SUMMARY AND OVERVIEW OF DIALOGUE BETWEEN DEANE AND BARBARA
GROSSMAN ON SEXUAL ORIENTATION, 1997-2000

These two pages provide an intro to the material that follows. It is sent as a note to Josh (2023) re
some writing he and I have been doing on co-exist and inclusion, diversity.

Johanna comment: This is an excellent summary — the tone is really kind and respectful and it’s a really
good overview summary of the issue, including a synopsis of the dialogue with Barbara, as well as a
range of religious views at the time from progressive (Allan) to hostile (some Christians). | think it should
definitely go up on your website. It shows your patience, your clear thinking, your willingness to be
open Love j(March 23, 2023.)
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LETTER TO JOSH

Hi Joshers, this is a dialogue that I thought would interest you for our “Co-exist” paper. That
paper deals primarily with how different religious/spiritual traditions might add greater tolerance
and respect to each other. (We began discussing this when you were 22, and began our article
when you were 32—still working on it (I'm writing this March, 2023) for possible inclusion on
my DHS website. and if it might fit with our article monograph.

This is a more concrete issue, discussed within religious traditions about sexual orientation. The
dialogue occurred between 1997-2000, with my colleague and friend, Barbara Grossman. She
and her husband Michael were part of a “havurah” group that met since 1985—you may
remember some of those! We are a close group of friends and spiritual seekers who shared a
deep love of Judaism. This particular dialogue started with a column/sermon that Rabbi Krause
gave in 1997-- (yes the very Rabbi Krause who a decade earlier when you were five and came to
services with us, , would share sermons that allowed you to fall asleep under my tallit during
services © (A one page dialogue of different religions leaders, from 2008 including Rabbi
Krause is attached at the end of this intro to you).

HISTORICAL CONTEXT. Rabbi Krause had comment on important of tolerance toward
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Commented [DS1]: This was the term used then. Johanna, in
reviewing this writing,(2023) noted that the American
Psychological Association APA style manual Sexual orientation
(apa.org) recommends avoiding terms like homosexual that
can be seen as pejorative. | apologize for the use of the term
when it is used here, and have changed it in the introductory
material.




gays and lesbians. As context, a few years earlier (1993) President Clinton had said re: gays in
the military “don’t ask, don’t tell” which was seen as a progressive step forward from gays not
allowed to serve. In 1996 he had signed and congress passed the Defense of Marriage Act which
said marriage was only between a man and woman and same sex marriages were not recognized.

Barbara took issue with Allan’s comment and wrote a letter to the temple newsletter strongly
disagreeing with Allen’s comments that gays should be allowed to marry. I thought it would be
interesting, since I admired her intelligence and faith commitment, to explore the issue with her
more. | believed at the time that such a dialogue would help me clarify by own views, and we
could help create a dialogue/dialectic that might better inform us both.

OVERVIEW OF MY DIALOGUE WITH BARBARA GROSSMAN ABOUT THIS
ISSUE. You will see from the attached pages that this dialogue went through several phases.
The first phase was my just listening to Barbara’s point of view, to try to understand it better.
Her basic view stated at the start was that she had gay friends, even did counseling with
gay individual. However she didn’t feel gays should be allowed to marry. My “gut” reaction was
that I didn’t agree with her, but I hadn’t really thought it through very carefully and was willing
to listen to her view. I thought good hearted people, coming from an open minded perspective,
could have a mutually enriching dialogue.

Her initial points, as you will see from the dialogue attached, was that gays aren’t as mature
relationally as heterosexuals. so their relationships wouldn’t be as good; she also said that gays
(either male or female) would not be as good as parents in raising children. A major portion of
the middle part of this dialogue is my trying to understand why she believed these viewpoints
and whether a) there was any research done on the topic; and b) if there were, if research did (or
could show) that gays were as mature relationally, and that they could raise children equally
well (based on some agreed upon dependent variable), would that help her rethink her position.

After several exchanges around this, she finally said for her it came down to religious beliefs —
The bible says marriage is between man and woman and for a man to lie with another man is an
abomination. I shared with her that to cite the Bible in this case was a choice on her part,
because, knowing her well, I knew she disagreed with other parts of the Bible: (e g.that women
are not allowed to read from the Torah, which she proudly did and proudly encouraged the Bat
Mitvah of her children (services which mom and I joyously attended.

She said her view was that taking a larger, societal perspective, you can’t look at what might be
good for the person, (ie. the homosexual) but what it would mean for civilization in general.
The final section of our dialogue is my sharing that I was grateful for her sharing so openly and
honestly. To me it was interesting how far you can dialogue until you realize that further
dialogue is no longer helpful. She didn’t’ fall back to religious beliefs until the end of the
dialogue, and it became clear that if she believes her view on faith and wasn’t open to any
“research” that might show otherwise, I didn’t see how continued dialogue was going to be
helpful and I thought it was time for this exchange on this topic to come to an end. We
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continued to be friends with them for another few years until 2005—a twenty year arc), but
clearly this was no longer discussed among us.

2015 Supreme Court ruling. On June 26, 2015, the U.S. Supreme Court, in a major milestone
for civil rights, struck down all state bans on same-sex marriage, legalized it in all fifty states,
and required states to honor out-of-state same-sex marriage licenses in the case Obergefell v.
Hodges, finally granting same-sex couples equal rights to heterosexual couples under
the law.

RELIGIONS LEADERS VIEWPOINTS JUNE 7, 2008 What religious leaders think
about same-sex marriage depends upon which leader you ask. Opinions run the spectrum.
KPCC's Susan Valot spoke with two of Orange County's top men of God, each holds very
different views.

Susan Valot: Pastor Wiley Drake of the First Baptist Church in Buena Park says he probably
won't spend much extra time preaching against same-sex marriage during his services. Drake's
preached for years that homosexuality is a sin.

And the former leader of the national Southern Baptist Convention says his message won't
change. But Drake says he will push people to get out and vote in November to change the state
constitution so it bans gay marriage.

Wiley Drake: Last election, we only had 24% of our Christian voters out. I believe we'll
approach the 50% mark this time. And I think it'll be because people are fed up and are gonna
vote for the constitution to be changed so that indeed the law of the land here in California will
be one man, one woman. Nothing— you know, the bible says God created Adam and Eve, not
Adam and Steve.

Valot: But over at Temple Beth El of Orange County, the largest Jewish congregation in the
county, Rabbi Allen Krause says we're all human.

Allen Krause: Oh, all of us are basically made in God's image, and if God made us to be
heterosexual or homosexual, that's God's doing. And I'm surely not going to question God.

Valot: But Rabbi Krause points out the view of same-sex marriage varies within the Jewish
community. His synagogue in Aliso Viejo is a Reform temple. Still, the rabbi says he thinks "it's
a shame" that people
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Commented [JS2]: | really like your comments. You are trying
to find common ground. You are also challenging her implicit
argument that same-sex relationships are somehow at a “lower”
level because in the Hellenistic period, homosexual relations often
occurred between older man and younger man. You correctly point
out that exploitative power dynamics have no place in any
relationship, gay or straight!

Commented [JS3]: The more recent awareness that sexuality is
a continuum, not a simple either/or, would be extremely unsettling
for her. As you state, the boundary here is probably a lot more
fluid.

You also tackle the question of “choosing” gayness, and again point
out that while there is undoubtedly some interaction between
culture and biology, research points to sexual orientation as being
rooted in biology.

It’s also interesting that she implies “turning out” gay would be a
bad thing. You acknowledge that sexual orientation goes against
her values, but challenge her belief that she apparently has
complete control over her children’s sexual orientation through the
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S0 I am not a big halachic thinker.
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Commented [JS4]: Here you point out that her boundaries
work for her — great! But to what extent is she prepared to impose

them on others, claim for them the highest moral authority? This
shows that she believes there is only one path up the mountain of
mature spiritual adulthood and it is a heterosexual one!

| like that you are always looking for points of agreement and your

tone is always respectful and collaborative.

Commented [JS5]: | wonder how sound this analogy is
between kashrut and sexuality. First, although I agree there are
healthier and less healthy ways of eating, there is no universal
agreement (see controversy over nonfat vs. fat foods). | think what
you are saying is that there are certain transcendent values that
should govern all forms of eating — it would be better if everyone
ate mindfully, with gratitude etc. while knowing that no one can
eat with perfect purity all the time. | agree, but would add that
while there are probably similar relational values (be kind to each
other, listen to each other’s point of view respectfully,
communicate carefully) these are not related to a
homosexual/heterosexual continuum in any way.

| find the argument about not judging individuals but rather
enacting social policy to be unsettling. It says for the good of
society, we should not encourage gay marriage, or gay parents, or
even possibly gay relationships. The argument of “cultural support”
doesn’t hang together for me. Why should heterosexual families
get “cultural support” for their values opposing gay unions, while
gay couples get no such cultural support? It all falls apart if you
challenge the assumption (unproven by any research) that gay
relationships are less mature, less advancing of civilization than
heterosexual ones. | think you hit the nail on the head with your
statement — “it would be better if everyone around me agreed with
me”. | agree with your implication that boundaries that exclude

others (except murderers!) are inherently questionable.
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instruction possible given the underlying assumptions is “become
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Historical/Biblical Context and

Issue

omosexual couple
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(PROBABLY NOT A GREAT CHOICE OF WORDS! ), BUT I WOULD ASK YOU, IF IT
TURNED OUT IN THE RESEARCH, THAT IT WAS > ON ALL PSYCHOLGICAL TESTS, A
IIGHER FORM OF INDIVIDUATION, HOW WOULD THAT CHANGE YOUR BELIEFS, IF AT
ALL?  WOULD THEY JUST BE "MORE KOSHER" OR DIFFERENT BUT EQUAL KOSHER, OR
STILL "LESS KOOSHER"?
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I also suspect that in this age of toleration where there is little
stigma, there is much more experimentation of same-sex sex in college age
kids. I think this suggests that our sexuality is not so hard-wired an
without structure or Scriptures, we will devolve into forms of ual
> expression that are characteristic pre-biblical society. AMH, IN WEEK
TWO OF THE WILDERNESS, THE IMPORTANCE Of BOUNDART BOUNDARIES AS
ENHANCING SACREDNESS | I AGREE, TO AN EXTENT. PEOPLE NEED STRUCTUR|
BOUNDARIES; THEY ALSO WILL EXPERIMENT; AND THEY WILL ATTEMPT TO PUSH THE
ENVELOPE ; AGAIN, WE SOUGHT TO RAISE OUR KIDS WITH CERTAIN BOUNDARIES AND
JALUES | THE TSSUE IS CAN YOU DO THAT WITHOUT PUTTING DOWN OR VALUING AS
LESS DEELOPED THOSE WHO HAVE DIFFERNT VALUES/ORIENTATIONS . 1°D SAY IN
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Commented [JS8]: This seems like she first admits the
possibility only to discount it.. She’s saying | suppose it’s possible
for homosexual couples to “duplicate the individuation needed for
a successful married life”,,, but | don’t really think so.

And why is the male/female dynamic any more “intrinsically
valuable” than a homosexual dynamic? According to what criteria?
| share your puzzlement. You point out that research says the issues
are in fact quite similar.

She “suspects” faithfulness is “much more likely” with a female
partner. Suspecting is not evidence. Why should this be so? You
make an interesting argument that, if indeed it takes more of a
stretch for gays, then their relationships should be more
committed.

There seems to be a dichotomy where boundaries are good,
experimentation is bad. But why? Because the Bible says so?
Boundaries are not inherently good or bad, neither is
experimentation; | think it’s about the goals and purpose of each. A
boundary to make heterosexual marriage/relationship the only
valid form seems constraining without any clear justification of its
merit and plenty of potential harm inflicted.
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Commented [JS9]: Love your point about being dubious about
setting boundaries on how people should love each other!

| agree that the ground keeps shifting in the argument —is it
personal, or research, or here completely Biblical?

| think when other arguments were shown to be inconsistent, the
fallback is the Bible says so.

You make a good point that pre-biblical becomes a place-holder for
debauchery, sexual exploitation, hedonism, sexual promiscuity etc.
| don’t know enough about this historical era, but it seems a broad
brush —and as you note, even if this stereotype is accurate, it is not
the same as contemporary gay couples falling in love and wanting

) to marry.

| think she dips her toe into considering her personal psychological
dynamics for needing to draw this boundary, and you agree, saying
she needs to use her power of the majority to reinforce the
boundary, perhaps not because it is inherently right, but because
for her the lack of this boundary would be too personally
threatening.




SOME AREAS, Y E.G., STUDYING, DISCILINE IS BETTER THAN SLOTH; BUT IN
TERMS OF HOW PEOPLE SEEK LOVING, COMMITTED RELATIONSIFS, I FEEL ON LESS
SOLID GROUND.

)
1 am passionate about biblical revelation as a direction for humankind.
T think our Bible forms the Zeitgeist that continues into these times. I
really see norming heterosexuality as a primary biblical theme. The Genesis
creation story is all polemic about ons man and one woman. The patriarchal
stories are all about the same thing even when the stories are about move

also, the word, "abomination" in the Bible is a technical

term that refers to some kind of aberrant sexuality, probably sodomy. I am
referring now to the deep understructure of the Bible, not to vyabbinical
stianity picks up on this message in a very big way. WHOA.
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than one wife.
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THOUGHTFUL , TO, IT

T SHIFTED STYLES IN ME, FROM A MORE PE
SEEMS NOW IT°S BACK TO BIBLICAL (DEEP STRUCTURE BIBLICAL) " NORMING"
AGATNST HOMOSEXUALITY AND HOMOSEXUAL ACTS AS . "ABOMINATIONS" THAT SEEMS
TE TONE I THOUGHT WE WERE DEVELUFLING. 1 wwerwus
THIS TS THE DEEP SEATED VIEW YOU HAVE, AND SO MUCH OF THE DIALOGUE, RELLY
WON’T COUNTER THIS MORE FUNDAMENTAL VIEW. THAT WAS THE ISSUC I RAISED IN
THE FIRST RESPONSE ABOUT WHAT WOULD IT TAKE TO CHANGE YOUR VIEW ABOUT WHAT
e WTEHER | EVFL MATURATION. (DID I MISS SOMETHING?)

ACATNG

AT LEAST TO GO AGAINST TH

THE ENDING PHASE OF THE
DIALGOUE:
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Commented [JS10]: You rightly point out (again) that she is
switching to a fundamentalist biblical position, one you thought had
previously been dealt with in the dialogue

Commented [JS11]: Including this is good, as it shows that
initially she saw herself as open to research but then backed away

|| when you shared empirical evidence contradicting her perspective.

The statement “I just don’t feel” is based only on her feelings,
which is good for her but not a logical data-based argument.. WHY
should it be easier for heterosexual people to achieve mature
relationships than homosexual people? It doesn’t make any sense
to me.

| think your final comment sums it up. There is no evidence for her
assertions, just feelings, suspicions, skepticism. When you show
the inconsistency of her arguments, she falls back on Biblical
revelation. Admitting this at the start would have saved a lot of
time and energy!
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Commented [JS12]: | don’t really understand why educated
minorities get “extra developmental value out of their social
interactions.” What does this even mean? What is the basis for
such a claim? | think your point is the better one, that there could
be (are) many negative consequences (in the form of systemic
racism). Why don’t the benefits of this cultural exchange flow both
ways? Why are minorities elevated by contact with the majority
culture and majority members presumably contaminated by
contact with minority cultures?.

You continue to propose research that might empirically resolve
these questions, but this does not seem of interest or relevant to
her.

Your comment about labeling gays as sinners and consigning them
to hell as not very constructive to couples maturation is funny and
right on.
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Commented [JS13]: Barbara’s use of the word hypothesis, as
you point out, is misplaced, because it suggests a paradigm where
ideas are open to disconfirmation — and as you conclude, hers really
are not. So no null hypothesis is possible.

{ust curious — WOULD you agree that heterosexual coupling is the
ideal, as you state here? If so, why?

D comment 2024: great question | good catch think my beliefs
have evolved since then. | didn’t just say that to pair with Barbara,
for | believed it would be “easier” if my kids turned out like me and
you. However, now, | truly believe love is love and that | want them
to be happy! | do still have a “belief” that relationship is an
important part of that; But | also have to recognize that too is a
“belief.” Thanks for pointing this out.

Commented [JS14]: Here you are pushing her to the logical
conclusion of her arguments — “civilization would collapse”; with
the benefit of hindsight and the passage of marriage equality laws,
we see that in fact no such thing happened. But Barbara would still
likely say it is wrong and abomination.




Commented [JS15]: I'd just point out that there are many
definitions of civilization; and even if we restrict ourselves to
Western Civ, it has many good aspects, but many horrible aspects
that are not all that “civilized” (organized warfare, unbridled

capitalism, racism etc.)

BARBARA, AND HOW FPEOPLETCHOOSE VALUS _&
Judeo christin

S

Good point of where to draw the biblical line — gay sex is
abomination but let’s have girls read from Torah.

values (in
This is a great summary of Barbara’s thinking, and exposes its

1. belief, core value, assumption:
general) are good.
I know they are good because they have created 01v111zat10n v
3. anything wk1ch dlmlﬂlahes or weﬂ@nes those values hurts civi- ’
lization and leads esither to, or on a slipper slope to civilza-
tions demigse.. |
N
|
4. gay activity is condepﬁbnd by bible as abomination. heterosex— f
|

ual be fruitful and multipy is a mitzvah.

5. therefore gay marriage is w%ng, and will lead to 3
issues: 1) .in general: not all values then are helpful: ;}\- it
e.g., women resading from torah, etc; therefore, ongoing revela— Xuq /
tion, and pick and choose; she draws line more liberally than - . |
strict halacha. formal orthodox. '

2)  they have helped create cifilization, but also

been misused |
3) see 1. she would disagree that all are ==ly good .
letting girls read may help advance civilization. ) 6?

limitations

2.

in fact,

4) why does she pick the line here; could this be

example, where line is in wrong place

S) I; more open on this one;
see fiddler; immigration: boundaries, but porous

- . P
S

lines needed,
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not here:

Tue, 2 May 2000 10:21:56 ~0700
SHAPIRC (JFSHAPIRE@uc] .edud

(dhshaplr@uCL'edu%

Johanna F.
(fwd)

To: SHARIRG?®
Subject: RE: Dialogue, Round rwo
gare — this is quite &n am621ng dlalogue
‘Barbara to help clarify and refine her thinking (to give her credit, I think
he is trying hard too to figure out the basis for Her~§trong convictions).
ou.evince both a clear-headed logic and a compaSSLOﬁqte heart in your

You are very impressive and very smart. }ithlnk this represents

i S . L?%e ya, J

arguments.
a superb clarification of very complicated issues

From:

rDate:
’Deane H.

L& )
You are very generous with

12




Commented [JS16]: This “point” seems questionable to me.
The “compassionate agenda” of Carol Gilligan to hold up girls and
women in the direction of equality is “hurting” boys, so get rid of it!
First, although | believe there is some evidence that boys indeed

are struggling with identity issues, where is the rationale for
blaming strengthening girls? Secondly, even if there were a link,
should girls be oppressed to preserve boys’ egos and dominance?
This is a flawed argument and its problematic nature might need to
be pointed out before your very gracious conclusion of the

»
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sar Deans,
Yes, I can let this conversation end. Howaver, I must admit to some
rustration that I was not able to present my ideas in such a way as to dialogue
perhaps you are not interested in the social systemic pictuve
I think you are proud of your adult modeling for ydur children.

.
&

=ngage you.
nyway . t
m as much interested in models for our socisty.
T did catch some sense from you that I expressed myself in such a way as
That makes me sad becauss I do
/
o

o appear as a fundamentalist-likes thinker.

ot belisve that is where I am speaking from. My last-ditch effort was to
oint out an example of a compassionate agenda (social change for girls a la
tructural developmentalist Carol Gilligan) and its unintended effect on our
ociety. I am di§ggggiﬂ£§d_tha#.wnu,:vs.nmt_interest§q_ip_that conversation.

N - - o~ . ~ R —— _— ]

j’'s coment shold | add anthing re: process before how | end it below:?

N

Date: Thu, 11 May 2000 11:02:56 0700 (FDT)
From: Deane H. SHAPIRO (dhshapivéuci.edu)

GrossmnPhDé@cs .com
Deane H. SHARIRO (dhshapir@éuci.edu)

co

bject: thank you...

TP

ogue is coming to

o3

jear Barbara,
1 appreciate your agreeing that this particular dial
and for taking the time to provide the additlicnal thoughts

R

I Q’d blessings for
-4

\?ornpletion,
wWhich you shared in order to help tie things up.
e
1
I want to se

E As we are still in the week of tiferet,
peauty and harmony to you, Michael, and the girls. }

Warmly,

i

" De%ﬂi:——“”“"”‘___ S—
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ialogue
isi ich | came across after dia

icl orting on research (2001, 2004) on this issue which

Two news articles rep

knded

Lurns Out the Happy

Couple Is .

~

By KATHLEEN KELLEHER
SPECIAL TO THE TIMES

any therapists haye
served the needs of gay
and lesbian couples.

Like heterosexual coy. )

ples, same-sex partners seek coup-
seling for everything from 3 mate
whose sloppiness is like nails to a
chalkboard to grappling with se.
verely mismatched libidos.

But now, clinjca] Ppsychologist
John Gottman, a research scientist
at the University of Washington
who has studied heterosexual coy-
Ples for 28 years, hag tailored work-
shops explicitly for the needs of
8ay and lesbian couples based
upon research that examined the
interactions of same-sex couples,
The 12-year study, which Gottman
co-authored with yC Berkeley pro-
fessor of psychology Robert I ever,.
son, found simjlaritjes and differ-
ences in how 8ay, lesbian and
heterosexual couples interact,

“We realized there were a lot of
differences when We were obsery-
ing men and women while study-
ing marriages,” said Gottman, who
just submitted the study for publ;-
cation. “We couldn't te]) jf differ-
ences were biological or role-re-
lated. Wwe decided to study
Same-sex couples, and we got in-
terested in them for their own
sake.”

Gottman and pjg colleagues
found that Same-sex couples were
much more optimistic in the face
of conflict than straight couples,
“If you compared how a persop
bresented a problem in same-sex
relationships, they showed Jess
belligerence, Jess domineering, less
sadness, less whining and more af.

g g SR

. . Gay? A

fection, humor ang Joy,” said Gotg
man. Partners were also Jegy dir
tressed and more Ppositive after 3
disagreement,

While the research On same-se;
unions js Sparse, what the fe
studies focusing on 8ay and lesb;

and quality, Researchers g
ound that there are fewer obsty,
€s to leaving jn Same-sex union
and that they tend to dissolve moré
often than thejr heterosexual
counterparts. There is  more
autonomy in 8ay and lesbian coy-
ples. But for 8y, lesbian and
straight couples alike, the bottom
line is the same: When the bad out-
weighs the 8ood, couples split.

Unlike previous research, which
relied on same-sex couples’ self-re-
ported perceptions of their rela-
tionship, Gottman’s study involved
objective observations of same-sex
couples interacting, The study in.
volved 42 same-sex couples (2] gay
and 21 lesbians), all of whom were
cohabiting and in committed re-
lationship of at least two years
long. They were Compared to 42
heterosexual married couples
whose reports of satisfaction in the
relationship were roughly equiva-
lent to that of the same-sex couples
and who had also been together a
minimum of two years,

At the beginning of the study, all
couples were videotaped interact-
ing while discussing a number of
subjects, including a relationship
problem and sych innocuous
topics as the preceding day’s
events. During the interactions,
each member of the couple’s
physiological measurements
(heartbeat, finger pulse, etc.) were

Please see Birds & Bees, E3
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isi i it concludes
: Thi earch is interesting, as i n

nted [JS17]: This res rest one

Sglt‘::r'nee»sex couples are the same als olppo;:tpe s:)i(sct:uepevidence
i i lity of relationship. 4

satisfaction and qua 0 vidence
t:rrtn; osfaid ultimately wouldn’t dissuade her from her Bi
that B.

views.



research of videotapes of hetero and homosexual couples talking about issues Gottman,

Commented [JS18]: This article shows no harm to children
raised by same-sex couples in terms of no gender identity
confusion. Again, it'sresearch that says, take a breath, gay parents
are the same as straight parents. But even though it is science-
based empirical data, it would not be persuasive to someone who is
committed to seeing the issue through a Bible-based lens.

2004)
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Commented [JS19]: And if divorce is considered a parameter
of a society in dissolution, then it’s the gays who are holding down
the fort of societal stability!

Commented [JS20]: And same-sex couples are “nicer” to each
other! Less controlling, more cooperative. What's not to like?!

Commented [JS21]: Less defensive, more positive — gays vs.
straights.
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Commented [JS22]: Maybe lesbian couples take the couples
prize because they are not as afraid of emotion as men, whether in
gay or straight relationships.
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