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 Assess the themes associated with assimilation and liberation
The world post globalisation has evolved, historic activism and demand for equality and recognition would suggest that integration into mainstream society would be a core desire of the gay community. Therefore, should or can the gay identity and culture be absorbed within the mainstream culture of societal norms, or should it continue to actively differentiate itself form standardised and ingrained heterosexuality? These questions are related to the continued distinction between gay, viewed previously as sub-cultures of heterosexuality, and the identity transcending into mainstream society 
It is important, firstly, to explore the origins of gender and gender identity. Gender identity has been at the root of sociological discourse for many years. Similarly, gender identity and sexuality has been, over time, the subject of much political debate, the subject being the most personal and private, and the cause of much discussion amongst groupings, institutions and structures of society (Kring et al, 2014).
Gender affects all areas such as social lives, roles within our local and wider communities and determining the way we present ourselves both in public and private. Gender has an impact on sexual and social communal identity and can dictate the way individuals are perceived by others, both socially and privately (Zevallos,2017; Delphy,1993). It is therefore the construct of gender which influences the way in which we identify as being male or female, that being whether out traits are masculine or feminine, and how we showcase our identity within each situation (Diamond, 2002; Lorber, 1990). Likewise, human sexual norms govern the culture in which we exist and our performance within gender sex role behaviour are being constantly challenged and adapted (Nicholas, 2014).  
Over the years, lesbian and gay people have been oppressed, excluded and in many cases forced to hide their true identity, displaying only the obligatory chromosomal sexual identity of their birth sex and thus forced to conform to the forceful societal expectation of heterosexuality (Seidman, 1998). Jean Paul Sartre (1905-1980) uses the example of homosexual men denying their actions explaining their acts and needs as an aberration of their identity rather than owning their sexual identity, this demonstrated lack of authenticity and an act of ‘bad faith’ in denying their sexual nature (Sartre, 1943). These acts of bad faith have occurred as gay and lesbian people have historically been viewed as a subculture of heterosexuality and stigmatised by society for their difference and perceived deviance from the dominant norms of behaviour dictated by patriarchal driven heterosexuality (Giddens and Sutton, 2018). It could, however, be argued that it is not only gay and lesbian identity which is treated with distain, sexuality in general within the heterosexual paradigm is also treated suspiciously the subject of monitoring, secrecy and censorship (Bronski, 1984). The subject of sexuality is viewed and discussed in a guarded way disguising the general frown and quarantined to private spheres, thus still harbouring the invisible thread of Victorian values which have been cascaded down through generations (Nicholas, 2015; Bronski 1984).
Industrialisation saw the roles of male ‘masculine’ and females ‘feminine’ change which became a platform for creating the means and opportunity for single sex relationships, however such relationships were belittled as frivolous and non-serious acts with no real longevity. These new structures also ensured that men were regulated by the responsibilities of marriage which in turn created reliable and loyal workers for the production line ensuring that heterosexuality remained an aspiration fulfilling the requirements of capitalism (Seidham,1996). 
Despite progress within the campaigns for equality, gay and lesbian people’ struggles continued as the AIDS epidemic, widely reported in the 1980’s and 1990’s, highlighted the risks associated with sexual behaviour within the gay community. This caused a backward step in terms of support and recognition and liberation further propelling the anti-gay movement as the stigma on gay people increased. This had a symbiotic effect, further mobilising gay activism in the quest for further equality. As gay movement developed traction, the rise in homophobia increased and with new forms of discrimination being undertaken (Giddens and Sutton, 2018) 
Gay and lesbians have made significant impact over the years defining their collective identity within the civil rights movements, which successfully challenged the previously constructivists and oppressive heteronormative values, which for so long underpinned and defined societal heterosexual norms (Ghaziani, 2011)
The emergence and progression of queer theory in the 1990’s further undermined heterosexual dominance highlighting other gender identities from other minority groups, and demonstrating the complex nature of gender and gender definition (Sediam,1996). Queer theory as a concept transcends the simple deconstruction of gender and sex roles, challenging the historically dominant heterosexually based society whilst ensuring the values peddled by its dominance and effects within all aspects of society are demystified. The view that straight has a direct opposite which is gay was challenged as queer theory argued that there are many forms of ‘queer’ which oppose the heteronormative value of straight (Nicholas, 2015; Sideman, 1996.). If one considers the array of gender and cultural displays, and the variety of roles fulfilled within society the advent of queer theory further shifted thinking in terms of acceptance of lesbian and gay people. Judith Butler, however, whose views on gender performativity identified that queer theory could be seen as divisive and fixed fearing that people could be policed for not conforming to the expected performance of identity. Butler discussed ‘queer policing’, calling out those who displayed heteronormative behaviour (Butler, 2007). 
Drag and camp are a key component of gay and LGBT identity, therefore great value is placed on the difference politically and culturally on overt gay performativity. Drag dressing as female whilst their essence is male, displaying their male underwear at the need of the act and speaking in a deep voice, owning their sexuality but challenging boundaries of gender perception. Drag evidences the acceptance within society of gender performance in terms of male drag queens representing the opposing genders, the self that is calculated wearing masculine undergarments and feminine overgarments and will demonstrate maleness by lowering their voice contradicting the act of gender display. This is accepted as a role and defines the cultural act of gender display (Butler ,2007; Newton, 1972).
Today many believe we are living in ‘post gay’ society where gay culture has assimilated into the mainstream, and a new class of gay is now emerging, that being gay people who have never witnessed abuse or oppression who have no recollection of the struggles and stigmas faced by earlier generations of gay people (Ghaziani,2011; Seidman,2013).Gay people in some countries are now being afforded the basic human right to a ‘private life’ and in many cases the right to ‘a family life’. More freedom of expression and autonomy, freedoms endorsed by the Human Rights Act which has made a difference to the societal attitudes to gay and lesbian people (Stychin, 2004)
[bookmark: _GoBack] A changed attitude has paved the way for gay culture to be glamorised, high-profile people have come out as openly gay which has further influenced the wider acceptance of gay as a legitimate identity (Morgan, 1998). Gay culture has been commercialised and plays a key part in the behaviour, expectation and in some case aspiration within society (Ghaziani, 2011) As the world has becomes a smaller place, communication through the media has improved and thinking has now become more global rather than national. The globalisation of human rights law has increased awareness of sexual identity and has helped dismiss the belief that homosexuality is deviant, unnatural, and a threat to the civilised world (Stychin,2004). 
In the 21st century, gay and lesbian people within modern society are more affluent and many have high status within society, the grouping who once were confined to the aesthetic high and fine arts are now occupying key roles within society and being recognised and further accepted for this contribution which in turn has increased their status and the perception of people who are gay (Bronski,1998; Morgan,1998). Globalisation resulting in consumerism and the widespread rise in the need to acquire goods has heralded materialism as the new doctrine replacing the previously dogmatic social control enforced by religion now in steady decline. (Bronski, 1984).
 The spending power of the more affluent gay people and the importance of the ‘pink pound’ has almost organically secured the liberation and a place for gay people within civilised modern society as they fulfil the rules of capitalism and commercialism (Morgan, 1998).  Therefore, it could be argued that in today’s evolving society gay and lesbian people are being absorbed, their culture assimilated into mainstream society as they now are adhering to the set rules created by heterosexual society and that liberation has preconditions (Cruickshank,1992)
 Capitalism, could be said to invite homosexuality and single sex relationships adopting egocentric competitiveness and the need to achieve, linking the new needs of ‘individualism’ looking personal needs and experiences rather than the past hegemonic relationships focused purely on procreation, rather the compatibility (Bronski, 1984; Daly, 2004). Individualism sets out the recipe for self-expression, and multi gender identity concepts such as camp, gay, queer, bi sexual and boi and drag evidence a display and an expression of gender identity (Levy, 2006)
If  acquisition of goods based in capitalism  has aided the  acceptance of gay people into mainstream society another component dominated by heteronormative values is the social construct known as ‘the family’ as a key institution within society, and  is in many respects bonded to the heterosexual entwined to the  construct of marriage, being synonymous with the ingrained belief that the family should consist of one male and one female parent (ONS, 2017; Capuzzi et al, 2015; Hudak and Giamatti, 2009). This representation of this iconic aspirational nuclear family is again is underpinned by patriarchy and heteronormative values (Butler,1990; 2007). This popular family design is a cultural act with society being the sole beneficiary (Lee, 2005).  However, in the 21st Century a phenomenon described as ‘doing family ‘suggests the family as a contributary unit can be substituted and successfully replicated (Hudak and Giamatti, 2009) Undoubtedly, it is the work of modern feminists have paved the way for the new ‘individualist’ requirement, replacing the society of post war Britain, creating a more self-seeking attitude with people demanding the best possible life and putting a high value on experiences (Kelly, 2014).  The decline in religion in 1960 and 1970’s allowed the infiltration of more liberal thinking within society, enabling and empowering people to make their own informed decisions without facing the wrath of the religious institutions (Anderson, 2009). This has paved the way for gay and heterosexual couples not only to freely cohabit but allowed gay and lesbian people to enter into firstly legal civil partnerships and later in 2014 marriage. The pillar of society called ‘the family’ is now being recognised as not being purely nuclear in design, but can made up groupings not necessarily of traditional construction (Lavelle, 2015). Likewise, legislation such as the Adoption and Children Act (2002) now provides for non-traditional family units to have the right to raise children (Harding, 2010). The cultural performance, as in-gender performance, can be replicated in terms of ‘doing of the family’ as previously discussed can be successfully achieved by same sex couples (Hudak and Giammanei, 2009). 
 In addition, the once gay neighbourhoods, which were full of gay symbols and once a place of safety for gay people, are now depleting as more families are moving into the once gay living strongholds and gay people are living in more widespread areas among other groupings (Ghiazani, 2010 Rosser et al 2007). Gay people are also less involved and committed to gay communities and culture than before ( Lewis et al,2015) Therefore, it could be argued that  gay as a culture is in transition being blended into some mainstream societies or  as other may argue is gay culture big diluted (Rosser et al 2007) . Differences in rural and urban areas are a factor in assimilation, rural locations being more closed and stigmatised whilst urban areas are more open to changes in ideas and behaviours and embrace difference more willingly (Seidman, 2013). Undoubtedly future generations, like the emerging gay people who have no memory of exclusion, will be socialised in a more diverse society, therefore behaviour norms will be acted and modified, and reacted within
Gay culture, which has been repressed, hidden in the shadows, is now being recognised more customs and practices associated with the social group and have become more socially acceptable. The values base which was previously seen as unacceptable are now being associated with the humanity of being gay rather than excluded sexual deviants who were not compliant with heteronormative and functional requirements of society (Kring et al, 2014; Bronski, 1984). 
Gay people therefore, now actively fulfil all of the core conditions and needs required by modern society which remains derived from patriarchy and capitalism. Gay is now recognised as the ‘third sex’, interestingly could be argued as falling behind the female gender who are identified as the second sex (de Beauvoir, 1949) two places behind male, thus proving that gay men are not seen as men (Bronski, 1998). Liberation for lesbians and gay people, the fight for civil and legal rights and protection of the law has resulted in more equality for gay and lesbian people and this continues to develop and evolve; however gay identity is a strong identity which is distinctive, throughout time gays and lesbians have fought for equality and have achieved much within civilised society. Like any minority grouping with a history of struggle for equality and equity there will be a reticence of fear of losing their definitive identity, past stories of exclusion are bonding, and gay people will be fearful of losing their identity; however, it could be argued that all identities have changed and evolved over the years.   It is according to Peter Morgan (1998) an untruth that homosexual and lesbian people have in common interest based on their sexuality, they are stand- alone grouping whose only commonality has been exclusion and inequality (Morgan 1998). Bronski identified that gay only spoke and represented   homosexual males and not lesbian in fact lesbians have a more understated silent voice and are less glamorised than male counterparts (Bronski, 1984). 
It is believed by some that gay activism is now redundant, and that integration and assimilation into mainstream society is progressing, if not complete. If, however, assimilation means less active campaigning and demanding of policy changes for equality the move could be seen as premature. There has been a greater acceptance of the gay community also since the reduced publicity and visibility of Aids and HIV (Lewis et al, 2015). There continues to exist oppression against gay people; for example, out of 202 counties worldwide, less than 1 per cent have laws which protect gay and lesbian people. In 72 countries being gay remains illegal 53 of which are within the Commonwealth (BBC, 2018), people who are gay can be punished, imprisoned or killed for their preferences (Morgan, 1998). 
The question of integration into mainstream society, and embracing and blending difference is no more a question as in the integration of other ethnic groups within society. There are frequent flash points within groupings, as boundaries are periodically revisited and challenged and the differences within each group is scrutinised and new demands for acceptance delivered. This is merely social development whereby cultural existence is redeveloped, produced and identified. Queer Theory as a concept, underpins the shifting platform of gender identity, challenging the gay and lesbian and male and female identities which supports the notion of doing and undoing gender according to influences, preferences and the refining of socialisation overtime, a more modern identity which is not based on political needs but on preference and needs a more dynamic, fluid, gender and a sexual identity (Seidman, 2005). 
Despite the differences in both straight and gay culture, presentation and representation both groupings experience the same challenges within the life course and human development, the journey of self-discovery, developing acceptable social identity which bring their own restrictions. Views on sexuality changed significantly during the 20th and 21st Century as the culture seeped into mainstream society blurring and amending some gender perceptions.  According to many we are in the phase of assimilation as new generation of gay people and other who have gender fluidity are experiencing a less oppressive free existence. As in all societal change, time will be the determinant as to whether gay culture is assimilated or whether heterosexual culture is modified around gay people and whether assimilation is liberation or another form of oppression.
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