans reject badge until compensation paid).
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