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-"were commended by the court 
chairman on 'their patience in deal­
ing with a very unpleasant case'. 
They deserved the praise-but was 
the order by a senior officer-ta 
carry out what may be thought a 
degrading duty-right? This is 
probably the easiest way of getting 
proof in indecency cases-but is it 
necessarily the best?" 

And or:i 4- 16-65 the same paper 
published an indignant letter which 
said:- "I am astounded to read that 
the police locally have now sunk 
to a new low inasmuch as they 
are prepared to spend two weeks 
peeping through a grille in a male 
convenience in Leyton, on the look­
out for sexual deviates. That it took 
so long to catch a pair of offenders 
surely proves there must be very 
little of this kind of activity in pro­
gress. But that the police should 
so outrage public liberty by sinking 
to such methods is intolerable. Far 
from commending the officers con­
cerned, the chairman at the court 
should have surely thoroughly 
chastized them and thrown the 
case out." To which another reader 
replied:- "Sexual deviates ... may 
frolic to their hearts content in pri­
vate as far as I am concerned, but 
not in parks, public lavatories and 
other publ'ic places subsidized by 
me." 

This last, ONE might add, is pre­
cisely the state of affairs that it 
and modern homosexual law re­
form movements, are trying to 
bring about. Many will remember 
a parallel and well-publicized Long 
Beach, California case a few years 
ago which reached the State Su­
preme Court, in which the defense 
stood against the same 'Peeping 
Tom' methods which have been 
standard technique in California 
and other States for years, even 
though apparently somewhat of a 
novelty in England. In the CalHor­
nia case above referred to, the de-

cIsIon was rendered that for public 
indecency to be charged, the act 
must-be under such circumstances 
that it could be publicly (not secretly 
or clandestinely) observed. This 
ruling has supposely outlawed 
peeph_ole procedures in California, 
but whether or not it has affected 
similar practices in other States is 
not presently known. TANGENTS 
will appreciate receiving reports or 
clippings from out-of--State readers 
on this subject. 
LONDON DRAG SHOW 
'REVOLTING' 

"Mary", "Grace" and "Lolita" 
were actually Pete, George, and 
Eddie (or something like that), so 
that when Roger Hall, reporting for 
the 4-4-65 issue of NEWS OF THE 
WORLD, spied them at the Lord 
Ranelagh public-house, gyrating 
about in their best wigs and gowns 
for the "Queen of the Month" con­
test, he was shocked into writing:­
"Th is Show Must NOT Go On!!!" 
But it did, for that evening anyway, 
so Reporter Hall got a brimming 
eyeful. 

''Mary", it seems, was the in­
cumbent Queen, who, according to 
Hall, clambered aboard a table, 
sheathed in glittering lame and 
with a gold-cardboard crown, and 
"mimed and wriggled his way 
through a pop-song," after which 
"Grace" was elected the new 
"Queen of the Month." "Then," 
continues Hall, " ... came the most 
nauseating part of all. 'Grace' was 
crowned by the retiring Queen with 
the cardboard crown, received a 
large bouquet of flowers, and wa-s 
kissed by him. At this point I'd had 
enough, and escaped into the night 
air ... " 

Later, however, he collared the 
operators of the house, who claim-· 
ed not to notice anything extra-or-. 
dinary about the show-said there 
had been only one complaint so 
far, from a man astonished by the 

J7 



This content downloaded from 
�������������155.33.135.3 on Thu, 21 Apr 2022 18:23:03 UTC�������������� 

All use subject to https://about.jstor.org/terms

apparition of a 'woman' in 'lhe 
gents.· In fact, the manager thought 
the whole thing "a bit of a giggle." 
Not so Hall', who says the tavern 
will "never have my custom, while 
they continue to offer this outrage­
ous spectacle." The owners, subse­
quently consulted, are said to have 
taken a similar view. "We did not 
know this was going on and we 
will take steps to stop it immedi­
ately," they are quoted as stating. 
London readers-any more news? 

From the pictures accompanying 
this story, the show may have been 
a bit crude. There are drag shows 
in the U.S.A. where wigs are some­
what unconvincing, and where 
stubbly beards clearly peek through 
the pancake makeup. But there are 
others where the drag queen raises 
'her' art to a high degree of finesse, 
and doubtless London can match 
these also. 
WILL MY SON BE A 
HOMOSEXUAL? 

Quentin Crewe's 2-part article 
under the above heading (London 
DAILY MIRROR, 4- 14-4- 15-65) 
awakened a variety of responses. 
Though not actually very extensive 
in overall content, the article is 
unusually well-balanced, citing a 
variety of modern psychological 
and soci_ological opinions on the 
subject of homosexuality generall'y. 
Crewe did some field-work prior 
to writing his article, including at­
tending a cinema. known to be fre­
quented by homosexuals. One ex­
perience there bore out what psy­
chologists had previously told him, 
that in offenses involving minors, 
it is the minor, often as not, who 
solicits the act. In this case, after 
a fifteen-year-old boy sat down 
beside him and made the usual 
overtures, Crewe was able to talk 
with the youngster, and obtain 
some valuable information concern­
ing his history and famil'y life. The 
article concludes with standard 
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psychological advice to parents 
about how to "protect" sons by 
providing a "happy home" and 
opportunity to identify properly 
with the father-figure. 

In spite of its general balance 
and freedom from condemnatory 
attitudes, Crewe's presentation per­
petuates the stereotyped figure of 
the homosexual as a neurosis­
eaten, anxiety-ridden, unhappy 
person, who "would give anything 
to be normal, to be able to marry 
and have children," etc. This drew 
the following responses, appearing 
in the DAILY MIRROR for 4-22-65:-

"Quentin Crewe must have met 
some very dreary types of homo­
sexual during his survey for the 
MIRROR. I am a normal woman, 
but I know several homosexual 
men; two have been my dearest 
friends for more than seventeen 
years. They hold good jobs, are 
intelligent, humorous, and most 
sincere. They find partners of the 
same kind as themselves arid en­
joy living as much as most people. 
They do not spend time pitying 
themselves for something for which 
they are not responsible." And an­
other correspondent writes:-

"lt is man-made laws which 
have created the image of homo­
sexuals as 'perverts.' Ours is an 
unending struggle against people 
who consider themselves normal, 
and yet ill-treat children and ani­
mals. If 'normal' people will not 
help us to change the laws which 
govern homosexual conduct they 
should leave us alone." And 
again:-

"Quentin Crewe's articles on 
homosexuality should make peo­
ple real'ize that this country, so 
proud of its racial and religious 
tolerance, has an oppressed mi­
nority. Homosexuals are the vic­
tims of unjust laws." 
PEER FACES VICE CHARGE 

According to the London DAILY 
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