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Foundztion and Judith’s The Instituts for Media Education.

T enclose herewith 2 copy of Lambda’s motion with their allegations highlighted, I would
call to your attenticn the vicious nature of the attacks on both the Reisman & Johnson Report and
on Dr. Reisman personally and cn her life’s work. Judge Gasch in the District of Columbia
District Court threw out Steffan’s claim cn Summary Judgment in 1991 and favorably citad Dr.

eisman’s work in her bock, Kinsey, Sex, and Fraud, because of several important propositions
about homesexuality therein, including the lack of scieatific integrity of the so called Kinsey “ten
percent” figure that had been advanced by the homosexual movement,

Judge Gasch, in footnote 12 of his December 9, 1991 District court opinion of this case,
took judicial nctice of Dr. Reisman’s seminal work in Kinsev. Sex and Fraud: The
Indoctrination of a Peoplz (John H. Court & I. Gordan Muir, eds., 1990; which was cited in the
preeminent British medical joumnal, 337 The Lancet 547, 547 (March 2, 1991) in which Judge
Gasch, relying cn Dr. Reisman, concluded that “the Court does not regard homosexuality as
being an immutable characteristic.”

The Lancet’s analysis of Reisman’s data finds “Dr. Judith A. Reisman and her
colleagues demolish the foundations of the two [Kinsey] reports” id. Judge Gasch similarly
referenced Judith’s work as preeminent, concurring with The Lancet and the German Medical
Tribung (No. 29, 15 July 1591, and the Judge found Dr. Reisman’s findings persuasive and asked:

Is it possible that a sex myth was derived in the name of science that indesd influenced a

society and eventually steered it toward today’s AIDS catastrophe without responsible and
honest investigation?

The primary principle, however, in Judge Gasch’s opinicn, is that homosexuality is
behavior and is not an immutable human characteristic and therefore ineligible for special
protection in the law. Gasch’s opirion was soundly affirmed by the entire D.C. Circuit of Appeals
which ordered our brief filed and the preliminary findings of the Reisman and Johnson Reportasan :
Appendix were fully considered by the court gver the vicious gbjections of the homosexual -
movement’s lawyers. The forty-one page Court of Appeals’ opinion at its heart held a ringing
affirmation of the primary finding of the Reisman & Johnson Report, that is “you cannot separate -
homosexual orientation from homosexual behavior.” :









