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Abstract
The following paper charts the political campaign history of
Scottish Lesbian and Gay activists over approximately two
decades. It pays particular reference to organisations such as the
Scottish Minorities Group (1969-78) and its successor, the
Scottish Homosexual Rights Group (1978-92). These selforganised Lesbian and Gay groups - which continue today as
Outright Scotland - represented an unusual, and often
anomalous, continuity as they frequently worked alongside
rather more short-lived groups. Material fTom the Outright
archives, SMG/SHRG publications and interviews with activists
will be utilised to illustrate the changing aims and tactics of
these groups over the period under consideration.
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PREFACE
This paper brings together the history of lesbian and gay activism in Scotland
for the first time. It sets out to explore the scope of that activism and the major
issues that arose in the movement between 1969 and 1992.
Our experience of struggle is unique, both in terms of the Scottish political
scene and the international lesbian and gay movement.
The primary
importance of bringing this history together lies in its relevance for lesbian and
gay acti ists today. While each generation of activists face new challenges
their tasks can only be achieved by an understanding of the successes and
fai lures of previous lesbian and gay movements Without an understanding of
our history we will be doomed to repeat it.
. An analysis of the lesbian and gay movement also raises important issues for
all people in Scotland. The relationship between the State and the individual,
the treatment of Scotland by the Westminster Parliament and the role of
Scottish "culture", and in particular the influence of the Church of Scotland, has
an impact on all Scottish politics.
In the Introduction, some of the general lessons of the lesbian and gay
movement are briefly explored. The context in which lesbian and gay
organisations formed in Scotland is compared to the context in America and
England.
The specific concerns of, and influences upon, the Scottish
movement are considered and the di fferent approaches to working for political
change considered.
The paper then goes on to look at speci fic area of campaigning and at the
internal discussions and disputes of the movement. I have deliberately sought
to cover a wide range of campaign issues, giving a few specific examples of
each. 'ach of these areas could sustain detailed examination and it is one of
the aims of this paper to encourage others to take up this task.
In this paper, information about the Scottish Minorities Group/Scottish
I10mosexual Rights Group (SMG/SHRG) predominates not only because of
the importance of these organisations but also because smaller activist groups
tend to be short-lived and poorly financed, leaving behind less evidence of their
existen e for the researcher to uncover. The information in this paper favours
Edinburgh for a number of reasons. Although formed in Glasgow, SMG

proved to be stronger in Edinburgh during the late 1970s and 1980s and,
therefore, the material preserved in the Outright archive tends to reflect
Edinburgh concerns. This should not be taken as an indication that the story of
lesbian and gay life in other centres, or indeed in rural areas does not warrant
research but that, unfortunately it is beyond my present means. I
Perhaps the most significant weakness of the paper is on the question of the
involvement of women in the movement. While I have tried to address this
issue to some extent, any analysis of that role would require a detailed
exploration of the women's movement in Scotland, a task out-with the scope of
this paper.
1 would very much welcome feedback on the issues raised in this paper.
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INTRODUCTION
The early lesbian and gay movement in Scotland arrived late in comparison to,
for example, England and the US. When the first homophile meeting in
Scotland took place in Glasgow in February of 1969, the seminal moment of
the modern movement, the Stonewall riots, was only five months away. This
timing was to have a profound effect on lesbian and gay politics in Scotland.
The movement in England had begun in the late 19505 in the wake of the
Wolfenden Report I with the formation of the Homosexual Law Reform
Society (HLRS) which worked for reform of the legal position of male
homosexuals. In the early 1960s, the Minorities Research Group (MRG) was
formed to publish Arena Three, a monthly journal by and for lesbians.
Neither of these organisations organised in Scotland.

In America, the Mattachine Society was formed in 1951 by a group of men
influenced by the Stalinists of the Communist Party. By the time of the
Stonewall riots, America had a number of reformist organisations for
homosexuals with differing political influences. 2
As shown below, the only organisation in Scotland to pre~date 1969 was The
Bachelor Clan which operated purely as a contact organisation with no agenda
for social change. When the concept of gay liberation swept Europe in the
early 1970s there was no reformist tradition in Scottish lesbian and gay politics
either to reject or to build upon. This meant that rather than having a division
of labour, with one organisation working on welfare and pastoral, and one
working on law reform and other social issues, SMG took on all of these tasks.
This process waS exacerbated by continuing illegality, by emigration of
lesbians and gay men to the freer atmosphere of London and other English
cities, by the negative innuencc of the church in Scottish life and by smaller
concentrations of population} It was also strengthened by the outlook of
those involved in SMG who sought to maintain its all~embracing role.
Throughout SMG's history a number of radical activists have come forward to
work for relatively short periods of time only to be frustrated by its slowmoving nature.
The Christian church, both Catholic and Protestant, played a major role in
SMG. The first public meeting-places ofSMG in both Glasgow and Edinburgh
were in church owned properties, secured through the good offices of clerics.

Some clergy, gay and straight, played an important role in developing SMG
throughout the 19705 and in taking on arduous leadership roles 4
As a reformist organisation, SMG set out to change society only in relation to
its treatment of homosexuals; the question of why lesbians and gay men were
oppressed was largely seen as irrelevant. Given this viewpoint it is unsurprising
that the angry, direct action politics of Gay Liberation Front (GLF) mel with a
degree of hostility from the ever respectable SMG.
SMG was often successful in achieving progress for lesbians and gay men in
Scotland in its own terms. Largely through its work, limited decriminalisation
for male homosexual acts was introduced in 1981 and in its wake commercial
lesbian and gay venues opened in many major towns. But this very success led
to a dramatic fall in SHRG membership from a high of about I 100 members
(mostly "recruited" through discos) in 1981/2 to only a few hundred in 1983/4
and only 45 members at the end of the 19805.
[n an SMG organised debate in 1977, David Evans, a GLF influenced critic of
SMG, argued the need for an alternative organisation that would provide a focus
for a radical approach to gay liberation. Evans further provided a detailed
analysis of the dangers inherent in SMG's reformist outlook:
"... I believe that its [SMG's] adherence to
ideologies of reform and respectability are harmful to the longterm condition of homosexuals, subtly altering but not relieving
the oppression ... and subtly developing homosexual life-styles
according to the constraints of lhe heterosexual environment,
rather than according to the demands of homosexuals
themselves."S
This analysis of SMG's role echoed GLF's analysis of the oppression of
lesbians and gay men by society. This agenda is pursued today by the "Queer"
political movements in America and England.
In the last part of this paper, "SMG/SHRG 'Offshoots"', I argue that although in
virtual hibernation during much of the 19805, SMG had, none the less, helped
sow the seeds of a number of successful organisations which were active during
that period. A non lesbian or gay group which to some degree built on the
work of SMG during the 19805 was the Edinburgh Bisexual group. Their
inclusion within the lesbian and gay movement points, I believe, to a possible

future direction orthe movement.
That possible future direction is reflected in an important theoretical argument
currently in progress between lesbian and gay academics on the nature of
categories of sexual orientation 6 In essence, the argument is between those
who believe that there are pan-historic and pan-cultural categories of sexuality
and those who argue that categories of sexuality are socially constructed and
therefore culturally spcci lie.
This complex argument is acted out day to day by anyone who seeks to define
their sexuality as bisexual, lesbian, gay, straight, or anything else. Many
people have an unnerving habit of moving between categories or identifying
with more than one (or worse still, rejecting these categories entirely!).
While recognising the central importance of a gay male or lesbian identity for
himself and others, Jeffrey Weeks has called this identity a "necessary
fiction,,7 To go forward, I believe, lesbian and gay activists have to recognise
the advantages of applying that "necessary nction" selectively. In "allowing"
bisexuals recognition as part of the lesbian and gay movement without them
identifying, necessarily, as lesbian or gay, SHRG has exposed the fiction for
what it is.
Just as individuals do not always conform to anyone of the categories laid
down, then sexual reform organisations should not seek to be exclusionary.
Anyone who is oppressed because of their sexuality should be entitled to join
the struggle to resist and overcome that oppression. Some moves towards this
have been made in London where Sarlo-masochists. gay, lesbian, bisexual and
straight have joined forces to campaign against the implications of the rul ing in
the Operation Spanner case which removed consent as a defence against assault
charges in relation to sexual activity.
It will still remain important for activists to be able to meet as bisexuals,
lesbians and so on. but a united front, "polymorphous perverse" approach to
fundamentally challenge sexual mores will have more likelihood of success.
By stressing the fact that capitalist society perverts everyone's sexuality we
show that it is in everyone's interest to joint the fight against these outdated
mores. This understanding, central to the Gay Liberation Front's philosophy in
the 19705, is essential if the lesbian and gay movement is to move beyond the
limitations of reformism.

THE EARLY YEARS
Before 1969
The "scene" for gay men before 1967 is described by "Agatha" in a short piece
in Gay Scotland. Here, she describes the defiant drag of the nineteen forties,
fifties and sixties and the long list of Edinburgh pubs which were popular for a
while among homosexuals. The more diftlcult side of life is also highlighted.
"On one memorable occasion a Glasgow party was
raided by the police. An Edinburgh group arrived by car outside the
house just in time to see sixty of their friends being loaded into
Black Marias. Next day they appeared, six of them in drag, before
the local Magistrate charged with breach of the peace. The Daily
Express had a field-day with names and addresses and photographs
of the drag queens coming out of court. Unfortunately several of our
number lost their jobs as a result of this exposure." I
"Agatha" also notes that homosexuals and lesbians seemed to have no social
contact with one another until the beginning ofSMG.
In England, however, following the Wolfenden Report in 1957 calling for
changes in the law concerning homosexuality, the atmosphere became slightly
easier for the setting up of groups and publications for homosexual men and
women. The HLRS, and its associated charity the Albany Trust, came into
existence in London in 1958 2 The HLRS produced a journal Man & Society
throughout the sixties. From 1963 a monthly journal Arcna Thrcc was.
produced by a group of "homosexual women" working as the Minorities
Research Group.
These groups, although they would have received and answered
correspondence from Scottish readers, did not exist outside of London, and, in
the case of HLRS, North-West England. However, two would-be founding
members of SMG had had contact with HLRS and when a social worker who
had worked with 1-ll...RS moved to Glasgow the scene was set for the
establishment of Scotland's first homophile reform organisation.
The Bachelor clan
The tirst avowedly homophile organisation to come into existence in Scotland
was The Bachelor Clan, which operaled for about 18 months during 1968170.
6

"[The Clan] ...came into being as a correspondence club to provide
an honest opportunity for gay men to gel in touch with one another.
It was conceived as a Scottish antidote (hence Clan, not Club) to the
mainly English-based advertisements carried
the rather
clandestine male magazines that existed at that time."

bJ

The clan was established by Father John Breslin, a gay cleric, who was to
become SMG secretary for several years during the 1970s. The Clan was
simply a correspondence club, and in 1970, Father Breslin closed the group,
encouraging its members to join SMG. He believed, that SMG would, in time,
be better suited to provide social contact for gay men.
Settjng up the Scottish Minorities Group
The founding group of individuals who met in February 1969 were all male 4
They took the name Scottish Minorities Group as they felt that the word
"homosexual" might intimidate people and from the beginning SMG was an
organisation for, rather than exclusively of, homosexuals. Four closely related
areas of work would present themselves to the fledgling SMG.
Efforts would have to be made to secure a degree of decriminalisation of male
homosexual activity in Scotland as in England. Places where lesbians and gay
men could meet in relative safety and comfort would have to be established.
Support and encouragement for the isolated and confused lesbians and gay men
who were coming forward would have to be provided. The attitude of the
public or at least of the people with power (the pol ice, courts, media, churches,
doctors etc.) would have to be changed. All of this work would at least have to
be started before large numbers of lesbians and gay men could be empowered
to palticipate in the efforts for better treatment of their own kind. S
The Early Work ofSMG
As SMG membership slowly increased during the early 1970s the group could
begin to act on its aims. The work of SMG can be broken down into three
areas; counselling and befriending, campaigning, and social activities. 6
A Correspondence Club was established, along-side a small number of
telephone hclplincs, which provided a safe point of contact for those too
isolated or fearful of contacting the gay scene directly. This work was
influenced directly by the approach of institutions such as the Church and the
medical profession which saw homosexuals as people who had to be cared for.
The move away from this patronising approach was an important test for SMG

which caused tension between it and some representatives of the "professional"
carers. 7
When SMG began to organise social activities in the early 1970s there were no
open lesbian or gay venues. In running one-off or regular discos in a series of
venues in a number of major towns, SMG were often overwhelmed by the
popularity of these events which significantly boosted group membership and
funds. A later development was the purchasing of premises for SMG run gay
centres, firstly in Glasgow then, in 1975, in Edinburgh. Cecil Sinclair writes in
Gay Scotland that:

The story ofNo.60 [The Edinburgh Centre] is so full of melodrama,
crisis, farce and conflict that it requires a book of its own, but suffice
to say that its main street location and consequent hassles brought
gay people in Edinburgh to positive public attention and life was
never the same again. 8
The campaigning work in early years was primarily focused on law reform
which is detailed below.

g

GROUPS OTHER THAN SMG/SHRG
Dozens of small groups of lesbians and/or gay mcn have been formed in
Scotland through the years since 1969. Lesbians and gay men have come
together on the basis of their shared church or trade union membership or the
fact that they are mothers or football supporters. Whilst all these groups have
an importance for the lesbian and gay movement as a whole we will only
consider here 50l11e of those groups which sought to have an impact on lesbian
and gay politics.
Gay I,jberalioo Front
The GLF in Edinburgh, apparently the only one in Scotland, was set lip in early
1971 and was active until 1973. One rare example ofjoint work with SMG was
in the summer of 1971 when the Traverse theatre organised a public "Trial" of
society's treatment of homosexuals. The motion was "That all discrimination
against homosexuals at work and at leisure should cease". Two speakers
representing SMG and one representing GLF spoke in support of the motion,
and a Tory councillor and two psychiatrists spoke against. An anonymous
report of the trial in SMG News thought that "GLF perhaps damaged their
image by being too vociferous and militant.." in response to the Tory councillor
referring to homosexuals as "so-called human beings".

The initial response from SMG to the selling up of GLF had been cold, if not
hostile. SMG sent six members along to the inaugural meeting of Edinburgh
GLF not to welcome the growth in lesbian and gay activism but to clearly
outline the difference between the two groups. GLF found its politics attacked
in the pages of SMG News by SMG members complaining that GLF wanted to
take lesbians and gay men out of society rather than integrating. (In reality,
GLF wanted to change society rather than integrate on the oppressors terms.)
Relations were wanner between GLF and SMG in 1972 although no further
joint efforts were reported. In October 1975 the activists previously known as
Edinburgh GLF wrote to SMG to say that they were setting up as Homosexuals
for Socialist Revolution which was to be a discussion and pamphlet writing
group replacing GLF. How active this group was is difficult to gauge as I have
been unable to locate any reference to their work in the gay press or locate any
pamphlets written by the group.
The need to address the polities of the GLF would seem to have had more of an
impact on the lesbian and gay movement in Scotland that did the group itself.
In many ways GLFs in America and in England were the driving forces behind
9

the open and overtly political lesbian and gay movements of the eighties and
nineties I. The insistence that society had to change to accommodate the needs
of people rather than people changing to accommodate to the dictates of
"straight" society made the growth of GLF frightening for the reformist
organisations such as SMG.
Scottish Ilesbian Feminists
The Scottish Lesbian Feminists was a separatist group set up in 1975 in
Edinburgh by a number of women who had felt marginaiised at the 1974
(Edinburgh) international Gay Rights Congress. They called their journal Red
Herring in honour of the two organisers of the congress, Ian Dunn and Derek
Ogg, who suggested that disputes about feminism had been "red herrings" at
the congress. In the first issue of this journal, the SLF stated "We believe that
there is a fundamental unity between the aims of the gay right's movement and
the women's liberation movement" They intended to spend their time
"Discussing sexual politics and fighting cases of discrimination against lesbians
in the fields of employment, education, housing etc..",2
Their journal does not report any fighting of cases and by the fourth issue SLF
were answering criticisms of elitism by aLtacking the complacency of other
women and saying that they had received no feedback al all on the previous
issue of Red Herring, Although the collective that produced Red Herring
wound themselves up after a year of publication, SLF was slill active as a group
within the women's movement several years later. 3
Radical Gay Men's Group
Issue # I of Red Herring also carried a statement announcing the formation of
the Radical Gay Men's Group (RGMG). Their statement attacked what they
called "the Gay Reform Movement" for not spending enough of its time dealing
with its own sexism. However, they would "support the 'Gay Reform
Campaign', in so far as we are aware of the limitations of legislation." These
men hoped to "work" closely with SLF but as the only "work" suggested was
the holding of discussion groups, and the men recognised that "of fundamental
necessity" the SLF must meet and organise autonomously of men, it is not clear
what this joint "work" was to have been. There was no fUrlher mention of this
group in later editions of Red Herring.
Scottish Gay Activist's Alliance
The GAA came out of the National Gay News Defence Campaign which
organised support during 1977 for the newspaper in the face of the attack by
10

Mary Whitehouse. 4 There were three groups operating in 1977/8 in Aberdeen,
Edinburgh and Glasgow. One copy of the Edinburgh group's newsletter shows
that their work included support for the National Abortion Campaign and
efforts to get Gay News into the Central Lending Library.
Trade 'lllion Group for Gay Rights
In October 1979 SHRG organised two Trade Union Day Schools on the subject
"Gay Rights at Work" ror trade union delegates in Edinburgh and Glasgow.
The Schools, which had the backing of the respective Trades Councils, heard
the experiences of lesbians and gay men of oppression in their lives and
discussed how the trade union movement could organise in support of its
lesbian and gay members. S From these schools a Trade Union Group for Gay
Rights was set up, working mainly in Edinburgh, Glasgow and Aberdeen,
which raised the profile of lesbians and gay men in the trade unions for about a
year before losing momentum.
Labour Campaign for I.esbian and Gay Rights
From the mid to late 1970s, lesbians and gay men seeking to influence both the
trade unions and the Labour party in Britain had organised as Lesbian and Gay
Socialists before it became the Labour Campaign for Lesbian and Gay Rights
(LCLGR) in the early I 980s. These groups organised in major towns and cities
in England and Scotland. They met sporadically, often coming to life when a
particular dispute motivated people to work on trade union or Labour party
Issues.
Lesbians and Gays Support the Miners
The high point of contact with the Trade Union movement was the support
given through LGSM during the 1984/5 strike. As recently as 1982, at an
Edinburgh march in support of National Health Service workers, Tue stewards
had tried to eject a Lesbian and Gay Youth Movement banner because they
"grossly offended the miners.. 6 Recognising the oppression that had come
from sections of the trade union movement, Lothian LGSM intervened in
support of the strike by arguing for the need to support the strike with people at
gay pubs and by insisting that the money raised be identified as "gay money"
when handed over to the miners. LLGSM adopted the Whitecraig pit near
Musselburgh and in the course of the year-long strike forged strong links with
the mining community while raising money and campaigning for the strike
centre 7 The intervention into the miners strike by 'out' lesbians and gay men
led to great advances in getting the rights of lesbians and gay men recognised as
a trade union issue.

"

Student 1esbjall and Gay Societies (Gaysocs)
One area in which (relatively) young lesbians and gays have successfully
organised are Gaysocs in Universities and Colleges. Although the membership
(and therefore the concerns) of these groups is constantly changing they have
usually had three aims; to provide support and consciousness raising to lesbian
and gay students, to provide social opportunities, and to campaign for better
treatment for lesbian and gay students. By their nature, Gaysocs are more Ouid
than other organisations and were often inOuenced by more radical, liberation
politics, especially during the 1970s and early 1980s8 By the early 1990s there
were over a dozen Gaysocs in Scotland making them the most widespread, if
heterogeneous, lesbian and gay organisations.
OTHERS
Another group set up in the 1970s was the St Andrews I.esbian feminists. In a
newsletter they declare that they formed as a discussion group and "to promote
lesbian feminist politics".9 An umbrella group called The Scottish Eight the
Clause Campaign (SFCC) was set up in Edinburgh in Spring 1988 to bring
together Scottish groups fighting Clause 28. 10 An informal group was also set
up in Edinburgh called SH.AG. which sought to mobilise people against Clause
28 when it became clear that the near moribund SI-IRG was not able to mount a
protest campaign.

12

LEGAL MATTERS
The provisions of the 1967 Act I deliberately limited themselves to England and
Wales. Scotland had lagged behind England in reform before. It was not until
1889 that the death penalty for sodomy was finally abolished in Scotland, some
27 years behind English reform.
SMG believed that progress in changing the societal position of homosexual
men and women in large part relied on some degree of decriminalisation. This

was the reason that SMG directed resources to law reform despite statements
from successive Solicitors General

fTom 1971 stating that no prosecutions were

to go ahead if homosexual acts were in private between over 21 year aids. Fear

of the law, whether implemented or not, often meant denial of services to

lesbians and gay men, from newspapers refusing to run advertisements for "ga~
natshares" to victims of extortion being unable to approach the police.
Alongside the fight for decriminalisation there were specific campaigns for
employment rights and protection from police entrapment and harassment.
Decrjmjnaljsatjon of male homosexual acts
The struggle to reform the laws relating to male homosexual acts was the

central item on SMG's political agenda. The provisions of the 1967 Act had
excluded Scotland and it was to take 10 years of work on SMG's part to get
even this limited reform extended to Scotland.
The law reform campaign had two approaches which would be used throughout
the 1970s. The lirst approach was to say that no matter what you might think
about the merits ofhornosexual activity, it was unjust and contradictory to have

a differcnt situation in Scol1and than in England and Wales. A number of MPs
and pcers were swayed by this approach and as there was little likelihood of
convincing the majority of parliamentarians to support equality in principle,
votes gathered on this basis were crucial to the eventual success of the
campaign. The second approach, and that naturally favoured by SMG, was to
argue that homosexual men and women should have equality of treatment

before the law. This approach essentially sought the extension of the 1967 Act
with a reduced age of gay male consent equal to that of heterosexual consent.

In 1971, SMG first targeted bodies such as the Scottish Council for Civil
Liberties (SCCL), seeking support for a campaign to introduce legislation and
began work on drafting a Sexual Offences (Scotland) Bill, which would
essentially bring the decriminalisation 1967 legislation to Scotland. However,
Il

the draft, which was published in 1973 3 , had one significant difference to the
1967 Act. That was that an age of consent at eighteen was proposed with a
defence that if the under age person was between sixteen and eighteen, and his
partner could prove that he had no cause to believe him to be under eighteen,
then no crime would have been committed. The Bill followed the 1967 Act by
specifically excluding the Armed Forces from its scope and used the offensive
legal term "defectives" when excluding people with learning disabilities from
the right to give consent.
As Peter Wallington set out in his commentary on the Bill :"The effect of this Bill is that it will no longer be all offence for
adults to engage in homosexual practises in private. provided the
parties consent and have the legal capacity so to do.... New
offences relating to public indecency and soliciting are created, and
existing offences are restricted so that homosexual conduct is not an
offence where heterosexual conduct of a similar nature would not
be (e.g. public kissing).,,4
Reaction to the draft Bill was mixed. Lord Arran, who had brought what was
to become the 1967 Act before the Lords, wrote supportively to SMG and
undertook to lind a Scottish peer to introduce an act but indicated that any
reduction in the age of consent from 21 might ruin the chances of a Bill.
Nicholas Fairbairn QC, at the time a vice-president or SMG, argued that as
prosecutions had virtually ceased for sexual activity in private for those over 21
then no attempt should be made to change the law.
Campaigning continued into 1973 with letters to all Scottish peers and MPs and
several meetings were held at Westminster. Standard letters were drawn up for
SMG members and others to send to their MPs calling on them to support a
change in the law. SMG secured the active support of a few Members and two
of these, Robin Cook and David Steel, were to become vice-presidents of the
group. In addition to this active support, many MPs and peers were to write to
SMG over the years pledging their votes ror law reform.
As the campaign continued into the following year, the "Joint Co-ordinating
Committee for Law Reform" was launched, made up of CHE, SMG and USFI.
The stance of this committee was for equality of age of consent at sixteen.
1975 saw the launch of a new Draft Sexual Orfences Bill (1975) published
14

jointly by CHE and SHRG which sought an age of consent for gay men at
sixteen but no change in the law regarding the armed forces. At this time
Robin Cook, an SI-IRG vice-president and consistent supporter of homosexual
law reform, let it be known that he would favour an age of consent of 18 but
remained to be convinced of the merits of 16. Again, a number of MPs and
peers approached hy SIIRG responded that they would support bringing
Scotland into line with England and Wales but would not support an age of
consent lower than 21.
The Sexual Offences (Scotland) Bill 1976 was seen by campaigners as a
dangerolls retrograde step for lesbians and gay men. The Bill had the effect of
re-enacting the 1885 Labollchcre amendment under which most proseclItions of
gay male activity occurred. As the bill was presented by the government as a
non-controversial consolidation measure, which introduced no new legislation.
it could not be amended during its passage through parliamcnt. Despite this
procedural difficulty a number of MPs, including Malcolm Rifkind and Robin
Cook. attempted to impede the Bill's progress. Activists feared that with this
re-enactment, prosecutions of consenting acts in private would begin again.
(As notcd above, since 1971 successive Solicitors General of Scotland had let it
be known that there were to be no prosecutions of consenting sexual activity, in
private hetween males over 21.) This fear was to prove unfounded but, none
the less. the passage of the Bill caused great concern.

Til 1977 all attempt was made by Lord Arran to lower the age of consent in
England to 18 years of age but this was defeated. Then, apparently without the
direct input of SI--mG, Lord Boothby attempted to introduce legislation which
would have the effect of extending the terms of the 1967 Act to Scotland.
Although this bid failed, it allowed SI-IRG to campaign in its support amongst
both public and parliamentarians whilst criticising the proposed age of consent
at 21.
In 1978 Cook introduced a private members bill, based on the 1967 Act, which
was lost in _the Commons as it was not supported by the then Labour
government) The failure of Cook's Bill highlighted two problems faced in
getting legislation through Parliament. Firstly, the Bill became a victim of an
inlcr-party stand-off. A Tory MP shouting "object" at its first reading not
because he did object but only because a Labour MP had shouted "object" to a
Tory private members Bill. That Labour MP had objected because another
Tory has objected to his earlier Bill!6 Secondly, the Bill faced the problem that
all the parties declared it a free vote. The following Friday, when Cook's bill
15

came up again, another English Tory "objected" but this time Cook suspected

that he had been 'put up to it' by the then leader of the SNP in the Commons,
one Donald Stewart 7 Despite an SNP MP sponsoring the Bill, another MP
from the same party was at liberty to destroy it.

SMG produced another draft bill in 1979, the "Bill to Amend the Sexual
Offences (Scotland) Act, 1976" which again included an age of consenl at 16.
This year also saw the arrival of the now hostile Nicholas Fairbairn as Solicitor
General. Fairbairn, who had advocated leaving the law in Scotland as it was,
had entirely changed his views on equality for lesbians and gay men since the

days when he had been a vice-president of SMG in the early 1970s. Despite
fears over Fairbairn's appointment, the long standing decision not to seek the
prosecution of gay male activity in private was continued.
1980 was to see the passing of an amendment to the Criminal Justice (Scotland)

Bill, put forward by Robin Cook, which would have the effect of bringing the
law on homosexual activity in Scotland into line with the 1967 act in England.
In doing so it replicated all that was wrong with the 1967 Act, in particular the
age of consent at 21. Cook apparently felt that the contentious aspect of the
Amendment was not that it was done at all but that it did not go far enough and
stated that:

"...he would like the age limit dropped to IS, but he had ·decided
that as a first step it would be less controversial to bring Scots law

into line with that of England."S
When the Bill passed into law in 1981, some gay men, in certain restricted
circumstances could engage in lawful consenting sexual activity in Scotland for
the first time.
During the course of its ten year campaign, SMG/SHRG had written many
thousands of letters to MPs and peers, followed up dozens of supportive
parliamentarians with fUl1her letters and at meetings, and encouraged individual
members to approach their own MP by letter or at surgeries.
StrasbQurg

On the 30th January 1979 three members of the SHRG National Executive
Committee, Derek Ogg, Ian Dunn and Sheila MacAskill, with SHRG support,
instigated an action at the European Commission on I-Iuman Rights against the
British government.
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The action is based on a breach of Al1jcle 8, which provides for the
respect for the private lives of citizens and proscribes
discrimination on grounds of sex, national minority or other
minority status.. This case will bring increased pressure on the
Government to recognise the need for reform
the Criminal Law
of Scotland which at present makes all homosexual sexual conduct
totally illega1 9

or

Derek Ogg. one of the applicants and legal adviser in the application was
quoted as saying
"If this action is successful - and we have a very strong case - it will
provoke the reform of the Law. The law bears harshly on gay
people whose only 'offence' is to love one another. It is our view
that the State has no right to enter the bedrooms orits citizens," I0
The application was essentially based on the unlawfulness of treating people
differently in Scotland by excluding them from the scope of the 1967 Act.
However, Ogg, when interviewed for the Edinburgh Student journal, stressed
that the aim was equality with heterosexuals and that the age of consent for
lesbians and gay men should be the same as that for heterosexuals. The case
did genernte some interest and newspaper coverage bUI ran out of time and was
dropped when il became clear that Robin Cook's amendment to extend the
terms of the 1967 aci to include Scotland would go through. Ogg, then
Chairman of the Dunfermline Young Conservatives, managed to aUract some
support for his stand among the party along with a number or attacks. I I

)

)

Employment
One of the most common and damaging manifestations or homophobia has
been the sacking ot"workers when their sexuality has become known. Lesbians
and gay men continue to be sacked because at" their sexuality but under
illegality it was much more difficult to organise support or to resist
management pressure. However, advice was sought from SMG by individuals
and Illany individual cases taken up by wriling letters of support or, where
appropriate, offering support through public statements.
One case laken up by SMG was against British I-lome Slores, who in early 1976
sacked a trainee manager at one of their English branches after he appeared on
a television program "admitting" thal he was gay. SMG wrote to the managers
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of Glasgow and Edinhurgh I3HS condemning their actions. Later that same
year, SMG wrote several times in support of a Sea Cadet trainer who had been
forced to resign. The Sea Cadet Corps conlinned that the man would not have
been asked to resign if he had not informed his employers of his
homosexuality. SMG argued for a change in the Corps' practise but could take
the issue no further.
Moving on from taking up individual cases, in 1977 SMG wrote to the central
office of the Industrial Tribunal Service inviting them to consider that
conviction undcr the Sexual Offences Act did not, in itself, make dismissal
from employmcllt "fair". Later that year, SMG joined forces with the Lothian
Regional Council branch ofNALGO to lobby for a change inlheir employment
policies to protect lesbians and gay men.
The most high profile employment case involving lesbian and gay activists was
the campaign against the sacking of John Saunders from his job with Scottish
National Camps in August 1979. SHRG strongly supported Saunders in his
Industrial Tribunal C<lse for unfair dismissal. J Ie was represented by Derek Ogg
of SHRG who argued that gay men posed no greater 'risk' to children than
heterosexual men, that Saunders' work generally did not call for him to be
working directly with young people, tlwt his work was of an acceptable
standard, and tl1nt Saunders had no criminal convictions. Despite these points
the Tribunal ruled that dismissal was fair.
"111 our view there is little doubt that a large number or employers
would take the same view as Mr Dinwiddie ISaunders emrlnyer]..
They hflVC no doubt that Mr Dinwiddie gClluincly felt: t.hat there was
a risk and l.llflt as an employer he was entitled to use his discretion
in rCt'lching a conclusion. I-Ie also had regard to the views, feelings
and rears of parents." 12
This ruling was upheld at appeal. Without any complaint of misconduct of any
kind it would be fair La sack a gay man from a job if it involved the possibility
of contact with young people.
The campaign was both a success and a failurc. The success lay in the fact that
the ease brought the SHRG, CHE, NIGRA, NCCL, SCCL and the Employment
Protection Appeal together to publicly campaign on Saunders' behalf. Their
joint campaign won support from many unions, the STUC and from Trades
Councils. Scores of MP's representing the three main parties expressed their

"

SUppOl1 following a successful Lobby Meeting at the I-louse of Commons
which called for a change in the law to protect lesbian and gay workers. The
case generated some coverage in the Scottish and British press which tended
towards neutral reporting rather than homophobic auacks, the exception being a
long strongly supportive picce by Bernard Levin in the Times. 13
Despite this success, the failure, of course, lay in the fact that the best efforts of
these organisations and individuals seemed to count for nothing as both the
Industrial Tribunal and the Employment Appeal Tribunal ruled that gay men
could be fairly dismissed if an employer believes that others might believe gay
men to be a threat to children.
Olher legal work
The extortion of money from gay men (and the cases which come to light seem
all to be concerning men although it presumably also affects women) has been
anothcr cause for concern for the movement in Scotland. One of the earliest
documents produced by SMG in 1969 detailed the experience of extortion
suffered by gay men. The continued total illegality of homosexual acts in
Scotland was identified as the main culprit although the difficulty for witnesses
in remaining anonymous at extortion trials was an additional campaign issue.
SMG also campaigned against the use of police agents provocateurs (or "Piss
Police") who entrap men in public places, by issuing warnings to gay men of
police activity at particular locations. The group has tried to raise publicly the
morality of pol icc cntrapment, especially in "victimless" crimes and by
highlighting the cost of having policemen "hanging Olit" inlOilets.
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MINORITIES WITHIN SMG
All lesbian and gay groups, either happily or reluctantly, have had to address
the role of "doubly oppressed" groups within its ranks. Women, black people
and young people sometimes have specific concerns that lesbian and gay
groups often rai I to meet.
WOlDen

Although Ouctuating over the years, from an analysis of SMG/SHRG's
membership figures the proportion of women involved throughout its existence
has generally been somewhere between 10- 20% of the membership. This was
so even when women had, at different times, their own space in the Edinburgh
centre, had close to 50% of pages in Gay Scotland 1, had their own women's
group with its newsletter and a small number of high profile women office
bearers.
The reasons for the relatively small number of women involved arc many_ It
may be argued thal the structure of SMG/SHRG, with its committees and
resolutions, favoured men who might be more conversant with that mode of
operation. The fnctthat n major part of the political work was the struggle for
the decriminalisntion of gay male activity could be seen <IS largely irrelevant to
women. It m"y be that it was, and remains, gcnerally morc difficult to be out as
a lesbian and. if married or with children, hardcr for a lesbian to make contact
with an organisation or a scene which operated mainly at night.
Additionally. because of sexism within the lesbian and gay movcment, some
women would find thnt they identificd more with the "straight" women's
movement rather than spending their energy in the battles between gay men and
lesbians. A small number of women membcrs of SMG left after the 1974
Congrcss to form Scottish Lesbian Fcminist, a separatist lesbian organisation.
As with issues of race, although the official position of SMG/SIIRG would be
opposed to sexism, little work was done to raise the awareness of thc issue
amongst its mcmbers for fear of driving people away. (Although, of course,
llill tackling the issuc was driving people awny!)
Black People
The SMG/SIIRG membership inevitably refleclcd the attitudes towards race
prevalent in society as a whole. In general the issue of racism within
SMG/SI-IRG was not addressed at all despite most activists having a personal
commitment to anti-racism.
The reasons for this range from the
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(misconceived) view that Scotland does not have a problem with racism, that
there were few if any black people in the organisation or on the scene, that it
may cause division amongst mcmbers "unnecessarily", or just that it was
impolite LO mention difference in Lhc first place.
However, in 1987 SHRG did lake a leading posiLion in the successful campaign
to have the Gay Association of South Africa (GASA) excluded from lLGA on
the grounds that GASA was a predominantly white group which did not take an
anti-apartheid stance 2 SHRG had opposed GASA's membership from 1983,
and in the struggle to expel GASA, SHRG supported other South African
groups, such as the Rand Gay Organisation (RGO), as having a "genuine multiracial membership and clear opposition to apartheid".) Th~y also publicised
and urged SUpp011 for, the case of Simon Nkoli, an RGO member on trial for
his life lor protesting against aparthcid. 4 At the 1987 ILGA conference the
vote to suspend GAS A was won and shortly after this GASA collapsed thus
removing the issue from the agenda. This campaign is seen as one of the most
effective ofSHRG's in the international gay movement although the work done
on il was limiled to a few leading members or the group.
VQllnp people
YQung people (lhere has never been a satisfacLOry definilion of the term) were,
of course, active in SMG, GLF, Gaysocs and most other groups. Several
attempts wt:re, however, made by SMG to sct up youth groups in the 1970s but
none became established. On the one hand self organised groups had all the
attendant problems of lack of consistency and leadership. On the other, youth
groups set up under the "care" of prQfessionals from ego a social work
background had the problem that few young people wanl lo be policed in this
manner.
During the 19805 the Edinburgh and Lothian Lesbian and Gay Youth
Movement (ELLGYM) managed to sustain activity over a few years, as did
youth groups in London and other English cities. ELLGYM organised a series
of annual conferences under the title "Corrupted YOlllh", and held weekly
meetings. These meetings would be organised around a lOpic, cg Age of
Consent, Sexual Fantasy. CQming Out and WQuid be followed by socialising in
a gay pub. The group was supported by SHRG, which offered a meding space
and, for some time, lelephone facilities fQr a help-line. but it remained
independent (and at times somewhat hostile to) SHRG. The group edited a
Youth Page in Gay Scotland reflecting the concerns of lesbian and gay youth.

"

THE SEXUAL DIASPORA
I\s touched on in the introduction to this pnpcr. the question of defining
categories of sexuality, frolll which pcople are invited to chose. is fraught with
problems. A woman may define as a lesbian whilst having sexual relationships
with men. A man may define as bisexual yet only ever have sex with members
of one sex. Olher men have sex with men but do not define themselves as gay
or bisexual. The lesbian and gay movement has adopted many positions on
who is eligible to join. Generally it has been a question of self definition. If
you identify as lesbian or gay you arc lesbian or gay.!

In the 19705 SMG went further. If a group of people did not generally identify
as lesbian or gay. but were oppressed because of their sexuality, they were
offered support in setting up organisations. This position changed in the early
1980s when bisexual men and women sought and won a place in SIIRG.
Transyestites :lIld Transsexuals
Throughout their existence, the befriending services of SMG found that they
were being appronched for support by TVs and TSs, most of whom identified
as heterosexual. During the seventies several TVn"Ss groups had set up in
Scotland but these had proved to be short lived. Several attempts had been
made by SMG and Gay Switchboard at supporting individual TVrrSs to
organise support groups for themselves. These attempts had been motivated by
a mixture
wanling to provide support for another sexual minority and
concern at Switchboard's time being taken up by people who identified as
heterosexual but had no other means of getting support. This strategy bore fruit
in 1983 when a befriender from Edinburgh Gay Switchboard was able to
support rhe setting up of n TV/TS group which went on to operate in Scotland
for a number of ycars and produced the journal Tartan Skirt.

or

Pederasts
During the 19705, discussion on the rights of young people to express their
sexuality and 10 chose to have sex was much more open than in the 19805 and
19905. In comlllon with many other groups (eg the NCCL) SMG was open to
debate on this malter and on the oppression of pederasts and paedophiles.
A small number of pederasts within SMG were supported in 1974 in selting up
the group which was to become the Pacdophile Information Exchange when it
transferred to London the following year. The altitude ofSMG members to the
subject of pederasty was mixed with a steady number of letters lO Gay

Scotland cither in support of~ or protest at, its perceived support for pederasts.
Some SMG members thought that pederasts were legitimate members of the
lesbian and gay community to be defended against attack. Others saw
pederasts as an oppressed sexual minority who therefore should be supported to
some extent but kept separate from SMG/SHRG. Some would see all sexual
activity under the age of consent as child abuse to be condemned. Others
opposed giving support to pederasts not on principle but because it would give
"us" a bad name. Positions at opposite poles were adopted and no consensus
was round even among those activists prepared to address the issue.
SMG held occasional discussions on the issue of sexuality and young people
and Gay Scotland reviewed publications dealing with the issue but little other
work was done. The state attacks on PIE in the early Eighties, hostile press
coverage, and the development of an anti~choice philosophy in the feminist
movement which argues that people havc to be "protected" by denying them
the right to control over their bodies, destroyed any possibility of debate.
SHRG followed all other groups in Britain in allowing the debate to cease.
However, when in 1984 the Sunday Mail Imll1ched an attack on Ian Dunn,
founder mcmbcr of SMG and editor of Gay Scotland, accusing him (falsely) of
being a pederast, SI-IRG acted to support him. 2 A fund was set up to prosecute
the Sunday Mail for libel and Gay Scolland exposed the falsity or the rep0l1. 3
lan's case was undermined from within the gay movemcnt by an ,:lgent of the
Church and was ~lIowed to drop. The smear was effective to the extent that the
Labour Party removed Ian as its local council candidate.
Bisexuals
The Edinburgh Bisexual group was tanned in 1984 by particip<lllts in a
workshop on bisexuality at the Lesbian and Gay Socialist Conference. They
received practical support from SHRG in the form of free use of tile lesbian and
gay centre for meetings and the use of a phone for the bisexual helpline.
Unlike the paedophile and the TVrrS groups previously, the bisexual group
fought to be included in SHRG and for a short time organised the "Radical
Lesbian and Gay Identified Bisexual Movement" (the memorably named
RaLGI BiM). The process of inclusion was helped by the fact that a number of
the people involved in the bisexual group were also people who had worked for
a number of years in SI-IRG. Another reason put forward for the inclusion of
bisexuals in the lesbian and gay movement is that unlike other sexual
minorities, no-one in the bisexual movement identifies as "straight".4

SMG/SJ-IRG "OFFSHOOTS"
The lesbian and gay movement in Scotland suffered a sLeep decline in fortunes
in the early 1980s. Many of the more active groups (such as GLF) had
disappeared and SI-IRG's membership declined rapidly. Having been active,
and in its own terms successful, throughout the 19705 and then experiencing a
drastic decline in membership in the 19805, SHRG none the less could be said
to have prepared the way for a number of successful "ofr shoots". Whereas,
during thc 1970s SMG had sought, with varying success, to be all things to all
homosexuals, the 19805 saw the development of Gay and Lesbian
Switchboards, the establishment of Edinburgh's lesbian and gay book shop, and
of Scottish Ai,ls Monitor (SAM) - all independcnt of SHRG. The Gay
Scotland magazine. although owned by SHRG, enjoyed morc and morc
autonomy. This breaking up of tasks is further rcnected today in Outright
Scotland's affinity group approach where each group works with a high degree
of autonomy.
Gay Switchboards und I,eshjan l.incs
As we have seen, from its earliest days SMG/SHRG had as one of its central
aims the provision of a "welfare service" for lesbians and gay men facing
difficulty because of their scxuality. To this cnd, in Glasgow and Edinburgh,
learns of befricnocrs were formed by SMG members to offer face-to-face and
telephonc counsell in!>. Oy the late 1970s/early 1980s Gay Switchboards, with
teams of traincd befrienders, had been formed in several of the larger Scottish
towns as developments on the early pastoral work. One of tile aims in opening
centres in Glasgow and Edinburgh was to h~lVe "non threatening" places for
people to come to make contact with SMG hefricnders. For some SMG
activists befriending was their main focus of work as members. I
During the 19ROs, Edinburgh Gay Switchboard chose to become progressively
more independent from SI-IRG. recruiting befrienders and telephone
counsellors who were not members ofSHRG, and eventually moving out of the
Lesbian and Gay centre in I3roughton Street. 'rhere are currently Switchboards
covering twelve different geographical areas in Scotland as well as a bisexual
phoneline based in Edinburgh. None of these Switchboards now has any
formal ties with Outright Scotland.
Although it may be important for
switchboards to be independent of the ups and downs of the lesbian and gay
movement, reliance on funding, either from local or central government, may
be seen as only <] slightly less precarious existence. It should not be forgotten
that the undoubted success of these ventures owe a great deal to the work of

pioneers in the political gay rights movements of the 1970s.
Gay Scotland
The Gay Scotland (GS) magazine was launcht:d in the spring of 1982 as a twomonthly glossy2 GS had grown out of the duplicated SHRG newsletter which
was aimed mainly at members, and the publication of a morc public journal
represented a major step Corward for the group's work. The magazine was and
is owned by SHRG although control oC content in practise lies with those
volunteers who have been prepared to work on the magazine. This situation
has led Lo a high degree of autonomy fix GS.
From its 1982 launch, GS rapidly went on to provide a Llseful rorum ror
discussion. In a number of areas the GS editorial group has been able to be in
advance of SHRG although this led to some complaints in the letters pages that
the magazine was "too political" or "too left-wing". This was most clearly
shown in the attempts to get 50% or more coverage of women's issues in a
joumal predominantly read by men and owned by an organisation with little
inclination to address issues of sexism and with rew women members.
On only one occasion was there a direct clash between SHRG appointed
Directors and the cditorial group and (hat was in 1986 when the directors
censored an image in an article on censorship!3 Otherwise, however, the
magazine has been able to lead discussion and highlight issues of concern
unmolested by the morc conservative clcments in SHRG. GS is and has been
an important resource, especially for people living far from a major town.
Layender Menace/ West & Wilde
Lavender Menace book shop was set up in the autumll or 1982 by Bob Orr and
Sigrid Neilsen, both of whom had been active in the volunteer group that had
rlln the "Open Gayz" bookstall in the SHRG community centre in Edinburgh
and in SMG itself4 The book shop, now called West & Wilde, has been a
public point of conLact for people unable or unwilling to use (he gay scene and
has raised the profile of lesbians and gay men in the city. It has also, of course,
provided literature both for its Edinburgh customers and through mail order for
those further afield.
A great deal of bad lceling had accompanied the closing of "Open Gayz" in
1981. As with the GS team, the bookstall volunteers felt that they had the right
(0 determine how (hey worked within overall guidelines set by SHRG.
Although Bob Orr believes that it was the stocking of Socialist Worker
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(stocked on the grounds that it carried information on the women's liberation
movement) which caused the concern. it was a feminist "anti-"Christmas card
that was to be the focus of the crisis. The SIIRG executive felt that the card
might offend Christians using the centre and so banned it. When the right of
SHRG committee members to censor stock was upheld at the next AGM, the
bookstall collective felt that they could not work under these conditions.
Despite the obvious negative implications of SI-IRG bowing to the supposed
prejudices of Christian members this bre<lch did give rise to one of the most
important public lesbian and gay resources in Scotland. West and Wilde have
provided this resource much Illore successfully than could SI-IRG with its
dwindling mcmhership and resources.
SCQllish Aids Monitor
SAM came into being in 1983 at the initiative of some leading SHRG and
Switchboard members, including Derek Ogg, Simon Taylor and Nigel Cooke.
Their aim was "to collect, collate and disseminate accurate information on the
medical condition known as ATOS"S and to counter "widespread rumour and
misinformation in the national news medi<l 011 AIDS".
Although hath Gay Scotland and SHRG have addressed "Aids" related issues,
in the main they have left lhis work to lhe better resourced SAM, which has
been in <l position to access govcrnment and othcr funding. This position was
formalised as early as 1984 when SIIRG took a decision that it would
"recognise and support the work of the Scottish Aids Monitor".
SAM has gone on to he a sllccessful organisation providing a range of services
to people with "Aids" and has been in the forefront of providing safer sex
information to gay men. While there is no formal relationship between SAM
and SHRG a Ilumber of people central to SAM have also been active in
SMG/SIIRG. Again, as with other groups in this section, SAM has been able
to utilise the advances made by SMG/SIIRG in carrying out its work.
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CONCLUSION
This paper has shown, in broad outlint:. the areas of work eng"lged in by lesbian
and gay activists in Scotland between 1969 and 1992 and has considered some
of the more important debates and disputes within the movement It has also
sought to consider the effectiveness of the specific campaigns used to
exemplify the overall development or that nctivislll.
As we have seen, those forces and issues which impinge on the lives of all
individuals in Scotland have also had a profound effect on lesbians and gay
men. The peculiar role ortile Church, both Catholic and Protestant, in Scottish
society is highlighted in its impact on SMG/SIIRG in particular. The difficulty
in pressurising and changing a legal system controlled from England is
common to all political activism in Scotland.
A great deal has changed for lcsbians and gay mcn during this period.
Decriminalisation has led to a widespread lesbian and gay scenl.: in Scotland.
Some lesbians and gay men can live a much more 'out' existence, inspired by
'OUt' lesbian and gay singers. actors, etc.. Images of lesbinn and gay lives arc
available on television, thcatre and lilm. Trade unions have taken on a
commitment to the rights of lesbian and gay workers and many more people
than in the past can bc open about their sexuality at their place of work. These
and other gains have only comc about through the struggle of lesbian and gay
activists demanding both a place in society and that society change Lo meet
their needs.
Yet a greal deal has stayed the same. Lesbians and gay men are still silcked
from their jobs, denied services, and forced to conform to heterosexual norms.
Twenty gay men a year arc murdered in Britain as a result of homophobic
violence. Activists remain a tiny (and, I would argue, much diminished)
minority of those who are "out" as lesbians and gay men. Along with the
terrible impact of Aids have come attacks from the Right. These atlacks have
been both specific as, for example, the threatened denial of artificial
insemination for lesbians and in general through campaigns lor a return to
"basics" and "family values".
Lesbian and gay politics is a relatively new force having its roots in the last
century and only establishing itself in the last few decades. The study of our
movement is of an on-going process of consolidation and resistance which
offers new insight into queslions faced by all in our society.
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ABBREVIATIONS lISED
CHE
ELLGYM
GAA
GASA
GAYSOC
GLF
GS
I-ILRS
ILGA
LCLGR
[L]LGSM
MRG
NALGO
NCCL
NIGRA
PIE
RGMG
RGO
SAM
SCCI.
SFCC
SHRG
SLF
SMG
STUC
TS
TV
USFI

Campaign for Homosexual Equality
Edinburgh and Lothian Lesbian and Gay Youth Movement
Gay Activist Alliance
Gay Association of South Africa
[Student] Gay Society
Gay Liberation Front

Gay Scot land
Homosexual Law Reform Society
International Lesbian and Gay Association
Labour Campaign for Lesbian and Gay Rights
I Lothian J Lesbians and Gays Support the Miners
Minorities Research Group
National and Local Government Officers
National Council for Civil Liberties

Northern Irish Gay Rights Association
Pacdophile Information Exchange

Radical Gay (Men's) Group
Rand Gay Organisation
Scottish Aids Monitor
Scottish Council for Civil Liberties
Scottish right the Clause Campaign
Scottish Homosexual Rights Group

Scottish Lesbian Feminists
Scotti~h Minorities Group
Scottish Tmde Union Council
Transsexual
Transvestite
Union for Sexual Freedom in Ireland
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Here, for the first time, the history of
lesbian and gay activism in Scotland is
explored.
Our experience of struggle is unique, both
in terms of the Scottish political scene and
the
international
lesbian
and
gay
movement. The primary importance of
bringing this history together lies in its
relevance for lesbian and gay activists
today.
Material from Outright Scotland's archive,
lesbian
and gay publications and
interviews with activists are here used to
illustrate specific areas of campaigning
and internal discussion and dispute.
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