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INDONESIA: Transgender Indonesians bear brunt of
rising intolerance
The Malay Mail Online (09.10.2016) - http://bit.ly/2d76vjS - A handful of Muslim
transgender women wash their faces, put on white robes and begin to pray, an act of
quiet defiance after their study centre in Indonesia was shut by hardliners.

Al Fatah, which claimed to be the world’s only Islamic boarding school for transgender
students, was long regarded as a symbol of the tolerant brand of Islam widely practised
in the world’s most populous Muslim-majority country.
But several months ago, amid a sudden backlash against lesbian, gay, bisexual and
transgender people, a local hardline group called Islamic Jihad Front forced the school to
close.
Despite the risk of retaliation, a small group of former students continue to quietly gather
at the school building in the city of Yogyakarta every week to pray and study Islam.
“We want to prove that Islam accepts transgenders, that Islam is a blessing for all
mankind,” Shinta Ratri, the leader of the prayer group, told AFP.
The closing of the school, which was founded in 2008, is one of the most visible signs of
an alarming wave of intolerance sweeping across Yogyakarta — the country’s cultural
heartland which had long been regarded as an open-minded, accepting city.
In recent times Islamic hardliners have halted a festival focusing on women’s issues and
have targeted the Christian minority, seeking to close down churches and stop their
community work.
Local police have sometimes been accused of standing back and letting hardliners carry
out acts of intolerance, or even of working with them to do so.
‘Unity in diversity’
“Unfortunately in recent years, intolerant groups have been imposing their rigid beliefs
on people,” said Agnes Dwi Rusjiyati, the local coordinator of activist group Bhinneka
Tunggal Ika National Alliance.
Bhinneka Tunggal Ika, Indonesia’s national motto, means “Unity in Diversity”, and is
intended to show that the vast archipelago takes strength from the myriad different
ethnic, cultural and religious groups living within its borders.
But there has been a growing pushback against this long-cherished belief.
Observers say the trend in Yogyakarta is an acute example of creeping conservatism
across the country, that has targeted everything from the gay community, to drinking
alcohol and pornography.
The Indonesian constitution officially recognises six different religions. Most of its 255
million inhabitants practise a moderate form of Islam, often infused with influences from
local ethnic groups, and no one believes the country is likely to be transformed into a
state ruled by sharia law.
But critics say the influence of fringe hardline groups, and the authorities’ unwillingness
to tackle them for fear of being labelled anti-Islamic, has fuelled a dangerous increase in
intolerance.
The targeting of the transgender community around Yogyakarta, who were previously
allowed, by and large, to quietly get on with their lives, stands out as an example of this
disturbing trend.
The Al Fatah school, sitting in a labyrinth of alleyways in the historic Kotagede district of
Yogyakarta, is a converted house with a main room that has been turned into a place for
praying and reciting the Quran.

Three preachers continue to teach about a dozen out of the 42 former students who head
there every week since its closure in February.
‘Part of God’s creation’
“It’s so difficult for these transgenders to pray in the mosque because of the stigma,” Arif
Nuh Safri, a 32-year-old preacher, told AFP.
“So when I came to this school the first thing I told them is they have the right to pray,
because they are part of God’s creation.”
Prior to the closure there had been little sign of resistance to the school in the
surrounding area.
“They want to learn to recite the Quran, they want to be good people, and that’s better
than drinking,” said one neighbour, Aris Sutanto.
But Abdurahman, the leader of Islamic Jihad Front, was unapologetic.
“We can’t be tolerant towards something that is bad,” he said, adding that the hardliners
always coordinated with police before taking actions against activities they considered
immoral.
Police insisted Yogyakarta was still a tolerant city and said they had only taken action
against events when there were objections from people in local neighbourhoods.
Cases of intolerance have escalated in Yogyakarta since 2011, when hardliners began
targeting churches. But there has been a sharp increase in recent times as Islamic
groups have grown bolder.
In an alarming episode in April, Islamic hardliners and police together allegedly stopped a
women’s arts festival from going ahead, with organisers claiming they were verbally
harassed and some attendees briefly detained by authorities.
The trend has sparked concern among the large community of local artists, who have
expressed their frustration in graffiti that questions whether Yogyakarta is still an
accepting place, such as: “City of tolerance?”.
Ahmad Suaedy, a researcher on Islam appointed by the government as an ombudsman
on religious and cultural issues, said the authorities’ failure to stop acts of intolerance
was causing minorities to suffer.
“This is a political strategy of politicians so they can be seen as taking the middle
ground,” he said. “But it is at the expense of minority groups.”

AUSTRALIA: Marriage equality: Christian lobby backs
legal help for businesses refusing gay couples
ACL-founded Human Rights Law Alliance is seeking private contributions for a
‘fighting fund’ to run cases that may arise if marriage equality is legalized
The Guardian (05.10.2016) - http://bit.ly/2dsaS8f - An organisation founded by the
Australian Christian Lobby plans to bankroll legal cases for business owners who refuse
to provide services to gay couples should marriage equality be legalised.

The Human Rights Law Alliance, set up in Canberra last month with seed funding from
the ACL, is seeking private contributions for a “fighting fund” to run cases that may arise
if changes to the Marriage Act are passed.
The managing director of HRLA, Martyn Iles, said the alliance would “only support cases
where people have a conscientious objection to participating in a same-sex wedding”.
“We would not support anybody who was discriminating against anyone because of who
they are, that is, because they’re gay,” he told Guardian Australia.
“It’s got to be sincerely held religious belief or conscientious belief and it has to be
expressed in good faith. There’s a few requirements there so you would have to have
some evidence that that is in fact what they believe.
“It wouldn’t be a situation where it’s arbitrary or someone just claims religious belief
because they don’t like a customer.”
The Queensland anti-discrimination commissioner, Kevin Cocks, predicted that most
business owners refusing same-sex couples as customers would not be explicit about
their reasons, meaning it would be difficult to muster evidence for a discrimination
complaint.
“There may be some groups that want to make a point and push things, so therefore if
you’re refused service and treated unfavourably because of your [sexuality] then people
could make a complaint [but] it would depend upon the context,” he told Guardian
Australia.
Iles acknowledged that those refusing wedding customers for religious reasons were
more likely to trigger a discrimination complaint because taking a stand would involve
giving reasons.
The HRLA is crowd-funding $120,000 to launch, with contributions “over and above that”
to help establish casework by a volunteer network of like-minded lawyers and barristers.
“Justice is expensive in this country and if you have a few cases running, you can
exhaust a lot of money very quickly. It all depends on what people are willing to give and
how successful we are getting established,” Iles said.
For now an arm of the ACL, the HRLA would look to register separately as a charitable
organisation.
Iles said it was not clear whether future donations would be tax-deductible, as the
alliance was yet to establish whether it would qualify for deductible gift recipient status.
“That’s a question for us in the future. Once we’ve got some work happening, then we
will look into incorporating separately, getting charitable status and going out for DGR,”
he said.
In a public statement calling for donations the managing director of ACL, Lyle Shelton,
said: “This team of Christian lawyers will fight to protect your religious freedom and
fundamental rights in the courts of Australia.”
“As you know, it’s becoming harder for Christians to live out our most fundamental
convictions in public and social life. There’s an agenda to silence our voice.”

Shelton said last month there was “a long list of people in the US, UK and Canada who
have been fined, hauled before courts and demonised out of their jobs for their belief
that marriage is between one man and one woman”.
“Cake makers, florists, wedding-chapel owners and photographers are among the many
people who have had legal action taken against them,” he said.
Cocks said the difficulty proving discrimination by business providers according to
sexuality was similar to proving age discrimination against job applicants, where other
reasons for refusal were almost always given.
“To be quite honest there may be some businesses that will refuse [same-sex couples
seeking wedding services] but I don’t think they’ll let it be known why they refused,” he
said.
“They’ll say they’re booked out, or they’re not working that weekend or ‘we just can’t
supply you because we’ve got a number of orders on’.”
A discrimination complaint would usually need to entail an explicit statement from the
business owner that a customer’s sexuality was why they were being refused business,
Cocks said.
Business owners who withheld their reasons would “have to be a little bit careful of
course” as they could be caught out providing the same service to a straight couple after
refusing a same-sex couple, he said.
“That could happen but to be quite honest, same-sex couples would want [their wedding]
to be a happy time and smart business people will go after their trade. Personally, I don’t
think they’d want to prove a point.”
Cocks said it remained open to a “conservative-minded government” to pass a law to
allow refusal on the grounds of opposition to marriage equality.
Among the 12 or more cases currently funded by HRLA is the defence of Melbourne antiabortion activist and mother of 13, Kathy Clubb, who was charged in August under new
Victorian laws banning protests near abortion clinics.
The HRLA is also involved in cases of “doctor’s conscience” before the Medical Board of
Australia, as well as out-of-court negotiations over alleged cases of religious
discrimination in workplaces and a university.
Iles declined to say whether the HRLA had gained the assistance of prominent legal
figures among the five or so lawyers working on its cases pro bono or cheaply.
“Exactly who helps out will become clear because those cases will come to light,” he said.
Iles has indicated the HRLA sees itself as filling a void left by the Australian Human
Rights Commission and human rights legal centres, which it believes have neglected to
uphold freedom of religion, speech, conscience and association.
Its agenda has prompted scepticism from others in human rights advocacy, with lawyer
Duncan Fine accusing the HRLA of believing “the worst discrimination imaginable is to
curtail their right to discriminate”.
Iles said the alliance was “not here to promote discrimination or to over-promote
religious freedom, we’re here to find balance”.

“We believe in the right to non-discrimination, we believe in the right to equality but we
believe the right to freedom of conscience, thoughts and religion or belief is not
appropriately balanced against some of those equality and non-discrimination rights.
“The great thing about it is this has to be tested in court. Ultimately [a judge] has to
decide where the balance is to be struck.”

SOUTH AFRICA: Southern Africa Anglican Province
rejects blessings for same-sex marriages
Adapted from Anglican Communion News Service (03.10.2016) - http://bit.ly/2dOw6v6 The provincial synod of the Anglican Church of Southern Africa has voted against the
introduction of blessing services for same-sex marriages. The motion required a simple
majority in all three houses of the synod (laity, clergy and bishops) along with an overall
two-thirds majority of the whole synod. But it was rejected in all three houses and failed
to get anywhere near the two-thirds overall majority.
“From those figures you will see the strongest support, albeit a minority, came from the
clergy, and the least strong from the bishops,” the Archbishop of Cape Town, Thabo
Makgoba, said afterwards “We live in a democracy, our Church has strongly advocated
democracy, and people on all sides of the debate have to accept the result.
“At the same time, the debate is not over. Without trying to predict its ultimate outcome
or to suggest what that should be, it was notable that a number of opponents of the
motion did not reject it out of hand, but suggested instead that opinion in our Church
was not yet ready for such a move.”
Archbishop Makgoba, the Primate of Southern Africa, said that support for the motion
was “quite substantial” when compared with other African Anglican provinces “most of
which are vigorously opposed to same-sex unions in any form.”
He said that the debate at last week’s Synod was “the first time this issue has been
seriously debated by our Church” and stressed that it wasn’t necessarily the end of the
debate, because “representatives are free to raise it again at future synods.”
In his comments, Archbishop Makgoba recognised the pain that such debates cause
people on both sides of the debate and said that it was “palpable”, and said: “no one
celebrated or applauded the outcome,” he said. “There are no winners or losers in the
Kingdom of God, and we recognised that whichever way the vote went, there was going
to be pain.”
He added that he was personally “deeply pained” by the outcome, adding: “If one of you,
my church members, is in pain, then I am in pain too.”

UK: Fourteen gay Anglican priests urge bishops to take
lead on inclusion
Gay and lesbian clergy write to bishops asking them to be bold about ‘what you
know to be the direction of travel’
The Guardian (04.09.2016) - http://bit.ly/2c0Vi0Q - Fourteen Church of England priests
who have married their same sex partners have urged Anglican bishops to be bold and
take the church forward in its stance on homosexuality and gay marriage.

Their move follows the bishop of Grantham’s disclosure that he is in a same-sex
relationship. Nicholas Chamberlain is the first bishop to openly declare that he is gay.
The gay and lesbian clergy, plus an additional eight lay members of the church in same
sex marriages, signed a letter to bishops – who are meeting next week – urging them to
“give a clear lead that offers a way forward to greater inclusion” of LGBTI people in the
church.
It adds: “We encourage you to be bold, and to be honest about what many of you
already believe from your own experience, and to what you know to be increasingly the
direction of travel, not just in our church but in many churches in this country.”
Eight of the clergy and their spouses have signed the letter in their own names – some
revealing their married status for the first time. A further six have withheld their names
to protect themselves or their bishops who have privately supported them.
The Church of England officially forbids its clergy to marry same-sex partners, although
some bishops have chosen to issue reprimands rather than strip individuals of their
licence to act as priests.
Conservatives fear the growing number of priests in same sex marriages represents a
creeping de facto change in traditional teaching.
The letter was organised by Andrew Foreshew-Cain, who married his partner in June
2014. He continues to work as vicar of vicar of St Mary with All Souls, Kilburn and St
James, West Hampstead following an “informal rebuke”.
The signatories to the letter acknowledge that “the time may not yet be right for a
change in the church’s official understanding of marriage. But many in our parishes have
already made that move, and it is time to respect that a diversity of theology within the
church exists and that there may be more than one understanding of what a faithful
Christian may believe on these issues”.
On Friday, Chamberlain revealed in an interview with the Guardian that he was appointed
as a bishop last November with Justin Welby, the archbishop of Canterbury, fully aware
of his sexual identity and the fact that he was in a long-term, albeit celibate, relationship.
Welby said in a statement that Chamberlain’s sexuality was “completely irrelevant to his
office”.
A conservative organisation within the Anglican church said on Saturday that the
disclosure was a “serious cause for concern” and that his appointment was a “major
error”.
Gafcon, which represents conservative Anglicans worldwide with a particularly strong
presence in the US and Africa, issued a statement on Saturday saying that Chamberlain’s
public acknowledgement of his sexuality would “exacerbate ... divisions within the Church
of England and throughout the wider Anglican Communion”.
But Gafcon, which is at the forefront of a global campaign to hold the Anglican church to
traditional teaching on sexuality and marriage, has accused the C of E of presenting a fait
accompli over Chamberlain’s appointment.
In a statement, it acknowledged that Chamberlain was conforming to bishops’ guidelines,
which stipulate that same-sex relationships must be celibate, and that he had not

publicly campaigned for a change in the church’s traditional teachings on sexuality and
marriage.
But, it went on, “there are aspects of this appointment which are a serious cause for
concern for biblically orthodox Anglicans around the world, and therefore we believe that
this appointment is a major error”.
It referred to an outcry among conservatives in 2003 when Jeffrey John, now the dean of
St Albans, was a candidate for the post of bishop of Reading while he was in a same-sex
relationship. John withdrew his candidacy.
Gafcon said: “In this case, the element of secrecy in the appointment to the episcopacy
of a man in a same-sex relationship gives the impression that it has been arranged with
the aim of presenting the church with a ‘fait accompli’, rather than engaging with
possible opposition in the spirit of ‘shared conversations’.”
“Shared conversations” is the C of E’s phrase for a process of protracted internal
discussions on issues of sexuality that has been taking place over the past two years.
LGBTI Mission, a C of E group that advocates acceptance of lesbian and gay Christians,
said it welcomed the openness shown by Chamberlain. In a veiled reference to other gay
bishops, it said it hoped Chamberlain’s public comments would lead to “increased
openness among bishops so that the burden does not long remain on the bishop of
Grantham alone”.
However, it added, the church still adhered to “a discriminatory policy of purposeful
concealment” in its senior appointments. “The need to review the absurd and cruel
double standard still applied in relation to sexual conduct of the clergy remains an urgent
task for the church.”
The C of E’s College of Bishops will meet next week to determine the church’s next move
following the “shared conversations”, which are now at an end.
Conservatives fear that the C of E is moving – albeit slowly – towards a more open
accommodation of LGBT people, both in its congregations and among its clergy and
hierarchy.
Some LGBT campaigners within the church want bishops to acknowledge there cannot be
consensus within the church on sexuality and to move forward; others stress the need
for care and caution in order to avoid a split.
Welby is believed to have had a change of heart on the issue over recent years. At a
Christian festival last weekend, he said he was “constantly consumed with horror” at the
church’s treatment of lesbians and gay men.
A meeting in recent days of conservative C of E parishes to discuss their response to
what they see as a watering down of biblical authority on sexuality and marriage was
billed as a potential first step to a split in the church.
However, senior C of E figures are thought to be relatively relaxed, believing it is unlikely
that a significant number of clergy and congregations would leave the church over the
issue.

CANADA: Anglican Church of Canada backs same-sex
marriage
HRWF (13.07.2016) - The Anglican Church of Canada voted to authorise same-sex
marriage one day after the church’s General Synod had voted it down by a narrow
margin. Questions emerged about the integrity of the voting process, leading to a
recount and overturning of the initial vote.
The decision marked the culmination of several years of work by the General Synod,
which meets every three years. In order for a resolution to pass that would change the
church’s canon law, it requires two-thirds support from each of three orders – the lay,
clergy and house of bishops.
The first vote evoked shock, dismay and scores of impassioned speeches in favour of the
resolution, for which delegates felt confident of its support within the church. Several
bishops and prominent members of the clergy declared that they would bless same-sex
marriages in defiance of the narrow vote. In the end, delegates pressed for a detailed
hard copy of the electronic voting records, leading to a recount.
Then in a stunning reversal of events, Archbishop Fred Hiltz, primate of the church,
declared that the resolution in favour of same-sex marriage had in fact passed. The
resolution brings the Church of Canada in line with the country’s ruling in 2005 to legalise
same-sex marriage. It also aligns the church with the US-based Episcopal Church, the
Anglican body which has received considerable backlash from the global Anglican
Communion for its acceptance of gay marriage.
Other Anglican national churches in Brazil, South Africa, New Zealand and Scotland have
also taken steps toward accepting same-sex relationships.
Sources: Crux, Pink News and the Guardian

WORLD: Transgender stories, Surat-Shaan Knan
An excerpt from The Guardian (10.07.2016) - http://bit.ly/29HuJAB - I didn’t really know
anything about gender identity until quite late, when I was in my mid-20s. I also come
from a secular Jewish family, so I didn’t know much about what it means to be Jewish
either. I identify as non-binary, trans-masculine. Being trans and Jewish seemed a
complete oxymoron. I thought, it can’t be, I have to decide between them. But I had this
wonderful community here to give me all that space and time to come out.
I feel very blessed that everyone, including family and friends, have been extremely
supportive throughout. I haven’t had to go through what many trans people have to go
through.
Years ago when I came out I went to the wall [Western Wall in Jerusalem]. There are
three sections – the male section, the female section and an ungendered section. Now I
would probably go to the ungendered section, but it was my first time presenting as male
in such a holy place and I went to the male section of the wall. It made me so happy to
do that, to go to the part of the wall I wanted to. I was transitioning medically and
spiritually and it was one of the most important moments of my life.
A Jewish online magazine reported on that and it sparked off online, I got really abusive
messages. I thought, these people don’t know me, I don’t think anyone should be able to

tell you who you are and how to live your life. Yourself is yourself, even in the religious
community.
A lot of people from mainstream trans communities ask me, how can you be a person of
faith, because even your own religion has been so horrible to LGBT people in general and
trans people specifically? That’s true. But it’s about what faith means and leaving out
what some leaders and institutions do with it.
In the media, the focus is often on the pathology and medical transitioning and that’s a
big part of it, but there are so many layers of what it means to be trans. It’s almost like
trans people are one-dimensional, they are just these people who need medical help. I
do hope we will change our view on what trans looks like. It’s not just something on the
outside, it’s something that’s very deep and spiritual.
We are created in the image of God. I am part of that as a trans Jew.

WORLD: Islamic State’s persecution of homosexuals
New Europe Online (17.06.2016) - http://bit.ly/293jehO - The gunman who attacked a
gay nightclub in Orlando, Florida, is said to have pledged allegiance to Islamic State in a
911 call, and a day after the massacre, the extremist group described the shooter as
“one of the soldiers of the caliphate in America”.
The Associate Press (AP) looked at what Islamic State, Islamic scholars and others in the
region say about homosexuality.
Islamic scholars overwhelmingly teach that same-gender sex is a sin. Men having sex
with each other should be punished, the Muslim holy book, the Quran says, but it doesn’t
say how – and it adds that they should be left alone if they repent.
The death penalty instead comes from the Hadith, or accounts of the sayings of the
Prophet Muhammad. The accounts differ on the method of killing, and some accounts
give lesser penalties in some circumstances.
Yet, despite that teaching, Muslims in some countries have indicated support for LGBT
rights. Just over 40% of Muslims in the United States said they supported same-sex
marriage last year, in a survey by the Washington-based Public Religion Research
Institute.
In addition, a small number of Islamic scholars, mainly in the West, have started reexamining Islamic teaching on same-gender sex and have concluded that the blanket
condemnation is a misinterpretation. However, this review is only just beginning and is
not widely accepted.
However, Islamic State’s radical interpretation of Islam is that gays should be thrown
from a high building then stoned if they are not dead when they hit the ground. Over the
past two years, Islamic State has thrown dozens of gay men from tall buildings in the
areas of Iraq and Syria under its control. The group’s online videos show masked
militants dangling men over the precipices of buildings by their legs to drop them headfirst or tossing them over the edge.
Across the Arab world, gays have been arrested and sentenced to prison on charges
linked to “debauchery” – and faced flogging or even the death penalty in Iran and Saudi
Arabia. During their rule in Afghanistan in the 1990s, the Taliban had their own method:
the victim would be placed in a pit and a large stone wall toppled on top of him.

EU: All 28 EU member states reach consensus on LGBT
rights for first time
The 28 EU member states have reached a consensus on LGBT rights for the first
time in European history.
By Nick Duffy
Pink News (20.06.2016) - http://bit.ly/28IEJbT - The Council of the European Union
reached consensus on Friday on a Netherlands-backed agreement concerning women’s
rights, gender equality and the protection of LGBTI people across the EU.
For the first time ever, the 28 member states agreed at the Council to work against “any
discrimination” against LGBT people, and to ramp up pan-European efforts on equality.
It urges individual national governments “to consider working together with the European
Commission with regard to its List of actions to advance LGBTI equality”, and “to take
action to combat discrimination on the grounds of sexual orientation and gender
identity”.
It comes in the wake of the Orlando attack.
Under the terms of the agreement, the European Commission will prepare an annual
progress report on the position of LGBT rights across every European country, evaluating
progress across a number of areas with recommendations for reform.
The EU already requires member states to adopt anti-discrimination employment
protections, but there is a large disparity in LGBT equality across Europe.
Dutch equalities minister Jet Bussemaker said: “European cooperation is essential to
efforts to fight global homophobia and strengthen women’s rights. With the dreadful
attack in Orlando still fresh in our memories, I don’t need to explain why it’s so important
for the EU to take a clear stand.
“LGBTI rights and women’s rights are human rights that transcend borders.
“Everyone has the right to be who they want to be, regardless of their background or
origin.
“It’s very important that we act together against countries and organisations that violate
the rights of women, gay men, lesbian women and bisexual, transgender and intersex
people.”
The President of the Council, Lodewijk Assche added: “Gay rights and women’s rights are
human rights, without limits. Everyone has the right to be who you want to be,
regardless of background or origin.
“It is very important that we now have a common European vision and goal that ensures
collective action against countries and organisations that infringe gender equality, the
rights of women, gay men, lesbians, bisexuals and transgender and intersex persons.”
ILGA-Europe’s Executive Director Evelyne Paradis said: “The adoption of the Council
conclusions is finally a clear confirmation at the highest level that EU member states are
committed to working together on promoting LGBTI rights across the EU and beyond.

“It is a clear call to the EU institutions that they can stop being cautious in standing up
for LGBTI rights; they have the backing of member states to really step up their work in
this area.”
However, ILGA-Europe called on EU institutions to secure tighter commitments from
member states, noting a reference to “fully respecting the Member States’ competences,
national identities and constitutional traditions” that could potentially be cited as an optout.
Ms Paradis added: “Now more than ever, the EU’s institutions and member states must
show the LGBTI community that they are willing to stand alongside them in the face of
intolerance.
“These Council conclusions must be a living document that guides their work for all
LGBTI people, without any ifs or buts.”

WORLD: U.N. genocide watchdog suggests Trump,
American hardliners fueling hatred of Muslims
By Colum Lynch
Foreign Policy (17.06.2016) - http://atfp.co/1YxHQnI - The U.N.’s top genocide expert
waded into the toxic American debate on the massacres of 49 people at a gay bar in
Orlando, Florida, and issued a thinly veiled swipe at presumptive Republican presidential
nominee Donald Trump and Christian extremists for exploiting the tragedy to fuel antiMuslim hatred.
“At a time when there was greatest need for sympathy and solidarity, I was appalled by
the immediate and shameful efforts of some political and religious leaders to manipulate
and politicize the events in Orlando to fuel fear, intolerance, and hatred,” Adama Dieng,
the U.N. special advisor to Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon on the prevention of
genocide, said Friday in a statement.
Dieng stopped short of calling out Trump by name. But he criticized calls by “some
politicians to cite radical Islam as the cause of the attack in Orlando, to ban Muslims from
the United States, and to label all Muslims as terrorists.”
While Trump hasn’t labeled all Muslims terrorists, he has called for a ban on Muslim
immigrants entering the United States. More recently he blasted President Barack Obama
for refusing to use the term “radical Islam” in describing shooter Omar Mateen’s motive
for the Orlando killings.
Obama has long avoided characterizing attacks by individuals inspired or acting on behalf
of the Islamic State or al Qaeda as “radical Islam” because he believes it would unfairly
tarnish one of the world’s most important religions and undermine international support
for the U.S.-led military campaign against the Islamic State, which is also known as ISIL.
“What exactly would using this label accomplish?” Obama said this week. “What exactly
would it change? Would it make ISIL less committed to trying to kill Americans? Would it
bring in more allies? Is there a military strategy that is served by this? The answer is,
none of the above.”

But Trump and other Republican figures, including Ben Sasse of Nebraska, a member of
the Senate Homeland Security Committee, have cited the Democratic president’s refusal
to utter the phrase as a sign of weakness and capitulation to political correctness.
“With all due respect, Mr. President, you’re wrong,” Sasse said in a statement issued
Tuesday. “It is the the commander in chief’s duty to actually identify our enemies and to
help the American people understand the challenge of violent Islam.”
Hillary Clinton, the Democratic presumptive presidential nominee, had initially resisted
pressure from Trump and others to label the ideologies that motivate followers of the
Islamic State and al Qaeda to carry out terror attacks as Islamic radicalism. It “sounds
like we are declaring war against a religion,” she told CBS in December. But she said
after the Orlando shootings that she would be “happy” to use the phrase “radical
Islamism.”
“To me, radical jihadism, radical Islamism, I think they mean the same thing,” Clinton
said Monday on NBC’s Today show. “I’m happy to say either. But that’s not the point.”
Trump quickly turned to Twitter to seize credit for compelling Clinton to reverse course.
Dieng also took aim at Arizona pastor Steven Anderson of the so-called Faithful Word
Baptist Church, who recorded a YouTube sermon welcoming the killings of the 49 victims
in the Pulse nightclub in Orlando. “The good news is that there’s 50 less pedophiles in
this world,” the Tempe-based pastor said.
Dieng said he was “sickened to hear religious leaders commend the killings of members
of the LGBT community,” referring to Anderson’s remarks.
“Religious and sexual minorities are subjected to discrimination, human rights violations,
and violence worldwide, including in peaceful and democratic societies,” Dieng said.
“However, they are most vulnerable during difficult times.”
“It is simply unacceptable that influential leaders, including political and religious leaders,
spread the kind of dangerous homophobic and Islamophobic messages that we have
seen in public discourse and the media this week,” he said.
Dieng also warned that “any advocacy of national, racial, or religious hatred that
constitutes incitement to discrimination, hostility, or violence is prohibited under
international human rights law as well as by the legislations of many countries.” He
urged political and religious leaders to “publicly counter lies, prejudice, and fear, to act
responsibly and with respect for both international and national laws.”

WORLD: The Qur’an, the Bible and homosexuality in
Islam
The Conversation (16.06.2016i) - http://bit.ly/28PHA0b - Neither the Bible nor the
Qur’an (Koran) has a lot to say about homosexuality, and what they do say relates only
indirectly to contemporary discussions about gay rights and same-sex marriage. Like
pre-modern scholars of law and ethics, these books assume heteronormativity.
As a concept, homosexuality is relatively recent, even if there is plenty of evidence for
homoerotic pleasure in the past – albeit illicit in religious terms.
Scriptures and later writers usually referred only to particular sexual acts and did not
raise the issue of personal sexual orientation. For religious conservatives, though, both

Muslim and Christian, the occasional derogatory reference to same-sex acts is enough to
prove their inherent sinfulness in all circumstances.
More liberal interpreters point to broader ethical considerations such as compassion and
empathy. They argue that the condemnations of scripture do not apply to committed
relationships founded on love.
Such a perspective, however, is inevitably more common among believers concerned
with human rights, influenced by gender theory, and trained in contextual and holistic
methods of interpretation.
Homosexuality in the Bible
Leviticus 20:13 (cf. 18:22) declares it abominable for a man to lie with another man as
with a woman, and both partners are to be executed. The possibility that one party has
been coerced is not discussed: both are defiled. However, the offence seems to be no
worse than other capital crimes mentioned in the same context, such as adultery and
incest.
Paul evidently regarded the prohibition of sexual acts between men or between women
as violations of natural law known even to non-Jews – at least if their minds were not
clouded by idolatry (Romans 1:18–32; 2:14–16).
He seems to have reflected contemporary views that men should be sexually assertive
and women passive, and that sexual activity must be at least potentially procreative.
Sodom and sodomy
For Jews, Christians, and Muslims alike, the story of Sodom is central to the traditional
condemnation of male homosexuality. As recounted in Genesis 19, however, this is not a
story about love or consensual sex between men: it is about rape and inhospitality.
The mob that gathers outside Lot’s house need not be exclusively male (the Hebrew
pluralanashim can include both genders), and the text says all ages were represented
(Genesis 19:4, 11). When the crowd demands Lot’s visitors, he offers his two virgin
daughters in their stead. Perhaps he considers the rape of his daughters a lesser evil
than the rape of his guests.
The fact that the guests are male is not emphasised. After the visitors (angels in human
form) rescue Lot and his family, God rains down fire and brimstone upon Sodom,
Gomorrah, and other cities nearby.
Actually, he had already determined to punish all these towns and their inhabitants, male
and female, young and old, before the angels’ visit and the attempted homosexual rape
(Genesis 18:16–33). When the wickedness of Sodom is recalled in other parts of the
Bible, homosexuality is not mentioned. Yet, despite this broader context, the story was
often interpreted primarily as a condemnation of homosexual activity in any form.
In the Qur’an, the somewhat ineffectual Lot of Genesis becomes the Prophet Lut. The
Arabic term for homosexual anal intercourse, liwat, comes from his name rather as
English derived the term sodomy from the name of the town.
As in Genesis, Lut seems to argue with the men of Sodom over the relative propriety of
abusing his daughters or his guests (11:78–79; 15:67–69). More often, though, the
emphasis is on his condemnation of lusting after men instead of women (7:80–81;
26:165–66; 27:55; 29:29). In the Qur'an, Lut says:

“Indeed, you approach men with desire, instead of women. Rather, you are a
transgressing people.”
Traditional Islamic perspectives
In the Hadith (thousands of stories reporting the words and deeds of Muhammad and his
companions that are comparable in authority to the Qurʾan itself), there is some support
for the notion that the principal offences of Sodom were idolatry and avarice. These led
in turn to inhospitality and the rape of male visitors.
Nevertheless, the Hadith do unequivocally condemn male homosexual acts. The Qur’an
(4:16) demands unspecified punishment for men guilty of lewdness together unless they
repent.
Yet, the Prophet is supposed to have declared that both the active and the passive
partner should be subject to the same penalty as for zina (illicit heterosexual sex, usually
adultery),
namely
execution
by
stoning.
Abu
Dawud’s authoritative
hadith
collection records a report from Abdullah ibn Abbas:
“The Prophet (peace be upon him) said: If you find anyone doing as Lot’s people did, kill
the one who does it, and the one to whom it is done (38:4447).”
It is doubtful whether any passage of the Qur’an refers to lesbian acts though the
condemnation of women who commit indecency (4:15) is sometimes read this way. A
fewhadith warn women against seeing or touching each other when naked.
Traditional Islamic jurisprudence assumed strict gender roles. The 17th-century Muslim
scholar Haskafi explicitly included “a male” in his list of those whom a man could not
legally marry.
Marriage was understood in hierarchical terms, but although a man could have sexual
relations with female slaves, he did not have the same rights over male slaves.
Pre-modern scholars who produced lists of “enormities” included liwat and sometimes
tribadism (“rubbing”, that is, lesbian intercourse) after zina. Prescribed penalties for
homosexual acts varied according to different schools and individual scholars. In any
case, it was difficult to attain the required level of eye-witness testimony.
In practice, homosexual encounters, including with young male prostitutes, seem to have
been quite common in Islamic societies. They were no more or less a cause for moralistic
concern than other forms of illicit sex.
Reinterpreting the Islamic tradition
Without actually endorsing homosexuality, some Muslims in Western societies have
recognised a parallel between the religious acceptance they demand and the acceptance
demanded by gays and lesbians.
The New Zealand Muslim MP Ashraf Choudary (who did not realise that the Qur'an does
not urge the stoning of homosexuals) observed that,
“If the law allows one minority group in our society to be discriminated against then all
minorities are vulnerable.”
Some, such as Cambridge philosopher Abdal Hakim Murad (Timothy Winter), have
accepted that a homosexual orientation may be innate but say that does not make
homosexual sex permissible.

Deducing that it may therefore be legitimate remains a step too far for most.
Traditionally, if sins can be forgiven when repented, declaring forbidden acts not to be
sinful has been regarded as heresy or even apostasy. Commentators such as Mehdi
Hasan, after wrestling thoughtfully with the issues, have concluded that while they do not
approve of homosexual acts, they cannot condone homophobia.
A similar message was offered by Tariq Ramadan, Professor of Contemporary Islamic
Studies at Oxford, when he visited New Zealand: Muslims and others have to respect
each other, which includes accepting that the law permits gay marriage.
For Muslims generally, as for conservative Christians, homosexual acts are sinful. It is
difficult to be openly gay or lesbian in predominantly Islamic countries, but in the West,
there are even (a few) gay imams.
There are also support groups for gay and lesbian Muslims. Writers such as Scott Kugle
(Siraj al-Haqq) try to reconcile Islamic identity with alternative sexual orientations. Like
their Jewish and Christian counterparts, they seek the “original” meaning of scriptural
texts obscured by generations of patriarchal, heteronormative interpreters.
They also question the authenticity of certain hadith – in the traditional manner by
scrutinising their chains of transmission – and reopen past debates such as that
concerning “temporary” marriage. The latter need not be short-term and may offer an
alternative framework for co-habitation without formal marriage.
Christian gays and lesbians have had to work hard for a measure of recognition among
fellow-believers; their Muslim counterparts are just beginning that struggle.

WORLD: Solving Islam’s extremist problem starts with
solving its homophobia problem
Muslim religious leaders who condemn acts of terror but promulgate intolerance
are fanning the flames of hatred.
By Junaid Jahangir
Foreign Policy (15.06.2016) - http://atfp.co/28O2DiC - Though it was nearly 3,000 miles
away, it was with great sadness and growing concern that I read the news about last
weekend’s shooting by an American Muslim citizen at a gay bar in Orlando, Florida, that
left 49 people dead and 53 others injured, with some still clinging to life.
That devastating attack has imparted an ironic importance to a conversation I’ve had
more than once with my good friend Rob Wells, a human rights activist. We’ve talked
about what would happen if such an attack befell a gay bar here in Edmonton, Canada.
It’s the kind of winding speculation that inevitably leads us to wonder what the certain
backlash against the Muslim community in Alberta might look like as well.
Though we’ve been friends for 11 years, in many ways Rob and I are very different —
he’s a retired white man in his 60s and a committed Christian, while I am a Muslim gay
man of color and an assistant professor of economics at MacEwan University.
But we both care deeply about the impact of hatred stoked in the name of our respective
religions on vulnerable minorities. Rob goes out alone with his placards to protest issues
that affect vulnerable LGBT youths, and I’ve spent the past decade studying the nexus of
Islamic law and same-sex unions. We’re both volunteer members of the Edmonton Police

Service’s sexual and gender minorities liaison committee in Alberta. Rob has served on
the committee for some 12 years (I joined last year). During that time he has certainly
amassed a depth of experience interacting with different communities, including Muslim,
South Asian, black, and First Nations and has also noted the concerns of the Edmonton
Police Service on backlash against the LGBT community when they were still struggling
for their rights. And we have been especially concerned about the fallout of world events
into our peaceful city of Edmonton, which many of us who live here see as the city of
human rights.
Unfortunately, whether the tranquility of Edmonton is kept intact or not, the Orlando
attack is not going to be the last of such dastardly acts. Concerted and sustained actions
that directly counter hatred are urgently required — whether they’re between Vancouver
and New York, or just broadly across North America. And those efforts cannot wait.
Attacks like the one in Orlando — and Fort Hood and San Bernardino — have the
potential to foment anti-Muslim bigotry, which is increasingly being witnessed in the
circles that support the rhetoric of Donald Trump. And it’s incumbent upon the leaders of
Muslim communities to not only respond but to be proactive.
To be sure, the fact that extremist Muslim murderers are ignoring the Quranic
proscription against wanton killings and anarchy on Earth, and those people from Muslim
backgrounds who are violating the sanctity of the holy month of Ramadan by engaging in
senseless violence, is alarming for Muslim community leaders. But some remain on the
defensive each time such carnage is perpetrated in the name of their faith, opting to
dissociate the actions of terrorists from Islam and relinquish any responsibility to unite
diverse communities.
In his response to the Orlando attack, American Muslim leader Yasir Qadhi attempted to
distance Omar Mateen from Islam and bypass entirely the problem of homophobia in
Muslim communities, posting this message on his public Facebook page:
“He was a mentally deranged psychopathic American closet homosexual who was battling
with his sexual identity…. The guy was mental, plain and simple. Islam’s stance on
homosexuality is IRRELEVANT to this massacre, period.”
But there are Muslim leaders, predominantly from the United States, who have been
swift to denounce the latest in the never-ending series of terrorist acts undertaken by
people who claim an affiliation with Islam. Such condemnations are necessary but not
sufficient for the urgent task of building bridges between diverse communities.
The Council on American-Islamic Relations expressed solidarity with the LGBT community
in the wake of the attack and even urged Muslims to donate blood for the injured victims.
In Orlando, Mahmoud El-Awadi, a concerned American Muslim citizen, stood out for
giving blood for the injured. He passionately wrote on his Facebook page:
“Yes I donated blood even though I can’t eat or drink anything cause I’m fasting in our
holy month Ramadan just like hundreds of other Muslims who donated today here in
Orlando … Yes our blood all look the same so get out there and donate blood cause our
fellow American citizens are injured and need our blood.”
In their respective tweets, Khalid Latif, the executive director and chaplain (imam) for
the Islamic Center at New York University, expressed solidarity with brothers and sisters
in the LGBT community and Abdul Nasir Jangda, founder of the Qalam Institute in Texas,
which focuses on Islamic education and community initiatives, offered prayers for
families who lost their loved ones in the attack.
Many Muslim leaders have long attempted to dissociate these horrific acts of violence
from Islam. Sheila Musaji, editor of the American Muslim, an online forum that allows for

discussion of issues concerning Muslims in America, has been compiling a database of
American and international Muslim scholars and leaders who have denounced acts of
terrorism and extremism across the globe to showcase how Muslims have repeatedly and
consistently condemned terrorism. Indeed, Phil Gurski, a former analyst with the Center
for Strategic and International Studies, writes in his book The Threat From Within that
Muslim “community leaders have frequently and continuously raised their objections to
and otherwise outright rejected terrorism.”
And though this is admirable work, more needs to be done from within the Muslim
leadership — from the community to the national level — that addresses bullying,
discrimination, and violence against the LGBT community in general and LGBT Muslims in
particular. There are several influential Muslim leaders who continue to be indifferent to
the targeted abuse and murder of gays when they refuse to renounce draconian
punishments of homosexuals or by depicting them in the worst possible ways.
Terrorism and extremism do not emerge out of a vacuum, but are either based on or
later rationalized by a pre-existing and readily reinforced warped narrative, one that is
stoked by homophobic leaders who hide behind the thin veneer of religious freedom.
According to the Muslim scholar Farouk Peru, who teaches Islamic studies at King’s
College London, when prominent Muslim leaders condemn terrorism but support
draconian punishments for gays under Islamic law, they cause a cognitive dissonance for
the Muslim community. And this, he warns, is especially harmful to those who are
struggling with their sexuality. In the most extreme cases, he wrote in a
blog post following the Orlando attack, the issue may have deadly results. It’s this
dissonance created by “‘moderate scholars,” he wrote, that will inevitably “create hatred
in the hearts of their followers which will then erupt in the way the Orlando shooting
most probably happened.”
We must draw Muslim, LGBT, and the LGBT Muslim communities together to work on
areas of common concern and to work together to issue coordinated and consistent
messaging to their communities in the aftermath of violence or in the face of bigotry.
However, our objectives can be realized only when we make the effort to know one
another. We cannot tarry, as lives are at stake, especially those of vulnerable LGBT
Muslim youths who must contend with both homophobia and anti-Muslim bigotry.
Suhaib Webb, the imam for the Islamic Society of Boston Cultural Center, has tweeted
about the work needed for capacity building against hatred of vulnerable minorities.
“Today’s murders remind us of hatred’s dangerous power and the great work we have to
do in building the capacity to temper it,” he wrote.
Indeed, when it comes to the LGBT and Muslim communities, I’m encouraged by some of
the bridge-building already in the works. And I can say from personal experience that
those at the intersection of having a Muslim and LGBT identity are in the best position to
do this work. The statement by the Muslim Alliance for Sexual and Gender Diversity that
emphasizes such intersections and the need to avoid pitting the LGBT and Muslim
communities against each other and the statement by Muslims for Progressive
Values that calls for addressing the mass shooting in Friday sermons are examples of
such work. But this work needs to becomemainstream within Muslim communities.
As concerned citizens, both Muslim and non-Muslim alike, we need to ensure that we do
not allow hateful speakers to dole out hatred like poisoned candy bars to impressionable
youths. We cannot afford to let hatred fester in our cities by our complacency with people
who have narrow viewpoints on the world. Just as Christians and Jews are in the best
position to counter bigotry within their respective communities, it is incumbent upon
members of the Muslim community to rail against Muslim fearmongers, especially those

who seek control through religious leadership. The Quran cautions Muslims against taking
priests and scholars as lords besides Allah.
Events like the Orlando shooting should wake us all up —Muslim and non-Muslim alike —
to positive action that allows us to embrace all communities. Indeed, when we nurture
diversity, the more extreme voices get drowned out. The need of the hour is to get a
grand coalition of Muslims — Sunni, Shiite, Ismaili, Ahmadi, Bohra, Sufi, among others —
to work with one another against hatred of any community, specifically the LGBT.
If we simply condemn terrorism but fail to address the warped religious narrative that
destroys lives, then the fears that Rob and I have shared in the course of regular
exchanges between two friends may sadly someday be realized and perhaps even in our
peaceful city of Edmonton.
Retired Episcopalian Bishop John Shelby Spong’s words on the murder of Matthew
Shepherd, a young gay student in Laramie, Wyoming, in 1998, are absolutely relevant in
the Muslim context if “Christ” is replaced with “Allah” in the following lines:
“Words shape consciousness and therefore words have consequences. When religious
voices claim to speak for Christ suggest in their prejudiced ignorance that homosexual
people are sinful, abnormal, unclean or subhuman, we do nothing less than to sow the
seeds that are used to justify hate, and even murder.”
It is my fervent hope that people from all groups will be able to band together through
community meetings, at rallies against hatred, and other events. I hope that the Muslim
and LGBT communities can unite to express solidarity in times of both grief and joy.
I also hope that through our tears and prayers, we honor the precious and beautiful lives
lost with the promise that instead of giving into hatred and fear, we live our lives with
love — relentless, radical, everlasting love.

USA: LGBT and Muslim communities warn against
demonizing of both after Orlando shooting
By Megan Alpert
Foreign Policy (14.06.2016) - http://atfp.co/1UU9S7x - Her voice cracking, self-described
Latina butch dyke Lisbeth Meléndez Rivera told a Washington vigil that she had known
some of the victims of last weekend’s shooting massacre at an Orlando gay Latin dance
night, where a gunman declared allegiance to the Islamic State before killing 49 people.
Then she invited her wife, whom she said was “half-Muslim,” to stand with her.
“The conversation in my house this weekend was about what it is to be Muslim, what it is
to be Catholic; to live at the intersections of all of who we are,” Meléndez Rivera told the
crowd that gathered at Washington’s Dupont Circle on Monday night. She closed by
saying a prayer in Spanish.
The vigil’s attendees stood at a complex crossroads of the LGBT community, Muslims,
and people of color who all face discrimination and hate crimes in the United States.
Reeling with anxiety that it easily have been them who were gunned down, they
expressed frustration about political portrayals of the attack.
The vigil was organized by the Muslim American Women’s Policy Forum. On the Dupont
Circle fountain, signs with the victims’ names were adorned with flowers and candles and
a makeshift altar held a rainbow flag and signs decrying hatred and violence.

Sahar Shafqat, a co-founder of Muslim Alliance for Sexual and Gender Diversity, told
Foreign Policy she was compelled to help organize the vigil by “tremendous grief” and
“anxiety about backlash and being demonized.”
Hours earlier, Shafqat watched dueling speeches by presidential candidates Hillary
Clinton and Donald Trump with dismay. She said both demonized Muslims and that both
politicians “have not been exactly champions of the LGBT community.”
“If Donald Trump or Hillary Clinton would understand that there are queer Muslims, that
there are queer Latinos, I think their heads would explode,” Shafqat said, adding that the
election season had targeted both Muslim and transgender people.
A moment of hope, however, came in seeing straight Muslims standing up for LGBT
people, Shafqat said. “I don’t want [the Orlando shootings] to be used as a justification
for violence overseas, violence against people in the U.S., or for racial profiling,” she
said.
During the vigil, prayers were offered in Hindi, Spanish, English, and Arabic. One was
delivered by Sister Sedusa, a member of the Sisters of Perpetual Indulgence, a drag
performance group, whose face was covered with white pancake makeup and painted-on
blue tears.
Many speakers — including those who identified themselves only by their first names —
pointed out that most of the shooting victims were LGBT Latinos and Latinas. Speakers
urged the crowd to understand the shootings as a homophobic hate crime made possible
by easy access to assault rifles, rather than any ties to the Islamic State.
“I’m a felon. I can’t vote,” said Daniel, a man who was visiting D.C. from Florida. “But I
can buy an assault rifle in Orlando.”
The final speaker, a middle-aged man named Frank, was met with cheers when he
described himself as a “big old fairy faggoty fag.”
“We are here, we are alive, and we are breathing,” he said. He invited the audience to
take their grief and turn it into a sound. The crowd roared. He then asked that everyone
turn the love they felt into a sound as well. Hundreds of people hummed and sang.
“Carry that sound with you,” he said.

USA: HRWF deplores the tragic loss of life in Orlando,
Florida
HRWF (14.06.2016) - News of the killing rampage in Orlando is yet another tragic
reminder of the world in which we live, where heinous acts of terrorism are becoming
more common and the threat of violence can inspire fear and overrun our better sense.
Human Rights Without Frontiers (HRWF) joins its voice with others the world over to
strongly condemn this violence and to offer sincere condolences to the family and loved
ones of those who died or were injured in the attack.
HRWF also reaffirms its
commitment to a world where people of all religions, beliefs, ethnicities, sexual
orientations and circumstances can come together to live in peace and mutual respect for
one another.
The killer who made terror to rain down in an Orlando nightclub had found inspiration for
his actions on the internet. Extremist information disseminated by foreign terrorist
organisations had further poisoned his mind and confirmed his strong hatred towards the

gay community. The results are still too painful to contemplate in the immediate
aftermath of such a tragic loss of life.
While the easy availability of weapons of war remains a matter of deep concern for
security of the United States, we cannot dismiss this event as simply another example of
violence in that country. Our world faces an ideology of terror and barbarism that must
be confronted with vigour and clear determination. We must defend that culture of
human rights, cooperation and equal protection under the law that we have struggled for
so strongly. These principles – however imperfectly lived out in many of our countries –
form nevertheless the foundations on which all democratic societies are built. We stand
resolute in defending these principles and upholding this vision of a better world.

USA: After Orlando, time to recognize that anti-gay
bigotry is not religious freedom: Neil Macdonald
Will targeted nightclub shooting begin an overdue conversation about religions'
attitudes toward gays?
By Neil Macdonald
CBC News (13.06.2016) - http://bit.ly/1UNhbxJ - In December 1989, Marc Lépine armed
himself with a Ruger Mini-14 semiautomatic rifle and headed off to Montreal's École
Polytechnique, hunting women.
He separated male and female students and ordered the men to leave. He then killed the
women, execution-style.
By the time he turned the weapon on himself, he'd slaughtered 14 young women for the
offence of being women, earning himself a place at the apex of misogynistic violence.
Lepine's suicide note read, in part:
"I have decided to send the feminists, who have always ruined my life, to their Maker …
The feminists have always enraged me."
The atrocity, and its stated motivation, immediately triggered an angry and overdue
conversation in Canada about misogyny and collective male guilt.
Men who'd never as much as lifted a hand to a woman in their lives were told that even
so, if they'd ever smiled at a sexist joke or tolerated discrimination against a woman,
they'd done their bit to shape a culture that culminated with the funerals of those 14
women in Montreal.
It was hard to swallow, but only a dullard could reject the logic outright.
And, at least partially as a result, open sexism and misogynistic humour became far less
okay after Polytechnique, at least in polite company. It was a transformative moment.
Now, after Omar Mateen armed himself, reportedly professed allegiance to ISIS and went
hunting gays in an Orlando night club, could there possibly be a better time to have the
same conversation about organized religion, and what responsibility it bears for the pain
and misery and death inflicted on gays for so many centuries in the name of god?
And not just the Muslim god. That is happening now because of Mateen, and deservedly
so, but restricting the discussion to Islam is far too easy.

Islam may be more overt about its homophobia than the other major religions — anyone
who's worked in the Middle East has heard some fool in high office declaring that there
are no gays in Islam, and therefore no AIDS — but the fact is, conservative iterations of
all the monotheistic faiths are deeply and actively and systemically anti-gay.
The sacred monotheistic texts contain prohibitions that would by just about any legal
definition be considered hate speech in the modern secular world.
The Old Testament Book of Leviticus 20:13 states: "If a man lies with a male as with a
woman, both of them have committed an abomination; they shall surely be put to death;
their blood is upon them."
The Qu'ran proscribes sex between Muslim males, and mandates punishment, although it
does sometimes allow for leniency. Elsewhere, though, it cites the destruction of Sodom,
held as divine punishment for homosexual sex, as a lesson.
And the Hadith, the Qu'ranic commentaries, contain references to punishing the
"abomination" of gay sex with stoning or immolation.
Such prohibitions could be dismissed as antediluvian anachronisms, not to be taken
seriously in the modern world.
But of course they are taken quite seriously. Deadly seriously.
Rights and religious freedom
Fundamentalists and traditionalists of all three faiths not only regard such passages as
divine instruction, they actually portray their homophobia as a matter of religious
freedom; something noble, protected by constitutions and essential to democracy, when
in fact they are working to oppress and deny fundamental rights to people based solely
upon the sexuality with which they were born.
A perfect example is Proposition 8, the California ballot initiative whose purpose was to
block the advance of same-sex marriage, on the grounds that it would somehow harm or
invalidate heterosexual marriage, and would result in schoolchildren being taught that
gay sex is normal and acceptable.
Prop 8 proponents included the Roman Catholic Church, the Knights of Columbus, the
California Catholic Conference of bishops, the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints
(the Mormons), the Union of Orthodox Jewish Organizations of America and assorted
evangelical Christian groups. Together, they poured a fortune into the campaign. The
Mormons alone provided $20 million.
They won, then immediately lost when the initiative was vacated by secular courts.
Since then, organized religions have continued their anti-gay activities, often going to
court to ensure their right to discriminate against gays in hospitals and schools and other
religiously affiliated institutions.
Yes, it is true that Pope Francis has softened his church's line on homosexuality. But his
tolerance is only remarkable in contrast to his hardline predecessor, and church doctrine
remains unchanged.
It is also true that the Reform and to an extent the Conservative streams of Judaism
have moderated their tone where gays are concerned.

Not so Islam. That religion remains largely hostile to gays, and anti-gay sentiment is
woven into the laws of many Muslim countries.
Sheikh Farrokh Sekaleshfar, a British-born physician and imam, has spoken at public
venues in the United States, softly and diffidently asserting that as a matter of
compassion, homosexuals should be put to death.
There are many, many other sheikhs like Farrokh Sekaleshfar.
And while evangelical Christians don't seek the death penalty for homosexuality, many
do want it punished. In 2004, Dr. Richard Land, the Oxford-educated former president of
the Ethics and Religious Liberty Commission of the Southern Baptist Convention, told me
on camera he thought gay sex should be outlawed.
In any event, this much is singularly true: the worst mass murder in American history
was directed at one group, and it was done by some one who had sworn allegiance to a
fundamentalist religious group.
If casual misogyny and sexist humour helped create Marc Lépine, then organized religion
must reflect on helping shape a culture that will this week have led to 50 funerals in
Florida. It's not just the extremists who want to deprive gays of human rights.
People of faith might ask themselves this: even if they've never so much as lifted a hand
to a gay person, have they smiled at a homophobic joke? Or overlooked mistreatment?
Or nodded during an anti-gay sermon?
And if so, wouldn't this be a good time to speak up?

SCOTLAND: The Church of Scotland supports same-sex
marriages for ministers
Church of Scotland’s general assembly voted in favor of allowing gay ministers to marry.
World Religion News (25.05.2016) - http://bit.ly/27TY9zB - The Church of Scotland, also
informally known as “The Kirk,” is the national church of Scotland. It’s roots go back to
the earliest Christians in Scotland, however, it was shaped by the Reformation of 1560. It
has been the view of the church until 2015 that same-sex marriages go against the will
of God. When the Scottish government, in 2012, announced that it would make samesex marriage legal, the major opposition has been from the Church of Scotland and the
Catholic Church in Scotland.
During that time, the Church of Scotland issued a statement that said the government's
proposal of legalizing same-sex marriages fundamentally changes the meaning of
marriage as understood by the nation, a relationship between a man and a woman.
However, it did not take long for the church to change its stance on same-sex marriages
and towards the LGBT community. In 2015, the Church of Scotland's General Assembly
voted in favor of gay ministers entering into same-sex marriages. Last Saturday, May 21,
the church's General Assembly voted in favor for this as well.
Looking into it closely, one would be able to see that it is not a complete acceptance,
because the church still holds its view of traditional marriage, a union between a man
and a woman, however, it would allow individual congregations to “opt out” if that is
their wish, and appoint a deacon/minister who is in a civil partnership or same-sex
marriage.

According to BBC, the commissioners in the General Assembly voted 339 to 215 in favor
of the move. Quoting the principal clerk to the general assembly, Reverend John
Chalmers, their debate made it clear that they were not interfering with the church's
theological definition of marriage. Also, they were not getting into a place where
deacons/ministers could themselves be conducting same-sex marriages. Their decision
just makes it possible for congregations and Kirk sessions to depart from the traditional
understanding of marriage in order to potentially call a minister in a civil partnership, as
well as one who is in a same-sex marriage.
According to The Guardian, the Theological Forum of the Church would be presenting its
report on the theological understanding of same-sex marriage in 2017.
Reverend David Robertson, moderator of the Free Church of Scotland, upon hearing the
decision of General Assembly on Saturday, called it a sad day for all the Christian
churches in Scotland. He said that the decision would alienate the Church of Scotland
from the vast majority of Christian churches all around the world. Robertson added that
this decision has also lost the church's claim to be the National Church for Scotland.
Reverend Christina Beardsley, a member of The Sibyls, voiced her opinion that the
Church of England should also adopt the same policy. The Sibyls is a Christian spirituality
group for transgender people.

WORLD: Muslim states block gay groups from U.N. AIDS
meeting; U.S. protests
By Michelle Nichols
Reuters (17.05.2016) - http://reut.rs/1svrpg4 - A group of 51 Muslim states has blocked
11 gay and transgender organizations from attending a high-level meeting at the United
Nations next month on ending AIDS, sparking a protest by the United States, Canada
and the European Union.
Egypt wrote to the president of the 193-member General Assembly on behalf of the
Organization of Islamic Cooperation to object to the participation of the 11 groups. It did
not give a reason in the letter, which Reuters saw.
Samantha Power, U.S. ambassador to the United Nations, wrote to General Assembly
President Mogens Lykketoft and said the groups appeared to have been blocked for
involvement in lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender advocacy.
"Given that transgender people are 49 times more likely to be living with HIV than the
general population, their exclusion from the high-level meeting will only impede global
progress in combating the HIV/AIDS pandemic," Power wrote.
U.N. officials said the European Union and Canada also wrote to Lykketoft to protest the
objections by the OIC group, whose members include Saudi Arabia, Iran, Indonesia,
Sudan and Uganda.
The issues of LGBT rights and participation in events at the United Nations have long
been contentious. U.N. Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon has advocated for LGBT equality
but faced opposition from African, Arab and Muslim states as well as Russia and China.
"We are deeply concerned that at every negotiation on a new General Assembly
gathering, the matter of NGO (non-governmental organization) participation is
questioned and scrutinized," Power wrote.

"The movement to block the participation of NGOs on spurious or hidden grounds is
becoming epidemic and severely damages the credibility of the U.N.," she said.
In 2014, Ban said the U.N. would recognize all same-sex marriages of its staff, allowing
them to receive its benefits. Russia, with the support of 43 states including Saudi Arabia,
China, Iran, India, Egypt, Pakistan, and Syria, unsuccessfully tried to overturn the move
last year.
In February, the 54-member African Group, the Organization of Islamic Cooperation and
the 25-member Group of Friends of the Family led by Belarus, Egypt and Qatar protested
six new U.N. stamps promoting LGBT equality.
The Group of Friends of the Family promotes the traditional family. It launched a photo
exhibit, "Uniting Nations for a Family Friendly World," at the U.N. on Tuesday, which is
the International Day Against Homophobia, Transphobia and Biphobia.

ITALY: Italy becomes last western European nation to
legalize same-sex civil unions
NPR (12.05.2016) - http://n.pr/24RWpbd - Italy has passed legislation legalizing samesex civil unions. It's the last country in Western Europe to do so.
The measure was approved despite "strong opposition from the Catholic Church and
conservative politicians," NPR's Sylvia Poggioli tells our Newscast unit. She adds:
"The legislation grants same-sex couples many of the same rights as married
couples — the possibility to have the same last name, inheritance, hospital
visitation and medical decision-making rights. But it stops short of same-sex
marriage.
"Originally presented in 2013, [the bill faced strong opposition, which] forced the
government to drop the stepchild-adoption clause. Social conservatives and
Catholics saw that as a step toward legalizing surrogate motherhood, which is
illegal in Italy."
The New York Times reports that Wednesday's vote (372 to 51, with 99 abstentions) was
met with "long applause in the Chamber of Deputies, the lower house of Parliament." The
legislation passed the Senate earlier this year.
The Associated Press notes that Italy is "the last of the European Union's 28 nations to
grant legal recognition to civil unions." Gay-rights advocates emphasized the historic
nature of the vote.
"The wall erected mostly by the Vatican against civil rights in this country has fallen, so it
is a historically and politically important moment," Franco Grillini, honorary leader of the
advocacy group Arcigay, said according to the Times.
Still, many were hoping the law would go further. "It is lacking full equality, which is
what we were asking for," Gabriele Piazzoni, national secretary for Arcigay, tells the AP.
"But still, this is a crucial moment."
Italian lawmakers first proposed legalizing civil unions some 30 years ago, the Times
reports.

Reuters says the bill also grants further rights to unmarried heterosexual couples — they
"get the right to be treated as each other's next of kin if one partner is taken ill, dies or is
imprisoned. They also get some rights to a shared home."
Sylvia adds that conservative lawmakers have vowed to "call for a referendum to repeal
the law."

EU: European Union statement on recent US laws
affecting LGBTI rights
HRWF - On this International Day Against Homophobia, Transphobia and
Biphobia (IDAHOT), Human Rights Without Frontiers expresses its solidarity
with all those who struggle to overcome prejudices and discrimination against
those of differing sexualities and gender identity. Recent state-level legislation
in the United States is indicative of the work that remains to ensure the equal
and just treatment of American citizens. Discrimination is never justifiable, even
when it is thought to be based on cherished religious teachings.
EU (12.05.2016) - The recently adopted laws including in the states of Mississippi, North
Carolina and Tennessee, which discriminate against lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender
and intersex persons in the United States contravene the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights, to which the US is a State party, and which states that the law shall
prohibit any discrimination and guarantee to all persons equal and effective protection.
As a consequence, cultural, traditional or religious values cannot be invoked to justify
any form of discrimination, including discrimination against LGBTI persons. These laws
should be reconsidered as soon as possible.
The European Union reaffirms its commitment to the equality and dignity of all human
beings irrespective of their sexual orientation and gender identity. We will continue to
work to end all forms of discrimination and to counter attempts to embed or enhance
discrimination wherever it occurs around the world."

KYRGYSTAN: 'We'll cut off your head': open season for
LGBT attacks in Kyrgyzstan
This article originally appeared in Coda Story. Access to the original article has since been
blocked by unknown sources.
The Guardian (04.05.2016) - http://bit.ly/1W8tNFT - From behind two heavy metal
doors, Nika, a gay man who recently set up a small LGBT support group in Kyrgyzstan’s
capital, gingerly opens the door. “This is how we live now,” he says.
Two years ago, the Kyrgyz parliament followed the lead of its powerful neighbour Russia
and introduced a series of amendments outlawing the promotion of same-sex
relationships. Popularly known as the “anti-gay propaganda law” it has unleashed a
campaign of violence and intimidation against the LGBT community, with a near 300%
increase in reported attacks since the legislation was announced.
Some people have been assaulted, including one gay man who was beaten unconscious
and gang-raped this year. Several sources also claim lesbians have been subjected to
“corrective rapes”, but many attacks go unreported to the police.

Now, activists have gone underground after the Bishkek office of one LGBT group was
firebombed. “I get phone calls and text messages saying things like ‘you’re ruining this
country’,” says Nika. “The new law encouraged everyone to go after us, without fear of
being punished.”
The police are often accused of being at the forefront, with many activists detailing
instances of officers threatening to expose their sexual identity unless they pay bribes.
Nika shows us into his living room where his other guests are already seated around a
coffee table. It’s a friends’ get-together – except this is now the only safe way they can
meet because of the spate of homophobic attacks. “If I could afford it, I would leave
tomorrow,” says Sergo, one of his guests.
Leaning east
t was never easy being lesbian, gay, bisexual or transgender in Kyrgyzstan’s patriarchal,
Muslim-majority society. Nonetheless, in a region where the Soviet past hangs heavily
and ossified dictatorship is the norm, the smallest of the Central Asian “Stans” was seen
as a relative beacon of tolerance and democracy. And while there were occasional attacks
in the past, the LGBT community was mostly left to itself. Until recently there were even
several gay clubs in Bishkek.
But over the past few years, internal and external forces have “dragged the LGBT
community into a battle for Kyrgyz identity,” says Medet Tiulegenov, chair of
international and comparative politics at the American University in Bishkek.
Poor and landlocked, Kyrgyzstan has been a geopolitical and economic supplicant ever
since it became independent after the collapse of the Soviet Union, always vulnerable to
bigger powers. While the US needed the Manas airbase outside Bishkek after 2001 to
ferry troops in and out of Afghanistan, the Kyrgyz government tilted westwards. But the
Kremlin proved the greater force, unhappy at an American presence in its backyard, and
successfully pressed Bishkek to close the base.
Since winning power in 2011, President Almazbek Atambayev has cemented this shift
away from the west towards Russia. “We cannot have a separate future,” he declared
when president Vladimir Putin visited in 2012.
Atambayev has been an assiduous courtier, extending Russia’s lease on its own military
base outside Bishkek, before enthusiastically copying anti-western legislation in the
Kremlin’s legal arsenal. First came a virtual clone of Moscow’s offensive on NGOs, with
legislation demanding all groups receiving external funding declare themselves as
“foreign agents”, targeted at human rights groups, including those advocating for the
LGBT community.
Then, in March 2014, MPs from the ruling coalition announced the “anti-gay propaganda”
measures, with even harsher penalties on paper than the Russian version. They were
necessary to “protect the rights of the majority rather than of the minority,” said one of
the co-sponsors, Talantbek Uzakbaev, a member of the pro-Russian Dignity party. “We
cannot tolerate gay propaganda.”
These moves have had enthusiastic support from powerful nationalist and religious
constituencies at home – both Muslim and Orthodox Christian. Self-styled nationalist
groups like Kyrk-Choro (Kyrgyz Knights) are thought to have been at the forefront of
assaults on both the LGBT community and sex workers – with its leader claiming he has
official backing. In effect, being anti-western and homophobic have become two ends of
the same bone in a Kyrgyz version of dog-whistle politics. “Being anti-LGBT has been
very profitable for the nationalists,” says Tiulgenov.

In the meantime, homophobic violence has risen. It’s impossible to get definite figures
but staff at one Bishkek LGBT activist group – who asked to remain anonymous – said
they’ve been helping the victims of 5 or 6 attacks a month in the past year, nearly three
times the rate of two years ago. But, says Amir, one of the group’s activists, “these are
only the ones we know about”.
Victimisation
The television in the corner competes with the dinner chat as Nika’s guests tuck into a
selection of local dishes. There are nine men and women, from a mix of ethnic Kyrgyz,
ethnic Russian and other backgrounds. The conversation is all in Russian, one of
Kyrgyzstan’s two official languages – one of many ways Moscow can be sure of
maintaining its influence here.
For the LGBT community, this closeness with Russia further amplifies their troubles.
Russian TV channels, with their explicit anti-western, homophobic bias, have a solid
audience. “It makes me feel guilty about being gay when I hear some Russian
programmes,” says Nika. Local media outlets tied to the government and nationalist
groups take a similar line, helping stoke an atmosphere of permissive victimisation.
“‘Look there’s the faggot’ another student shouted out when he saw me in my university
café,” says Ilya, another dinner guest.
Yet more than two years since the Kyrgyz parliament first introduced the “anti-gay
propaganda” measures amid a flurry of pro-Russian rhetoric, it has stalled on actually
making it law. MPs gave the bill large majorities on its initial two readings, but no date
has been set for the necessary third reading, and it would still need the president’s
signature afterwards.
There’s similar uncertainty over the “foreign agents” bill targeting NGOs, which was first
introduced in 2013 – no one knows if or when parliament will debate them again.
Even so, the police have reportedly been using the anti-gay propaganda legislation to
justify going after LGBT individuals and then extorting bribes. “They say they are
enforcing the law,” says Pasha, a gay man who was forced to hand over 4,000 Kyrgyz
Som (about £41) – a large sum in a country with an average wage of less than £200 per
month.
Some Kyrgyz journalists have reportedly resorted to self-censoring stories on
homophobic attacks, or anything to do with the LGBT community, in case they are
accused of publishing “pro-gay” propaganda. “The liberal sector in society is coming
under increasing stress,” says Tiulgenov.
Despite repeated requests to talk to Kyrgyz MPs and other officials about their Russianinspired legislative plans, all said they were too busy, or never returned any calls.
‘We’ll cut your head off’
Viktor had been receiving threatening text messages for several months, but one evening
in January, walking home from work, he was ambushed and beaten to the ground. “I
didn’t hear anything because I had my headphones on,” he says. They kicked him
unconscious, and when Viktor came round he found he had been driven to a wooded
area, and his attackers were tearing off his clothes. Then they took turns to rape him.
“One held my head down so I couldn’t see their faces,” he says.
“From the moment the bill was first discussed, Kyrgyz society took it as permission for
extermination,” says Viktor. “Some don’t even understand what it says, but they take it

as a call to hunt.” Yet after past experiences of harassment, he never considered going to
the police. “They would just say ‘we don’t take cases from gays’.”
Several sources told of cases of lesbians being subjected to sexual attacks too.
“Sometimes it’s the brothers who do it,” claims one LGBT activist. Some lesbians are
forced into marriage; many are reported to have fled Kyrgyzstan for good. Speaking
through intermediaries, three victims of corrective rape said they were too scared to talk
to journalists about their experiences, and activists believe many more such attacks are
never reported.
But some people are trying to take a stand. In May last year activists from a Bishkek
activist group called Labrys and several other LGBT advocacy organisations were
gathering at a restaurant for the International Day against Homophobia and Transphobia
when they were attacked by a mob.
They stormed the restaurant, chanting abuse, and one woman was injured. Though it
was frightening, compared to other recent anti-LGBT violence it was a relatively minor
incident. But this time activists called the police.
With so many eyewitnesses, the activists believe the police had no choice but to open a
case, and two suspected members of Kyrk-Choro have been charged with hooliganism
and property damage. To no one’s surprise, there’s been little progress since and though
the lawyers hold little hope of winning they say this is part of a much wider battle.
“The LGBT community is not the only target,” says one of the Labrys activists. “Some of
the nationalists who attack us also say all the Russians should leave [Kyrgzstan]. And
tomorrow someone else will be the target.”

AUSTRAILIA: Presenting Australia’s first openly gay
Imam
Adapted from The Feed (03.05.2016) - Nur Warsame is a prominent and well-respected
man in Australia's Islamic community. He used to be married and has a young daughter.
For decades he has lived for his religion, all the while holding on to a secret that could
cost him his life: Nur is now Australia's first openly gay Imam.
"Reconciling spirituality with sexuality is a very difficult journey," he says.
"There's the name of the family you have to protect, the name of the community you
come from...
"The reason it's difficult for people to come out in the Muslim world or Islamic
communities is because the losses are too high, the risks are too great.
"When I decided to do this, I really analysed and thought carefully of the consequences.
"The idea is to make avenues and paths for other young queer Muslims to live their lives
to the fullest and to hold on to their spirituality. My intentions are to try to make a
difference in Muslim homes."
In Somalia where Nur comes from and in much of the Islamic world, being gay is illegal
and punishable by imprisonment. In at least seven Muslim countries homosexuality still
carries the death penalty. Many Australian Muslims are also against homosexuality.

"I can’t see the future or what’s going to happen; however, there is that element of
extremism in our community so I am very cautious. I’m not one who’s easily
intimidated," says Nur.
"I have resources in place for safety and protection so I don’t walk into a storm unless I
know which direction the wind is travelling."
Nur has organised a discrete gathering for young closeted LGBTQI Muslims. Out Muslim
and Labor candidate for Melbourne Sophie Ismail attends regular underground meet ups
that Nur has been organising for.
"I’ve got a very supportive family," says Sophie of her own coming out experience. "I’m
very lucky. My dad was a bit of a rebel in that he rebelled against the restrictions of
culture and religion.
"I’m proud to be able to be both gay and Muslim and be out and talk to people about it.
"I can’t impart anywhere near as much as Nur, his voice is so authentic. He knows the
Koran.
"The reality is there are only a handful of openly gay imams in the world and there's only
one openly gay imam in Australia now so it's an incredible thing to have his experience
and his wisdom in this country.
"And so that's why his voice is so powerful and so unique in guiding these young people
to a better place."
Another group member, who wished to remain anonymous, added, "Being part of Nur’s
group helped me to be more accepting and have common ground with other gay Muslims
and talk about our religion, our sexuality openly and not to be afraid to embrace who we
are and what we are.”

SAUDI ARABIA: Saudi cleric: “Homosexuality not a
deviation from Islam and should not be punished”
Jerusalem Post (03.05.2016) - http://bit.ly/1UB3xCm - The cleric, Salman Odah, stated
that "even though homosexuality is considered a sin in all the Semitic holy books, it does
not require any punishment in this world."
Challenging the Islamic view on homosexuality, a Saudi religious preacher has argued
that although homosexuality is a sin, it should not be punishable by law, the Saudi daily
Eilaph reported Saturday, citing an interview in a Swedish newspaper.
In the interview, Salman Odah stated that "even though homosexuality is considered a
sin in all the Semitic holy books [sic], it does not require any punishment in this world. It
is a sin that will accompany its committer in the life after death."
"Homosexuals are not deviating from Islam. Homosexuality is a grave sin, but those who
say that homosexuals deviate from Islam are the real deviators. By condemning
homosexuals to death they are committing a graver sin than homosexuality itself," Odah
further said.
"Even though homosexuality does not distance oneself from Islam, the Islam does not
encourage individuals who have same-sex attraction to show their feelings in public,"
Odah added.

The Saudi cleric's remarks aroused fiery reactions on Arab social media networks, where
a campaign under the hashtag "Odah permits homosexuality" was launched.
"According to Sharia law, homosexuals should be killed. How can you say homosexuality
should not be punishable, Sheikh?" Fadi Matiri, a Saudi citizen commented on Twitter.
A Twitter user named "Saudi rights activist" suggested that Odah's remarks are a result
of an American outcry over LGBT rights in the Saudi Kingdom.
"Five days ago a delegation of the American Congress signed a document against gays'
execution in Saudi Arabia. What is your explanation?" he asked Odah.
Sixty-year-old Odah is a prominent supporter of the Saudi regime, who was
"rehabilitated" in the 1990's after inciting the opposition against the regime.

UK: My secret life as a gay ultra-Orthodox Jew
Chaya, not her real name, is an ultra-Orthodox Jewish woman who is gay. Here
she describes her struggle to accept her sexuality, and why she has to keep it a
secret from those who would make her choose between her identity and her
family.
BBC News Magazine (11.04.2016) - I would lose everything if I came out. We are a
tightly knit community and I think few people realise just how isolated we are. In the
world I live in, being gay is the equivalent of being a bad person. It's seen as an evil
desire that is completely unnatural.
Soon after, my parents began to arrange a marriage for me. There is often a
matchmaker involved in problem cases like mine
People I have grown up with would wonder what else I could be capable of. Few would
believe that I could still be religious and if I did eventually leave the Haredi community it
would mean losing my job, my home and potentially my children.
It's just easier for everyone to pretend that there is nothing different about me. In fact,
most people prefer to act as though homosexuality does not exist.
I was still at school when I first tried telling a rabbi I was gay but all he said in response
was: "It's just a phase, it happens to a lot of girls." in London
It's true that it's not unusual to have same-sex experiences when growing up. Our
schools are completely segregated so girls and boys have little to do with each other
from the age of three. The strictest families will even discourage brothers and sisters
from playing together.
Children will experiment. I started when I was 12 but it was supposed to be something
that we would all grow out of. I was different and as I got older my classmates started
calling me a lesbian even though I was no longer doing anything.
It became increasingly difficult to ignore so I tried telling my mother when I was 16. It
took so much for me to actually come out and say it but she just looked straight at me
and quashed it immediately. We haven't discussed it outright since.

If I had wanted to take the pill after the wedding I would have had to ask a
rabbi for permission
Soon after, my parents began to arrange a marriage for me. There is often a
matchmaker involved in problem cases like mine. A successful engagement can earn
them up to £15,000. But my family decided that they wanted to find me a husband
themselves. Everyone was involved in the process except me.
Once the background checks were done and a boy was approved, we met for about half
an hour. It took place in the dining room. His family and my family sat around a table
talking awkwardly for a few minutes until eventually everyone else went out and left us
to be awkward together.
Despite that, I think I was relieved to be engaged. I hoped that being in a committed
relationship would finally help me feel that I belonged. But in the months before I got
married, I started seeing a girl. We kept it secret and broke it off just before the
wedding. It might sound strange but I still thought that I would be able to put it all
behind me.
As the wedding got nearer I began to feel more apprehensive. I knew that we were
expected to consummate the marriage on the wedding night, although it does not always
happen until the next day because the celebrations can go on until five in the morning.
Even though contraception is frowned upon, I was put on the pill to make sure that I
would not be on my period on the night. Neither my husband nor I knew what we were
doing. He was too rough and it went on and on.
We are encouraged to have large families and I became pregnant quickly. If I had
wanted to take the pill after the wedding I would have had to ask a rabbi for permission.
I felt it would be unthinkable to ask for it before I'd had at least two children.
There is a focus on the way you look because you are supposed to be attractive
to your husband but not attractive to other people
Once you are pregnant that child becomes both a hostage and your hostage taker. You
are held hostage by your child. We are expected to have eight or nine children and I kept
getting pregnant. My feelings built up inside me until one day I was walking down the
street in a little cul-de-sac somewhere. There was so much noise in my head that I
started saying "I'm gay, I'm gay, I'm gay!" out loud.
It made me feel like I had to do something about it. Eventually, I told my husband. I
think he already knew I was gay but he'd convinced himself that it was just a latent
desire rather than an integral part of my identity.
We still don't know what we are going to do. We have children together and a family setup that works. If my husband and I separate we would lose all of that. I think we would
all lose something if we broke apart so I may well stay married.
I hope my family can stay together, although I don't know what shape that would take.
People have all kinds of arrangements. Rabbis have different ideas than some about how
you should keep people together. In a case like mine, instead of trying to find a way in
which we could both be happy, I think it will be just that I need to conform and fulfil my
duties as a wife, which of course goes against the very grain of my being.
It's hard to live with the knowledge that if I just conformed, that this house would run so
much more smoothly. It makes me feel like it's all my fault. But if being Orthodox Jewish
and gay was not compatible then I don't think that God would have made me this way.

I was created like this with a plan, even if I don't know what it is yet. My faith has
become a real comfort to me but it took me a long time to reach that point. My religion
involves ritual, prayer, worship and acts of faith that are meaningful and I don't see why
I should have to give that up.
I think it's a mistake to choose one aspect of your identity over another. This is not just
about my sexuality. It's also about being able to be an individual within the community
and about having a sense of self. The traditional role of an ideal wife is a strong woman
who heads up the family and submits to her husband in areas of spirituality.
The woman is supposed to be the queen of the house. Her husband may still be learning
the Torah full time in the early years of their marriage and it's often left to the woman to
bring in most of the money. But although she might work outside the home, it's
supposed to be in a refined way.
Many women work as teachers in the community's private schools or as secretaries.
There is a focus on the way you look because you are supposed to be attractive to your
husband but not attractive to other people.
It's a fine line to tread. You have to be covered from your elbows to your collar bone to
your knees, all inclusive. Some take it further and say that skirts should be mid-shin so
that when you sit down your knees will be hidden. Your hair is always supposed to be
completely covered and you're not supposed to draw attention to yourself
If someone does not fit in, people will talk about it. I'm ambitious, my home does not
define me and I'm also not particularly feminine. Women usually have a large support
network. Our extended families mean lots of sisters and female cousins who can help
each other with the everyday tasks such as cooking and looking after the children. But
they stop offering to help when you do not quite act like everyone else.
People have always called me a troublemaker. Some blame my current difficulties on my
so-called lack of modesty. They say my skirt is too short and my tights are not quite
thick enough. Even my hair is a topic of conversation.
Many women will have their heads shaved by their mother-in-law.
In my culture, we always cover our heads in some way. It's usually with a wig if I am
working, but the rest of the time I will use a hat or a snood. Underneath it all, I keep my
hair cut short. Ironically, I can get away with it because shaving your head is seen as a
sign of piety. Many women will have their heads shaven by their mother-in-law on the
morning after their wedding. But my hair is something different - it's a style that I have
chosen.
I suppose I have reclaimed my hair. But there is still a lot of my work to be done to
reclaim my religion. There are a lot of people out there who are distorting it and it's not
theirs to distort. Spirituality does not belong to them.
I own my religion. I'll always be Jewish - it's part of my identity, just like anything else
is. I have even invented a word for it. They have ultra-Orthodoxy and modern
Orthodoxy. But I call it honest Orthodoxy. I don't know, maybe in 40 years' time it will
be a movement.

USA: Mississippi's anti-LGBT 'Religious Freedom' bill
heads to Governor
The state House gave final approval to the bill, which would allow for
widespread discrimination by citing religious beliefs about marriage, sexuality,
and gender.
Advocate (04.04.2016) - http://bit.ly/227EvKU - Mississippi legislators have given final
approval to a “license to discriminate” bill, sending it on to Gov. Phil Bryant.
The state’s House of Representatives voted 68-44 Friday to send the final version of
House Bill 1523, the Protecting Freedom of Conscience From Government Discrimination
Act, to the governor, after votes on various versions in the House and Senate, but the bill
was held until today via a move called a “motion to reconsider.” However, today the
House moved it forward by a vote of 69-47, The Clarion-Ledger of Jackson reports.
HB 1523 would allow widespread discrimination by individuals, businesses, and even
government employees if the discrimination is based on religious beliefs about marriage,
sexuality, and gender. It states that the government cannot penalize an individual,
organization, or business for acting according to the following “sincerely held religious
beliefs or moral convictions”: that “marriage is or should be recognized as the union of
one man and one woman”; that “sexual relations are properly reserved to such a
marriage”; and that “male (man) or female (woman) refer to an individual’s immutable
biological sex as objectively determined by anatomy and genetics at time of birth.”
These acts could take many forms, opponents have warned — denial of wedding-related
goods and services, even marriage licenses; denial of housing or employment; denial of
adoption services or space in homeless shelters. In addition to sanctioning biased
treatment of LGBT people, the bill will put other groups at risk of discrimination, they
note, including single parents and unwed opposite-sex couples.
Democratic Rep. Steve Holland called the bill the worst he has seen in his three decades
in office, The Clarion-Ledger reports. “There is no way you can justify passing this bill,”
he said. “We don't discriminate in my family and the House of Representatives shouldn't
discriminate.”
Bryant, a Republican, has not said if he will sign or veto the legislation, but he appears to
be sympathetic to its aims. Many businesses, organizations, and well-known individuals
have urged him to veto it.
“We call on Gov. Bryant to veto this discriminatory and deplorable bill, that would put his
own constituents at risk of harassment and discrimination where they work, in their
schools and in their communities,” said Human Rights Campaign president Chad Griffin in
a press release. “Gov. Bryant has a clear choice — and if he wants to lead his state
forward, he should follow the example of Republican Georgia Gov. Nathan Deal and
South Dakota Gov. Dennis Daugaard, who understood that discrimination in any form is
unacceptable.”
Deal recently vetoed an anti-LGBT “religious freedom” bill, while Daugaard vetoed
legislation that would have required transgender public school students to use the
restrooms and other sex-segregated facilities designated for the gender they were
assigned at birth.
The HRC, the American Civil Liberties Union of Mississippi, the Southern Poverty Law
Center, and Planned Parenthood Southeast rallied against the bill today. Opposition to HB
1523 has been widespread. Officials with businesses including Nissan Group of North

America, Tyson Foods, MGM Resorts International, and Toyota have spoken out against
it, while representatives of other major corporations have expressed deep reservations.
Singer Lance Bass and actress Mary Elizabeth Ellis, both Mississippi natives, released a
video decrying the legislation.
And while some religious bodies, such as the Southern Baptist Convention, supported the
legislation, the Episcopal Diocese of Mississippi condemned it. “The Episcopal Diocese of
Mississippi stands as one with our brothers and sisters in the LGBT community and the
Human Rights Campaign,” said a statement issued by the state’s Episcopal bishop, Rt.
Rev. Brian R. Seage. “We respect their painful journey as they have sought full inclusion
in our society. Many of them share a Christian faith that is deep and profound. We should
embrace their quest for equality and justice rather than placing obstacles in their
pathway.”

GEORGIA: Orthodox Church’s position on LGBT people
could be an obstacle for EU integration
Adapted by HRWF from www.eurasianet.org (04.04.2016) - Many proponents of
European Union integration tend to see the Georgian Orthodox Church as an obstacle to
Georgia’s path to Brussels. Although the Church is officially supportive of the country’s
efforts to move closer toward EU accession, many clergy and parishioners are concerned
that joining the EU could compromise their faith, believing that the values advanced
within the EU are at odds with Georgia’s more conservative social mores.
One prominent example of this tension is a riot that took place in 2013 in Tbilisi’s central
Freedom Square. A huge crowd confronted gay rights supporters who marched to
commemorate the International Day against Homophobia on 17th May. The leader of the
Georgian Orthodox Church, Patriarch Ilia II, had called on the city government the night
before to not allow the LGBT rally to take place. Numerous Orthodox priests joined the
counter-demonstration in a visible support of the Church’s position against same-sex
relations.
The crowd turned violent and many LGBT activists were injured as police struggled to
evacuate them from the square before the mob, including some robed priests and
women in headscarves, stormed the police cordon and pursued the activists. ‘It was a
scene of medieval mob violence,’ reported one witness.
Georgian authorities quickly condemned the violence and are now trying to repair the
country’s image. Scepticism about the EU appears to be growing, as a 2015 survey
shows a drop of 17 percentage points in favour of Georgia’s accession to the EU. This
corresponds to an 11 percent rise in favour of closer ties to Russia during the same
period.
At the heart of the debate is the Georgian Orthodox Church. More than 80 percent of
Georgia’s 4.5 million citizens are Orthodox Christians. Now a new initiative aims to make
the Church a firm supporter of closer EU relations.
Indeed, there are advocates of EU integration within Georgia’s Patriarchate, the Church’s
governing body. Relations with the EU are ‘really useful for our country,’ stated
Metropolitan Ioane (Gamrekeli) of Rustavi and Marneuli, director of the Patriarchate’s
Education Center. Since late 2014, approximately 1,700 Georgian Orthodox priests, as
well as teachers and students from educational institutions affiliated with the
Patriarchate, have attended 20 briefings and training sessions that highlight the benefits
of EU association, including visa-free travel to the EU. Sessions also focus on the history
of EU-Georgia relations, mutual obligations under Georgia’s EU Association Agreement
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It is hoped that greater awareness of the benefits of closer EU ties can enable
participating priests to better lead debates among members of their respective
congregations. Clergy are particularly influential in rural Georgia, where they are often
locals’ main source of information. Sermons, confessions, group pilgrimages and social
events, such as weddings and funerals, all provide opportunities for priests to share their
understanding of the issues, such as EU Member States’ varying positions toward samesex marriage.
Many Georgian civil-rights advocates, journalists and intellectuals doubt the Church’s
commitment to EU integration. They contend that the boundary between state and
church is narrowing to the detriment of rule of law. They also point to criticism of
Western values aired by some members of the Holy Synod, the Church’s general council.
However, political scientist Kornely Kakachia, director of the Georgian Institute of Politics
in Tbilisi, believes that not all of the Church’s representatives are unanimous in their
opinion concerning EU succession.

INDONESIA: Under attack, Indonesian LGBT groups set
up safehouses, live in fear
Reuters (08.03.2016) - http://reut.rs/1Tr5oK2 - LGBT activists, facing a barrage of
homophobia and hate speech by Indonesian authorities, are setting up hotlines and
safehouses, while "unfriending" people on social media and deleting website directories
that could expose them to violence.
Indonesia's lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBT) rights groups have been
active for decades and have come under attack before, but usually only for one or two
days at a time. This time, the anti-LGBT rhetoric began about two months ago, say
activists who describe a community living in fear.
"This is the first time it's actually lasted this long," said Dede Oetomo, a prominent
activist who founded one of the country's oldest LGBT rights groups, GAYa NUSANTARA,
in 1987.
Oetomo said the attacks began in January when Higher Education Minister Muhammad
Nasir said LGBT people should be barred from university campuses, and have continued
on an almost daily basis.
The national broadcasting commission reiterated a policy banning TV and radio programs
that make LGBT behavior appear "normal", saying this was to protect children and
teenagers who are "susceptible to duplicating deviant LGBT behaviors".
The Indonesia Psychiatric Association classified homosexuality, bisexuality and
transgenderism as mental disorders, while Defence Minister Ryamizard Ryacudu called
the LGBT movement a "proxy war" to brainwash Indonesians.
Critics say LGBT groups receive "foreign funding", which is true if one looks at funds from
United Nations organizations like UNAIDS or Western governments and foundations,
Oetomo said.
"We are supposed to be a danger to survival of the nation," Oetomo said by telephone
from Surabaya, where GAYa NUSANTARA is based. "It's getting ridiculous in a way. It
sounds like a little war."

Government officials did not respond to repeated requests for comment.
There have been a few incidents of LGBT people being harassed, and Oetomo said LGBT
groups are now working to set up safehouses and draw up evacuation plans in case of
need.
In Yogyakarta, southeast of Jakarta, on Feb. 23 LGBT activists were roughed up by
police, who told local media they stopped them from holding a rally to avoid a clash with
a hardline Muslim group holding an anti-LGBT protest nearby.
Also in Yogyakarta, an Islamic boarding school for transgender women was shut down
two weeks ago.
Level of attacks "unprecedented"
Homosexuality is not illegal in Indonesia, though some politicians have called for
criminalization of gay sex.
Sexual and gender minorities in Indonesia have historically lived amid a tense calm, with
tolerance and pluralism protecting them from violence and a sense that discretion
brought safety, said Kyle Knight, LGBT rights researcher for New York-based Human
Rights Watch.
"What we're seeing now may be unprecedented in terms of its fever pitch," Knight wrote
in an email from Indonesia, where he is documenting human rights abuses related to the
rise in anti-LGBT rhetoric. "This time around, government officials have even stoked the
cacophony of hatred."
Some officials - including Jakarta Governor Basuki Tjahaja Purnama and Security Affairs
Minister Luhut Pandjaitan - have defended the LGBT community.
"Whoever they are, wherever they work, he or she continues to be an Indonesian citizen.
They have the right to be protected as well," Pandjaitan was quoted as saying in The
Jakarta Post.
This is little comfort for LGBT rights defenders.
Kevin Halim, an Indonesian transgender woman activist with the Bangkok-based Asia
Pacific Transgender Network, is troubled by "experts" promoting conversion therapy
without considering the psychological damage that can be done by their words.
And many LGBT Indonesians are combing through their social media to "unfriend"
anyone who might disapprove of them.
"Normally I just share everything gay about me," said Safir Soeparna, who works for
Apcom, a Bangkok-based group focusing on HIV in gay men. "Now I'm a bit like ... will
somebody use this to blackmail me? So I rechecked my 'friend' list and deleted people I
can't trust 100 percent."
Several activists have also adopted new security strategies.
"My guys don't even go to the office any more. It's too dangerous. We've never really
experienced this," Oetomo said.

The staff of Arus Pelangi, which provides legal assistance for LGBT people, set up a
buddy system in January because police could not guarantee their security, and started a
hotline for people needing help, Chairwoman Yuli Rustinawati said.
"They have pushed us into a corner," Rustinawati said by phone from Jakarta. "LGBT
people have been pushed and are living now in fear because of the statements from the
government, ministers, mayors, calling on society to beware of us."

INDONESIA: Indonesia closes down Islamic school for
transgenders following complaints
International Business Times UK (01.03.2016) - http://bit.ly/1SieKqe - Local authorities
in the Kotagede district in Yogyakarta in Indonesia have shut down an Islamic school for
transgenders. They have also banned any religious activities from taking place at the Al
Fatah Islamic School.
The decision was made following a meeting between representatives of the Al-Fatah
school, security officers, local officials, the Yogyakarta Islamic Jihad Front and the local
community. "We decided to close down the transgender Islamic school after considering
security, order and public comfort issues," Jati Bayu Broto, the subdistrict chief for
Banguntapan told journalists last week.
All parties were given the opportunity to have their say at the meeting, he added.
Following the meeting, it was decided that the Islamic school should be closed down
because it was located "in a cramped residential area."
"Whenever there are activities [at the school], motorcycles are parked on the street and
this disturbs the public," Jati told reporters. The Yogyakarta Islamic Jihad Front troop
commander Darohman was grateful that the group's objection to the Al Fatah School was
backed by the local community.
"The Islamic school may re-open but the transgenders must show repentance," he said.
He added that the group would allow the school to re-open only under the condition that
the transgenders repented and "returned to being men. If they do not change, their
prayers will not be accepted," he said.
But his views were not shared by all. Aditia Arief Firmanto from the Yogyakarta Legal Aid
Foundation who represented the owners of the school at the meeting claimed that the
meeting held was not a dialogue between parties but a judgement forum against the
school.
He said Shinta Ratri, the school's leader was not given the chance to clarify issues raised
at the meeting. "Our client could not defend the school against accusations of alcohol,
karaoke and other activities at the Islamic School," he said.
"Shutting down the school is a violation of human rights. These students are being
denied the right to a religious education," Aditia said.
Sholehudin, the former village chief of Jagalan said that the school had never reported its
activities to officials following its establishment in the village in early 2014 when it moved
from the Notoyudan village in Yogyakarta city. The school was set up in 2008.
"But I have never heard any negative reports on the transgender Islamic school. We
would know if there were because village officials hold regular meetings," Sholehudin
said. He said he lives near the school and retired in April last year.

Speaking to reporters later, Shinta said that she has no plans to set up a similar school in
another area. "I am still tired and want to calm myself first. Life goes on, and I also need
to earn money," she told Jakarta Post.
An Al Fatah school teacher, Abdul Muhaimin however said that he will continue to fight
for the school's right to exist, saying that the school's activities were limited to reciting
the Korea, learning how to pray and celebrating Islamic holidays. It did not involve
anything that may disturb the peace and order of the neighbourhood.
"Why do we need permission for a Koran recital? Parking issues can be managed. It is of
the upmost importance that we do not let this problem interrupt the students' right to
learn their religion," said Muhaimin, who is also the head teacher of the Nurul Umahat
Islamic Boarding School in Kotagede.

USA: Mormons weigh in on proposed Utah hate crimes
law
Deseret News (24.02.2016) – The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints (LDS), also
known as Mormons, expressed concern this week that a proposed hate crimes law in the
US State of Utah would upset the balance of religious liberty and gay rights legislation
that state lawmakers were able to achieve in 2015. At that time, Utah added sexual
orientation and gender identity to the state's anti-discrimination laws for housing and
employment, expanded exemptions for religious institutions and their affiliates and
provided protections for religious expression.
The LDS Church publicly backed the 2015 legislation, which was then viewed as a hardstruck compromise between equality advocates and traditionally adversarial groups.
However, a proposed amendment to the law has now come under criticism from the LDS
Church.
‘The Utah Legislature achieved something extraordinary last year in arriving at legislation
that protected both religious liberty rights and LGBT rights,’ said LDS Church spokesman
Dale Jones. ‘Interests from both ends of the political spectrum are attempting to alter
that balance. We believe that the careful balance achieved through being fair to all
should be maintained.’
The new bill, SB107, seeks to more clearly define a hate crime as an offense against a
person or person's property based on a belief or perception about their ancestry,
disability, ethnicity, gender, gender identity, national origin, race, religion or sexual
orientation. It provides for enhanced penalties where those beliefs motivated the crime.
The Senate Judiciary, Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice Committee have endorsed
the bill along with several Utah-based organisations, including the Catholic Diocese of
Salt Lake City.

NEW ZEALAND: New Zealand working group issues
report on same-gender relationships in Anglican Church
Adapted from Anglican Taonga (25.02.2016) - In 2014, the General Synod of the
Anglican Church in Aotearoa, New Zealand, and Polynesia passed a resolution that
created a process towards the blessing of same-gender relationships while upholding the
traditional doctrine of marriage. The motion called for the appointment of a working

group to devise a structure by which this could happen, while ensuring that clergy who
believe that same sex blessings are contrary to ‘scripture, doctrine, tikanga or civil law’
remain fully free to dissent.
The report proposes two new liturgies to be considered by the May2016 General Synod.
These liturgies have been designed to allow for the blessing of couples who have been
married in a civil ceremony. The rites also create a way for the people in such
relationships to become ordained in the Church.
Civil marriages between a man and a woman have long been recognised in law in both
New Zealand and in the Pacific Island nations. In New Zealand’s case, an amendment to
marriage law came into effect in August 2013, which allows same-sex couples to legally
marry.
‘A crucial matter for debate’
The report makes a case for how such civil marriages could be blessed by the Church.
The Anglican Church in this province is governed by a set of documents which provide
the constitutional basis of its common life. The rites of blessing being proposed are being
presented as ‘additional formularies’ rather than doctrinal changes:
‘It is the view of the majority of the group,’ the report notes, ‘that the proposed liturgies
do not represent a departure from the Doctrine and Sacraments of Christ, and are
therefore not prohibited by Te Pouhere [a foundational source document for the Church
in New Zealand]; however the group also recognises that this will be a crucial matter for
debate.’
A canonical ‘lacuna’
The report then goes on to consider how blessings of civil marriages relate to the
question of ordination of people in same-sex relationships. Only those people who are in
‘rightly-ordered relationships’ can be considered for ordination. The group has agreed
that a rightly-ordered relationship is ‘one that has been committed to God and received
the blessing of the Christian Church.’
This is where the group has identified a ‘lacuna’ (a legal gap – where existing laws don’t
cover a situation) in the church canons.
Since the 1970s, New Zealand law has given its legal thumbs-up to civil marriages – to
couples who choose to marry, without any Christian dimension to their wedding.
At the same time, there’s never been any question about the church recognising that
these couples are, in fact, married – they haven’t been required, for example, to have
their civil marriages blessed retrospectively in order to be recognised as married.
Should these rites be adopted, heterosexual couples who were married in a civil
ceremony will be able to seek for their relationship to be blessed by the Church. A similar
rite for same-sex couples has also been proposed.

SOUTH AFRICA: SA Anglican bishops: Same-sex couples
‘full members’ of church; however, no-change on
marriage
Adapted from Anglican Church of Southern Africa (25.02.2016) - Anglican bishops from
across southern Africa have resolved that gay and lesbian partners who enter same-sex
civil unions under South African law should be welcomed into congregations as full
members of the church.
In a pastoral letter issued to Anglicans today, Archbishop Thabo Makgoba of Cape Town
said a document outlining guidelines on members living in same-sex unions would be
sent to the church’s Provincial Synod, its ruling body, which meets later this year.
He added: ‘I believe that its adoption by Provincial Synod would be an important first
step in signalling to the LGBT community that we in the Anglican Church of Southern
Africa, through our top deliberative and legislative body, see them as welcome members
of our body as sisters and brothers in Christ.’
Explaining the practical implications of the guidelines, he said congregations would not be
able to refuse to baptise children of same-sex couples, nor should either they or their
parents be stigmatised. Quoting from the bishops’ guidelines, he said, ‘We are of one
mind that gay, lesbian and transgendered members of our church share in full
membership as baptised members of the Body of Christ. . .’
However, Archbishop Makgoba acknowledged that southern Africa’s bishops were divided
over whether to marry same-sex couples in church or to allow clergy to enter same-sex
civil unions. As a consequence they would continue to be bound by the broad consensus
in the Anglican Communion, which is that the church can neither bless same-sex unions
nor permit its clergy to enter them.
He said the differences among the bishops were both over the theology of marriage and
a result of realities on the ground in different dioceses.
‘For example, most of our dioceses across Southern Africa are predominantly rural, and
for many the urgent priorities of food security, shelter, health care and education crowd
out debate on the issue of human sexuality. In some rural dioceses, responding to
challenges to the Church's restrictions on polygamous marriages is a much higher
pastoral priority.’
Archbishop Makgoba expressed his determination to avoid splits in the church in
Southern Africa over the issue. He said the bishops were agreed that their differences did
not constitute a ‘church-dividing issue.’
He added: ‘We overcame deep differences over the imposition of sanctions against
apartheid and over the ordination of women, and we can do the same over human
sexuality.’
Anglican churches in North America have experienced internal splits over the issue, and
leaders of the Communion have taken steps to reduce the role of The Episcopal Church in
the United States in the wider Anglican Communion as a result of its decision to approve
the marriages of same-sex couples.

INDONESIA: Must not support LGBT to heal them:
Religious leaders
Jakarta Post (18.02.2016) - http://bit.ly/1pcUKd8 - Religious groups have openly
rejected all forms of support for lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBT) activities,
claiming that such rejection would help cure LGBT people of the tendency.
In a joint statement issued on Thursday, the groups said they rejected all forms of
propaganda on and promotion of LGBT legalization and development in the country,
stating that LGBT behavior was disturbing and against religious teachings and the
Constitution.
The groups consist of the Indonesian Ulema Council (MUI), the Indonesia Catholics
Bishops Conference (KWI), the Council of Buddhist Communities (Walubi) and the
Confucian Supreme Council of Indonesia (Matakin).
The importance of not encouraging LGBT values and behaviors are key in helping LGBT
people get "back on track to normalcy", MUI chief of religious tolerance Yusnar Yusuf
said.
LGBT behaviors are spread through social interaction and thus must be prevented, he
said.
The groups also argue that putting limitations on the promotion of LGBT activities would
act as a form of "treatment" in encouraging the elimination of any tendencies toward
deviant sexual behavior.
"It is important now to invite everyone to think positively about them in that they are
sick people who need to be healed," Yusnar said in a press conference on Thursday.
The religious groups called LGBT tendencies a "social disease" and urged the government
to ban any form of funding for campaigns of LGBT communities, especially from
international organizations and foreign companies.
The government must also monitor all activities and any intervention by parties,
including those who claim to act in the interest of human rights and democracy, Yusnar
added.
Meanwhile, Catholic Priest PC. Siswantoko of the KWI said it was important not to isolate
LGBT people but rather befriend them because a healthy social life would support their
rehabilitation.
The groups also urge for the protection of LGBT people against violence as they were still
citizens.
Campaigns condemning the LGBT community have grown stronger in the country, which
has the biggest Muslim population in the world. The MUI and several Muslim
organizations also declared on Wednesday that LGBT activities were haram and urged
the prosecution of LGBT people.
Indonesian Broadcasting Commission (KPI) also issue a discriminatory rule against LGBT
people by urging broadcasters, television and radio stations from running programs that
promote the activities of LGBT.
The government has also taken a negative stance on the issue as ministers of the
President Joko "Jokowi" Widodo administration said the state would protect LGBT rights
but still condemned the LGBT community, saying the people were diseased and a threat
to the nation's values.
The government has also blocked popular microblogging website Tumblr, claiming it
contained pornography and promoted LGBT relationships.

UK: Church of England bishop calls for liturgies for LGBT
people
Adapted from The Telegraph (11.02.2016) - The Bishop of Buckingham, the Rt Rev Alan
Wilson, and other leadings clerics in the Church of England are appealing for new service
books with liturgies for same-sex weddings and ‘transition’ celebrations for people
changing gender. The changes would be part of new reforms to end what they say is a
culture of ‘official discrimination’ against non-heterosexuals in the Church.
The LGBTI Mission [standing for Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender and Intersex] in the
Church of England hopes to bring together disparate groups which campaign within the
church to liberalise its stance on sexuality. The effort has been launched amid a
programme of ‘faciitated conversations’ that were initiated last year by the Archbishop of
Canterbury, the Most Rev Justin Welby. Reactions to the conversations have been tepid
at best.
‘Lots of people are going around saying sorry [for the pain that LGBT people have
experienced in the Church],’ commented Bishop Wilson, ‘but what has actually changed?’
‘There is plenty of evidence of a change of mind,’ he said, ‘There is a genuine wanting to
move on, but if you want to move on you have to go somewhere different to where you
are now.’ Wilson believes that an overhaul of the Church’s doctrine on marriage is now
overdue and that it now has to include same-sex couples.
A recent poll suggests that the Church of England leadership, which has openly
campaigned against homosexual marriage, is out of stop with its own members on the
issue; however, the findings of the poll are sharply disputed by traditionalists.
The new group pledges to publish same-sex wedding and gender transition liturgies for
parish priests to use – potentially in defiance of bishops’ orders – and to lobby Parliament
to end the Church’s special exemptions from equal rights laws.

CRIMEA: European Parliament issues warning on rising
levels of homophobia in Crimea
Adapted from Pink News 09/02/2016 - Earlier this month the European Parliament
adopted a resolution concerning the situation of LGBTI people in Crimea, saying that it
has considerably worsened since it was annexed by Russia in 2014. The statement cites
‘repressive action and threats by the de facto authorities and paramilitary groups’ in the
region.
Political leaders in the Crimean peninsula have referenced ‘traditional values,’ buttressed
by church teachings both in Russia and Ukraine, as justification for fostering
homophobia. Sergei Aksyonov, Prime Minister of the internationally disputed Republic of
Crimea, has stated that ‘We in Crimea do not need such people’ and that security forces
are under orders to forcibly disperse any LGBT gatherings.
Slovenian MEP Tanja Fajon, Vice-President of the European Parliament Intergroup on
LGBTI Rights, said that ‘As an occupying power, Russia has a responsibility to ensure the
safety of the whole population, including LGBTI people.’

IRELAND: Ireland passes bill removing religious
exemptions from LGBT equality law
Adapted from Pink News (03.12.2015) - Fresh off of the country’s first same-sex
weddings, Ireland’s Parliament has passed a bill removing religious exemptions from
LGBT anti-discrimination laws.
The Republic of Ireland approved same-sex marriage in a landslide referendum earlier
this year, by 62.07% to 37.93% – and overcoming bureaucratic hurdles, the green light
has been given for weddings to begin.
However, the country’s equality minister has signalled that the measure won’t be the last
in the country’s slate of reforms – following a new gender recognition law and adoption
reforms also brought in this year.
Aodhán Ó Ríordáin, the Minister of State for Equality, has pushed ahead with a bill this
week that will alter the state’s Employment Equality Act.
Section 37 of the existing law grants specific exemptions from sections protecting LGBT
people to “religious, educational or medical institutions,” permitting them to discriminate
“in order to maintain the religious ethos of the institution.” However, the Equality
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Bill – which passed through its final stages in the Dáil late last
night without opposition – strips the exemptions from the law.
The minister said he hopes the bill will remove the “chilling effect” of discrimination: “I
am proud of this Bill, having spent four years of my career bringing it to the eventuality it
will become tonight.”
Sandra Irwin-Gowran, Director of Education Policy with the Gay&Lesbian Equality
Network (GLEN), said: “We are delighted that this Bill has passed all stages in the Dáil
tonight.
“This Bill is the key piece of the legislative map that will allow LGBT people to be
themselves, get married and have a family without a threat to their job if they work in a
religious run institution.
“To date Section 37.1 has served to create a chilling effect for many LGBT employees.
The existing provisions posed a threat of discrimination which has served to silence
thousands of teachers in our school.
“The Bill passed tonight will go a long way towards thawing the threat hanging over LGBT
and other employees. GLEN affirms the principle that every employee should enjoy equal
protections in their workplace and in their recruitment and promotion prospects.
“This Bill removes a major barrier to that principle for those working in publicly funded
institutions. We also note where further progress remains to be made for privately
funded religious-run institutions, for trans people and for those of no religion.”

NORWAY: Church of Norway votes in favor of gay
marriage
Worldwide Religious News (02.11.2015) - http://wwrn.org/articles/45144/ - The General
Synod of the Church of Norway, the largest Christian denomination in the Scandinavian
country, has voted in favor of accepting same-sex marriage, and will be offering the
service to gay couples in the future.

Church of Norway chairman Sturla Stålsett said that the Synod's decision is "historical,"
The Nordic Page reported.
The decision still allows individual priests and other church staff to decide whether they
want to participate in ceremonies for gay people, however.
Breitbart noted that the vote from the country's 12 bishops was unanimous, but will first
need to be ratified by the Synod next spring before it becomes official. It opens the door
for the first gay weddings to take place in Church of Norway churches by 2017.
Gay marriage has been legal in Norway since 2008, but churches were left to decide on
their own how to adapt to the decision.
The last vote on the issue in 2013 left bishops split eight to four in favor of accepting gay
marriage, so they had decided to only offer a blessing service instead.
The Church of Norway, part of the Evangelical Lutheran denomination, claims nominally
82 percent of the entire Norwegian population, according to 2011 estimates.
The second largest Christian group, the Roman Catholic Church, remains opposed to
same-sex marriage, and defines marriage solely as a union between a man and a
woman.
Back in October, the Dutch Reformed Church in South Africa also voted for sweeping
changes to its marriage tradition by deciding to recognize gay marriage and begin
ordaining gay minsters without a celibacy cause.
DRC moderator Nelis Janse van Rensburg said that the decision shows that the church is
"serious about human dignity," but added that individual churches will not be forced to
follow the ruling.
The decision by the DRC, which claims a membership of almost 1.1 million people, was
criticized by South Africa's Roman Catholic Church, which said that it went against
biblical doctrine.
"We would not accept active homosexuals as priests but no doubt there may be a priest
who is an active homosexual in our church, but he is so without the bishop knowing it. As
the Catholic Church, we do not accept that position of the Dutch Reformed Church,"
Catholic spokesman Archbishop William Slattery said at the time.

WORLD: Balancing LGBT rights? Mormon leader speaks
at 'natural family' conference
The four-day World Congress of Families features 185 speakers, including a top
Mormon leader, explaining why they say families led by a man and woman who
are married are best for society.
The Christian Science Monitor (27.10.2015) - http://bit.ly/1MEkbP9 - A top Mormon
leader is set to deliver the keynote speech Tuesday at the opening of a conservative
conference that brings together supporters of the "natural family" — and has elicited
strong opposition from LGBT groups.
About 3,000 attendees are expected in Salt Lake City for the four-day World Congress of
Families event to hear a lineup of 185 speakers explain why they think families led by a

man and woman who are married are best for society. They will also address topics such
as the social costs of pornography, human trafficking and the bioethics of cloning and
genetic modification.
M. Russell Ballard's speech illustrates the religion's ongoing balancing act between
promoting more compassion and acceptance for LGBT people while holding firm to its
doctrinal beliefs that dictate opposition to gay marriage and same-sex relationships.
Last week, another member of The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints' top
governing body called the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles issued a landmark speech
advocating for compromises between protecting religious liberties and prohibiting
discrimination. Dallin H. Oaks also criticized Kentucky clerk Kim Davis for refusing to
license gay marriages.
We may have cultural differences, but we should not have 'culture wars,'" Mr. Oaks
declared.
"On the big issues ... both sides should seek a balance, not a total victory," he said. "For
example, religionists should not seek a veto over all non-discrimination laws that offend
their religion, and the proponents of non-discrimination should not seek a veto over all
assertions of religious freedom."
The Human Rights Campaign, a national group that supports gay rights and same-sex
marriage, lambasted the World Congress of Families as being a dangerous hate group
that promotes anti-gay legislation around the world in places such as Uganda and
Nigeria. Director Ty Cobb called on the Mormon Church, Utah Gov. Gary Herbert and
other speakers to withdraw from the conference.
"The LDS church has made tremendous steps in being more inclusive," Cobb said. "It's
disappointing to see the LDS church take this misstep."
Mormon Church spokesman Dale Jones stood behind the faith's involvement in the
conference, saying in a statement: "Utah has become a destination for many world
conferences which represent a wide diversity of thought and opinion and we're pleased
that Elder M. Russell Ballard has been invited as one of the keynote speakers."
World Congress leaders scoff at the criticism, which includes being on the Southern
Poverty Law Center's list of hate groups for its anti-LGBT views. The group says that
asserting their beliefs doesn't mean they are espousing hatred toward the LGBT
community.
In a statement, the organization said the Human Rights Campaign "has once again tried
to name, blame, and defame those who don't endorse its radical agenda. The HRC's
attempt to label the World Congress of Families as a 'hate group falls so far outside the
realm of reality that is discredits the organization and exposes its tactics."
The Rockford, Illinois-based World Congress of Families is an unapologetic proponent of
what it considers the key to healthy society: The "natural family" led by a married
heterosexual couple, said executive director Janice Crouse in May. Crouse said the
definition of marriage has been established by God.
This is the organization's first summit in the U.S. They have held previous events in
Madrid; Amsterdam; Warsaw, Poland; Mexico City; Geneva; Sydney, Australia; and
Prague, Czech Republic.

Herbert and his wife are scheduled to talk briefly Tuesday evening. The Republican
governor last week said Utah welcomes many conferences with different viewpoints,
saying he's not sure that all allegations against the group are true.

INDONESIA: Aceh sharia targets gays: 100 lashes for
having sex with same gender
The punishment must take place in public to humiliate the offender. Aceh the
only province to outlaw gay relations. Islamic leader: "The law safeguards the
dignity of the person." Human rights activists call for the abolition a "cruel and
inhuman" law.
AsiaNews.it (23.10.2015) - http://bit.ly/1PLkQ1z - A law that legislates punishment of
100 lashes for gay sexual relations comes into force in Aceh today. According to the
"moderate" form of sharia that exists in the semi-autonomous region, "any sexually
stimulating bodily contact " between people of the same sex is now illegal. The law was
passed in 2014 amid protests from human rights groups, but it took a year to implement.
Under the norm the beatings must be inflicted with wood rattan [a local palm ed], in
public, and must be aimed more at humiliation than to cause pain. Corporal punishment
can, however, be replaced by a payment in gold or a prison term.
Homosexual relations are not illegal in the other provinces of Indonesia, which follows a
Civil Code inherited from its Dutch settlers. Syahrizal Abbas, Islamic leader of Aceh, says
that "the law is aimed at the preservation of human dignity. It is to protect Muslims from
committing immoral acts". The measure also makes adultery punishable with 100 lashes
and those who are accused without evidence with 80 lashes.
Aceh province began introducing Islamic law (shari'a) in 2005, following a peace
agreement between Jakarta and the Free Aceh Movement (GAM) in 2001. This form of
public punishment is already the norm for gamblers, drinkers of alcohol and those who
have relationships with women outside marriage.
Several human rights activists are calling for the abolition of the law. Ismail Hasani, a
member of the group "Setara Institute for Democracy and Peace", defines the measure
as "cruel, inhuman and against the constitution." The government should not interfere in
private lives of its citizens but ensure individual rights, such as freedom ".

VATICAN CITY: Senior Vatican official sacked earlier this
month for coming out and speaking out
HRWF from edited sources ABC and Pink News (20.10.2015) – Earlier this month,
Monsignor Krzysztof Charamsa was removed from a senior office in the Vatican's
Congregation for the Doctrine of Faith after calling a press conference to announce that
he was gay, living in a same-sex relationship and had issued a 'manifesto of gay
liberation' for the church. The Vatican called the announcements ‘irresponsible.’
The priest is currently in Barcelona with his partner, contending that Jesus would have no
issue with his sexuality. He hopes that the Vatican will change its position on
homosexuality and clerical celibacy. Gay priests have suffered greatly in the Roman
Catholic Church, he says, which fosters self-hatred and does not permit them to live ‘in
accordance with their nature.’

FRANCE: France drops bid to appoint gay Vatican
ambassador, reports say
François Hollande said to have given up on attempt to send Laurent Stefanini to
Holy See after impasse over credentials
The Guardian (12.10.2015) - http://bit.ly/1hQ27D6 - France has abandoned attempts to
appoint a gay Catholic diplomat as its ambassador to the Vatican after a nine-month
standoff, according to French media.
Laurent Stefanini, a widely respected chief of protocol to François Hollande, was named
as the French president’s choice to serve as ambassador to the Holy See in January.
However, without explicitly rejecting his nomination, the Vatican has not accepted his
credentials. A new ambassador’s credentials are normally accepted within weeks.
Sources at the Élysée palace told French daily Libération that Hollande had given up his
efforts over the appointment. “It’s dead,” a source was quoted as saying.
The move comes amid uncertainty over Pope Francis’s stance on homosexuality. Liberal
Catholics seized on his statement on homosexuality early in his papacy, when he told
reporters: “If a person is gay and seeks God and has good will, who am I to judge?”
However, the pontiff bolstered conservative Catholics by meeting Kim Davis, a Kentucky
county clerk jailed for refusing to issue same-sex marriage licences, on his recent US trip
– although the Vatican later claimed the meeting should not be seen as the pope showing
support for her position. Earlier this month, at the start of the Vatican’s three-week
summit on family issues, it sacked a priest who came out as gay.
Both Élysée and Vatican officials declined to comment on the reports.
Philippe Levillain, a papal specialist and French historian, told the paper the Vatican did
not want to be seen as homophobic. “There’s a flagrant contradiction between the
openness Pope Francis is showing towards homosexuals and the refusal to accept Laurent
Stefanini’s nomination. It’s not a very charitable attitude,” Levillain said.
A report in the French satirical title Le Canard Enchainé in April claimed that Francis had
a “very discreet” meeting with Stefanini, in which the pontiff said his objection to the
appointment was not personal but an indication of the Vatican’s disapproval of France’s
2013 gay marriage law.
Around the same time, the Élysée palace said France would be sticking to its choice of
ambassador. “Laurent Stefanini is the only candidate nominated by the republic and the
council of ministers,” it said.
Stefanini, described by French commentators as a brilliant diplomat, was France’s
second-in-command at its Vatican embassy between 2001 and 2005. His nomination as
ambassador was supported by the archbishop of Paris.
According to Libération, Hollande is not expected to put forward another candidate for
the Vatican post before the next French presidential election in 2017.

RUSSIA: Russian Orthodox Church commissions internal
trial against gay hieromonk
Meduza (18.09.2015) - http://bit.ly/1MeMM7g - The bishop of the Diocese of Samara
and Syzran Metropolitan Sergius has commissioned a church trial against hieromonk
Amfian, who was recently outed publicly as a homosexual. The Diocese also stated that
hieromonk Amfian has been removed from active church service.
On September 17, the publication The Togliatti Room published a report stating that
hieromonk Amfian (whose legal name is Artem Vechelkovsky) is openly gay. The report
included Vechelkovsky's thoughts on whether homosexuals can serve in the Church: "It's
a tough question. There's no canon to answer it. Personally, I think it's necessary to
reexamine the Church's attitude toward homosexuality. Yes, I'm gay myself, so it's
hardly my place to condemn anyone on this issue."
The day after this story was published, Vechelkovsky confirmed that he did speak to a
correspondent from The Togliatti Room, but he thought his remarks about being gay
were off the record. He also added that he never hid his sexual orientation, while
teaching for a decade at the Samara seminary school. Vechelkovsky says both the
students and the administration were aware that he is gay.
Vechelkovsky says he left seminary school this June, following what was the latest
complaint from a student about harassment. He says he received complaints like this
throughout his career.
"I repeat: there was no priest's 'coming out.' I don't consider myself a priest and I don't
associate myself with the Church. Today I am a completely private, unremarkable
individual—a lone citizen of our unfortunate country," Vechelkovsky said.

THAILAND: Thailand introduces first law to protect
LGBT people
HRWF – Human Rights Without Frontiers welcomes the news that the Thai
government has resisted efforts to establish exemptions to this legislation on
the basis of religion or any other bias. Other countries in the region should take
note: discrimination against LGBT people has no place in a democratic society.
Pink News (10.09.2015) - http://bit.ly/1KaoQ3X - Thai parliament passed the 2015
Gender Equality Act in March. The law is is designed to protect members of the LGBT
community and aims to punish discrimination based on gender identity and sexual
orientation.
Those found guilty of discrimination may face up to six months in jail and a 20,000 baht
fine.
The law defines “unfair discrimination among the sexes” as any action that “segregates,
obstructs or limits the rights” of a person because they have “a sexual expression
different from that person’s original sex.”
Somchai Charoenamnuaysuk – Director-General of the Department of Family Affairs and
Family Development – noted that the law bars government agencies, private
organisations, or Thai individuals from formulating anti-gay policies, rules, regulations,
measures, or operating procedures.

“Co-operation from all sectors is key in moving forward with the enforcement of this Act,
in order to create an equal and just society,” he said.
Original exemptions due to education, religion and the public interest were removed from
an earlier draft of the law – meaning that governing bodies are no longer exempt from
being prosecuted for anti-LGBT legislation or behaviour.
He added that the support of non-LGBT people in Thailand is vital to the law’s success
and that the public will play a “key role”.
“The public plays an important role in keeping a watchful eye on cases of discrimination,
providing support to LGBT people, as well as ensuring compliance with the rules,
regulations and measures.’
The Thai government are currently considering a civil unions bill and amendments to the
constitution that would further recognise the rights of trans people in the country.
Thailand is famous for having a large and vibrant LGBT community, particularly trans and
gender non-conforming people. It allows trans people to change their legal gender, but
does not currently allow same-sex marriage.
Same-sex marriage was discussed in 2012, with legislation being drafted, but was put on
hold as the country struggled with political instability.
Earlier this year, it was announced that Thailand’s new constitution will include
references to a third gender for the first time.
See the text of the regulation here: http://bit.ly/1MnLb1P

SWITZERLAND: Lawsuit to be filed against ‘homophobic’
bishop
Pink Cross, the umbrella association for Swiss gay groups, is filing a criminal
complaint against Vitus Huonder, the Catholic bishop of Chur, for “homophobic
comments” made in a recent speech in which he quoted bible verses calling for
gays to be put to death.
Pink
Cross
(31.08.2015)
http://us8.campaignarchive2.com/?u=6c9ae273ae267809840328351&id=2feb643727&e=[UNIQID] – The
lawsuit was set to be handed in to the public prosecutor of canton Graubünden in eastern
Switzerland on Monday.
Pink Cross, backed by the Swiss Lesbian Organisation, accuses 73-year-old Huonder of
“inciting people to crime or violence” with his remarks made at a religious forum in
Germany on July 31.
If found guilty, Huonder faces up to three years in prison.
In his 50-minute address on marriage, the bishop quoted two verses from the book of
Leviticus, including Leviticus 20:13: “If a man also lie with mankind, as he lieth with a
woman, both of them have committed an abomination: they shall surely be put to death;
their blood shall be upon them.”
In response to applause, he continued: “Both of these passages alone suffice to clarify
unambiguously the church’s position on homosexuality”.

Following a public outcry, Huonder released a statement in which he regretted that his
comments had been misunderstood and interpreted as contemptuous towards
homosexuals. “That wasn’t my intention,” he said.
‘Red line’
This wasn’t good enough for Pink Cross director Bastian Baumann, who said Huonder had
repeatedly made clear that he interpreted the passages literally.
Baumann said the call for the “reintroduction of the death penalty for gays” had forced
the group to seek criminal prosecution.
“As a figure of authority within the church, Vitus Huonder accepts that his demand will
meet with approval among Christians and other fundamentalists and could be followed
obediently,” he said.
Baumann said the “defamation of gays by the church” could be tolerated to a certain
extent, but the bishop had now crossed a “red line”.
Subjugation of human rights
Huonder is no stranger to controversy, having previously opposed issues including
women priests and sex education. He believes parents should have the right to have their
children exempted from sex education classes in school and that divine law comes before
human rights.
Earlier this year Huonder called for a Swiss priest who had blessed a lesbian couple to be
sacked.
The priest kept his job after apologising to Huonder for causing him any “inconvenience”
and promising not to bless any more gay couples.

WORLD: Islamic State has killed at least 30 people for
sodomy, UN told
US ambassador tells security council meeting it is ‘about time’ the issue of
violence and discrimination towards LGBT people is highlighted
The Guardian (25.08.2015) - http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/aug/25/islamicstate-has-killed-at-least-30-people-for-sodomy-un-told - Islamic State has claimed
responsibility for killing at least 30 people for sodomy, the head of an international gay
rights organisation has told the first UN security council meeting in New York to focus on
violence and discrimination against lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender people.
“It’s about time, 70 years after the creation of the UN, that the fate of LGBT persons who
fear for their lives around the world is taking centre stage,” said the US ambassador,
Samantha Power, who organised the meeting with Chile’s UN envoy. “This represents a
small but historic step.”
Diplomats said two of the 15 council members, Chad and Angola, had not attended the
informal closed meeting.
Jessica Stern, the executive director of the International Gay and Lesbian Human Rights
Commission, told the council that courts established by Isis in Iraq and Syria claimed to

have punished sodomy with stoning, firing squads and beheadings and by pushing men
from tall buildings.
Fear of the extremist group, which controls about a third of Syria and Iraq, was fuelling
violence by others against LGBT individuals, she said.
Subhi Nahas, a gay refugee from the Syrian city of Idlib, told the council that President
Bashar al-Assad’s government “launched a campaign accusing all dissidents of being
homosexuals” when the country’s uprising started in 2011. Soon afterwards gay
hangouts were raided and many people were arrested and tortured. “Some were never
heard from again,” he said.
When the al-Qaida-linked al-Nusra Front took Idlib in 2012, he said, its militants
announced “they would cleanse the town of those involved in sodomy”. Arrests and
killings of accused homosexual people followed. In 2014 when Isis took the city, the
violence worsened, he said.
“At the executions hundreds of townspeople, including children, cheered jubilantly as at a
wedding,” Nahas said. “If a victim did not die after being hurled off a building, the
townspeople stoned him to death. This was to be my fate, too.”
He was able to escape to Lebanon, then to Turkey, where he was threatened by a former
schoolfriend from Idlib who had joined Isis. Finally he reached the US.
Stern stressed that persecution of LGBT people in Iraq and Syria began long before the
emergence of Isis, and called for UN action to relocate LGBT persons most in need and to
bring the gay community into broader human rights and humanitarian initiatives.

INDIA: India’s third-gender ‘hijra’ community balances
acceptance with religious identity
Religion News Service (14.07.2015) - Tucked away in the Gomtipur ghetto sits the dusty
pink home of Shobha, Shilpa and Joya, members of Ahmedabad’s small hijra community.
Hijras, India’s “third gender,” have performed ancestral rituals and ceremonies across
India for centuries without legal recognition. That changed in April 2014 when a Supreme
Court ruling and the Rights of Transgender Persons Bill recognized them for the first
time.
Though the new official gender category is widely considered a significant step forward,
hijras who have found sanctuary in reclusive communities fear that it will prevent them
from freely practicing their multifaith traditions, both in India and abroad.
“Hijras are resistant to all categories,” said Katherine Ewing, a professor of religion at
Columbia University in New York and coordinator of the Master of Arts Program in the
South Asia Institute. “There is not a real orthodoxy in this community but rather a local
inheritance of practices. The community was at first created because it was seen as a
threat to everyday gendered order.”
Wrapped in a colorful sari, Shobha presides over her house, occasionally pausing to spit
paan, a tobacco-like substance, into a small silver pot. She was born intersex (an
umbrella term for conditions in which an infant’s anatomy doesn’t conform to standard

definitions of male or female) and identifies as both male and female, but prefers female
pronouns. She calls hijras “children of God,” physical incarnations of the divine.
The Hindu goddess Bahuchara Mata “is like our mother,” explained Shilpa, one of
Shobha’s students and fellow hijras. “She gave us this form. We are well-known due to
her grace. We are everything just because of her.”
Hijras have long made a living performing rituals at births, marriages and death
ceremonies for families of various religious backgrounds. Their services include singing
devotional songs, dancing, playing drums and offering blessings.
“The only thing that matters to us is the happiness of all people. And (people) give us
money according to their wishes,” said Shilpa.
The importance of embracing differing faiths within the hijra community is evident a few
blocks from Shobha’s home. Suraya, Savitri, Sandhya and Faulan live in a house that has
been passed from one Hijra guru to another for more than 150 years. Their community
serves as a hub for the local neighborhood.
“We possess the minds of both male and female,” said Faulan. “We tend to have more
wisdom. We don’t discriminate between religions.”
Faulan studied both Islam and Hinduism under her Hindu guru, Sandhya. The two have
gone on multifaith religious pilgrimages across India to sites such as the Bahuchara
Temple in Gujarat and the Sufi shrine Ajmer Sharif in Rajasthan.
In 2009, Shilpa went to Mecca to perform the hajj, or Muslim pilgrimage, a mandatory
religious duty for Muslims. The Indian government had not yet recognized hijras as a
third gender, so she traveled under a male name.
“The government here has accepted and recognized us as transgender,” said Shilpa. “But
we will not be accepted as transgender in Saudi Arabia as it is an Islamic country. So we
went there as males. We got our passports, cut our hair, kept light mustaches and wore
caps. We did all of these things to visit.”
Shilpa expressed concerns that her guru will not be able to visit Mecca now that India
recognizes a third gender. If hijras like Shilpa or Joya choose to take advantage of their
new legal identity, they too will be unable to travel freely for hajj.
When the transgender bill was passed last year, many promises were made. One of the
major changes proposed by the government was to include a third gender column in all
administrative paperwork within six months of the bill’s passing.
Kiran Tirkey, a transgender representative for the New Delhi-based Naz Foundation, said
that many changes promised to the hijra and transgender communities have yet to be
seen, including increased employment opportunities.
“The law has not been applied. You can see in the government sector that although job
vacancies are coming, there is no column on applications for a third gender,” said Tirkey.

Until these regulations become fully enforced, the hijra community will continue to look
inward for both social and religious sanctuary.
“People don’t accept us. We are what we are,” said Shobha. “We do not want to lose our
history. We are, and will remain, hijras.”

USA: An open letter to American Muslims on same-sex
marriage
Religion Dispatches (07.07.2015) To Our Fellow American Muslims,
Hey there. It’s two of your brothers. We’re writing to you about the Supreme Court’s
decision to legalize gay marriage in all fifty states. The good news is that a
whopping 42% of you support marriage equality, as do both of our Muslim elected
officials in the United States Congress. One even serves as vice chair of the LGBT
Equality Caucus! There are many faithful gay and lesbian Muslims in the US and we love
and support all of them.
At the same time, many of you are scandalized by the ruling (we know because you keep
tweeting about it), and many more of you are equally perturbed but have chosen to keep
it to yourself. With all the rainbow-flag waving and self-congratulatory pats on the back
this country is giving itself right now, you don’t need another reason for Americans to
dislike you.
Sure Rick Santorum and Mike Huckabee can call the Supreme Court decision the
precursor to the End of Days and the final battle of Armageddon. But if you try saying
something like that on TV you may end up in Guantanamo. So you’re staying quiet. You
may not like the Supreme Court’s decision but you’re willing to tolerate it.
We understand where you’re coming from. Being Muslim in America is not easy. On the
one hand you’re a part of mainstream culture. You’re a Warriors fan. You listen to Kanye.
You watch Game of Thrones. You even went to the office Christmas party and sang Silent
Night!
On the other hand, you want to stay true to your faith and traditions: You go to the
mosque and send your kids to Islamic school, fast during Ramadan, and swap Turkey
bacon on your BLT, all in an attempt to establish a firm Muslim identity in a non-Muslim
country.
But now that same-sex marriage is legal in America, it’s shaking up your faith. You’re
afraid of the future and what this could mean for your kids. You recognize the growing
acceptance of gay rights, but personally you just can’t bring yourself to embrace the
shift. You may feel okay with having gay acquaintances or coworkers. You may even
agree that being gay doesn’t disqualify you from also being a Muslim. But privately, you
still feel like the LGBT community is a living contradiction to what you were brought up to
believe.
But here’s the thing. When you are an underrepresented minority—whether Muslim,
African American, female, etc.—democracy is an all or nothing business. You fight
for everyone’s rights (and the operative word here is “fight”), or you get none for

yourself. Democracy isn’t a buffet. You can’t pick and choose which civil liberties apply to
which people. Either we are all equal, or the whole thing is just a sham.
We Muslims are already a deeply marginalized people in mainstream American culture.
More than half of Americans have a negative view of us. One-third of Americans—that’s
more than one hundred million people—want us to carry special IDs so that they can
easily identify us as Muslim. We shouldn’t be perpetuating our marginalization by
marginalizing others. Rejecting the right to same-sex marriage, but then expecting
empathy for our community’s struggle, is hypocritical.
Think about the way people look at your hijabi sister or your bearded brother when they
walk through the mall. Think about the grumbles and stares you get at airports. Think
about the vitriol that’s spewed on you by your own elected political leaders. That’s how
your LGBT brothers and sisters feel every day of their lives. Are you okay with that?
We don’t know about you, but our faith teaches us to care for the weak and the
marginalized, the poor and dispossessed, those who are trampled underfoot, those who
are persecuted—no matter who they are, no matter what they believe, no matter who
they choose to love.
It doesn’t get any clearer than that.
You may think LGBT rights is a new conversation, something that’s only recently come
into contact with modern Islamic thought, but trust us, it’s not. Challenging the status
quo for the betterment of society is one of the very foundations on which Islam was built.
No one is asking you to change your beliefs. If you feel your faith tells you that
homosexuality isharam, fine. We disagree with your interpretation, but you’re entitled to
it.
Ain’t America grand?
But if you can’t find it in your heart to accept gays on principle, think about the country
you want to live in. After all, the constitution that just ensured the rights of LGBT
communities is the same constitution that protects our mosques and community centers,
that keeps our Islamic schools open, that allows us equal rights and privileges in the face
of overwhelming hatred and bigotry from our fellow Americans. You can’t celebrate one
without the other.
That’s why it’s not enough to simply “tolerate” the Supreme Court decision. Tolerating
another community only stirs up concealed fear toward the marginalized and apathy
toward the political process. As minorities we don’t have the luxury to have either of
those emotions. We have to do more than tolerate. We have to embrace. We have to
fight for the right of others to live their lives as freely as we want to live ours.
Bottom line is this: standing up for marginalized communities, even when you disagree
with them, is not just the right thing to do, it’s the Muslim thing to do. Remember that
whole God is merciful and compassionate thing? That extends to all people, not just
those who are straight.
Celebrate. Don’t tolerate. Love really does win.
Yours Truly,
Reza Aslan and Hasan Minhaj

PALESTINE: Rainbow flag on West Bank barrier touches
nerve for Palestinians
Haaretz (30.06.2015) - Palestinian protesters paint over a gay pride flag in an act the
artist describes as reflective of 'absence of tolerance in Palestinian society.'
Palestinian protesters whitewashed a rainbow flag of gay rights that was painted by a
Palestinian artist on six slabs of the West Bank separation barrier.
The artist, Khaled Jarrar, said Tuesday his art was meant as a reminder that Palestinians
live under Israeli occupation, at a time when gay rights are in the news after the U.S.
allowed same-sex weddings.
But protesters perceived the painting as support for homosexuality, a taboo subject in
Palestinian society where gays are not tolerated.
The artwork ignited angry responses among Palestinians and activists whitewashed the
flag on Monday night, just a few hours after it was painted on the best known section of
Israel's graffiti-covered barrier, next to a portrait of Yasser Arafat and other Palestinian
leaders.
Jarrar, 39, who has exhibited in Europe and the United States, told The Associated Press
that the destruction "reflects the absence of tolerance, and freedoms in the Palestinian
society."
"People don't accept different thinking in our society," he said, adding he drew the
rainbow flag on the barrier to put a spotlight on Palestinian issues.
Mohammed, who only gave his first name for fear of repercussions, says he helped
whitewash the flag because "we cannot promote gay rights."
Mohammed al-Amleh, a 46-year-old lawyer, also approved of the action, saying that "it
would be shameful to have the flag of gays in our refugee camp."
Gay Palestinians tend to be secretive about their social lives and some have crossed into
Israel to live safely.
A 1951 Jordanian law banning homosexual acts remains in effect in the West Bank, as
does a ban in Gaza passed by British authorities in 1936.
Israel, meanwhile, has emerged as one of the world's most gay-friendly travel
destinations recently, in sharp contrast to the rest of the Middle East where gay culture is
not tolerated and gays are persecuted and even killed. Earlier this month, over 100,000
people attended a gay pride parade in Tel Aviv.

JAPAN: Does Japan’s conservative Shinto religion
support gay marriage?
Foreign Policy (29.06.2015) - In January 1999, a Shinto priest unofficially married two
men in a shrine in Kawasaki, an industrial city near Tokyo. Literally “the way of the
gods,” Shinto is one of Japan’s major religions, but it does not influence modern
Japanese life the way that Christianity dominates in the United States. Rather, it’s more a
matter of a shared culture — of ritual practices and belief in spirits — against which some
people define themselves.
The ceremony took place at Kanamara Shrine, best known for its annual Festival of the
Steel Phallus, during which participants pray for easy childbirth or protection from
sexually transmitted diseases. Hirohiko Nakamura, the priest who performed the rites,
told local media then that this was probably the first time a wedding ceremony had been
held for two men in Japan. “This may become a call to seriously think about the diversity
of sex,” he said.
Fast-forward 16 years. On June 26, the U.S. Supreme Court legalized gay marriage in all
50 states, overturning decades of often active and religiously motivated government
discrimination against a minority of Americans. In Japan, gay marriage remains illegal —
except for in one district, or ward, in Tokyo, which began recognizing same-sex
marriages in March. A month earlier, conservative Prime Minister Shinzo Abe, who has
been arguing for revising Japan’s Constitution to allow a more assertive military, said
that reforming the Japanese Constitution to allow for gay marriage would be difficult.
Across Japan, opinions about gay rights diverge. Technically, homosexuality is legal,
Kazuyuki Minami, a lawyer in Osaka, reminded a journalist from the Associated Press,
“but the atmosphere is such that most people feel homosexuals should not exist.”
Reuters, citing a mid-2013 poll by the research firm Ipsos, reported that while 60 or 70
percent of people in most Western nations say they know someone who is lesbian, gay,
bisexual, or transgender, only 5 percent of Japanese do. Kanae Doi, the Japan director
for the advocacy organization Human Rights Watch, told Foreign Policy that while many
Japanese are not opposed to homosexuality, “they don’t really see it.”
And while Shinto doesn’t have a clear stance on homosexuality, it “advocates that it’s not
natural,” as one Shinto priest told me in Tokyo’s prominent Meiji Shrine in early June, a
few weeks before the U.S. Supreme Court ruling. The Association of Shinto Shrines, the
administrative body that oversees Japan’s estimated 80,000 shrines and 20,000 priests,
tend to be conservative on social issues, the priest said. But it’s trying to be more active
on social issues — he cited an internal debate on euthanasia as proof.
But a younger priest at the same shrine told me that homosexuality has recently become
a topic of debate. He said that ancient tales of Shinto do not include men laying with
men, or women with women. (Scholar Louis Crompton in the 2003 book Homosexuality
and Civilization, writes of Shinto that “[e]arly law codes penalized incest and bestiality
but not homosexual relations.” The Shinto gods “were themselves highly sexual.”) And
because men can’t procreate with each other, the priest said, homosexuality is bad for
the future. (The Association of Shinto Shrines didn’t make anyone available for comment,
and the priests spoke on condition of anonymity.)
Shinto advocates cleanliness, as opposed to spiritual pollution. Homosexuality “is not
unclean, but it’s unnatural,” the priest concluded.
Nakamura, the priest who performed the Shinto gay wedding in 1999, has since passed
away, but his daughter Hisae Nakamura, 38, now watches over Kanamara Shrine in his

place. “In Shinto, it says make many children, expand humanity, and be prosperous,”
she said. “And yet, it’s not explicitly written anywhere that homosexuality is wrong or a
sin.”
Since 1999, Japanese have grown more accepting of the idea of gay-marriage
ceremonies. Famously, in early 2013, two women staged a same-sex wedding at the
popular Tokyo Disney Resort to much social media acclaim.
In 1999, when Nakamura’s father performed the ceremony, some Shinto communities
said they were troubled by the event because it stood out. “But we did it from a religious
perspective, and we thought it was a sincere gesture,” she said. “Not a sideshow.”
—With reporting by John Matthews

WORLD: Gender and freedom of religion or belief
highlighted at Geneva seminar
HRWF (22.06.2015) - Human Rights Without Frontiers (HRWF) participated in a training
seminar last week on Freedom of Religion or Belief and its interface with gender-related
rights. The event was sponsored by Geneva for Human Rights (GHR) on 18 th June at the
Palais des Nations in Geneva. About 100 people were in attendance, including
representatives of several embassies.
GHR president Adrien-Claude Zoller opened the meeting by framing the context of the
discussion. Freedom of religion or belief and gender are sometimes perceived as in
opposition to one another, he observed, even though they are part of the same human
rights regime that is founded on universal principles of equality, human dignity and nondiscrimination.
Dr Heiner Bielefeldt, UN Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Religion or Belief, insisted on
the interrelatedness and indivisibility of human rights, emphasising that “harmful
practices inflicted on women and girls can never be justified in the name of religion or
belief.” Practices such as honour killings, female genital mutilation, forces marriages or
the imposition of dress codes are never legitimate expressions of one’s religion or
convictional belief, he said, regardless of their justification by religious authorities or the
selective reading of sacred texts.
HRWF director Willy Fautré addressed the misinformation and cultural stereotypes that
have “fossilised” ideas about religion and gender and frustrated much-needed change.
“Culture and collective identity in male-dominated and hetero-dominated human
communities are frequently interwoven and provide strong resistance to change,” said
Fautré.
Expert panellists included Italian Ambassador Maurizio Enrico Luigi Serra, Diane Alai of
the Baha’i International Community, John Fischer of Human Rights Watch, Ani Zonneveld
of Muslims for Progressive Values and André du Plessis of the International Lesbian, Gay,
Bisexual, Trans and Intersex Association (ILGA).
Mark Barwick, HRWF Policy Advisor, chaired one of the panel discussions, reminding
participants that religion is a powerful transmitter of culture. “It should be no surprise to
anyone that culturally conservative values are often promoted by religious institutions,”
said Barwick. “However, religions are also dynamic and interactive with their
environment. Historically, they have also been at the forefront of many progressive
movements for human dignity, for the rights of women and for sexual minorities.”
In his concluding remarks, Willy Fautré issued a call to action to end the suffering
inflicted upon women and others affected by gender-based discrimination on the basis of

“a false interpretation of carefully selected religious texts and a growing tolerance of
violence, some key verses of sacred texts being often omitted or quoted out of context
by male religious leaders to exalt the status of men and exclude women.” More research
is needed by scholars and religious academics, more dialogue and cooperation between
defenders of freedom of religion or belief, gender and LGBT rights and more education on
tolerance and diversity in schools and in the media.
“This topic affects us all,” said Fautré, as he called for “constructive and efficient action”
alongside those who “fight for their dignity and equal rights, sometimes at the risk of
their lives.”

ITALY: Children need heterosexual parents, says pope
after gay pride march
RNS (15.06.2015) - Pope Francis on Sunday (June 14) stressed the importance of
children having heterosexual parents, just a day after Rome’s gay pride march
demonstrated the changing attitudes about same-sex couples outside the Vatican walls.
Addressing around 25,000 followers from the Diocese of Rome, the pope said the
differences between men and women are fundamental and “an integral part of being
human.”
The pontiff likened a long-lasting marriage to a good wine, in which a husband and wife
make the most of their gender differences.
“They’re not scared of the differences!” the pope said. “What great richness this diversity
is, a diversity which becomes complementary, but also reciprocal. It binds them, one to
the other.”
Heterosexual marriages not only ensured couples’ happiness, the pontiff said, but were
deemed essential for good parenting.
“Children mature seeing their father and mother like this; their identity matures being
confronted with the love their father and mother have, confronted with this difference,”
Francis said.
But the priests of Rome may face difficulty in bringing the pontiff’s message to their
communities, which are increasingly showing their openness to same-sex unions.
Francis’ address came a day after the city’s mayor, Ignazio Marino, marched alongside
tens of thousands of people at the march.
The event’s success marked the shifting attitudes in predominantly Catholic Italy
about same-sex couples, who currently have no legal status in the country.
Politicians from the political left and right have however agreed to start debating the
legalization of civil partnerships, although marriage and gay adoption remain off the
table.

EUROPE UNION: Despite opposition, European
Parliament votes for LGBTI rights in EU Gender equality
strategy
EP LGBTI Intergroup (10.06.2015) - In a landmark vote, the European Parliament
has demanded to include LGBTI rights in a future EU gender equality strategy.
The current strategy for equality between women and men runs out at the end of this
year. The report voted yesterday, is the Parliament’s input for the gender equality
strategy 2016-2020.
Specifically on LGBTI issues, the parliament




Asks to ensure the full legal recognition of a person’s preferred gender, which is
vital for trans and intersex persons (par. 24) and to work towards full
depathologisation of trans identities, including in childhood (par. 55);
Demands an inclusive definition of families, including families with LGBT parents
in labour and family law (par. 31);
Calls on the Commission to tackle prejudice against LGBTI persons in schools
(par. 61)

Furthermore, the Parliament reiterates its call to adopt a separate strategy on LGBTI
rights. It also calls on the Council to adopt a Directive that would outlaw discrimination
on the basis of inter alia sexual orientation, in education, social protection and access to
goods and services (par. 2).
Ulrike Lunacek MEP, Co-President of the Intergroup on LGBTI Rights, commented: “The
message of the Parliament is clear: It is time for the Commission to take leadership on
gender equality and LGBTI rights.”
“The attempt by EPP and ECR to delete all LGBTI content shows just how out of touch
they have become with today’s society. Thankfully, the Parliament rejected their
attempts, and voted in favour of the original report.”
All LGBTI content was threatened by an alternative resolution as well as numerous split
and separate votes, demanded by the conservative and right-wing groups EPP and ECR.
Maria Noichl MEP, author of the report and Member of the LGBTI Intergroup, added:
“Misogyny, homophobia and transphobia are still widespread in Europe, and there is a lot
that the EU still needs to do to make equality a reality.”
“I am very glad that the Parliament affirmed its full commitment to gender equality and
LGBTI rights. It is now up to the Commission to ensure that the final strategy reflects
this progressive input.”

ARMENIA: Human rights violations of LGBT people
In Armenia, human rights violations against women and lesbian, gay, bisexual and
transgender (LGBT) people have been a matter of great concern during the last four
years.

Four Armenian NGOs - Public Information and Need of Knowledge (PINK), Society
Without Violence, Women’s Resource Center and Women’s Support Center - united their
efforts last year to send a submission to the UN Universal Periodic Review of Armenia due
to take place in January 2015 in order to denounce the worsening of the situation of the
LGBT people since the President of Armenia unilaterally decided to move away from the
EU Association Agreement and to join the Moscow-led Eurasian Union. This political move
has hereby halted a promising legislative process in line EU standards and led to the
alignment on the “Eurasian values,” as defined by Moscow.
Assessment by Four Armenian NGOs for the Universal Periodic Review
Equality and Non-Discrimination
Discrimination based on sexual orientation and gender identity are widespread in all
spheres of the Armenian society, including in the family, workplace, employment, in the
service sector (i.e. educational institutions, healthcare institutions), the military and even
law enforcement agencies. Discriminatory practices and biased attitude towards LGBT
people have been documented mostly in healthcare institutions, police and the judiciary.
According to a report medical personnel in healthcare institutions often refuse to assist
LGBT patients, treating them less favorably than other patients or intentionally prescribe
wrong treatment to them. Moreover, law enforcements personnel and prosecution
officers often refuse to file claims reported by transgender people.
Despite the widespread discrimination and violations committed against LGBT persons,
thus far, the Armenian government has failed to adopt a legislation to protect and
respect their human rights and particularly the right to adequate standard of living
materialized through access to basic services without discrimination. Despite being party
to and bound by the major human rights law convention the government has failed to
adopt any specific national legal provisions to ensure that international antidiscriminatory standards are applied to LGBT people. In fact, the government doesn’t
even recognize the applicability of these documents to LGBT persons. In late 2012 the
office of Human Rights Defender of Armenia announced its plans to draft a broad antidiscriminatory legislation prohibiting discrimination on all grounds, including based on
sexual orientation and gender identity. However the initiative was soon suspended due to
public pressure and other type of opposition, which remains unclear.
Freedom of Opinion and Expression. Prohibition of Hate Speech
LGBT people usually become targets of hate speech both by private and public actors and
the media have the unique role and interest in publicizing information that promotes and
incite violence and discrimination against LGBT people. However, the media in Armenia
often times use LGBT issues as a medium to manipulate the public and cause tensions
and disruption in the society. Consequently media have a key role in creating an
atmosphere of intolerance against LGBT people in Armenia. Hence, it is the obligation of
the state that particularly the state owned media do not engage in hates speech that
would further discriminate against this vulnerable group. Nevertheless, on various
occasions state officials publicly announced that they justify any illegal acts against LGBT
people. One example of such incitement was made by the Vice spokesperson of the
Armenian National Assembly, Mr. Eduard Sharmazanov who publicly stated that the
attack carried out on 8 May 2013 on a gay-friendly bar in the capital, Yerevan, was
“completely right and justified”, and those who support the rights of LGBT Armenians
“are perverting our society, and defaming the Armenian national identity.”
Another
parliamentarian, Artsvik Minasyan, stated that the young men who attacked the bar
“acted in accordance with our society’s values and national ideology, and in an
appropriate manner.” He further called for a fight against the “spreading of
homosexuality” as a “threat to national security”.

Currently, there are no legal mechanisms available in Armenia to address cases of hate
speech in a comprehensive manner that would include prohibition of such speech against
LGBT people. The only legal provision that somehow deals with hate speech prohibits
incitement of national, racial or religious hatred only .
The homophobic stance of the state representatives is not only expressed through hate
speech, but also through legislative initiatives. In August 2013 the Armenian police
department drafted supplements to the Criminal Code on Administrative Infringements to
ban and fine “propaganda of non-traditional sexual relations” and submitted to the
parliament for approval. The approval of the addendum is still pending.
Access to Justice and Effective Remedies: Prohibition of Bias (Hate) Crimes
LGBT people have a restricted access to justice due to the lack of a legislation prohibiting
discrimination based on sexual orientation and gender identity, particularly in justice and
law enforcement institutions. Therefore, LGBT people lack a safe environment to file
complaints when their rights are violated. Moreover, in many cases the perpetrators are
police officers themselves, whom often times nullify the possibility to address human
rights violations against LGBT people. Transgender people are regularly subjected to
human rights violations by police enforcement authorities, including deprivation of liberty
and arbitrary detention in police departments, accompanied by derogatory and violent
treatment .
Most of the human rights violations suffered by LGBT people, including physical and
psychological violence are bias motivated, i.e. related to the sexual orientation or gender
identity of a person. However, police and prosecution bodies, as well as judicial bodies
have do not consider the phobia against LGBT persons as serious motive to initiate a
criminal investigation against a perpetrator. As an example, the attack on a gay-friendly
bar mentioned above owned was investigated following the damage inflicted on the
private property under the Criminal Code, while excluding any reference to hate crimes .
According to the Criminal Code, hate crimes do not apply to cases relating to sexual
orientation and gender identity. As a result the crimes committed against LGBT people
have never been qualified as bias (hate) crimes, which also means that no effective
remedies have ever been available for the victims.
Women’s and LGBT Rights Organizations and Defenders at Stake
Human rights defenders working on the protection and promotion of LGBT rights also
face violence and attacks as a consequence of their work. Defamation and hate speeches
are the main obstacles faced by human rights defenders advocating for LGBT and
women’s rights. On June 2013 the “Law on Equal Rights and Equal Opportunities for Men
and Women”, was adopted on May 20, 2013 following a majority vote in the National
Assembly. The law defines the concept of “gender” as “acquired and socially prescribed
behavior of people of different sex, social status of relations between a man and a
woman, which is expressed in all spheres of public life.”
However, following the adoption of this law, extremist groups started disseminating false
information to the public while associating “gender equality” with homosexuality
propaganda and pedophilia. This propaganda incited violent attacks against human rights
organizations, youth organizations, human rights defenders, activists, and researchers
covering gender-related and LGBT issues. The extremists did not stop with only hate
speech and aggression toward women’s rights organizations; they also started to target
individual members of the organizations and independent activists, including threats
through fake virtual accounts, defamatory articles in media.

Women’s rights defenders were called “traitors of the nation”, “destroyers of families”
and a “threat to Armenian values” and promoters of sexual abuse towards children and
minors. One member of the Human Rights House Network, the Women Resource Centre
Armenia (WRCA), has been victim of such threats and receiving calls slogans including, “
blow up the Women’s Resource Center” and ”Burn the women’s human rights defenders”
for raising gender issues and challenging gender stereotypes in the society. The Women
Resource Centre Armenia has presented complaints with the evidences of such threats of
terrorism against the Center to the Police, but no specific actions have been taken so far
by the authorities to protect and support the women’s rights defenders.
A member of the National Assembly from the ruling party, Mr Babukhanyan, presented
an official complaint against the Women’s Resource Center and its defenders to the RA
Prosecutor’s General’s office to investigate the organization’s activities, accusing its
members of promoting sexual deviation and homosexuality among under-aged girls.
Although all these allegations were unfounded, they created black PR to the organization,
increasing hate towards them in society and threatening their freedom of assembly.
LGBT rights defenders usually receive threats and acts of intimidation. In one occasion a
LGBT rights defender was not allowed to speak at an international conference organized
by Armenian prominent political party. It was further explained that it was “due to
concern for his security”. As a consequence of the severity of the threats this particular
defender received private security as a precautionary measure.
In the case of defamation the problem of the freedom of expression arises. In one of
such cases a women rights organization reached the court acknowledgement of the
defamation against it, but the parliamentary deputy, who was the chief editor of the
media where the defamatory article was published, was not even sanctioned by
disciplinary measures, though the relevant complaint was presented to the ethics
committee. Several cases of hate speeches and threats through social network towards
women’s rights organization were also reported to the police. However in this case the
police expressed its inability to fight against such cybercrimes. The police later explained
that limited technical means made it difficult to reveal and identify the real owner of the
account.
When trying to defend their rights, women and LGBT rights defenders (both individuals
and organizations) do not see any governmental concern about these issues. This
alarming trend demonstrate that human rights defenders and their activities are not so
welcomed by the state and that the defenders’ protection may be reached only by
continuous pressure on responsible bodies to fulfill their obligations. It is hard to recall
any situation when the state was an initiator of defenders’ protection.
The state has furthermore failed to publicly support the role the human rights
organizations play in protecting human rights and contributing to the future welfare of
the society. There are no legal mechanisms available to address the violation against
human rights defenders in an adequate manner. Harassment against human rights
defenders is associated with the activities they carry out, i.e. protection and promotion of
human rights of women and LGBT people, for which no effective remedies are available
in national legislation.
To sum, it is justified to state that human rights defenders of women and LGBT issues
have to combat both violence against their beneficiaries and themselves as defenders
and the state policy towards defender’s role importance and their rights protection is
indeed very poor and non-integrated.

IRELAND: Vatican newspaper: Irish referendum result a
challenge for the whole Church
Catholic
Herald
(26.05.2015)
http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/news/2015/05/26/vatican-newspaper-irish-referendumresult-a-challenge-for-the-whole-church/ The Irish referendum vote to legalise same-sex
marriage was “a defeat” that highlights a gap between the Church and modern society,
the Vatican daily newspaper has said.
“The margin between the ‘yes’ and the ‘no’ votes was too large not to be accepted as a
defeat. It was the result of high voter turnout, notably among young people,”
L’Osservatore Romano said in an editorial, according to AFP.
The paper described the result as “a challenge for the whole Church” and spoke of “the
distance, in some areas, between society and the Church.”
Friday’s referendum saw 62 per cent vote in favour of legalising same-sex marriage with
38 per cent opposed.
In response to the result, Archbishop Diarmuid Martin of Dublin said that the Church in
Ireland needs a “reality check”.
“The Church needs a reality check right across the board, to look at the things we are
doing well and look at the areas where we need to say, have we drifted away completely
from young people?” Archbishop Martin told RTE.

IRELAND: Ireland gay-marriage vote a ‘reality check’ for
church
RNS (26.05.2015) http://www.religionnews.com/2015/05/26/ireland-gay-marriage-votereality-check-church-analysis/ - In many ways, Ireland remains a heavily Catholic
country.
Yet Friday (May 22)’s emphatic “Yes” vote to same-sex marriage rights represents a
seismic shift in the nation’s social liberalization and challenges the Roman Catholic
Church to rethink its role in Irish society.
“We must not move into the denial of the realities,” Dublin’s Archbishop Diarmuid Martin
said after voters approved a constitutional change that gives same-sex couples the same
marriage rights as heterosexual couples.
“I appreciate how gay and lesbian men and women feel on this day,” said Martin, who
voted against the measure. “They feel this is something enriching the way they live. It’s
a social revolution.”
“The church has a huge task to get its message across to young people. (It) needs to do
a reality check,” Martin said.
Sixty-two percent of voters rejected the nation’s traditional social conservatism to make
Ireland the first nation in the world to approve full marriage rights to same-sex couples

by popular referendum. Eighteen other countries have legalized gay marriage through
legislation or the courts.
Ireland seems an unlikely place to make history on the issue given the Catholic Church’s
dominant role in the country and its open opposition to passage of the referendum.
About 85 percent of people polled in Ireland’s census in 2011 identified as Catholic. The
church runs more than 90 percent of Ireland’s public schools. Twice a day, church bells
ring out resoundingly on state radio and television to remind Ireland’s devoted to recite
the Angelus prayer.
In one concession to the Catholic clergy, the measure does not extend an automatic right
for gay couples to be married in a church.
The Iona Institute, a conservative Catholic think tank, said in a statement, “We hope the
government will address the concerns voters on the ‘No’ side have about the implications
for freedom of religion and freedom of conscience.”

INDONESIA: Inside Indonesia’s Islamic boarding school
for transgender people
Time (20.04.2015) http://time.com/3753080/indonesia-transgender-muslim-islam/ When Shinta Ratri visits her family in Yogyakarta, the Indonesian city where she still
lives, she sits outside her family’s home and waits. She hasn’t been allowed inside since
she was 16, when as a young boy she told her family she identified as a girl.
Today, Shinta, 53, is one of the leading transgender activists in the country. She runs
Pondok Pesantren Waria, an Islamic boarding school for Indonesia’s so-called waria, a
portmanteau of the Indonesian words for woman (wanita) and man (pria). The school, in
Shinta’s own home in Yogyakarta on the island of Java, provides a tight-knit community
for transgender women from across the country who may face discrimination at home.
“They come to Yogyakarta just because they know about this school,” says Fulvio Bugani,
an Italian photographer who spent nearly three weeks living with the waria community at
the school. “They know that there they can pray and live like a woman in a good
atmosphere.”
Bugani’s powerful images depict the daily lives of the school’s diverse waria community,
and one of his shots was awarded third prize in the World Press Photo’s Contemporary
Issues category this year.
About 10 women live at the school, according to Bugani, though the numbers fluctuate.
Many of them make a living as sex workers or street performers, unable to find work in
other areas, but the school offers a comfortable environment where, Bugani says, they
can be themselves.
It also provides a unique place for the waria to pray. In Indonesia, the country with the
world’s largest Muslim population, mosques are typically segregated by gender and the
transgender women are reluctant to join or barred from participating in either group. But
Shinta has ensured that the women can pray together at the school.

“She is very proud to be a woman and also to be a Muslim,” Bugani says. “She wants to
help the other waria to become like her.”
Bugani joined Shinta on one of her semiannual visits to her family’s home and watched
as she sat outside, waiting. Then, in what has become something of a ritual, her mother
emerged.
“You know, a mother is always a mother,” Bugani says.

In a free and democratic society, everyone should be able to access goods and
services on an equal basis. These laws, intended to protect those who cannot
'in good conscience' make a wedding cake or rent an apartment to a
homosexual, are blatantly discriminatory on the basis of sexual orientation.
Should the same protection be extended to those who cannot 'in good
conscience' serve a black person or a Muslim or someone with a disability? Yes,
so-called biblical arguments have been advanced for discrimination against
these minorities as well. It is hard to imagine that these laws will not be
challenged and ruled unconstitutional by the US Supreme Court

USA: Bills on ‘Religious Freedom’ upset capitols in
Arkansas and Indiana
New York Times (31.03.2015) http://www.nytimes.com/2015/04/01/us/religiousfreedom-restoration-act-arkansas-indiana.html?_r=0 - The Arkansas legislature on
Tuesday passed its version of a bill described by proponents as a religious freedom law,
even as Indiana’s political leaders struggled to gain control over a growing backlash that
has led to calls to boycott the state because of criticism that its law could be a vehicle for
discrimination against gay couples.
The Arkansas bill now goes to the state’s Republican governor, Asa Hutchinson, who
expressed reservations about an earlier version but more recently said he would sign the
measure if it “reaches my desk in similar form as to what has been passed in 20 other
states.” But the bill already faces a significant corporate backlash, including from Doug
McMillon, the chief executive of Walmart, the state’s largest corporation, who said
Tuesday afternoon that Mr. Hutchinson should veto it.
In Indiana, Gov. Mike Pence was in a difficult spot trying to satisfy both the business
interests that have threatened to punish the state for its law as well as the conservatives
who fought for the measure and do not want to see it diluted.
Gov. Mike Pence, Republican of Indiana, says that the religious freedom law passed in
the state was never intended to give a “license to discriminate” against gay and lesbian
couples.
Mr. Pence has said he wants to modify the law, but he has not indicated how he could do
so without undermining it. He rejected claims that it would allow private businesses to
deny service to gay men and lesbians and said the criticism was based on a “perception
problem” that additional legislation could fix.

“I’ve come to the conclusion that it would be helpful to move legislation this week that
makes it clear that this law does not give businesses the right to discriminate against
anyone,” Mr. Pence, a Republican, said at a news conference in Indianapolis.
He acknowledged that the law had become a threat to the state’s reputation and
economy, with companies and organizations signaling that they would avoid Indiana in
response. Mr. Pence said he had been on the phone with business leaders from around
the country, adding, “We want to make it clear that Indiana’s open for business.”
The bill in Arkansas is similar to the Indiana law, with both diverging in certain respects
from the federal Religious Freedom Restoration Act. That act was passed in 1993 and
signed into law by President Bill Clinton, Arkansas’s most famous political son.
But the political context has changed widely since then. The law was spurred by an effort
to protect Native Americans in danger of losing their jobs because of religious ceremonies
that involved an illegal drug, peyote. Now the backdrop is often perceived to be the
cultural division over same-sex marriage.
Both states’ laws allow for larger corporations, if they are substantially owned by
members with strong religious convictions, to claim that a ruling or mandate violates
their religious faith, something reserved for individuals or family businesses in other
versions of the law. Both allow religious parties to go to court to head off a “likely” state
action that they fear will impinge on their beliefs, even if it has not yet happened.
The Arkansas act contains another difference in wording, several legal experts said, that
could make it harder for the government to override a claim of religious exemption. The
state, according to the Arkansas bill, must show that a law or requirement that someone
is challenging is “essential” to the furtherance of a compelling governmental interest, a
word that is absent from the federal law and those in other states, including Indiana.
“It has way too broad an application,” said John DiPippa, a professor at the University of
Arkansas at Little Rock law school, who had spoken before the legislature in 2011 on
behalf of a narrower and ultimately unsuccessful version of the bill. “I never anticipated
or supported applying it to for-profit companies and certainly never anticipated it
applying to actions outside of government.”
Though Arkansas has now joined Indiana as a target of criticism from businesses,
condemnation of Indiana’s law continued to grow.
Days before the N.C.A.A. is to hold the men’s basketball Final Four in Indianapolis, the
group’s president, Mark Emmert, said Tuesday that the new law “strikes at the core
values of what higher education in America is all about.” The city’s mayor, Greg Ballard,
a Republican, and the state Chamber of Commerce have called on lawmakers to change
the statute.
Business executives, notably leaders of tech companies like Apple and Yelp, have spoken
out against the law, and Angie’s List cited it in canceling plans to expand its facilities in
Indianapolis. Entertainers have canceled tour dates in the state, a gaming convention is
considering going elsewhere and the governors of Connecticut, New York and Washington
have imposed bans on state-funded travel to Indiana.
On the other hand, likely Republican presidential contenders — prominent among them
Jeb Bush, Ted Cruz and Marco Rubio — have supported the law.

Even the White House joined in. “This piece of legislation flies in the face of the kinds of
values that people all across the country strongly support,” Josh Earnest, the White
House press secretary, told reporters on Tuesday at his daily briefing.
Mr. McMillon of Walmart, in a statement, said the bill in Arkansas “threatens to
undermine the spirit of inclusion present throughout the state,” while the chief executive
of Acxiom, a marketing technology company based in Little Rock that employs nearly
1,600 statewide, described the bill as “a deliberate vehicle for enabling discrimination.”
Governor Hutchinson, a pragmatic Republican who ran on a jobs platform, said in an
earlier statement that he was “pleased that the legislature is continuing to look at ways
to assure balance and fairness in the legislation.”
But with the votes on Tuesday, the decision now lies with him whether this balance has
been effectively struck. His office was quiet on Tuesday, with a spokesman declining to
comment, though the governor did meet in the morning with Democratic legislators who
had concerns about the bill.
The future of similar measures elsewhere remained unclear. In Georgia, where the
legislature will adjourn for the year on Thursday, opponents of a pending proposal rallied
Tuesday outside the State Capitol. Although the bill’s path has been turbulent — a
Monday committee hearing about the measure was canceled — supporters and critics
alike said it could be approved in the session’s final hours. North Carolina is far earlier in
its debate. Religious freedom proposals surfaced last week in both the House and the
Senate, and neither has faced a vote at even the committee level.
In Indiana, lawmakers are expected to go to a conference committee as early as
Wednesday morning. They are likely to use an unrelated bill as a vehicle to create the
clarification Mr. Pence has requested. Aides to lawmakers said they expected passage to
happen as early as Thursday, but it is not certain that a measure acceptable to the
legislature will be acceptable to critics.
And supporters of the laws urged political leaders not to bend to pressure. Micah Clark,
executive director of the American Family Association of Indiana, said he feared “a
capitulation that enshrines homosexual behavior as a special right in Indiana.” Tony
Perkins, president of the Family Research Council, said, “The government shouldn’t force
religious businesses and churches to participate in wedding ceremonies contrary to their
owners’ beliefs.”
Proponents of Arkansas’s bill insisted that there was no intent to discriminate against
gays and lesbians, pointing out that there had been several previous attempts to pass
such a law well before same-sex marriage came to be seen as nearly inevitable.
“The whole gay issue really was not a big discussion four years ago,” said Jerry Cox, the
president of the Family Council, an Arkansas-based lobbying group. “It wasn’t discussed
that much two years ago but for whatever reason that has been the focal point of the
legislation this time.”
Critics of the law countered that the same legislators who presented this bill sponsored
another law earlier in the session that forbids towns and cities to pass their own antidiscrimination ordinances, a law that scuttled ordinances that would have protected gays
and lesbians. Mr. Hutchinson did not sign that bill when it came to his desk, but allowed
it to become law.
As late as Tuesday afternoon, legislators who opposed the bill in Arkansas were trying to
add amendments clarifying that it could not be used to discriminate against gays and

lesbians, similar to what political leaders in Indiana are considering. But the sponsors of
the legislation refused those amendments during the legislative process and on Tuesday
dismissed them as last-minute efforts to kill the bill.
“All the way through this I thought it was unnecessary because of the fact that it didn’t
do everything that everybody was saying it was doing,” Representative Bob Ballinger, a
Republican and the chief sponsor of the bill, said in the minutes after the bill’s successful
passage. “In hindsight maybe I would have done it to maybe avoid all the pain.”

WORLD: A Catholic gay rights group was given an
audience with the Pope
Pink News (18.02.2015) http://www.pinknews.co.uk/2015/02/18/a-catholic-gay-rightsgroup-was-given-an-audience-with-the-pope/ - Dozens of gay Catholics had an audience
with Pope Francis in the Vatican on Wednesday.
Pope Francis met with 50 gay Catholics at the Vatican on Wednesday. He is now the first
Pope to welcome gay rights groups into the Vatican.
New Ways Ministry ministers to gay Catholics and promotes gay rights within the church.
50 of their members attended an audience with the Pope in St Peter’s Square on
Wednesday.
Sister Jeannine Gramick, who led the pilgrimage to the Vatican, is the co-founder of New
Ways Ministry. She said: “This is a sign of movement that’s due to the Francis effect.”
The move was not entirely progressive. A Vatican monsignor read out the list of the
different groups of pilgrims in attendance in St. Peter’s Square, calling the group “a
group of lay people accompanied by a sister” but did not specify that they were a gay
rights group.
Francis is reputed to be a more accepting Pope than his predecessors. Last month he said
same-sex marriage disfigures God’s plan, but now appears to be wanting to hear from
gay rights groups.
The ministry told Reuters that went on pilgrimages to the Vatican during the papacies of
Popes John Paul and Benedict they were ignored.
On this pilgrimage a US Bishop and top Vatican official backed their requested and they
sat in the front section of the audience. They sang their hymn All Are Welcome which
represented their desire for a more open-minded Church.
Sister Gramick said: “What this says is that there is movement in our Church, movement
to welcome people from the outside closer to the inside.”

USA: In major move, Mormon apostles call for statewide
LGBT protections
Religion News Service (27.01.2015) http://www.religionnews.com/2015/01/27/majormove-mormon-apostles-call-statewide-lgbt-protections/ - Top leaders of The Church of
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints called Tuesday (Jan. 27) for passage of laws granting
statewide protections against housing and employment discrimination for gay and lesbian
Utahns — as long as those measures safeguard religious freedom.
The move, one LGBT advocates have been pushing for years, provides a major boost for
the prospects of of a state nondiscrimination statute. Such proposals have been bottled
up in the legislature for years — despite the church’s historic endorsement of similar
protections in Salt Lake City ordinances in 2009.
Utah’s predominant faith issued the plea for such measures at all levels of government
during a rare news conference.
“We call on local, state and the federal government to serve all of their people by passing
legislation that protects vital religious freedoms for individuals, families, churches and
other faith groups while also protecting the rights of our LGBT citizens in such areas as
housing, employment and public accommodation in hotels, restaurants and
transportation — protections which are not available in many parts of the country,” said
church apostle Dallin H. Oaks.
Mormon officials “believe laws ought to be framed to achieve a balance,” Oaks said, “in
protecting the freedoms of all people, while respecting those with differing values.”
The LDS Church preaches that sexual relations — other than those between a legally
married man and woman — run contrary to the laws of God and thus opposes same-sex
marriage.
State Rep. Jacob Anderegg, who is sponsoring legislation to protect religious individuals’
ability to refuse to marry same-sex couples, spoke about the importance of the church’s
position Monday, before the landmark announcement.
“Let’s be frank: The 800-pound gorilla in the room is: Does the LDS Church get behind
it?” said Anderegg, a Republican. “If the LDS Church gets behind it and gives its blessing,
then 81 percent of the body who are LDS will likely get behind it. And it’s not because
the church is coming out and saying, ‘Vote this way or that way,’ but an endorsement
from them does carry weight.”
In 2009, the LDS Church endorsed two Salt Lake City ordinances barring housing and job
discrimination based on sexual orientation or gender identity. It marked the first time the
faith endorsed specific, pro-gay-rights legislation.
Nearly 20 Utah cities and counties have passed nondiscrimination ordinances, according
to Equality Utah, which has advocated for the laws. But efforts to codify those protections
statewide have come up short in Utah.
Until now, the LDS Church had largely been on the sidelines of the debate over
discrimination protection — notwithstanding its high-profile support for the Salt Lake City
measures. There were concerns, in particular, about how such a law might require samesex couples to share student housing at church-owned Brigham Young University.

State Sen. Steve Urquhart,, the sponsor of the nondiscrimination bill, has said those
concerns have been thoroughly addressed, and BYU housing is protected.
Oaks acknowledged that many state legislatures are considering laws relating to LGBT
issues of discrimination and the church “is on record as favoring such measures.”
At the same time, the apostle decried what he described as “the steady erosion of
treasured [religious] freedoms that are guaranteed in the United States Constitution.”
For evidence, the Mormon apostle noted California schools’ refusal to recognize Christian
student groups simply because those organizations require their own leaders to be
Christian and to government lawyers subpoenaing the sermons and notes of pastors who
opposed parts of a new law on religious grounds.
The push for gay rights was prompted by “centuries of ridicule, persecution and even
violence against homosexuals,” said Neill Marriott, second counselor in the church’s
Young Women general presidency. “Ultimately, most of society recognized that such
treatment was simply wrong, and that such basic human rights as securing a place to live
should not depend on a person’s sexual orientation.”
As a matter of doctrine, the LDS Church does not support same-sex marriage, Marriott
said. “But God is loving and merciful. His heart reaches out to all of his children equally,
and he expects us to treat each other with love and fairness.”
Above all, the LDS leaders said, the debate about balancing religious and gay rights —
often a polarizing predicament — should be civil and respectful.
“Nothing is achieved,” Holland said, “if either side resorts to bullying, political point
scoring or accusations of bigotry.”
Compromises, no doubt, will be required.
“Neither side may get all that they want,” the LDS Church said in its news release. “We
must all learn to live with others who do not share the same beliefs or values.”
The announcement that the Church of Latter Day Saints would give its support to antidiscrimination laws for LGBT people raised many eyebrows this week. The following is
one person's response:
http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2015/01/28/mormon-s-lgbtq-support-is-bigotryin-disguise.html

UK: Chaplain accuses Church of England of homophobia
First British clergyman to enter gay marriage says he is considering legal action
after Church blocked attempt to take up new post
By Haroon Siddique
The Guardian (09.07.2014) / http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/jul/09/chaplainaccuses-church-england-homophobia The first British clergyman to enter a gay
marriage has accused the Church of England of homophobia and said that he is

considering legal action after it blocked his attempt to take up a new post in a move he
says is intended to stop others following in his footsteps.
Canon Jeremy Pemberton, a hospital chaplain in Lincoln, married his partner Laurence
Cunnington in April in defiance of guidance from Church of England bishops that it was at
variance with Anglican teachings.
Last month, the acting Bishop of Southwell and Nottingham, the Right Reverend Richard
Inwood, responded by revoking Pemberton permission to operate as a priest in the
diocese of Southwell and Nottinghamshire, where the chaplain lives, although it did not
affect his ability to work as a priest in Lincoln.
However, Inwood has now scuppered Pemberton's attempt to take up a new job, as
chaplaincy and bereavement manager at the Sherwood Forest Hospitals NHS Trust, by
refusing to issue the required licence, it emerged on Wednesday.
Pemberton told the Guardian: "I don't think it's clear that what they've done is legal, I
certainly don't think it's fair. There's been no process. The bishop is effectively
threatening my ability to be in employment. It's clear that the only reason my taking that
[post] up is threatened is about nothing to do with my ability as a chaplain but is entirely
about the fact that I got married."
He said that he would be investigating whether he had a legal case against the church
under anti-discrimination legislation.
The job would represent a promotion for Pemberton and is closer to his home.
Cunnington said, in a Facebook post reprinted on the Changing Attitude website, that by
denying his husband the job, the church was guilty of "homophobic bullying". Pemberton
said that he would not use those words, but added: "The church of England absolutely
hates being accused of being homophobic but I think it is … I think they want to make an
example of me because they want to discourage as many people as possible from doing
this [entering into gay marriage]."
Rev Andrew Foreshew-Cain, vicar of St James church in West Hampstead, London, who
last month became the second Church of England priest to marry his same sex partner,
said on Twitter that the treatment of Pemberton was "further evidence of the profound
homophobia at the heart of the church".
Inwood said that the guidance from Church of England bishops was clear that same-sex
marriage was not in accordance with Anglican teachings and that clergy needed to reflect
those teachings in their lives.
"In view of this, and having spoken to the Reverend Jeremy Pemberton, his permission to
officiate in the diocese of Southwell and Nottingham was revoked," he said.
"In light of the pastoral guidance and for reasons of consistency, I am unable to issue a
licence to Jeremy Pemberton for the post of chaplaincy and bereavement manager, in the
Sherwood Forest Hospitals NHS Trust."

EUROPE: Religious groups unite against homophobia
By Mark Barwick, Human Rights Without Frontiers
HRWF (14.05.2014) - On the 17th of May, many religious groups in Europe will mark the
International Day Against Homophobia and Transphobia (IDAHOT) with special events

and awareness-raising activities. For example, several churches in Croydon, a borough of
South London, will unite that day with a common theme of “One Love.”
“We believe that it is important to demonstrate that not all churches are homophobic,”
said one of the organisers. “On 17 May, on North End, Croydon’s main pedestrian
thoroughfare, eight local churches and eight LGBT groups will have stands, with many
more having expressed their support.”
The pastor of Croydon Unitarian Church, one of the participating congregations,
added: “Unitarians have long welcomed people of the LGBT community into our churches
and our professional ministry.” Father Geoffrey Thompson, vicar of St. Stephen’s Church,
also in Croydon, commented: “St Stephen’s stands for the love of God who embraces all
people. We are committed to serve and support all who come to us in sincerity,
regardless of sexuality, gender, age or race.”
Last year more than 40 events from various faith groups took place in more than 10
countries as part of the IDAHOT commemoration. In 2014, similar activities are being
promoted to mark this day.
The Italian Project on Faith and Homosexuality, Gionata, is organising an interfaith
meeting for prayer in partnership with the European Forum of LGBT Christian Groups.
The Oranjekerk in Amsterdam will host a vigil on 17 May that remembers the victims of
homophobic and transphobic violence worldwide in silence, prayer, words and songs. The
gathering will also hear testimonies from some who have suffered this violence in the
Netherlands and elsewhere.
In the Republic of Ireland, Changing Attitude Ireland will sponsor services in a number of
cities, including Dublin, Cork, Limerick and Waterford, where the Anglican bishop will
speak on the urgency of ending homophobic and transphobic violence. Similar gatherings
are planned for Northern Ireland, such as in Belfast, Derry and other locations.
IDAHOT is an opportunity for religious leaders to be engaged with their LGBT members
and others to underscore the fact that the religions do not speak with one voice on
matters related to sexual orientation and gender identity. Religion has often been
referenced to justify intolerance, discrimination and even violence against LGBT people.
However, other religious groups have historically welcomed the participation and
inclusion of LGBT people at every level. Organisers of IDAHOT activities hope to show
this other side of faith and the communities that profess it.

GEORGIA: Georgian church opposes European liberal
values
Georgian Patriarch urges Parliament to reject law "on elimination of all forms of
discrimination"
Interfax-Religiia (28.04.2014) - Catholicos Patriarch of Georgia Ilia II urged parliament to
suspend the adoption of the draft law "On elimination of all forms of discrimination."
The patriarch's statement, which was distributed on Monday, says that the Georgian
church considers violence and discrimination to be unacceptable, but believers are
disturbed by the insertion into the draft law of such concepts as "sexual orientation" and
"gender identity."

"Current legislation protects personal civil rights in Georgia. The believing community
properly thinks that nontraditional sexual relations are mortal sin and accordingly it
thinks that the draft law, in such a form, is propaganda and legitimizing of this sin," the
statement noted.
The patriarch thinks that before adoption of this draft law it is necessary to conduct wideranging discussions with the participation of the public and the church. (tr. by PDS,
posted 28 April 2014)

BRUNEI: Brunei set to enact new penal code which
includes stoning for same-sex sexual activity
HRWF (16.04.2014) - Brunei, a small country in Southeast
penal code that calls for death by stoning for consenting
adultery, rape, extramarital sexual relations and for declaring
The new code, strongly criticised by the United Nations,
22nd April.
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“Application of the death penalty for such a broad range of offenses contravenes
international law,” said Rupert Colville, spokesperson for the Office of the UN High
Commissioner for Human Rights.
Colville added that the criminalisation and application of the death penalty for consensual
relations between adults in private violates a wide range of rights, including the rights to
privacy, equality, freedom from arbitrary arrest and detention.
The International Commission of Jurists has similarly called the move “a step backward”
in light of the moratorium on the use of the death penalty that has been in effect since
1957.
Hassanal Bolkiah, the Sultan of Brunei and the country’s Prime Minister since 1967, is
hoping to strengthen Brunei’s identity as an Islamic country, although only about two
thirds of the population are Muslims. He has suggested in a speech earlier this year that
the new legislation should be viewed as “special guidance” from God and would be
regarded as “part of the great history” of the country.
“By the grace of Allah,” he said, “with the coming into effect of this legislation, our duty
to Allah is being fulfilled.”

NORWAY: Church of Norway votes against allowing
priests to marry gay couples
By Mark Barwick, Human Rights Without Frontiers
HRWF (09.04.2014) - The Church of Norway rejected on Tuesday a proposal to allow
same-sex couples to be married in the Church. The proposal was narrowly voted down by
the Church’s national synod, even though it had the support of the majority of the
country’s bishops.

“We are disappointed,” Bård Nylund, the leader of Norway’s national association for gay,
bisexual and transgender people, told Norway’s Verdens Gang newspaper. However, he
continued, “we want to make it clear that we are happy that there is a struggle and that
so many in the Church are willing to stand up and be counted.”
Norway legalised same-sex marriage in 2009. Even still, Norwegian bishops have tried to
deflect calls for Church-based marriage ceremonies by encouraging gay couples to
instead seek simple blessings for their civil unions. Pressure mounted in recent months to
bring the question to the synod for a vote.
“Now they have stated loud and clear that they do not want to be a national church,”
said Nylund to Norway’s public media outlet. ”It’s a sad day for the Church and for all its
members who now feel that the Church does not give them the sense of belonging they
want.”

AFRICA: Anti-homosexual legislation in Africa
By Mark Barwick and Alfiaz Vaiya, Human Rights Without Frontiers
HRWF (31.03.2014) – The Friedrich Ebert Stiftung organised on 26th March a roundtable
discussion on its newly-released report on The Political use of Homophobia: Human
Rights and Persecution of LGBTI Activists in Africa. The report analyses the growing
phenomenon of anti-homosexual legislation in African countries and the use of legal
measures to supress Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transsexual and Intersex (LGBTI) persons.
Several LGBTI activists from Africa were present and gave testimony at the event.
The project is part of the foundation’s gender strategy which seeks to take an
intersectional approach toward various policy areas which impact international
development cooperation. Co-author Rita Schafer gave an overview of the report,
accusing several African governments of promoting homophobia over the last twenty
years through legislation and media outlets in an effort to deflect ‘legitimacy crises’ in
their respective countries.
Schafer also observed that the passage of anti-homosexual legislation was being
supported in part by fundamentalist Christian missionaries, coming predominately from
the southern United States. The dehumanisation of LGBTI people through legal
restrictions against homosexuals has led to LGBTI people being targeted in all parts of
daily life, including at home, in school and at work.
LGBTI activists from Uganda, Nigeria, South Africa, Malawi and Ghana spoke of the
dangerous environment that LGBTI persons face in their countries. Anti-homosexual
legislation is now ‘spreading like a bushfire,’ across the continent, said one speaker, and
urgent action is needed.
Any response should be grounded primarily on principles of democracy and equal
treatment of all people. LGBTI people are not looking for ‘special treatment,’ affirmed
another speaker, but the same treatment that is afforded any other member within a
democratic society.
The activists called on the EU to follow up its statements with concrete actions.
Development aid could legitimately be reduced or cut, particularly financial support that
is presently going directly to governments. Instead, more support should be directed to
civil society and independent human rights organisations that are favourable toward
LGBTI rights.

It was agreed that the EU must also do more to support LGBTI activists in Africa, not
only for individuals but also by facilitating the creation of networks for purposes of more
collective analysis, telling their stories and collaboration on common interests. This could
also take the form of building capacities of smaller LGBTI associations that find EU
funding procedures too daunting to apply for funding.
Even still, participants noted that more liberalised legalisation is not the only concern for
LGBTI people in Africa. South Africa, for instance, has the most progressive legal climate
on the continent for homosexuals, but the struggle for equality and social acceptance
remains.

UK: Archbishop of Canterbury signals end of Church of
England's resistance to gay marriage
Adapted from The Guardian (27.03.2014) - The Archbishop of Canterbury has signaled
that the Church of England will mount no more resistance to gay marriage among
churchgoers.
Gay marriage was legalised last Saturday in the United Kingdom with dozens of
ceremonies around the country set for one minute past midnight. The passing of the
legislation caused deep rifts within the church.
The global Anglican Communion is deeply split on the issue. Welby is trying to prevent
the schism from spreading to the UK, where some conservative evangelical
congregations are threatening to leave the Church of England if it compromises its
opposition to gay sex by blessing civil partnerships. Welby commented that the church
should show 'the love of Christ for every human being.'
His comments mark a shift in tone, if not substance, from a letter from the bishops last
month that attempted to forbid the clergy from marrying same-sex partners and which
led to a furious backlash from supporters. At least seven clergy couples are preparing to
marry in defiance of their bishops, though none are known to be planning a public
ceremony.
There is pressure on both sides of the issue, with some Anglicans preparing to publicly
support the new legislation. Some clergy are offering to bless same-sex marriages
despite their bishops’ opposition.

CYPRUS: MEPs condemn homophobic statements by the
Archbishop of Cyprus
The European Parliament's Intergroup on LGBT Rights (17.03.2014) - At the Council of
the Heads of the Christian Orthodox Church held in Istanbul last week, Cyprus’
Archbishop Chrysostomos urged all Orthodox Churches to “condemn homosexuality.”
The Archbishop stated that governments demonstrated “weakening moral integrity” by
ensuring equal rights, for example through civil partnerships or equal marriage.
Cyprus’ government plans to submit
Representatives for discussion in April.
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Local LGBT organisation ACCEPT condemned the Archbishop’s words by stating that
“excommunication and alienation is not the right way to promote the message of God.”
Aligning himself with the position of ACCEPT, Cypriot Member of the LGBT
Intergroup Andreas Pitsillides MEP, reacted: “For the umpteenth time I publicly condemn
as a human, as a theologian and mainly as a Member of the European Parliament the
racist and homophobic statements made by the Archbishop of Cyprus.”
“I emphatically stress these are clearly against the spirit of the Gospel of love of Christ
and certainly violate all European and international treaties protecting human rights
against any form of discrimination based on race, gender, religion and sexual
orientation.”
Ulrike Lunacek MEP, Co-President of the LGBT Intergroup, added: “The statements by the
Archbishop are a reminder that opponents of equality are still there, yet also show how
far Cyprus’ Orthodox Church is detached from reality. A recent survey found that a
majority of Cypriot citizens is in favour of civil partnership legislation.”
“This government is doing the right thing by continuing on the road to equal rights for
everyone.”

USA: Arizona Governor Jan Brewer vetoes 'anti-gay' bill
Arizona Governor Jan Brewer has vetoed a bill that would have allowed business owners
who cited their religious beliefs to turn away gay customers.
Ms Brewer said the bill could have had "unintended and negative consequences".
It was touted as a religious liberty protection by social conservatives. Its opponents
denounced it as legalising anti-gay discrimination.
Business groups warned it would tarnish Arizona's reputation and discourage companies
from moving to the state.
'Creates problems'
Speaking to reporters on Wednesday afternoon, Ms Brewer, a Republican, said the bill did
"not address a specific or present concern related to religious liberty in Arizona".
"I have not heard one example in Arizona where a business owner's religious liberty has
been violated," she said of the bill, which passed the state legislature last week with the
strong backing of the state's Republican Party.
Ms Brewer spent Wednesday huddling with both supporters and opponents of the bill and
said she had vetoed it because she believed it had "the potential to create more
problems than it purports to solve".
"It could divide Arizona in ways we cannot even imagine and nobody could ever want,"
she said.
In doing so, Ms Brewer sided with the business community - including firms such as
Intel, Yelp and Marriott, as well as Major League Baseball and the Arizona Chamber of
Commerce.

Loud cheers erupted outside the Arizona capitol building immediately after the governor
announced the veto.
Rebecca Wininger, president of Equality Arizona, told the BBC the veto was "a clear
message for those trying to use religion and those with right-leaning rhetoric that we're
done... we're tired and we're done with being discriminated against".
Even as the federal government, the military, the courts, other states and US public
opinion increasingly back gay rights and same-sex marriage, some states have seen the
makings of a backlash in recent weeks, analysts say.
"Religious liberty" bills similar to the Arizona measure have been introduced in seven
other US states, but Arizona's was the only legislature to send a bill to the governor.
'Distorted the bill'
The bill would have expanded the state's religious liberty law to add protection from
lawsuits for individuals or businesses that cited their "sincerely held" religious beliefs as
motivating factors in taking an action or refusing to do so.
Supporters cheered outside the state Capitol on Wednesday after Ms Brewer announced
her veto.
All but three Republicans in the state legislature voted for the proposal, known as
SB1062, but some Republican state senators who voted for the bill subsequently called
for a veto.
"We were uncomfortable with it to start with and went along with it thinking it was good
for the caucus," Senator Steve Pierce told the Associated Press news agency on Monday.
"We really didn't want to vote for it. But we made a mistake, and now we're trying to do
what's right and correct it."
But supporters, framing it as only a modest update on the state's existing religious
freedom law, had pushed Ms Brewer to sign it in support of religious liberty.
The president of a conservative policy organisation that backed the bill said Ms Brewer's
veto "marks a sad day for Arizonans who cherish and understand religious liberty".
"Opponents were desperate to distort this bill rather than debate the merits," Center for
Arizona Policy president Cathi Herrod said in a statement.
Comment: Human Rights Without Frontiers commends Governor Brewer's decision to
veto this legislation. This action is a good step toward protecting the rights of LGBT
people in Arizona. Proponents of the law who claim the right to refuse normal business
transactions on the basis of sexual orientation, whether on religious or any other
grounds, would do well to review the lessons of history. Governments that have trod this
slope in the past have found it to be slippery indeed. Mark Barwick, Human Rights
Without Frontiers.

UGANDA: Tabloid prints list of 'top 200 homosexuals'
Red Pepper publishes names under headline of 'Exposed' day after president
signs anti-gay bill

The Guardian (25.02.2014) - A Ugandan newspaper has published a list of what it called
the country's 200 top homosexuals, outing some who previously had not identified
themselves as gay, a day after the president enacted a harsh anti-gay law.
The US secretary of state, John Kerry, said the signing of the bill by President Yoweri
Museveni on Monday marked "a tragic day for Uganda and for all who care about the
cause of human rights", and warned that Washington could cut aid.
"Now that this law has been enacted, we are beginning an internal review of our
relationship with the government of Uganda to ensure that all dimensions of our
engagement, including assistance programmes, uphold our anti-discrimination policies
and principles and reflect our values," Kerry said in a statement.
The list included prominent Ugandan gay activists such as Pepe Julian Onziema, who has
repeatedly warned that the new law could spark violence. There was also a popular
Ugandan hip-hop star as well as a Catholic priest.
Few Ugandans identify themselves as gay, and the tabloid's publication of alleged
homosexuals recalled a similar list published in 2011 by a now defunct tabloid that called
for the execution of gay people.
A Ugandan judge condemned the 2011 list, saying it amounted to an invasion of privacy.
A prominent Ugandan gay activist, David Kato, was killed after the list was published,
and activists said they believed he had been targeted because of his work promotinggay
rights in Uganda.
The new law punishes gay sex with up to life in jail, a measure criticised as draconian in
a country where homosexuality had already been criminalised.
The bill originally proposed the death penalty for "aggravated homosexuality", defined as
repeated gay sex between consenting adults and acts involving a minor, a disabled
person or where one partner was infected with HIV. The law also calls for first-time
offenders to be sentenced to 14 years in jail.
In signing the bill, Museveni said the measure was needed because the west was
promoting homosexuality in Africa. He rejected widespread international criticism of the
law as interference in Uganda's internal affairs.
Museveni accused "arrogant and careless western groups" of trying to recruit Ugandan
children into homosexuality, but he did not name these purported groups.
A Ugandan police spokesman said on Tuesday that no gay people had been arrested
since Museveni signed the bill, but that at least two people had been taken into custody
since MPs passed it last December.
Onziema said he had counted up to six arrests and that more than a dozen gay Ugandans
had fled the country since December over safety concerns.
Homosexuality has long been criminalised in Uganda under a colonial-era law that
outlawed sex acts "against the order of nature".
Some Ugandan lawyers and activists have said they will challenge the law in court as
unconstitutional and impossible to implement.
On Tuesday, Nicholas Opiyo, a Ugandan lawyer who runs a rights watchdog group called
Chapter Four, said it would make life worse for gay people in Uganda.

"The enactment of the anti-homosexuality bill has only emboldened the ... population in
their rejection of anybody perceived to be gay or even friendly to gays," he said. "These
things are going to continue. They are going to get more frequent."
COMMENT: Yesterday President Yoweri Museveni signed Uganda's infamous anti-gay bill
into law, tightening criminal penalties against LGBT people in his country. Judging from
today's headline, the witch hunt has already begun. This is a tragic illustration of what
can happen when governments fail to protect their citizens that belong to minority
groups. Hate speech, violence and deepening social hostility are often the consequence.
Sadly, the exploitation of religious sentiment by US foreign missionaries (See video
at http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/feb/25/ugandan-tabloid-prints-list-top-200homosexuals) has played a prominent role in Uganda's further descent into bigotry
against homosexuals - Mark Barwick, Human Rights Without Frontiers

UK: Church of England bishops issue guidance for samesex marriages
by Mark Barwick, Human Rights Without Frontiers
On the 13th of February, the House of Bishops of the Church of England met to discuss
their response to same sex marriages, which will become legal next month in England
and Wales. A letter was sent out afterwards by Justin Welby, Archbishop of Canterbury
and Primate of All England, setting out the bishops’ pastoral guidance as a result of the
deliberations. In the letter, Welby acknowledged the lack of agreement among bishops
over every point of the Church’s position; even still, he stated that “the Christian
understanding and doctrine of marriage as a lifelong union between one man and one
woman remain unchanged.”
The statement establishes a clear distinction between the Church’s opinion and the new
legal definition of marriage. People in same sex marriages are to be welcomed in Church
of England congregations and have access to the sacraments, including baptism for their
children. However, there will be no rites of blessing provided following a same sex
marriage. In addition, anyone who is married to someone of the same sex will be barred
from ordination.
The Church of England is the officially established church in England, but it does not
speak authoritatively for all provinces that comprise the worldwide Anglican
Communion. There is a wide range of viewpoints within the Anglican Communion
regarding homosexual relations and same-sex unions. For instance, the Episcopal
Church, a constituent part of the Communion, openly welcomes LGBT people as members
and is developing rites of blessing for same-sex couples.
The ruling comes as a disappointment to LGBT advocates within the Anglican
Communion. A controversial study issued in 2013, known as the Pilling Report, had made
recommendations for liberalising the church’s approach to LGBT people, including
provisions for the blessing of same sex marriages. The report called for a process of
reflection, dialogue and exchanges with LGBT people in the Church of England and in the
wider society. Even still, the bishops’ position has offered no forward movement.
Several observers believe that the bishops’ more conservative position was taken to
avoid further backlash within the wider Anglican Communion. Some large provinces,
notably in Africa, have threatened to secede over the issue.
“We believe that Christian understandings of sexuality have a vital contribution to make
in our society’s conversation about human flourishing,” wrote Welby in his pastoral letter.

How the Church of England proposes to reconcile its understandings of sexuality with
society’s increasing calls for equality and inclusivity for LGBT people remains unclear.

RUSSIA: Sochi Games highlight homophobic violence
Authorities turn blind eye to crimes against LGBT people
HRW (04.02.2014) – The Russian authorities need to address a deteriorating situation of
widespread and concerted abuse against lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender (LGBT)
people and activists. The authorities’ failure to act and some officials’ homophobic
comments expose LGBT people to further harassment and violence and embolden the
attackers, Human Rights Watch research found.
As the host to the 2014 Winter Olympic Games, which begin on February 7, 2014, in
Sochi, Russiashould act in accordance with the principle of nondiscrimination, a core
provision of the Olympic Charter. As a member of the Council of Europe, and party to
multiple human rights treaties, it should meet its obligations to provide equal respect and
protection for LGBT people.
“The Russian authorities have the power to protect the rights of LGBT people, but instead
they are ignoring their responsibility to do so,” said Tanya Cooper, Russia researcher at
Human Rights Watch. “By turning a blind eye to hateful homophobic rhetoric and
violence, Russian authorities are sending a dangerous message as the world is about to
arrive on its doorstep for the Olympics that there is nothing wrong with attacks on gay
people.”
LGBT people face stigma, harassment, and violence in their everyday lives in Russia, and
LGBT victims of violence and groups told Human Rights Watch that these problems
intensified in 2013. Victims in cities including Moscow, St. Petersburg, and Novosibirsk
told Human Rights Watch they were attacked in public places, abducted, beaten,
harassed, threatened, and psychologically abused. They told Human Rights Watch that
they were afraid to go to the police to report violence, fearing further harassment and
believing the police would not bother to pursue their attackers. When victims did lodge
complaints with the police, few investigations followed.
The absence of relevant data makes it impossible to quantify the extent to which such
violence and harassment increased during 2013, but all of the victims and LGBT groups
who spoke to Human Rights Watch said they experienced an escalation in homophobic
attacks starting in late 2012.
The Russian LGBT Network, an umbrella LGBT group based in St. Petersburg, conducted
an anonymoussurvey on discrimination against LGBT populations in Russia in 2013. More
than 50 percent of the 2,007 respondents had experienced psychological abuse, and 15
percent had experienced physical violence. Only 6 percent of victims contacted police.
At least three murders allegedly motivated by homophobia were reported in May, a
month before the adoption and signing of the federal anti-gay “propaganda” law.
The adoption of the federal law banning “propaganda of nontraditional sexual relations
among minors,” one measure among several federal anti-LGBT laws proposed or adopted
in 2013, coincided with the spread of homophobic violence. Violating the law is an
administrative offense punishable by a range of fines. Media and organizations face
particularly hefty fines. On January 30 a court found a newspaper editor in Khabarovsk,
in the Russian Far East, in violation of the federal “propaganda” law and fined him 50,000

rubles (US$1,450). The editor was charged in connection with publishing an interview in
which a gay school teacher, forced to resign over his sexual orientation, was quoted as
saying, “My very existence proves that homosexuality is normal.” The editor will appeal
the decision.
Foreigners who violate the law are subject to fines, up to 15 days in detention and
deportation.
The law also bans representing “traditional” and “nontraditional” relationships as equally
acceptable. That makes it illegal to say anything positive about being gay publicly or to
tell a child that there is nothing wrong with being gay or being raised by gay parents.
Simultaneously, a vicious homophobic campaign began in the media, particularly statesponsored and state-controlled media outlets. Government officials, journalists, and
celebrities have publicly called LGBT people “perverts,” “sodomites,” and “abnormal,” and
have conflated homosexuality with pedophilia. The deputy director of a government
television and radio holding and also one of the leading talk show hosts proposed to
“burn or bury” the hearts of gay organ donors rather than use them for transplants
because they are “unfit to continue anyone’s life.”
“The discriminatory impact of the anti-LGBT law and hateful language on state television
have created a climate of intolerance against the Russian LGBT community,” Cooper said.
“Russian leaders should denounce, not feed, homophobic hysteria, or the Kremlin’s
silence will be taken as condoning the violence.”
Starting in late 2012, numerous vigilante groups consisting of radical nationalists began
attacking and harassing gay people in dozens of Russian cities. Mostly claiming to be
fighting pedophilia, these groups lure men and boys to meet, accuse them of being gay,
humiliate and beat them, and post videos of the proceedings on social networks,
intentionally exposing their victims to further abuse. The groups have posted hundreds of
videos online.
On January 17, 2014, during a meeting in Krasnaya Polyana, one of the Olympic
locations, president Putin said that gay people were welcome in Sochi and would be
“comfortable” there, but asked them “to leave children in peace.”
“Russian officials embolden homophobes and their violent attacks by persistently
equating homosexuality with pedophilia,” Cooper said. “Such a chilling and wrongheaded
message about LGBT people from Russia’s head of state is irresponsible and extremely
dangerous.”
Public events in support of LGBT rights have long been met with official intolerance
and violentcounterdemonstrations. LGBT activists have increasingly become targets of
vicious attacks during such events. Human Rights Watch documented violent attacks on
LGBT activists during 2012 and 2013 in several Russian cities, including Voronezh, St.
Petersburg, Moscow, and Novosibirsk.
Threats and intimidation against Russian LGBT groups also spread in 2013. Several LGBT
organizations and their staff experienced violence, threats, and interference with their
work. One egregious attack occurred in November at LaSky, an HIV prevention center
serving the LGBT community and men who have sex with men in St. Petersburg. Two
people entered the LaSky office during a social event and attacked visitors, shooting one
in the eye with a pneumatic gun and beating another with a baseball bat.
“Russian officials have long denied that discrimination against LGBT people exists,
including to the International Olympic Committee, yet the hostility and violence clearly
have been intensifying,” Cooper said. “As Russia hosts the Olympics in this atmosphere

of homophobic hatred, the government needs to take urgent measures to support the
rights of LGBT people and protect them.”
Harassment and physical attacks against LGBT people
People in Russia identified as or perceived to belong to the LGBT community are targeted
for violence. Assailants harass victims in public places, including in the subway, on the
street, or at cafes, accusing them of being gay or dressing like “faggots,” and threatening
them with violence.
Ivan Fedoseyev (Johnny), a 21-year-old gay
Watch that during 2013 he was harassed
orientation. Several times, men he did not
him whether he had sex with men, and tried

man from St. Petersburg, told Human Rights
at least four times because of his sexual
know approached him on the street, asked
to assault him.

In August Fedoseyev was on his way to a fashion show, stylishly dressed. A man
approached him in the metro and asked whether Fedoseyev was not afraid to walk
“dressed like this.” The man asked Fedoseyev, “Do you know that we have a law that
bans gays?” He then began to call Fedoseyev a “faggot” and slapped him in the face.
Fedoseyev left the train at the next stop. He did not report the incident to the police
because he thought nothing would come out of it.
“The law gave a green light to homophobes to attack us,” Fedoseyev said.
A transgender woman, Risa R. (not her real name), was abducted and brutally assaulted
in St. Petersburg in the summer of 2013. Four attackers forced her into their car and
drove to the outskirts of the city, where they stripped her, beat her, and pulled out two
of her toenails with pliers.
They kept calling me a faggot and telling me how they hate gays. I told them that I
wasn’t gay, that I was a transgender woman, but they did not want to listen. One of
them said, “You’re nothing but a faggot. We will get your brain straight right now.” They
threatened to rape me several times. Then they took pliers from the car and ripped out
two of my toenails. Afterward, they said, “Now you will be better off. Now you will be
pretty.”
The attackers drove away with Risa’s clothes, leaving her naked and bleeding. She had to
walk four and a half hours to reach home.
“The only thing that mattered to me at that point was that I was home, that I was alive,”
she said. “I told myself I will not look at my feet, I had experienced enough pain that
night.”
Risa did not go to the hospital because she was afraid that she would be asked how she
had received her injuries. She also did not report the attack to the police because she
had “no illusions that the police would investigate.”
In the following months, Risa said, she was verbally and physically attacked several more
times on the street and on public transport.
Violence and harassment against LGBT people by organized vigilante groups
Since late 2012, members of a group calling itself “Occupy Pedophilia” have harassed and
attacked gay people in many Russian towns under the pretext of fighting pedophilia and
protecting children. “Occupy Pedophilia” is a loosely organized group of vigilantes that
calls itself a “social movement.”
Maksim Martsinkevich, also known as Tesak (“cleaver” or “hatchet” in Russian), founded
the group. He was a part of a neo-Nazi group and is known for hate speech and violence.

He was sentenced to three-and-a-half years in prison in 2009 for inciting ethnic strife and
was released in late 2010.
In December a Moscow court issued an arrest warrant for Martsinkevich, who was in
Cuba at that time. He faces extremism charges, reportedly unrelated to his group’s
violence against LGBT people. In January Cuban authorities reportedly detained and
expelled Martsinkevich to Russia. He was arrested by Russian authorities in a Moscow
airport on January 27.
“Occupy Pedophilia” is an explicitly homophobic movement that entraps men seeking a
same-sex encounter and then berates them with homophobic slurs and physically
assaults them while recording the proceedings on video. The group posts the videos on
various social networking websites to further humiliate the victims.
The group has carried out attacks in cities including St. Petersburg, Krasnodar,
Kaliningrad, Novosibirsk, Ufa, Ryazan, Rostov, Tula, Omsk, Kazan, Magnitogorsk, and
Irkutsk. The group’s webpage hosts hundreds of videos from more than 30 Russian
cities.
Other nationalistic groups not directly associated with “Occupy Pedophilia” use similar
methods to attack LGBT people.
Human Rights Watch met with several victims of these vigilante groups. Zhenya (last
name and city withheld for security reasons), 28, was ambushed, beaten, and robbed by
a vigilante group in July. When he arrived for an arranged “date,” several men who
appeared to be in their late 20s surrounded him. They accused him of being a pedophile
and hit him several times, breaking his jaw in two places. The attackers forced him to
give them 50,000 rubles (approximately US$1,450).
Zhenya reported the attack to the police several days later, but they have not carried out
a meaningful investigation or identified suspects. It took Zhenya four months to recover
from his injuries.
Attacks and intimidation against LGBT activists
Russian LGBT activists told Human Rights Watch that in 2013, anti-gay activists
responded to almost all public events in support of human rights and equality for LGBT
people with violence and intimidation. In the majority of cases, police did not take
adequate measures to prevent and stop the harassment and attacks. In some cases,
police used excessive force against LGBT activists and arbitrarily detained them.
On January 20, 2013, a small group of LGBT activists gathered in Voronezh to protest the
draft law banning “homosexual propaganda.” Local authorities had approved the
demonstration. When a dozen LGBT activists arrived at the site, they saw a large crowd
of counter-protesters and very few policemen.
Andrey Nasonov, an LGBT activist who was attacked during the demonstration, told
Human Rights Watch,
When I came to the central square, I saw maximum 10 policemen, and no OMON [riot
police]. I saw a huge crowd of anti-gay protestors, around 500 people, which ran toward
me as soon as I unfurled my poster, which said, “Stop hatred.” Two men pushed me, I
fell, and they started kicking me in the head. When they stopped, I got up, walked a few
steps and passed out.
Nasonov lodged a complaint with the local police, but no one was found responsible for
the attack. Nasonov told Human Rights Watch he felt unsafe in public places and suffered
depression.

On June 29, a group of LGBT activists gathered at Mars Field in St. Petersburg to express
their support for LGBT rights and protest discrimination and violence based on sexual
orientation and gender identity. Counter-protesters from informal nationalist groups
verbally and physically attacked the activists, several of whom had to be hospitalized.
Witnesses Human Rights Watch interviewed said that law enforcement officials at the
event did not take appropriate measures to protect the activists and indiscriminately and
arbitrarily detained more than 60 LGBT rights activists. The activists faced administrative
charges, which were later dropped.
Human Rights Watch documented other cases of violence and harassment of LGBT
activists in Moscow, St. Petersburg, Novosibirsk, Voronezh, Samara, and Kazan.
Threats and intimidation of Russian LGBT groups
In 2013 several Russian LGBT organizations were threatened with violence and their
activities were disrupted.
Side by Side, an LGBT International Film Festival based in St. Petersburg, experienced
unprecedented harassment by anti-gay activists. In November several film screenings
were disrupted, delayed, or rescheduled due to anonymous bomb threats. One person
was arrested for making a bomb threat, but there have been no reported arrests in
conjunction with other incidents.
The Russian LGBT Network staff told Human Rights Watch that they had received threats
from anti-gay activists in St. Petersburg in November. A homophobic slur was written
across the office door of Coming Out, another St. Petersburg LGBT group.

RUSSIA: Russian Orthodox Church warns society on
same-sex marriage danger, survival of humankind
The Christian Post (30.01.2014) - The leader of the Russian Orthodox Church has warned
society on the dangers of the "international campaign" behind same-sex marriage, and
insisted that the traditional family structure is needed for the survival of humankind.
"Preservation of marriage as a union between a man and a woman based on love and
mutual understanding and birth of beloved children are a precondition for survival of
humankind," Patriarch of Moscow and All Russia Kirill said in a statement on
Tuesdayfollowing a meeting at the upper house of the Russian parliament, ITAR-TASS
News Agency said of reports in the world's largest country.
Kirill added that the church is also concerned about marital infidelity and the
"irresponsibility in relations between men and women," in his message directed toward
"all sober-minded people of Russia and other countries."
The Orthodox head said that he believes preserving traditional marriage is more of a
moral issue than a religious one, and so a secular state should prohibit same-sex
marriages based on moral reasoning.
This isn't the first time Kirill has warned Russian society on the dangers of gay marriage.
He has called it an "apocalyptic symptom" that should be combated.

"This is a very dangerous apocalyptic symptom, and we must do everything in our
powers to ensure that sin is never sanctioned in Russia by state law, because that would
mean that the nation has embarked on a path of self-destruction," Kirill said in July 2013.
"We face enormous temptations when countries start approving sin and codifying it into
law in order to justify it."
Sixteen countries worldwide have legalized same-sex marriage, as well as Mexico and the
U.S. on a state-by-state basis.
Russia, the host country of the upcoming Winter Olympics in Sochi, has garnered
international attention over a law signed by President Vladimir Putin last year which
makes it illegal for anyone to spread information about the lesbian, gay, bisexual and
transgender community to minors.
The anti-gay propaganda law has been condemned by gay rights activists, though Putin
has said that LGBT people can feel "safe and free" at the 2014 games but need to "leave
our children in peace."
Sochi's mayor, Anatoly Pakhomov, recently made similar remarks, noting that the
lifestyle of homosexual people is "their business." He also insisted that there are no gay
people in his city – an observation which has been challenged by Russian opposition
leader and Putin critic Boris Nemtsov who said there are a number of gay bars in the
Olympics-hosting city.

NIGERIA: Archbishops criticise Nigerian and Ugandan
anti-gay laws
The Archbishops of Canterbury and York have written to the presidents of
Nigeria and Uganda, after being asked about laws there penalising gay people.
BBC (30.01.2014) - The letter said homosexual people were loved and valued by God
and should not be victimised or diminished.
Nigeria and Uganda have both passed legislation targeting people with same-sex
attraction.
The letter is also addressed to all primates (heads of national Churches) in the worldwide
Anglican Communion.
Archbishops Justin Welby of Canterbury and John Sentamu of York said the letter was a
result of "questions about the Church of England's attitude to new legislation in several
countries that penalises people with same-sex attraction".
The letter comes as Archbishop Welby starts a five-day tour of four African countries.
'Draconian'
In Nigeria this month, President Goodluck Jonathan signed into law a bill which bans
same-sex marriages, gay groups and shows of same-sex public affection.

In Uganda - Archbishop Sentamu's native country - a bill allowing for greater
punishments for gay people, and those who fail to turn them in to police, has been
passed by parliament, but blocked - for now - by President Yoweri Museveni.
The laws have been heavily criticised by gay and human rights groups.
UN human rights chief Navi Pillay described the Nigerian law as "draconian".
She said she had rarely seen a piece of legislation "that in so few paragraphs directly
violates so many basic, universal human rights".
In their letter, the archbishops reiterated their support for a document known as the
Dromantine Communique, published in 2005 by the primates of the Anglican
Communion.
The communique said: "We continue unreservedly to be committed to the pastoral
support and care of homosexual people.
"The victimisation or diminishment of human beings whose affections happen to be
ordered towards people of the same sex is anathema to us.
"We assure homosexual people that they are children of God, loved and valued by Him
and deserving the best we can give - pastoral care and friendship."
'False gospel'
Archbishop Welby's stance on homosexual relationships has created tension with more
traditionalist Anglicans.
Last October, he held talks with members of the Global Anglican Future Conference
(Gafcon), which condemns those who preach what it calls a "false gospel" claiming God's
blessing for same-sex unions.
The primates of seven national Anglican churches in Africa attended October's Gafcon
meeting, including Uganda and Nigeria.
Archbishop Welby has said some gay couples have loving, stable and monogamous
relationships of "stunning" quality.
But he says he still supports the Church of England's opposition to active homosexuality.

NIGERIA: Muslim students praise Jonathan for signing
anti-gay law
Daily Post (16.01.2014) - The Muslim Students’ Society of Nigeria,(MSSN), Lagos State
Chapter, has lauded President Goodluck Jonathan for signing into law the bill banning
same sex marriage.
The presidency on Monday, disclosed that Mr. Jonathan had signed the bill passed by the
country’s legislature.
The law criminalizes same-sex marriage, bars public displays of affection, socializing in
the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and inter-sex community illegal.

The group, in a statement signed by its President, Kaamil Kalejaye, expressed joy at the
president stance despite pressure by some International Organizations and foreign
countries.
“The act of same sex partnership is not just morally wrong but barbaric and inimical to
the African culture,” it said.
“None of the two dominant religions of the world support this terrible act. Marriage is a
sacred contract between a man and a woman that cannot be redefined. We believe that
marriage should be between a man and a woman because it is a cornerstone of family
life and the only institution within which to raise children.”
“Homosexuality is one of the most disgusting sins and greatest crimes. It is a vile
perversion that goes against sound nature, and is one of the most corrupting and
hideous sins, the punishment for homosexuality in Islam is death.”
The group further urged President Jonathan to use the same drive used in signing the bill
into law to tackle all other issues affecting the country and allow development in all
facets of the economy.

NIGERIA: Nigerian President signs ban on same-sex
relationships
NY Times (13.01.2014) - A tough ban on same-sex relationships that threatens violators
with 14-year prison terms has been quietly signed into law by the president of Nigeria,
Africa’s most populous nation, a step that rights advocates have long feared not only as a
repression aimed at gays but as an affront to basic freedoms of speech and assembly.
The ban, known as the Same Sex Marriage Prohibition Act, was passed by Parliament in
May but was not signed by the president, Goodluck Jonathan, until Jan. 7, Nigerian news
agencies reported Monday from Abuja, the capital.
It is considered the most significant setback to gay rights in Africa, where same-sex
relationships are already widely prohibited. The law took effect as gay-rights advocacy is
gaining traction elsewhere, led by the United States and other Western nations where the
legality and acceptance of same-sex marriage and civil unions are expanding.
Under the Nigerian law, it is illegal not only to engage in an intimate relationship with a
member of the same sex, but to attend or organize a meeting of gays, or patronize or
operate any type of gay organization, including private clubs. Any same-sex marriages or
partnerships accepted as legal in other countries would be void in Nigeria.
Language in an earlier proposal that would have made it a crime not to report a samesex relationship — which could have forced parents to report gay children, for example —
was absent from a final version of the law, according to The Associated Press, which said
it had seen a copy signed by the president.
The signing was not publicized, apparently to avoid offense to other countries where such
relationships are permitted, but word of it still provoked widespread condemnation.
Secretary of State John Kerry, hearing the news while on a trip to Europe and the Middle
East, said in a statement on Monday that he was “deeply concerned,” and asserted that
the law violated basic human rights protections guaranteed by Nigeria’s own
Constitution.

“Beyond even prohibiting same-sex marriage, the law dangerously restricts freedom of
assembly, association and expression for all Nigerians,” Mr. Kerry said.
International advocates of gay rights also expressed alarm. Adotei Akwei, managing
director of government relations at Amnesty International USA in Washington, said in an
email that the group was “appalled at the new legislation, which we believe will put
members of Nigeria’s L.G.B.T. community at risk and is a clear violation of Nigeria’s
international and regional human right obligations.” Mr. Akwei said all governments “are
tasked with protecting the rights of all of their citizens and individuals in their areas of
jurisdiction, not just the ones they like.”
Nigerian gay-rights advocates said the law also elevated the risk to people living with
H.I.V. and AIDS, because organizations that help them might also be deemed illegal.
Davis Mac-Iyalla, a gay-rights activist, said in an interview with SaharaReporters.com, a
Nigerian news website, that the law’s effects “may well translate into more young people
becoming homeless, and social and state violence.”
An even more severe antigay measure has been approved by the legislature in Uganda,
but President Yoweri Museveni has not yet signed it.
With a population of more than 175 million, Nigeria is double the size of Africa’s next
most populous nation, Ethiopia. As one of the world’s leading oil producers, Nigeria also
carries enormous economic and political weight in Africa, and its message on gay rights
is bound to resonate elsewhere on the continent.
Nigeria’s population, divided roughly in half between Christians and Muslims, is deeply
conservative, with widespread hostility to homosexuality in both religious communities.
In a poll on homosexuality conducted in 39 countries and published last June by the Pew
Research Global Attitudes Project, 98 percent of Nigerians — more than any other
population surveyed — answered “no” to the question “Should society accept
homosexuality?”

RUSSIA: Russia's Church urges gay sex ban referendum
Yahoo! News (10.01.2014) - Russia's powerful Orthodox Church proposed Friday a
referendum on banning gay relations in the face of Western pressure over human rights
ahead of next month's Winter Olympics in Sochi.
The Church's abrupt intervention came amid a growing debate over whether the Kremlin
should mount a firmer defence of traditional values that many in the overwhelmingly
conservative country view as coming under attack from Europe and the United States.
Church spokesman Vsevolod Chaplin pointed to polls showing more than half of Russians
viewing homosexuality as either an illness or a crime as a sign that the country was
ready to revert to a Soviet-era homosexual ban.
"There is no question that society should discuss this issue since we live in a democracy,"
Chaplin told the online edition of the pro-government Izvestia daily.
"For this reason, it is precisely the majority of our people and not some outside powers
that should decide what should be a criminal offence and what should not," he said.

High-profile global celebrities and sports stars have already urged athletes attending
the February 7-23 Olympic Games on the Black Sea coast to show their support for
Russia's lesbian-gay-bisexual-transgender (LGBT) community by flashing protest signs.
Their call came after President Vladimir Putin last year signed fast-tracked legislation
making it illegal to "promote" same-sex relationships in front of minors.
Chaplin -- an outspoken but also influential Church figure who airs weekly shows on state
TV -- claimed that most countries viewed homosexuality as a crime.
"I am convinced that such sexual contacts should be completely excluded from the life of
our society," said the Church spokesman.
"If we manage to do this through moral pressure, all the better. But if we need to revert
to assistance from the law, then let us ask the people if they are ready for this."
The Soviet Union criminalised homosexuality in 1934 at the height of repressions by
Joseph Stalin that saw millions die in labour camps.
Post-Soviet Russia quietly repealed the law in 1993 while still allowing officials in big
cities such as Moscow to ban gay pride parades and other displays of homosexual rights.
Most Russians back gay ban
A study conducted by the independent Levada centre a month after the "homosexual
propoganda" ban's adoption showed only one in five Russians believe that people were
actually born gay.
More than a third said homosexuality should be treated medically and 13 percent backed
the idea of making it a crime -- results suggesting that Chaplin's proposal would pass
easily if ever put to a vote.
The Kremlin did not immediately respond to the Chaplin's suggestion. But a prominent
member of Putin's ruling party who oversees parliament's legislative committee said
international treaties adopted by Russia made passage of such a ban unlikely.
"We have moved on from those times," Pavel Krasheninnikov told the Interfax news
agency.
"It is absolutely clear that such a law will not be adopted -- in part because of our
international obligations," he said in apparent reference to the European Convention on
Human Rights.
Some members of Russia's LGBT still treated Chaplin's comments as part of a worrying
trend that has seen opposition views suppressed under Putin's 14-year rule.
"If you stage a referendum in Russia, 90 percent would back both the death penalty and
the idea of shooting all homosexuals," gay pride parade organiser Eduard Murzin said in a
telephone interview.
"By discriminating against minorities, the authorities want to deflect attention away from
other problems," Murzin said.
Prominent Russian LGBT leader Nikolai Alexeyev said the Church spokesman appeared to
be lobbying the Kremlin to back his idea.

"It may be that the authorities do not want to do this ... because this would only escalate
tensions between Russia and the West," said Alexeyev.
"But these people are trying to give the idea a push," Alexeyev told AFP.

EUROPE: A Chronology of LGBT rights in Europe
HRWF (18.12.2013) –
342 – Emperors Constantinus II and Constans condemn male same-sex marriage as
“unnatural” and make it punishable by death.
390 – Emperors Valentinian II, Theodosius I and Arcadius announce that any male
“acting the part of a woman” in homosexual sex would be publicly burned alive.
693 – The Sixteenth Council of Toledo reaffirms the penalty of castration for homosexual
acts.
1179 – The Third Lateran Council of Rome decrees excommunication for sodomites.
1232 – Beginning of the Inquisition in the city-states of Italy, where banishment,
amputation and even burning was directed for in some cities for sodomites. Similar
penalties were implemented in France soon thereafter.
1483 – Beginning of the Inquisition in Spain, in which sodomites were stones, castrated
and burned. Between 1540 and 1700, more than 1600 were prosecuted for sodomy.
1532 – The Holy Roman Empire makes sodomy punishable by death.
1533 – English King Henry VIII passes the Buggery Act, making all male homosexual
activity punishable by death (later repealed, then reinstated, depending on who was on
the throne).
1620 – Brandenburg-Prussia criminalizes sodomy, making it punishable by death.
1785 – British philosopher and social reformer Jeremy
liberalisation of laws prohibiting homosexual acts in England.
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1791 – Penal Code of France legalises all sexual acts between consenting adults, making
France the first country in the modern world to decriminalize homosexual relations.
1836 – The last known execution for homosexuality in Great Britain.
1867 – Karl Heinrich Ulrichs advocates the legal recognition of homosexual rights in
Germany, urging the repeal of anti-homosexual laws
1869 – In the writings of Karl-Maria Kertbeny, the term “homosexuality” appears for the
first time as part of his classification of sexual types. Kertbeny also posited that
homosexuality was natural for some, contradicting the dominant view at the time that
homosexual acts were morally evil.
1895 – The trial of Oscar Wilde results in his being prosecuted under the Criminal Law
Amendment Act of 1885 for "gross indecency" and sentenced to two years hard labour in
prison.

1897 – Magnus Hirschfeld founds the Scientific Humanitarian Committee to organise for
homosexual rights and the repeal of Germany’s infamous Paragraph 175.
1897 – George Cecil Ives organises the first homosexual rights group in England,
the Order of Chaeronea.
1907–1909 – The Harden-Eulenburg Affair in Germany led to one of the first major
public discussions of homosexuality in Germany.
1917 – The October Revolution in Russia repeals the country’s criminal code, including
its prohibition of homosexual relationships.
1919 – Different From the Others, one of the first films to be openly sympathetic
towards homosexuals, is released in Germany.
1933 – The Nazi regime begins its assault on homosexual men, arresting some 100 000
between 1933 and 1945, of whom thousands are sentenced and sent to concentration
camps. Many were especially targeted in the camps for ill treatment and sent to their
death.
1946 – "COC" (Dutch acronym for "Center for Culture and Recreation"), one of the
earliest homophile organizations, is founded in the Netherlands. It is the oldest surviving
LGBT organization.
1952 – Christine Jorgensen (George William Jorgensen, Jr.) becomes the first widely
publicized person to have undergone sex reassignment surgery, creating an international
sensation.
1969 – The Stonewall riots occur in New York, considered to be the single most
important event that spurred the creation of the modern movement for gay and lesbian
rights, including in Europe.
1970 – The first LGBT Pride Parade is held in New York; Carl Wittman writes A Gay
Manifesto.
1972 – Sweden becomes the first country in the world to allow transsexuals to legally
change their sex and to provide free hormone replacement therapy. Sweden also lowered
the age of consent for same-sex relations to age 15, making it equal with that of
heterosexuals.
1973 – The American Psychiatric Association removes homosexuality from its Diagnostic
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM-II).
1979 – The Netherlands becomes the first country in the world to allow limited rights for
same-sex couples, providing civil status in rent law.
1979 - Sweden became the first country in the world to remove homosexuality as an
illness.
1988 – Sweden is the first country to pass laws protecting homosexuals regarding social
services, taxes, and inheritances.
1989 - Denmark is the first country in the world to enact registered partnership laws for
same-sex couples, with most of the same rights as marriage, excluding the right to
adoption and the right to marriage in a church.
1992 – World Health Organization removes homosexuality from its list of diseases
1993 – Norway becomes the second country in the world, after Denmark, to legally
recognise same-sex partnerships.

1997 – Sweden and The Netherlands also recognise same-sex partnerships.
1999 – France establishes PACS - Pacte civil de solidarité – which recognises civil
partnerships, regardless of their sex.
2000 – Belgium likewise establishes a national registry for civil partnerships, regardless
of their sex.
2001 – Germany recognises “life partnerships.”
2001 – Queen Beatrix of The Netherlands signs into law the first same-sex marriage bill
in the world.
2003 – Belgium becomes the second country, after The Netherlands, to legalise samesex marriage.
2004 – Luxembourg passes its civil partnership law.
2005 – The United Kingdom also approves the legal recognition of civil partnerships,
while Spain establishes provisions for same-sex marriage.
2006 – The Czech Republic legally recognises civil partnerships.
2007 – Switzerland passes its civil partnership law.
2009 – Hungary legalises civil partnerships.
2009 – Norway and Iceland approve the right to marriage for homosexual couples.
2009 – Iceland elects the world’s first openly gay head of government, Prime Minister
Jóhanna Sigurðardóttir
2010 – Ireland passes its civil partnership law.
2010 – Portugal extends the right to marriage to same-sex couples.
2010 – Council of Europe’s Committee of Ministers issues recommendations to combat
discrimination on grounds of sexual orientation or gender identity.
2011 – Council of Europe’s Convention on preventing and combating violence against
women and domestic violence explicitly addresses discrimination based on gender
identity.
2012 – Denmark affirms the right to marriage for same-sex couples, including their right
to be married in the state church.
2013 – France approves marriage for same-sex couples.
2013 – Queen Elizabeth gives her Royal Assent to the government’s legislation to
approve same-sex marriages for England and Wales, effective 2014.
Excerpt from LGBT People, the Religions & Human Rights in Europe, 2013, Human Rights
Without Frontiers. Copies of this paper can be obtained from www.amazon.com.

