
PROPOSAL - There should be a 'gay pedofile (sic) caucus' within QLGA, with full veto rights. 

 

AIMS: 

a)PUBLICITY WORK - to try to counter the outrageous lies against peds, and the conditioned 

prejudices. 

b) CULTURAL WORK - to improve the availability of ped culture 

c) OUTREACH WORK - the most difficult, perhaps only to be tackled later in the caucus's 

existence - to try to reach and organise as many peds as possible. 

d) MOVEMENT WORK - to Keep in touch with the ped movement internationally, and promote 

communication between the ped and gay movements. 

 

('pedofile' is a self-defined spelling, 'ped’ the common abbreviation) 

 

Proposed;- Martin Burgess 

Seconded:- Aberystwyth Lesbian & Gay Society 

 

REASONS -  PEDS ARE AN ESPECIALLY OPPRESSED MINORITY 

 

1) How many years can YOU go to prison for organizing around your sexuality?  Tom O’Carroll   

(author  of 'Pedophilia,  the  radical case')  served two years  for helping organise the Pedophile 

Information Exchange. The charge was 'conspiracy to corrupt public morals'. What he had in fact 

done was help put peds in touch with each other. Any ped caucus could would receive 

harassment from the State. QLGA should stand up for the right of groups to organise, as did the 

Campaign Against Public Morals, during the PIE trials. - THE FIRST GOOD REASON 

2) Despite there being a large number of peds around, many very active in the lesbian & gay 

movement, we are underrepresented  in  OLGA,  The  totally  unwarranted hostility shown to a 

ped selling a non-ped magazine at the LLGRC Conference, and the hostile letter from a member 

of the  'black  and  minority  ethnic  caucus1,  shows  how important it is that there should be a 

ped caucus to help fight against such prejudice within OLGA. -THE SECOND GOOD REASON FOR 

A PED CAUCUS- 

3) Peds are sent to prison for our love affairs, and see our lovers tortured humiliated and punished 

too. Anyone discovered to be a ped is liable to be driven from his home by vigilante neighbours- 

All the social problems of being gay are vastly multiplied for peds. Peds are harassed by the 

police, and many are forced to leave the country, often going to more liberated countries like 

Holland and France where ped groups are an accepted part of their lesbian and gay movements. 

We of all gays, need an effective movement to support us as individuals. Isolated we are 

vulnerable. - THE THIRD GOOD REASON FOP A PED CAUCUS. 

4) Last and not least, we can provide an alternative view of childhood. Peds are among the only 

adults who make practical efforts to relate to children as social equals, and so learn about the 

oppression of children (by parents, teachers and social workers) from children themselves. We 

can provide a positive & liberating link between the gay movement and children, and try to e 



ensure that gay and bisexual children (ie under 16 yrs) , are fully represented in OLGA. - THE 

FOURTH GOOD REASON 

 

 

‘….1 am struck by the similarity between arguments put forward against 'intergenerational sexual 

relations and arguments I've heard put by more 'liberal’ supporters of apartheid. Interracial marriages 

don't work, we hear because the gaps in cultures are too wide, and because of the inherent inequality of 

the situation. In both cases, the existing social strucure (sic) uses a circular argument to justify the 

perpetuation of the status quo, ignoring any other possibilities, and in both of the cases, one of the 

groups invo Ived remains notably silent, unconsulted1 - Eric Presland 

 

'...we need to ask whether the law has any legitimate role to play  in criminalising consenting,  victimless 

sexual activity’ - Peter Tatchell (both quotes from 'the Betrayal Of Youth, ed. W. Middleton) 

 

AMENDMENT ONE:- 

 

In order to expose the hypocrisy of the motion amend paragraph b) so that It reads:- 

 

b) OLGA believes that sexism, racism, ageism, ablism, motherhood and state childcare are not 

primarily lesbian and gay issues, and therefore there is no case for caucuses for lesbians, black and 

minority ethnic people, younger people, older people, people with disabilities, lesbian mothers or young 

people In care, in the organisation. 

 

REASONS - Gay pedofilia is in fact primarily a gay Issue, which is perhaps a good reason for it not being 

separated off into a caucus. However it seems that the only way to have a voice within OLGA is to be 

part of the caucus system, otherwise important issues will be vetoed before being put to the 

membership for discussion. 

The caucus veto system is a recipe for disaster. It is divisive and discriminatory as it forces people to 

separate themselves off into the relevant minority; otherwise their power will be severely United. 

If the principle is applied further it is certain that within caucuses other sub-caucuses will be formed, 

leading to further divisions. For example 'white Jews’ within the 'black and minority ethnic caucus’, 

'young people in care' within the 'youth caucus’. Making the caucus system such a crucial feature of 

OLGA'a power structure will only emphasise the political differences between groups, when in fact what 

should be happening is that many diverse groups find something in common to campaign around. 

The veto system will produce a stalemate around the differences. The pre-conference veto allows only 

the negative power of censorship, allowing no room for discussion, let alone for compromise. 

Instead of preventing the majority Baking discriminatory statements about certain minorities, or from 

lust ignoring their needs, the system allows groups to make rulings on things that do not affect them at 

all. For example gay pedofilia is a gay male issue. 

 

 

 



OLGA cannot hope to be representative of the majority of gays, who are white males. BUT- 

Worst of all the present caucus veto system is discriminatory as it only acknowledges certain minorities 

as being 'specially oppressed'.  It denies the right of other self-defined groups within the lesbian and gay 

movement to be represented fairly. So the system is oppressive to minorities in exactly the same way 

that straight society is. 

Proposed: Martin Burgess 

Seconded: Geraint Jones 

 

AMENDMENT TWO 

 

In order to show a better understanding of the political oppression of children, motion 1) paragraph a) 

should be amended so that it reads:- 

This organisation 

a)Supports the right of children and young people to freedom of expression, association and to 

the relationships of their choice. OLGA recognises that these rights are currently restricted 

through the power structure of the family, and through lack of social and economic freedoms 

and supports all developments which lead to the greater empowerment of children and young 

people. 

REASONS - Of all the ways to attack and isolate gay pedofiles, the Management Committee has chosen 

the most amusingly contradictory way of doing it. In recognising young people's rights to relationships of 

their choice, it fails to recognise that when a child {ie under 16) chooses a relationship with an adult, 

that this is a pedofile relationship, which is put down the most severely by the state. (Gay pedofile 

relationships challenge the parental ownership of children, the sexual 'innocence'/ignorance of children, 

and the boy's (hetero)sexuality). 

 Proposed; Martin Burgess 

 Seconded: Geraint Jones 

 

AMENDMENT THREE 

 

Paragraph (c) should be cut from the motion. 

REASONS -The subject of 'child abuse’ is only as relevant to discussions of gay pedofilia, as are the 

subjects of gay and lesbian rape to adult/adult relationships. 

The original para c) shows that the motion comes from victims of sexual assault. Child sex abuse is 

usually by heterosexual fathers within the family. Gay pedofilia, by definition is not 'heterosexual’ 

pedofilia. Ped politics are about gay liberation and youth liberation, both of which attack the nuclear 

family, the insitution primarily responsible for abuse of children.. 

A typical gay pedofile relationship involves a man who is outside the family. Boys in most ped 

relationships are labelled delinquent, as they, of all children, tend to be the most independent and 

rebellious. This is one of the reasons why they too are treated as 'guilty' and punished by being put into 

'care’.  

Proposed: Martin Burgess  

Seconded: Geraint Jones 



PROPOSAL - There should be a 'bisexual caucus’, within OLGA with full veto rights. 

 

AIMS –  

 To ensure that the concept of bisexuality is not left out of lesbian and gay campaign work. 

To develop the awareness and acceptance of bisexuality. 

To try to build a positive image of bisexuality, and to make it one that challenges our 

heterosexual society. 

To provide a presently needed focus for bisexuals within the lesbian and gay movement from 

which campaigning and action can be achieved in the fight for lesbian and gay rights, towards 

lesbian and gay liberation. 

To provide a place for those groups and individuals who have faced discrimination from within 

the lesbian and gay communities, and within lesbian and gay politics. 

 

Proposed - Kartin Burgess  

Seconded - Sharley Maclean 

 

REASONS – 

 Most lesbian and gay campaign literature fails to mention 'bisexuality' (including QLGA' s), 

despite there being a large number of bisexuals in society. 

The worst consequence of this is:- 

it  enables  society  to  perpetuate  the  myth  that everyone is either gay or straight. 

Given this polarisation of sexuality it is not surprising that most bisexuals will repress their gay 

side. This is not only harmful to them, but also harmful politically, as it prevents them from 

being drawn into the struggle for lesbian and gay rights. 

Surely it is the task of lesbian and gay liberation to free the homosexuality in everyone (or 

almost everyone). 

This requires a bisexual identity and that bisexuality is a recognised part of the lesbian and gay 

movement. 

The political bisexual movement recognises that it is the homosexual side that is oppressed, and 

therefore also identifies as lesbian or gay. In the wider terms of sexual liberation we hope that 

we can also work towards a breaking down of the heterosexual role models to which people are 

forced to conform. 

The failure of the lesbian and gay movement to consider bisexuality will result in the continuing 

ghettoisation of homosexuality, politically and socially, which is exactly what straight society 

wants, as it poses very little threat to the sexist and heterosexist society. 

The most positive aspect of having a bisexual caucus, is that it would be a sign that OLGA 

genuinely recognises one of the ultimate aims of ‘lesbian and gay liberation' as freeing the 

homoerotic desire that exists in society. 


