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Fox News’ Growing Pro-Homosexual Bias and the
National Gay & Lesbian Journalists Association (NLGJA)

By Peter LaBarbera, Special Report for America’s Survival; August 2013

It is difficult to overstate the impact
of wide-scale liberal media bias in the
advancement of the pro-homosexual
and pro-“transgender” revolution in
American society. In the last two
decades, media imbalance (and de
facto censorship) on the issue has
morphed into frequent media
celebration of homosexuality -- thus
leaving citizens starved for impartial
and accurate information on this
critical topic. “Journalism” has
become pro-homosexual propaganda,
with many media stories appearing
as if they were written by LGBT
(Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender)
activists. By effectively joining the
“gay” activists’ crusade, major media
outlets - and even “conservative” Fox
News -- have contributed greatly to
the growing pro-homosexual political
correctness in U.S. culture. This in
turn has fueled even more aggressive
militancy among pro-LGBT groups
and bloggers who are lobbying the

media to block social conservatives ~ News Corp., the parent company of Fox News and
from TV appearances, etc., on the Business Channels, has heavily funded the National
grounds that such anti-homosexual-  Lesbian and Gay Journalists Association (NLGJA), a
agenda voices are “hate groups_" The pro-homosexual advocacy organization in

result is the further degradation of newsrooms. Here a News Corp. endorsement ad
appears in the program for the 2009 NLGJA “LGBT
Media Summit.”

journalism that has contributed to
Republican and conservative
ambivalence on issues like same-sex
“marriage” and allowing open homosexuals in the military. So bad is the media groupthink
on homosexuality that even self-described “conservatives” like Glen Beck and Tucker
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Carlson have either endorsed or made positive soundings on “gay marriage,” or gone silent
on LGBT issues.!

The degree to which the “mainstream” media have become promoters of the homosexual-
and transgender activist movements is astonishing. Below is a graphic from a recent Pew
Research Center study analyzing media coverage surrounding the U.S. Supreme Court’s
hearing in March 2013 of two cases related to homosexual “marriage.” Pew labeled a story
as “supportive” of homosexual “marriage” if it included at least twice as many pro-“gay
marriage” statements as opposing statements — and vice versa for stories labeled
“opposing”2:

Supportive Opposing
Statements Statements
21 21 MNeutral

Mewspapers 43% 0% 45%
Online 53 10 ar
Morning neteork 44 H 56
Eveningnetwork 45 L} b4
MSHBC & & 30
Fox Mews 29 8 63
CHM 35 4 5T
Liberal talk radio 100 0 L
Consenativetalk radio H 33 a7
Mews radio [MPR + headlines) 29 14 B¥
PEZ 40 0 &0
N=4EE staones
Date Range: March 15-May 12, 2012

Note the extreme one-sided bias in favor of homosexuality-based “marriage” in most of the
categories - and the finding that all media (including Fox News) except conservative talk
radio were heavily biased toward “gay marriage.”

With pro-“gay” attitudes dominating newsrooms, few journalists seem willing to pursue
stories that might offend America’s powerful and well-funded homosexual activist lobby.3
This would include investigating:

* how escalating “gay power” represented by pro-LGBT “nondiscrimination” laws
subject even very young children to inappropriate pro-homosexual “lessons” in
school, thus undermining both children’s innocence and parental rights#;

= the growing HIV crisis among “gay youth” (a study of young “men who had sex with
men” in 21 cities found that one in 10 tested positive for HIV in 2008);5 and

* how pro-homosexual laws including legalized “civil unions” and homosexual
“marriage” negate Americans’ cherished religious and First Amendment liberties.
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On the latter point, there is now a large and growing body of evidence that pro-homosexual
laws and corporate “diversity” policies oppress Americans’ freedom of conscience to
oppose homosexualism and live out their religious and moral beliefs, including the once
universally-held Western idea rooted in the Judeo-Christian teachings that marriage is
between one man and one woman (see below).

Schieffer gets a lesson on the growing ‘gay’ tyranny

A recent appearance by Tony Perkins, president of the Family Research Council, on CBS’
“Face the Nation,” exposed how ill-informed the major media are when it comes to the
threat that government-backed “gay marriage” (and pro-homosexual “sexual orientation”)
laws pose to religious liberty. Perkins writes that with
the Supreme Court’s de facto invalidation of California’s
Proposition 8 amendment defining marriage as one-man,
one-woman [emphasis added]:

“...people are about to experience (if they haven't
already) the profound loss of liberty that
accompanies this march down the same-sex
"wedding" aisle. ... "Face the Nation" host Bob

Schieffer -- like so many Americans -- was CBS' Bob Schieffer was
surprised to hear that business owners (and unaware that Christians across
wedding vendors in particular) are being the nation are being
persecuted, and in some cases prosecuted, for prosecuted by the state for

living according to the dictates
of their faith by refusing to
participate - through their own
businesses -- in immoral
homosexual "marriages."

refusing to participate in a same-sex "marriage"
ceremony. .. "I must say this is under my radar,"
Bob told me. "I haven't --  haven't heard this."
And he's not alone.”®

Perkins writes that “the media isn't covering the stories

of these victims -- not because they don't exist -- but

because liberals recognize their potential to swing the debate.” See this footnote for the
examples he provided of moral-minded Americans whose freedom has been jeopardized by
their opposition to homosexual “marriage” and State-enforced “gay rights.””

This report for America’s Survival, Inc., documents the rampant and often egregious
media bias in favor of the homosexual-bisexual-transgender activist agenda. It puts
special focus on the growing (and sometimes radical) pro-homosexual bias of Fox
News personalities like Megyn Kelly and Bernie Goldberg. Why concentrate on Fox?
Because Fox News has inordinate influence with conservative Americans and with
the Republican Party -- which is also retrenching its opposition to “gay rights.” And
because Fox holds itself to a high standard of being “Fair and Balanced” - i.e., not
sharing the notorious bias of the dominant liberal media.



This report will also investigate the role of the National Lesbian and Gay Journalists
Association (NLGJA; motto: “We're Here, We're Queer, We're on Deadline”) in
distorting and molding news coverage on homosexuality- and transgender-related
issues. Like other major media, Fox News through its parent company, News Corp.,, is
a long-time funder of the NLGJA.

What are the implications of Fox News failing to live up to its motto, repeated nightly by
Fox “Special Report” anchor Bret Baier, of being “fair, balanced and unafraid” - on this
particular issue, which is more politically correct than almost any other? Liberal networks
like CNN and MSNBC now exhibit open contempt toward conservatives and Christians
opposed to homosexuality. If Fox News too joins the pro-homosexual drumbeat by
increasingly skewing coverage in favor of homosexuality and gender confusion
(transsexuality), it signals the near-total corruption of the major media on this moral
question. This leaves citizens without a powerful media voice to report the “other side” of
this vexing issue - including important facts like the rising HIV incidence among “men who
have sex with men”8 and the threat to freedom of conscience posed by “sexual orientation”
legislation and “gay marriage.”

Christians = KKK?!

In the last decade, the dominant
“mainstream” media have to a large
degree accepted and institutionalized the
insidious, socially-left notion that there is
no legitimate, conservative (or Judeo-
Christian, moral) “other side” to the
homosexualist agenda. This is the
objective of radical homosexual activists
and their allies who now routinely
denigrate “religious-motivated bigotry”
in their aggressive demonization of
outspoken opponents of the LGBT
agenda. Thus many in the media -

assuming the role of partisan advocates  MSNBC anchor Contessa Brewer, a strong ally of
rather than impartial journalists -- have  the NLGJA, directly compared opponents of

accepted and promoted the “gay-rights-  homosexuality to racists. “When we’re talking
equals-civil-rights” paradigm advanced about racism, nobody ever says, ‘Do you think
by both the homosexual activist lobby there’s fair coverage for racists?’” she told

and the NLGJA. America’s Survival in an impromptu interview

at the March NLGJA fundraiser in New York City.
In major media, homosexual journalists
are often assigned to cover LGBT-related stories. It is legitimate to ask whether “out and
proud” homosexuals are simply too invested personally in the “gay” issue to be able
to cover such news fairly and objectively. The culture fostered by the NLGJA would
indicate a resounding “Yes” to that question: although the “gay journalist” group’s
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annual conferences provide ample professional development help for its members (which
are, of course, non-political), when it comes to discussing homosexuality- and transgender-
related issues, NLGJA sessions are, naturally, usually weighted entirely to the pro-
LGBT side, as will be shown below. Its speakers and exhibitors are all “gay”-affirming -
homosexual militants like Michelangelo Signorile who contemptuously heap vitriol on pro-
family opponents like this writer,? and LGBT organizations like Lambda Legal and GLAAD
(formerly the Gay and Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation).10 Thus NLGJA members who
work for “mainstream” media (as opposed to those who work for LGBT media) are
subjected to only one side of the issue - the side that affirms their self-interest bias.

Journalism Professor Says Newsrooms Need More Christians

So great is the sea change wrought by the NLGJA’s brand of “out and proud” homosexuals in
the newsroom that even liberals are recognizing the rampant pro-homosexual media bias.
Howard Kurtz (who has been hired by Fox News) recently devoted a segment on his CNN
program “Reliable Sources” to the pro-homosexual-slanted media coverage following the
Supreme Court June decision on homosexual “marriage.” As NewsBusters writer Noel
Sheppard reported, Kurtz interviewed George Washington University Prof. Steve Roberts,
who makes this startling observation:

HOWARD KURTZ, HOST: I want to be clear about this. A little more than 20 years
ago, many, or if not most gay journalists were in the closet, they were afraid to come
out publicly....Even four, five years ago, many television journalists who we now
know are openly gay, felt it might damage their careers. So I'm glad that these
people got a chance to talk about something so important to them, but if you put
them on back-to-back-to-back, are you tilting the coverage, that's my question?

STEVE ROBERTS, GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY: Yes. And this is another
thing that this coverage reveals. What's missing often in TV newsrooms: there are
plenty of gays, there are very few people of faith and very few evangelical Christians
who in their own beliefs would be against gay marriage. And this has always
bothered me.

Kurtz observes that “even on Fox News, there wasn't a lot of people ... denouncing these
rulings ... saying that this could lead to, for example, federal government nationalizing the
issue of marriage, taking it away from the states.”1! Indeed, true “diversity” is lacking in
American newsrooms - and gone are the days when conservatives could count on Fox
News to break from the liberal media pack by offering information that counters liberal
groupthink.

Getting a quote from “Reverend [Sh-t]bag”

In such an atmosphere it is hardly shocking to learn that NLGJA conferences have featured
more than a few ugly potshots at religious and other critics of homosexuality - such as the
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NLGJA’s 1998 conference when one panelist, Kevin Hayes, then with the New York Daily
News, mockingly referred to a hypothetical critic of “gay rights” as “Reverend [Sh-t]bag.”12

There is nothing close to “two sides” at NLGJA conferences — which are stacked with pro-
homosexual advocates -- just like there is rarely a fair presentation of “two sides” in
America media stories dealing with LGBT issues. This systematic bias has fueled the
culture’s pro-“gay” zeitgeist and pronouncements that the “gay” side has already won (see
TIME story below), which in turn fuel further pro-homosexual bias. The NLGJA itself has
fostered one-sided “advocacy journalism” by encouraging its members to question whether
there really are two legitimate sides to the homosexual debate. In fact, a former NJGLA
president (and page designer for the New York Post), Eric Hegedus, writing on the
organization’s website, compares seeking out conservatives to get a balancing opinion on
homosexual-related stories to soliciting remarks from “white supremacists” on race and
immigration stories. Which begs the question: why is a media organization like Fox
News that purports to be “Fair and Balanced” financing a media organization that
advocates for one side of the homosexual issue? And why is Fox moving away from
being “fair and balanced” in its news and commentary?

Flawed racism analogy and ‘Do we really need the other side?”

A consistent theme raised over the years by NLGJA members, leaders and media allies has
been to compare opposition to homosexuality with past racism against black Americans. In
addition to outraging many blacks, 13 this analogy is insulting to white Christian
conservatives like this writer, who believe that both racism and homosexual behavior are
sinful.1# The passage below is taken from an online NLGJA article, “Covering LGBT Rights
Objectively,” from the organization’s online “Journalists Toolbox” [emphasis added]:

Journalists must consider when including an opponent of gay rights is
necessary. "A feature story on the rise of gay tourism in Fort Lauderdale shouldn’t
include ‘the other side’ unless there is some special controversy that elevates it
because the newspaper then would be creating controversy where none exists,"
[Scott] Wyman [reporter for the South Florida Sun-Sentinel] says....

Sometimes it's helpful to step back and ask yourself what you would do if you
were writing the story about a different minority group, Wyman suggests. If
you're doing a story about an increase in tourism among African-Americans,
would you go out of your way to get an "other side"?1>

Thus the NLGJA (which claims not to be an “advocacy” group, mimics the tiresome
campaign by (other) homosexual activists to equate their movement - revolving around
sexual behavior historically considered aberrant and immoral - to unchangeable skin color,
a mere inborn and morally neutral trait. This homosexuality-race analogy, which has
outraged many African Americans, has in recent years been ratcheted up a notch - as pro-
homosexual leftists led by the Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC) have listed various
conservative pro-family groups opposed to the homosexual activist agenda as “hate
groups” on a par with racist fringe groups like the KKK.16
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Moral Disagreement Is NOT ‘hate’

Over the last decade, some NLGJA members -- and NLGJA-supporting “straight”
journalists like MSNBC host Contessa Brewer -- have cynically echoed this SPLC
theme by asserting that giving equal time to moral opponents of homosexuality is
like “giving fair coverage to racists,” to quote Brewer.17 It is only through
sympathetic media’s “protection” of leftist and pro-homosexual advocacy groups that
such an outlandish claim as the SPLC’s “hate group” smear against pro-family
conservatives is able to flourish.

The Left’s “Christians-as-haters” narrative can have deadly real-world consequences:
only the heroic actions of a security guard prevented a potential mass-murder in
2012 at the Washington, D.C. headquarters of Family Research Council (FRC), where
armed “gay” fanatic Floyd Corkins planned to go on a shooting spree against FRC
employees. News reports revealed that Corkins obtained FRC’s name (and that of
another Christian pro-family organization) straight from the SPLC’s “hate group”
list.18 Precious few media have taken the SPLC and the Left to task for their spurious
claims putting conservative pro-family groups in a “hate” league with the KKK.1?

As will be shown below, the NLGJA itself has echoed these same preposterous analogies
between committed people of faith and racist, fringe pariahs. By using their power as
“sexual minorities” strategically inside newsrooms, NLGJA members - some acting more
like pro-homosexual informational “gatekeepers” than impartial journalists - have played a
key role in marginalizing pro-family voices. Thus the NLGJA, working in tandem with
outright homosexual special interest groups like GLAAD, has helped to build “gay” power in
society and achieve LGBT agenda victories.

(Note: this is not to say that openly (or closeted) homosexual journalists are incapable of
being fair - although aggressive, “out and proud” homosexual ideology would seem to
militate against it. In fact, it is this writer’s experience that reporters at homosexual
publications like the Washington Blade sometimes cover conservative critics of LGBT
activism more accurately and inclusively than “mainstream” journalists.2? However, this
probably testifies more to the rampant unprofessionalism and pro-homosexual bias of
“mainstream” journalists — who routinely dismiss pro-family critics -- more than anything
else. Moreover, “gay” media are far less influential on the American public than
“mainstream” media.)

Modes of Pro-LGBT Media Bias

As a longtime critic of media bias and 20-year critical observer of the homosexual activist
movement, | offer the following as salient and common modes of pro-homosexual and pro-
“transgender” bias in the dominant “mainstream” media, along with few examples of media
bias. There is some overlap in these categories:

» The “civil rights” presumption: over the last two decades years the media has
adopted and strengthened a problematic “civil rights” narrative to its coverage of
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Fox News' rising star,
Megyn Kelly, has
emerged as a
committed pro-"gay"
advocate. She is a
valuable media ally for
homosexual and
transgender activists,
who routinely tout her
on-air pro-LGBT
advocacy.

homosexual and transgender issues. This approach
downplays the crucial difference between homosexuality-
based advocacy and the noble Black civil rights movement -
i.e., the historic Judeo-Christian moral opposition to same-sex
behavior. Obviously, if people think homosexuality is a mere
innocuous (inborn) trait as opposed to wrong and
changeable behavior, they are far less likely to oppose it and
the larger LGBT agenda. The National Lesbian and Gay
Journalists Association has played a critical role in this
development by establishing homosexuals in the newsroom
as a “minority” analogous to racial and ethnic minorities -
and then using that strategic role to sway coverage. NLGJA
founder Leroy Aarons considered this one of NLGJA’s great
achievements. Consider his 2003 exchange with a “young
journalist of color”: Q: “Do you think that NLGJA has had an
impact on coverage of gays and gay issues?” Aarons: “It's had
an enormous effect. It's been accepted in the same way as the
other minority journalism organizations have.”?1

There is tremendous opposition among Black Americans to
the idea of homosexual “marriage” and - and as well to the
idea of equating it to past laws banning interracial marriage.
So it is odd to hear white, socially liberal reporters like Fox
News’ Megyn Kelly strain to make this dubious analogy, as
she did in August 2012 interviewing a conservative

evangelical pastor (emphasis added):

“This country has a long history of discrimination against certain
groups. Eventually we wind up getting it right. Right? Against women,
against blacks, the civil rights movement and so on. And in justifying
that discrimination when it was in place, some folks turn to the Bible
and turn to their religious beliefs and said we have to have slavery
because it's in the Bible. Women have to be second-class citizens because
that's in the Bible. Blacks and whites can't get married because that's in the
Bible. That wound up in a case. A judge wrote that in an opinion, which the
Supreme Court ultimately struck that down, saying that's not right, judge -
the Equal Protection clause says you can't do that. Why is gay marriage any

different?”22

» Egregious lack of balance between pro-homosexual voices and critics of the
homosexual activist movement - succumbing to LGBT pressure campaigns. In
fact, it is not uncommon anymore to find purported “news” stories that read like
press releases from LGBT activist groups - bereft of any serious representation of
conservative critics, or none at all. For example, a June 26 Fox News Latino story on
the Supreme Court’s homosexual “marriage” rulings quoted two pro-homosexual-
“marriage” advocates celebrating the decisions, but no pro-family spokesmen.23
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» Media cooperation with and capitulation to
LGBT pressure campaigns designed to block,
discredit and marginalize conservative voices:
this is precisely the goal of homosexual media
activists like GLAAD (the group formerly known as
the Gay and Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation) -
which lobbies major media not to include pro-family
(including ex-“gay”) leaders opposed to homosexual
activism as on-air guests.

0 Kyra Phillips bends to GLAAD: For
example, in 2010 GLAAD ran a campaign
targeting then-CNN anchor Kyra Phillips for 1 2010, the homosexual
including former homosexual Richard Cohen  activist group GLAAD targeted
(author of “Coming Out Straight”?4) in an on-  then-CNN anchor Kyra Phillips

air debate about a piece of pro-“gay” because she included ex-“gay”
legislation -- opposite the Democratic therapist Richard Cohen in a
California Assemblywoman who sponsored ~ “gay’-related CNN segment.

Unfortunately, Phillips - who

it.2> Responding to GLAAD’s outrage, the next
at first did the right thing by

day Phillips interviewed another pro- ‘ g _ .
homosexual advocate -- this time with no including both sides in the_

. debate - ended up rewarding
conservative opponent. Her guest was from GLAAD.
the American Psychological Association and
he sought to discredit the idea that people
(like Cohen) can change away from homosexuality. After the interview,
Phillips issued a special on-air statement about the GLAAD campaign touting
her "unswerving support for all communities in the battle for human rights,
including gays, lesbians, and transgendered individuals." In the statement,
she conceded, “Richard Cohen was not the most appropriate guest to have
on," earning plaudits from GLAAD.26

0 Carol Costello ignorantly says homosexual health risks are “just not

true”: Another, more egregious, case of a major journalist cooperating with
homosexual activists to demonize a pro-family conservative occurred during
a CNN Carol Costello interview with Bryan Fischer of American Family
Association. Costello came loaded for bear for the October 2012 interview —
relying on prep material from GLAAD and the SPLC (which Costello
erroneously called the “Southern POLICY Law Center”) to confront Fischer on
air for his past comments. After repeatedly cutting Fischer off, Costello -
CNN’s morning anchor -- reads back a quote he had made about how “Hitler
recruited around him homosexuals to make up his Stormtroopers....” (Sexual
deviants were heavily involved with the Nazis, e.g., Ernst Rohm, the head of
the thuggish Nazi “Storm Battalion” militia, who was Hitler’s closest associate
until Hitler assassinated him, was a flagrant homosexual.) Fischer attempts
to back up his comment by citing the work of secular German historian
Lothar Mochtan (author of The Hidden Hitler; Mochtan is a respected
historian who makes the case that Hitler was homosexual), but Costello
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dismisses him.27 She says regarding Fischer’s past
Hitler comment: “That by many people’s standards,
would be hate speech.” Fischer then accuses the SPLC
of being the “real bullies” by trying to “destroy”
groups like AFA and “silence any view that would
criticize the normalization of homosexual behavior.”
He says, “We know from the CDC and the FDA [Food
and Drug Administration] - not part of the vast right-
wing conspiracy - that homosexual behavior has the
same health risks associated with it as--. At this point,
Costello abruptly cuts him off and says, “OK, that’s
just not true....I'm gonna end this interview now, sir,
I'm sorry, because that’s just not true.” She ends the
segment sardonically: “Mr. Fischer, um...thanks for
sharing your views, [ guess.” For her disdainful
interview, Costello was applauded by homosexual
activists and liberals alike. Homosexual activist John
Becker of Truth Wins Out said Costello’s treatment of
Fischer was “awesome” and called Fischer’s health-
risks assertion “another false claim.”28 When Fischer

CNN's Carol Costello
is now openly
contemptuous
toward conservatives

opposed to
homosexuality. She
kicked one guest off
the air for raising the
issue of homosexual
health risks. Costello
ignorantly claimed
his statements were
“just not true.”

later accused Costello of acting like the “Gay Gestapo,”

she proudly owned the label, as Huffington Post reported: “Fischer called
Costello "the gay gestapo" for "cutting [his] water off just as soon as [he]
started to talk about the health risks of homosexual behavior." [Costello
said:] "Well Mr. Fischer, if that's the definition of 'the gay gestapo,’ then I am
a proud, card-carrying member.2°" Several months later, Costello would
evince the same dismissive, unprofessional and contemptuous approach
toward a Christian conservative in her scoffing interview with Peter Sprigg of
the Family Research Council -- about the Boy Scouts’ “gay” policy. Clearly,
Costello has crossed the line - or, more accurately, leapt over it - from
journalist to brash “gay” advocate, and can no longer be expected to treat
social conservatives opposed to homosexuality with anything approaching
fairness.

> Ignore “gay” negatives, e.g., the massive health risks: Carol Costello is obviously
ignorant of the special health risks linked to homosexual behavior. Because most in
the media now choose to view the homosexual issue as a “civil rights” cause, they
fail to cover the behavior-related crises that continue to emanate from the LGBT
subculture. America’s Survival has reported on the homosexual health crisis, with
particular focus on the current “gay”-led lobby effort to remove the FDA ban on
homosexual men giving blood.30 The great and sad irony is that despite the
advancement of homosexual “rights” in society, the “gay” health crisis, especially
among homosexuality-practicing men, continues to escalate. And with little
accountability from the sycophantic media, reckless homosexual promiscuity is
again on the rise - including the common practice of “barebacking” (condomless
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anal sodomy) and the proliferation of
homosexual bathhouses and sex clubs
nationwide in cities like Cleveland, Chicago
and even Atlanta, home to the Centers for
Disease Control.3!

“Humanizing” only one side of the
debate (and never successful ex-“gays”!) * _
- The media routinely produce in-depth, L | .
sympathetic stories about LGBT advocates 1\ . a }1 I}
or interviews with leading LGBT advocates B R 7 LI
like “Chaz” (formerly Chastity) Bono. Such Homosexual activists are desperate to

. e keep happy FORMER homosexuals out
feature articles usually lack a critic’s

tive to bal the b And of the media. Here ex-homosexual
perspe.c tve to balahce the p.lece. n Richard Cohen is pictured with the
rarely is there a corresponding

family he never would have had if he

sympathetic portrayal of pro-family had remained in the "gay" lifestyle.
advocates by the same media, e.g, happy =~ Why doesn’t Fox’s Sean Hannity or
former homosexuals. For example, in the “Fox & Friends” do a segment on
last two years CNN’s Piers Morgan has happy ex-“gays”?

conducted two friendly, in-depth

interviews with Bono,32 who went from being Sonny and Cher’s beautiful little
daughter on TV in the ‘60s, to becoming a lesbian -- to ultimately transforming into a
“transgender” man pursuing “sex reassignment surgery” (SRS) operation to be the
“male” Chaz. It is a heartbreaking story and one crying out for “the other side” to be
told. This writer has urged Morgan to provide some balance on the transgender
issue by interviewing Walt Heyer, a man who is without a penis after going through
male-to-female SRS before abandoning the “trans” lifestyle altogether and renewing
his Christian faith. Heyer now urges men and woman not to go through the body-
disfiguring “sex change” surgery through his website, SexChangeRegret.com.33 Why
do the media humanize and lionize “Chaz” Bono but not people like Walt Heyer who
have pursued healthy change away from LGBT lifestyles?

+

Regurgitating LGBT propaganda myths as facts - even those long discredited.
Here are two outrageous examples, one of media bias, the other of its effect (recall
that since the 1970’s homosexual activists have spread the myth that “10 percent” of
society is “gay”):

0 Twenty-five Percent of America is “gay”?! -- The Atlantic magazine in 2012
reported on how stunningly misinformed Americans now are due to the
deluge of “gay” propaganda they are receiving from media and popular
culture: “In surveys conducted in 2002 and 2011, pollsters at Gallup found
that members of the American public massively overestimated how many
people are gay or lesbian. In 2002, a quarter of those surveyed guessed
upwards of a quarter of Americans were gay or lesbian (or "homosexual," the
third option given). By 2011, that misperception had only grown, with more
than a third of those surveyed now guessing that more than 25 percent of
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Americans are gay or lesbian.” A shocking 52 percent of those polled in 2011
thought that 20 percent or more of the population was homosexual34;

More like less than 2 percent: To its credit, The Atlantic reported the actual
numbers of the homosexual/bisexual population in America: “The Williams
Institute at UCLA School of Law, a gay and lesbian think tank, released a
study in April 2011estimating based on its research that just 1.7 percent of
Americans between 18 and 44 identify as gay or lesbian, while another 1.8
percent -- predominantly women -- identify as bisexual. Far from
underestimating the ranks of gay people because of homophobia, these
figures included a substantial number of people who remained deeply
closeted, such as a quarter of the bisexuals. A Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention survey of women between 22 and 44 that questioned more than
13,500 respondents between 2006 and 2008 found very similar numbers:
Only 1 percent of the women identified themselves as gay, while 4 percent
identified as bisexual.”35

TIME’s and Von Drehle’s Glaring Omissions: TIME magazine (April 8,
2013) in its woefully biased cover story (featuring indecent, dual covers of
two women or
two men
kissing), “Gay
Marriage .
Already Won”: ’ ' 5 D
Editor-at-Large ~ I pr
David Von

Drehle includes a ;
paragraph based '

on the research b - 4 of \
of the late Yale ; P
historian John

Boswell, a

homosexual =

activist whohas  TIME magazine gratuitously helps desensitize Americans
been criticized as to perversion and shills for homosexual "marriage." (We

Ooama’s Hawk Talk 27/ The Unseen Earth Sl Obama's Hawi Talk 27/ The Unseen Earth s

an “advocacy blocked these covers for the sake of decency.) In the cover
scholar,”36 and story, reporter David von Drehle uses revisionist “gay
who died at 47 history” to imply that Christianity once sanctioned

from AIDS in homosexual unions.

1994. Von Drehle first puffs up Boswell as a “dashing young member of Yale’s
all-star history faculty when he published Christianity, Social Tolerance, and
Homosexuality, which went on to win the National Book Award. Copiously
documented and densely argued, the book was no one’s idea of casual
reading.” (Von Drehle is hardly subtle in forcing his point home that this was
serious scholarship done by one brilliant fellow, clearly deserving the utmost
respect!) He goes on: “In it, Boswell employed his knowledge of classical and
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medieval languages to
investigate the history of
Christian attitudes
toward same-sex
couples. He continued
that it was not all hellfire
and brimstone. In fact,
Boswell found scant
evidence that the early
church condemned

homosexuality before = < T R

the Middle Ages.” San Francisco homosexual rally compares Anita
Translation: Boswell, Bryant to Hitler, the KKK and Ugandan genocidal
possessing significant dictator Idi Amin. LGBT activists continue to
self-interest bias - the smear traditionalists by equating them with

need to rationalize his haters and fringe groups like the Klan.

own homosexual

lifestyle -- was attempting to debunk the heretofore largely unchallenged
historical record of Church opposition to homosexual behavior and
relationships as sinful. Von Drehle continues: “Most provocatively, Boswell
ventured that some Christian churches actually blessed same-sex unions
during the first millennium of Catholicism.”37 Provocative, indeed: what Von
Drehle conveniently neglects to tell TIME’s readers is that Boswell’s
revisionist history and activist theory of alleged ancient church blessings of
“gay unions” stirred up a huge controversy and has been roundly criticized
by orthodox scholars who specialize in medieval history.38 The description of
Boswell by Fordham University’s online Boswell archive might have added
some context: “His work is extremely controversial, and has been from the
start....[Regarding specifically Christianity, Social Tolerance, and
Homosexuality:] “at this stage virtually all of Boswell's specific conclusions
have been called into question.”3? [See below for another example of
journalistic malpractice by Von Drehle.]

» Ignoring/demonizing moral opponents and creating a “New Normal”: related
to Point 2 above, the absence of any moral disapproval conveyed in, say, an article
or broadcast story about “gay marriage” sends a powerful message that
religious/moral condemnations of homosexuality are no longer relevant in our
“postmodern” (read: post-Christian) culture. Obviously, such coverage helps
normalize (de-stigmatize) homosexual behavior in society—another goal of LGBT
media insiders who also serve as personal ambassadors for the pro-LGBT cause.
This report could cite countless media examples of “gay”-related articles and
broadcasts that fail to include the voice of moral opponents, but one such story is an
AP report appearing in the Tampa Tribune chronicling the history of “gay rights”: “In
50 years, Huge Strides for the Gay-Rights Movement,” by David Crary and Lisa Leff
(June 9, 2013). The long story does not cite or quote a single opponent of the
homosexual activist movement - although it does include an archive photo of a San
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Francisco homosexual protest in which a large
placard photo of Anita Bryant, the conservative, anti-
homosexuality activist and singer, is seen adjacent to
placards of Adolf Hitler, murderous Ugandan dictator
Ida Amin and a cross-burning.4? The not-too-subtle
message: opposing homosexuality is like being a Nazi,
a mass-murderer or a Klansman. Such dirty tactics
have long been used by homosexual activists and
continue to this day - yet the media rarely examine

the merits of such outrageous claims.4! S |
Media as pro-gay “cheerleaders” and strategists: ~ Pious Chicago Catholic Mary
By this I mean the tendency in the reporting on and Stachowicz was murdered

by a homosexual co-worker
whom she had urged to live
chastely -- but the national
media (including AP, which
didn’t even cover her

analysis of “gay”-related political and “culture war”
issues to “report” a given story from the strategic and
emotional perspective of homosexual activists. An
example is the reportage surrounding the recent

temporary defeat of a “gay marriage” bill in murderer’s trial) saw no
Democratic-dominated Illinois. In the months when need to make a big story of
the bill was under consideration, and then after it this politically incorrect

stalled in Springfield, most major media stories were  victim.

skewed to reflect the hopes and strategies -- then

anger, disappointment and outrage -- of Illinois homosexual activists. Typical is a
story by Rex Huppke in the Chicago Tribune (July 16, 2013) headlined, “Activists
Seek Engagement in Renewed Same-Sex Marriage Push.” (Huppke quotes no
critics of “gay marriage.”)42 Meanwhile, there have been no major media stories in
Chicago sympathetically chronicling the efforts of pro-family advocates - and the
media largely missed the fascinating story of how Black, White and Latino
Christians, Democrats and Republicans alike - united to stall the bill in one the
nation’s “bluest” states.*3

Media coverage favors pro-“gay” victims, and “gay” rallies -- in contrast to
media blackouts of countervailing pro-family rallies opposed to LGBT activism. The
conservative Illinois Family Institute complained that a long-planned, pro-natural-
marriage rally it organized in Springfield in February (3,000 - 5,000 people
attended—a large mobilization by Illinois political standards) was mostly blacked
out by Chicago’s influential media, including the Chicago Tribune and the city’s TV
news stations. 44 Ditto for coverage of “victims” that affect public opinion on the
issue of homosexuality. It would be impossible to quantify the millions upon
millions of dollars worth of publicity and promotion the LGBT Lobby received due to
the media’s saturation coverage of the 1998 murder of Laramie, Wyoming
homosexual college student Matthew Shepard. The case was immediately labeled as
an “anti-gay hate crime” and the media advanced a narrative around that theme - as
LGBT activists used the tragic murder to lobby for “hate crimes” laws. (LGBT Lobby
groups like GLAAD and Human Rights Campaign also cynically blamed pro-family

14



advocates and groups like Family Research Council indirectly for Shepard’s murder,
saying anti-“gay” rhetoric creates a dangerous “climate of hate.”45)

Not a “hate crime”? However, years later, ABC News
“20/20” would cast significant doubt on the notion that
Shepard was “targeted” and Kkilled “just because he was
gay.” Convicted murderers Russell Henderson and
Aaron McKinney told ABC that “money and drugs
motivated their actions that night, not hatred of gays.”
Moreover, ABC reported that not only was McKinney a
meth addict (he said he was coming off a “meth binge”
the night of the murder), but that Shepard too had a
drug problem.4¢ So the case was far from the simplistic
“anti-gay hate crime” story that many in media - guided

by “gay” lobby groups like GLAAD47 - made it out to be.  13-year-old Arkansas boy
Meanwhile, most media were not interested in two Jesse Dirkhising died
heart-wrenching stories in which homosexuals were from asphyxiation after

perpetrators of heinous crimes and not victims: being raped and
sodomized in 1999 by two

Jesse Dirkhising, a 13-year-old Arkansas boy who  sadistic adult homosexual
in 1999 died from asphyxiation after being cruelly ~ lovers who knew his
raped, sodomized and sadistically assaulted by two mother. The medla_l never
adult homosexual male lovers who were friends of =~ ™€ € lose to making a

. . . . teaching example of the
his mother. (Indicative of the intense media Dirkhising story, as they
devotion to the dubious Shepard-“hate crime” did for slain “gay” college
narrative, one TIME magazine writer justified the student Matthew Shepard.
media imbalance between the Shepard and
Dirkhising cases by claiming, “The reason the Dirkhising story received so little
play is because it offered no lessons. Shepard's murder touches on a host of
complex and timely issues: intolerance, society's attitudes toward gays and the
pressure to conform....”48

Mary Stachowicz, a devout 51-year-old Chicago Catholic mother of four who
was brutally beaten, strangled and stabbed to death in 2002 by a 19-year-old co-
worker, Nicholas Gutierrez - who reportedly was furious that Stachowicz had
told him that he needed to change his homosexual lifestyle.4? Unlike the trial of
Shepard’s murderers, which became an ongoing national story, the Stachowicz
trial in Chicago did not receive major national media coverage (e.g., AP did not
give it major coverage). It was barely covered even by Chicago media. The liberal
rationale for the stark contrast in media coverage between the Shepard case and
the Dirkhising and Stachowicz cases is the “hate crime” angle in the former case
- yet the ABC 20/20 report specifically negates this point.

» Shilling for gender confusion (transgenderism): Related to the previous
point, the media have greatly abetted the rapid gains of “transgender” activists
by dutifully adhering to the wishes of the NLGJA and other homosexual advocacy
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groups in referring to “transgendered”
people by their desired pronoun.>? This
practice is particularly offensive when
applied to young children, who are being
encouraged by some adults to embrace the
opposite gender—e.g., boys wearing dresses
like girls, even to the point of crusading for
the “right” of children to use opposite-sex
restrooms and showers in public schools.
Here is one politically-correct lead sentence
by CNN in a Colorado story that has
generated a lot of national attention:

“A transgender first-grader who was sympathetic photo-story about a
born a boy but identifies as a girlhas  “gender non-conforming camp
won the right to use the girls' restroom for boys” like this one, who are

at her Colorado school.”51 encouraged by adults to wear
dresses like girls. The liberal

media are now in the process of
mainstreaming extreme gender
confusion.

By simply acceding to the semantic demands of
transgender activists, the media are working to
“mainstream” severely gender-confused
behavior that defies biology - thus running way ahead of the ongoing national
debate on this issue. (Certainly, huge numbers of Americans would object to
referring to a young boy - however troubled -- as “her.”) Note that transgender
activists also are winning the “right” in several states and the District of Columbia to
go back and alter their birth certificate to reflect their desired “gender identity” - in
effect, rewriting history like the Kremlin used to do in the days of Soviet
Communism. In the new D.C. law, there is no requirement that the person undergo
“sex change” operations to pursue the “retroactive” gender switch.

Use of homosexual activist terminology and polemical phrases - such as
“marriage equality” (for legalizing homosexual “marriage”) and labeling homosexual
activist groups “civil rights organizations.” Fox News anchor Megyn Kelly tipped her
pro-homosexual hand in an interview in March 2013 surrounding the Supreme
Court cases on “gay marriage” when she referred to her guest’s advocacy for
“marriage equality” - a phrase (evoking racial equality) popularized by LGBT
activists and their allies. Perhaps using the homosexual-activist euphemism comes
naturally to Kelly, who again seemed oblivious to African Americans’ resentment of
the “gay”-black-civil-rights analogy in asking pro-family advocate Maggie Gallagher
this loaded question:
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[T]here was a time in this country in which e TR
interracial marriage was not lawful. And the DAN SAVAGE =i
Supreme Court had to step in and say "that's

wrong. Under the U.S. Constitution, under the W,
Equal Protection clause, whites can marry SLIENTS

blacks and states are not free to tell them 4 FIGHTS
otherwise." And those that advocate on behalf | ™™
of this issue, Maggie, they say this is another, SEL AL

sort of, iteration of that.5?2 U FULTTIGS

Another reporter, Lisa Ling of the Oprah Winfrey

Network, went so far as to title her program casting k F 1
doubt on Christian “ex-gay” efforts to overcome A
homosexuality “Pray the Gay Away” - a version of a N A\T

mocking phrase concocted by homosexual militant Radical homosexual
Wayne Besen (a past NLGJA convention speaker) to mock activist and vulgar sex
those same efforts.53 columnist Dan Savage

does not appear to have
paid any price in the
media for his hateful
antics toward Christian

Media toleration of hateful extremism only when it
comes from the pro-homosexual Left (e.g., homosexual
sex columnist and LGBT activist Dan Savage) -- as conservatives. His new
opposed to the shunning and shaming of extremists on book, "American

the Right (e.g., the Westboro Baptist Church of “God Savage," has been avidly
Hates Fags” notoriety). Savage infamously “redefined” promoted by major
former Pennsylvania Senator Rick Santorum’s last name  media outlets.

as the disgusting byproduct of sodomy (see

“SpreadingSantorum.com”). Fair-minded observers should ask the media: Would a
conservative pundit who created a website to “redefine” the last name of, say, Nancy
Pelosi, as the byproduct of anal sex ever remain in the media’s good graces?>*
Despite his extreme, vulgar and hateful antics, Savage has been celebrated by
“mainstream” media nationwide in the book tour for his latest book, “American

W Savage” - with one fawning “fluff” interview after another.>>

» (Secretly or openly) homosexual journalists
covering the “gay” beat: People who are practicing
homosexual, bisexual or transgendered lifestyles - especially
openly and proudly -- have a natural self-interest in affirming
them. Such is the predicament of proudly “gay” or lesbian
reporters or even secretly homosexual reporters like
CNN's Don Lemon,a  Anderson Cooper was before he declared his
homosexual and homosexuality.5¢ If a committed pro-life advocate were
pedophile victim assigned by a major media outlet to cover the abortion beat,
himself, said onair  Jjperals would be outraged. And so conservatives have a right
that he felt "a bit to question the ethics of assigning a strong pro-
sorry” for convicted homosexuality advocate and/or practicing homosexual to

child molester Jerry P . . . . .
sandusky. cover “gay”-related stories. Sometimes it is painfully obvious
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when a homosexual reporter is too close to an issue to give it responsible coverage -
as when “openly gay” CNN anchor Don Lemon - a childhood victim of a homosexual
predator himself - expressed sympathy on air for convicted child molester Jerry
Sandusky: "[W]hen I saw Jerry Sandusky walk out in handcuffs, I did kind of feel a
bit sorry for him," Lemon said.” Sandusky received what is essentially a life sentence
for his predations. >7 One of the stories that is seemingly off-limits to the
“mainstream” media is an investigation into the link between childhood molestation
and the victim’s later embrace of a homosexual identity. Many “gays” like Lemon
and MSNBC anchor Thomas Roberts were molested by adult homosexuals in their
childhood.>8

Sheer lazy, shoddy, LGBT-pandering journalism that
insults informed Americans, fails to make elementary
connections, and refuses to hold homosexuals
accountable for their misbehavior: this final category is
reserved for the sort of journalism that could only survive in
a culture already beaten down by relentless pro-homosexual
promotion and misinformation. It is corrupted by years if not
decades of coddling homosexual activists.5? Take the “gay

marriage”-celebration piece in TIME cited above with its 2: l\tal;fvgl;fll;:fh()p
gratuitous and disturbing same-sex-kiss covers. Reporter secret homos:exual
David Von Driehle endeavors to show that the Supreme Court Rembert Weakland
is finally catching up to what “Americans were already shuttled predator
discovering daily, that gay men and lesbians were not alien priests to other
from society, somehow set apart.” He then lists approvingly parishes, where
notable open homosexuals like Ellen DeGeneres and Greg they would find
Louganis, and adds: “The Archbishop of Milwaukee, Rembert new boys to abuse.
Weakland, was gay. The person next door, in the next office He accused teen

boys who reported

cubicle, the person seated next to your at Thanksgiving ;
their pastor-

dinner or Passover seder or in the pew in church could be
gay. Thus did the other begin to shade into the ordinary.” ‘r‘noleste.rs (?.f

: .. . squealing.” Yet
Surely Von Drehle has a point, and his inclusion of Weakland 7y heralded him
probably came from a search for the most prominent “out” as an example of
religious figure to demonstrate the seeming normalcy of "ordinary" "gays."
homosexuality. But what he neglected to report is that
Weakland, the then-secret homosexual presiding over Milwaukee’s Catholics, was a
reckless and callous enabler of homosexual predator priests. Writes Catholic Leon
Podles: “Weakland criticized and punished anyone who protested sexual predation
by priests”-- even threatening legal action against whistle-blowing Catholics. In one
shocking interview, Weakland said [emphasis added], “What happens so often in
these cases is that they go on for a few years and then the boy gets a little older and
the perpetrator loses interest...That’s when the squealing comes in and you have
to deal with it.” ¢ When predator priests were caught, the liberal, pro-“gay”
Archbishop Weakland would transfer them to other parishes, where the priests
would find new boys to molest. Writes Catholic Randy Engel, an expert on
homosexuality and the American Catholic Church: “It can be said of Weakland that
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he never met a clerical sex abuser he didn’t like.”¢1 A simple fact check by Von
Drehle would have shown him that Weakland’s “gayness” was nothing to celebrate -
especially for Milwaukee Catholics. Instead, his subversive sexuality and misplaced,
deviant sympathies brought suffering and devastation of the type no family should
experience - especially at the hands of their church. The boys and families
victimized by what Engel calls the “Homosexual Collective” - of which Weakland
was a powerful member - would not consider him and his failure to punish the
priests who molested their children “ordinary.” Once again, an American journalist -
in his zeal to demonstrate the supposed normalcy of homosexuality — had failed to
hold homosexuals themselves responsible for their behavior.

Clearly, pro-“gay” liberal groupthink in the media breeds shallow, lazy journalism. This
report includes only a few representative samples of unprofessional one-sided, pro-
homosexual “journalism.” Regrettably, one could fill dozens of large volumes with similar
examples of jaundiced media coverage on LGBT issues, from just the last few years alone.

Fox News Joins the Pro-Homosexual Media Bandwagon

Conservatives of all stripes had high hopes for Fox News to offset the overwhelming liberal
bias of the dominant “mainstream” media networks. But Fox - mimicking current trends in
the Republican Party with which it is often identified - has increasingly adopted a
libertarian brand of “conservatism” that eschews or downplays social issues, especially
homosexuality, as too “divisive.” Thus Fox News’ coverage - including conservative
advocacy programs like the “Sean Hannity Show”-- has in recent years tended to downplay
homosexual-related issues. (This is at odds with Ronald Reagan, who advocated social
conservatism as one of the three legs of the conservative stool - the other being fiscal
responsibility and a strong defense and foreign policy.)

As if becoming neutral (or shallow) on crucial Culture War issues wasn’t disappointing
enough, some leading Fox News’ hosts, such as Bill O’'Reilly, Shepard Smith and Megyn
Kelly, have emerged as on-air, pro-LGBT advocates - seemingly defying Fox’s core audience
demographic of staunch Republican conservatives.®2 That said, perhaps Fox’s identity
struggle parallels that of the Republican Party with which it is so identified: in 2011, Pew
Research Center found a stark divide in how Libertarians versus “Staunch Republicans”
and “Main Street Republicans” view the homosexual issue: “a large majority of Libertarians
(71%) say that homosexuality should be accepted by society. By contrast, 68% of Staunch
Conservatives and 60% of Main Street Republicans say that homosexuality should be
discouraged by society.”3

If Fox is siding with the Libertarians, its emerging pro-LGBT bias is all the more troubling
in that many conservative leaders are reluctant to criticize the network publicly because it
is the only major secular TV network in the nation sympathetic to the Right. Conservative
pundits and issue-experts fear that if they criticize Fox News, it might jeopardize their
getting invited on the network as a guest to promote their particular cause.
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Thus, Fox’s “avoid-the-social-issues” drift tragically has contributed to the further isolation
of social conservatives - whose worthy endeavors opposing a powerful deviant-sex- and
gender lobby increasingly have been “sacrificed” to the goal of building a more “inclusive”
conservatism and Republican Party. In this sense, Fox’s failure to live up to its own slogan
of being “fair, balanced and unafraid” has had devastating repercussions for principled
conservatism on such hot-button issues as legalizing “gay marriage” and allowing open
homosexuals in the military.64

Pew Research Center Confirms Fox’s Pro-“Gay Marriage” Bias

It was hardly surprising that a recent Pew Research Center report on media coverage of the
Supreme Court hearing two homosexual “marriage” cases found significant pro-“gay” bias
in the liberal-dominated media (although Pew chose to downplay the bias factor by calling
its report, “News Coverage Conveys Strong Momentum for Same-Sex Marriage”). Overall,
Pew found a 5-1 ratio of pro-homosexual-“marriage” stories compared to stories biased
against “gay marriage” in the weeks surrounding the U.S. Supreme Court’s hearing of the
two cases. (This, of course, helps explain the pro-homosexual side’s “momentum.”)

What is eye-opening in the Pew report, however, is the evidence of Fox News’ strong pro-
homosexual-“marriage” bias, although Fox was the least biased of the three top cable news
channels (Fox, CNN, and MSNBC). The bar graphic below illustrates the pro-“gay marriage”
bias factor of the three top cable news channels:

All Three Cable Channels Show More Support than Opposition
Percent of Stores

M Same-Sex Marriage Should Be Legal Same-Sex Marriage Should Not Be Legal Mixed,/Meutral

63 64
57%

39%
79 30

4%

CNN Fox News MSNBC

N=24 stories
Date Range: March 18-May 12, 2013

Pew reports that while MSNBC was the most biased network, “Fox News, on the other
hand, had the lowest percentage of supportive stories (29%) and the highest level of
neutral (63%). Despite being the best of a biased lot, conservatives need to know that
almost one-third of Fox News stories on homosexual “marriage” in the critical period

20



measured were biased toward the homosexual activist viewpoint, while only 8 percent
were weighted against it. That is nearly a 4-1 bias in favor of “gay marriage.”

A Rundown on Fox News Personalities

The following is a rundown of several prominent Fox News on-air TV personalities and
their coverage of homosexuality-related issues (this list is not comprehensive):

Bill O’Reilly

Fox icon and cable star Bill O’'Reilly’s gradual embrace of “gay
rights” typifies the pro-homosexual metamorphosis of the network
he helped to build with his popularity. In a moment I will get to
O’Reilly’s much-publicized “Bible-thumping” comment criticizing
the supposedly over-religious arguments used by opponents of
“gay marriage” (as well as O’'Reilly’s self-serving analysis of that
controversy). But first it deserves mentioning that O’Reilly seems
to have a special “animus” (to quote the Supreme Court) toward
Bible-believing Christians who adhere to a Scriptural stand against
homosexual conduct - especially those who warn that unrepentant
homosexuals will go to hell.¢> Perhaps this stems from the
inconvenient fact that O'Reilly’s approach toward the homosexual
issue dishonors the Roman Catholic religion that he publicly
professes. (Catholic doctrine teaches that homosexual behavior is
“intrinsically disordered” and proscribes any advocacy for
homosexuality or legal rights based on the same.) %6

Picking on an EX-“gay”

This writer, like many in the pro-family community, was shocked a

decade ago at the fierceness with which O’Reilly castigated Stephen

Bennett, a former homosexual who appeared on his program

Bill O'Reilly has
“evolved” on
homosexual
“marriage” and says
he no longer cares
about it as an issue.
Nevertheless,
O’Reilly strongly
criticized the recent
Supreme Court
decisions on “gay
marriage.”

(September 3, 2002). Bennett’s story of overcoming his “gay” lifestyle of 11 years (he had
over 100 homosexual partners), embracing Christianity, marrying girlfriend Irene and

becoming the father of two children should have been something to celebrate on Fox News.
After all, the network often devotes time to covering fascinating human interest stories that
are otherwise ignored or downplayed by the liberal media. 67

But Bennett had made the mistake of criticizing O’'Reilly for endorsing “gay rights” leading
up to publication of O’'Reilly’s exclusive interview with The Advocate, a national magazine
for homosexuals.®8 In the September 2002 Advocate interview, O’Reilly supports pro-“gay”
non-discrimination laws and homosexual adoption, and (presaging his “Thump the Bible”
remark more than a decade later) refers to religious people who oppose homosexuality
pejoratively as “Holy Rollers” and “fanatics.” The Advocate reports:
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"The only heat I take on the gay stuff is from very, very religious-driven people,” he
insists. " don't take any heat from Republicans or Democrats. This is where you
guys have it wrong: 90% percent of Americans don't care what you do; 10% are
fanatics. They think you're going to hell, and they want you to go to hell. All right?
Ignore them.”

And what does he mean by religious fanatics? "I mean, people who think you are
going to hell and are going to quote from Revelation that you're going there. I think
that's a little ridiculous, don't you? Those are the people. The guys waving the
[Bible] saying, 'God hates you.' How do they know? Let God sort it out. | have no idea
whether God hates you or not."

So "religious fanatics" would include [Jerry] Falwell, [Pat] Robertson, and the like?
"Look, I'm not naming names because I don't know where they are--maybe they're
evolving. I don't know. But anybody I see saying, 'This group is going to hell'?
mean, come on."

These are strange comments from a self-described “traditionalist.” O’Reilly also told The
Advocate in the 2002 interview that he “couldn't care less, to tell you the truth...You want
to get married? Knock yourself out. Go to Vegas; have a good time." Asked if he would
oppose homosexual “marriage” if it were legalized, O’'Reilly said, "If you can get that
changed, I'm not going to jump up and down and say I think it's wrong, because I don't."%°

O’Reilly responded to Bennett’s criticism by petulantly calling him an “idiot” in his radio
lead-up to his TV interview, and then blasting Bennett on air as a “religious fanatic.” Their
discussion devolved into a religious debate. But in his anger at Bennett for correctly
pointing out that the Fox News host was not being faithful to the teachings of his own
Catholic Church, O’Reilly managed to demonize a man whose redeemed life gives the lie to
of homosexual activists that people cannot leave the lifestyle. (In the interview, Bennett
began by telling the Fox host, “What I would like to say is that I've come out of the
homosexual lifestyle. [ lived that way until [ was 28 years old ... with over a hundred men
sexually, many whom are dead today from AIDS.”)70

Bennett says he received hundreds of sympathetic letters from people who were upset at
O’Reilly’s belligerent mistreatment of him. But what is shocking about the episode is how
O’Reilly’s attacks as a supposed Catholic “traditionalist” paralleled those routinely wielded
by secular progressives and homosexual activists against the likes of Bennett. Even if
Bennett was naive to attempt to go toe-to-toe with O’Reilly in a religious discussion, it was
unseemly for Fox News to become the platform for demonizing an ex-homosexual Christian
- especially in a larger liberal media environment in which journalists and media
corporations have cooperated with LGBT activists to marginalize and ridicule the idea of
healthy change away from homosexuality.71

In the years that followed, O’Reilly would invite on as a repeat guest homosexual activist
Wayne Besen - one of the most strident and vicious activists in the LGBT movement - who
dehumanizes people like Bennett by denying and mocking the possibility of ex-“gay”
change. (Typical of Besen’s hateful antics is his nicknaming of this writer “Porno Pete” for
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exposing homosexual perversions.”2) Ironically, O’Reilly’s interviews with Besen were civil
as opposed to his caustic encounter with Bennett. (Note: after complaints by conservatives
to the highest levels at Fox, Besen has not been invited back on the O’Reilly show in the last
several months.)73

O’Reilly’s refreshing (conservative) side

O’Reilly’s steadily escalating embrace of the homosexual activist agenda seems to have
paralleled the media’s increasing one-sided treatment of the issue. However, there are
areas where the Fox host has not followed the politically-correct liberal media pack:

= O’Reilly has strongly opposed pro-homosexual indoctrination in schools, and radical
sex and gender messages directed at youth --such as “GLEE’s” recent promotion of a
“transgender youth” theme;74

= He has led the media in aggressively advocating stronger laws to punish child
molesters;

= (O'Reilly has defended religious freedom and criticized homosexual activists for their
“bigot branding campaign” against religious opponents;7> and

= He denounces the idea that homosexual “marriage” is a “fundamental right,”7¢ and
he strongly condemned the Supreme Court’s June 2013 decisions against DOMA and
California’s Proposition 8 - noting that the latter disenfranchised the state’s

voters.””

O’Reilly sells out on “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell”

But despite those areas in which the “traditionalist” O’Reilly actually lives up to the label, in
the core areas of “gay” activist advances he invariably rolled over like a reluctant social
“progressive.” Most prominently, that would include treating homosexuality as a civil rights
issue - i.e., accepting “gay” personhood and de-emphasizing opposing it as