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Publisher’s note

Great Events from History: LGBTQ Events is a new, 
updated version of a reference work originally pub-
lished in 2006. This new edition not only provides new 
articles but also includes hundreds of updates and new 
bibliographical citations relevant to older articles. This 
set, like its predecessor, chronicles important histori-
cal events from around the world that have identified, 
defined, and legally established the rights of gays, les-
bians, bisexuals, queers, and transsexual, transgender, 
intersex, and asexual persons. In editorially defining the 
content of this two-volume set, we adopted the thinking 
expressed by historian Jonathan Ned Katz in the preface 
to the revised edition (1992) of his edited collection Gay 
American History: Lesbians and Gay Men in the U.S.A.:

. . . the major terms defining our object of study, “homo-
sexual” and “heterosexual,” applied to a past society, 
may obscure the very different ways in which same-sex 
and different-sex pleasures were organized and con-
structed under different social conditions. Our modern 
concepts, applied uncritically to the past, simply project 
our present social organization of eroticism, procre-
ation, and gender onto that past, distorting our ability to 
see it as it was to those who lived it. Applied to the past, 
“homosexuality” and “heterosexuality” may deny the 
difference of past and present, and may deny us a subtle, 
sophisticated sense of historical diversity.

Our chronology thus begins in the mid-nineteenth 
century, when German journalist Karl Maria Kertbeny, 
an advocate for the repeal of sodomy laws, coined the 
terms “homosexual” and “heterosexual.”

We also have attempted to select events that help 
to mark the definition of “gender,” the emergence 
of social, cultural, and political movements, and the 

struggles to gain civil rights. In some cases, one event 
represents and offers discussion of many. For example, 
the article on Illinois becoming the first state to abol-
ish its laws against consensual homosexual acts in 1961 
also discusses the effect of this action on other states. In 
particular, essays also include “see also” cross-referenc-
es to related articles within the set. By following these 
“see also” suggestions, readers can often gain a surpris-
ingly thorough sense of common themes and significant 
historical developments. Readers can also often gain a 
more thorough sense of the many secondary sources 
relevant to articles that share the same basic focus or 
themes.

essay length and Format

This set, devoted to the history of lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, transsexual, intersex, asexual, and queer 
persons (LGBTQ)  joins other titles in Salem Press’s 
Great Events from History sets. As in the chronologi-
cal references to worldwide events in Salem’s other his-
tory sets, we have approached the discussion of each 
historical event with a uniform essay format. Each es-
say, which has an average length of 3,000 words, promi-
nently displays the following:

•	 Date or date range of the event;
•	 Brief summary of the event and its significance;
•	 Also known as where appropriate; 
•	 Locale of the event; 
•	 Categories, or type of event covered, including 

Arts, Government and Politics, HIV-AIDS, Race 
and Ethnicity, Science, Sports, and Trans-gender 
and Transsexuality;

•	 Key Figures of the event, with birth and death 
dates, and brief descriptor.
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The text of each essay is divided into the following 
 sections:

•	 Summary of Event: Describes the event chrono-
logically and includes discussion to place the 
event in context;

•	 Significance: Describes the event’s historical im-
pact, influence, and significance;

•	 Byline: Name of the contributor who wrote the 
essay;

•	 Further Reading: Sources for further study ap-
propriate and accessible to librarians, students, 
and the general public; includes some Web sites;

•	 See Also: Lists related essays within the LGBTQ 
set.

sPeCial Features

These two volumes include more than 150 sidebars with 
quotations from primary source documents designed 
to  add to the reader’s understanding of the topics dis-
cussed. Many essays include:

•	 Extracts from primary source documents such 
as court decisions, mission statements, and laws, 
and biographical profiles of individuals who were 
key to the event;

•	 Tables and charts;
•	 Filmography.

More than 100 photographs and other images are 
included, such as news photos and photographic por-
traits, book and magazine covers, book title pages, 
government documents, and movie posters.

Because the set is ordered chronologically, an Al-
phabetical List of Contents appears in the front matter 
to both volumes. 

The back matter in Volume 2 contains a number of 
reference tools to help readers further explore  LGBTQ  
history:

•	 Annotated Bibliography, organized by category, 
directs readers to accessible sources, mainly books, 
for further study;

•	 Chronology provides a timeline of significant 
 LGBTQ events, from the mid-19th century to 
2017.

•	 Category Index provides access to the individual 
essays through 20 broad areas of interest;

•	 Subject Index provides access to the individual 
essays and their content through multiple access 
points.

the Contributors

Salem Press extends its appreciation to all who have 
been involved in the development and production of 
this work, especially the original editorial board -- Lil-
lian Faderman, Horacio Roque Ramírez, Yolanda Ret-
ter, Stuart Timmons, and Eric C. Wat – and Robert C. 
Evans, editor of the revised edition. Thanks also to con-
sultant Karl E. Bryant. Essays were written by academ-
ic specialists and independent scholars, whose expert 
contributions made this interdisciplinary project pos-
sible. Their names and affiliations appear in the front 
matter of this volume. 
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The original edition of this Great Events From History: 
Gay, Lesbian, Bisexual, and Transgender Events was 
published in 2006. In the nearly 12 years since then, 
much has changed in the study of “queer” history and 
culture. One key change concerns the way the field 
is now identified. The original volume focused, as its 
title indicated, on gay, lesbian, bisexual, and transgen-
der events. The present edition is devoted to LGBTQ 
events, to include queer, and that acronym could very 
easily have been lengthened to LGBTTTQIA, to in-
clude transvestite, transsexual, intersex, and asexual 
persons. But even that would not accommodate all the 
various kinds of identities that are now, often, desig-
nated simply as queer -- a term that suggests something 
outside the traditional heterosexual binary way of think-
ing. Until queer communities decide on a simpler way 
of designating themselves, we have chosen, for the time 
being, to use LGBTQ as the title of this new edition, and 
throughout the text.

Far more has changed since 2006, however, than 
terms alone. Perhaps no other decade has seen a more 
rapid advance in the recognition and rights of LGBTQ 
people than the last ten or so years. Queers are now far 
more visible - and far more accepted - in the western 
world than has ever been the case in modern history. 
LGBTQ rights, of course, are not yet legally protected 
worldwide, nor is LGBTQ culture welcomed in many 
places across the globe, including in the supposedly 

more tolerant west. But if the developments of the past 
decade are any indication, the future is likely to result in 
even greater liberalization of attitudes and laws than has 
already occurred.

Preparing the second, revised edition of this book 
involved, first, a thorough updating of the bibliographi-
cal entries that appeared in the first edition. Limitations 
of space have made it impossible to include every (or 
even most) of the new sources that have become avail-
able since 2006. Much, however, has been added, and 
readers are advised to follow the links suggested at the 
end of each article. These will often lead them to many 
other relevant sources than the ones contained in any 
single essay.

Another important addition to the second version 
of this book has been the inclusion of twenty-five or so 
completely new articles. Although these new articles ex-
tend the original volumes’ coverage to the present day, 
many of them discuss important events that occurred 
 before 2006, when the first edition was published. Taken 
together, these new articles demonstrate just how much 
progress has been made in the rights of LGBTQ people, 
as well as how much progress remains to be made. 

The Publisher’s Note to this edition gives a clear, 
detailed sense of the purposes of these volumes as well 
as how they can be most profitably used.
 Robert C. Evans

 November, 2017

Editor’s introduction
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THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT LEGALIZES SAME-SEX MARRIAGE

2015
n a  e i i n  t e  re e C rt el  t at 
a e e  le  a  t e a e ri t t  le al arria e 

a  eter e al  en ye

DATE: June 26, 2015
ALSO KNOWN AS: er e ell  e
LOCALE: Washington, D.C.
CATEGORIES: Laws, acts, and legal history; civil rights

KEY FIGURES

i ar  e  Director, Ohio Department of Health
Ja e  er e ell (b. 1966), Ohio realtor and IT consul-

tant, petitioner in er e ell  e

John Roberts (b. 1955), Chief Justice of the United 
States, who wrote the dissenting opinion disputing 
the Supreme Court’s right to determine whether 
same-sex marriage should be legal throughout the 
United States

Anthony M. Kennedy (b. 1936), Supreme Court justice 
who wrote the majority opinion legalizing same-
sex marriage 

SUMMARY OF EVENT

ber e ell . od es actually involved the consolida-
tion of a number of similar cases brought by same-
sex individuals against various government entities in 
several individual states. On January 23, 2012, April 
DeBoer and Jane Rowse sued the state of Michigan, 
which allowed only heterosexual copies to adopt chil-
dren. On the advice of a judge, their suit evolved into 
a larger argument asserting the legal right for same-sex 
couples to marry. On March 21, 2014, the judge ruled 
in the plaintiffs’ favor, nding Michigan’s prohibition 
against same-sex marriages unconstitutional.

In July 2013, a long-time couple from Ohio, Jim 
Obergefell and John Arthur, were married in Maryland, 
but when Ohio refused to recognize their union, they 
quickly led suit against their home state, arguing that 
just as Ohio recognized valid out-of-state heterosexual 
marriages, so it should recognize their recent union in 

he ro d asse bled in ront o  the re e Co rt o  the nited 
tates in ashin ton  C on riday  J ne   a hal ho r be-

ore the Co rt o ld hand do n its de ision in ber e ell . od es  
r lin  that bans on sa e-se  arria e iolate the o rteenth 

Amendment to the Constitution.  
(Courtesy of Mattpopovich via Wikimedia Commons)
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Maryland. Arthur was terminally ill and wanted Oberge-
fell to be his legal surviving spouse. Although local of -
cials agreed, the state attorney general argued in favor of 
Ohio’s prohibition of same-sex marriage. Initial rulings 
favored the arguments of Obergefell and Arthur (as well 
as other plaintiffs who had joined the case). On October 
22, Arthur died. Ohio moved to dismiss the case. but 
ultimately, on December 23, the court ruled in favor of 
the plaintiffs. Other, similar cases – in Ohio, Kentucky, 
and Tennessee – ended in 2014 with judges consistently 
ruling in favor of the plaintiffs. Same-sex marriage, 
which was already widely legal in many states, was now 
increasingly being acknowledged as legal by some U.S. 
judges. In all, six judges had found state prohibitions on 
same-sex marriage unconstitutional.

However, later in 2014, of cials in the states of 
Ohio, Michigan, Tennessee, and Kentucky appealed 
these rulings and, in November of that year, two of 
three judges for the Sixth District Court ruled in favor of 
Ohio’s claims, citing a 1972 Supreme Court precedent 
and also indicting that approval of same-sex marriage 
should come from each state’s voters, not from judges. 
Plaintiffs in the various cases appealed this ruling to the 
U.S. Supreme Court, which agreed, in early 2015, to 
hear the consolidated cases. Many “friend of the court” 
briefs were led in favor of the plaintiffs, whose posi-
tion was also supported by the U.S. Justice Department.

On June 26, 2015, the Supreme Court ruled 5-4 in 
favor of the plaintiffs. Judge Anthony Kennedy, who 
wrote the majority opinion, was supported by justices 

Obergefell v. Hodges (2003) 

Justice Kennedy delivered the opinion of the Court:
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Stephen Breyer, Ruth Bader Ginsburg, Elena Kagan, 
and Sonia Sotomayor, all appointed by Democratic 
presidents. Kennedy, who was now widely regarded as 
the “swing vote” on an ideologically divided court, had 
been appointed by Republican President Ronald Rea-
gan. The four dissenters in the case – justices Samuel 
Alito, John R. Roberts, Antonin Scalia, and Clarence 
Thomas – had all been appointed by Republican presi-
dents. The ideological division within the court repli-
cated a similar division within the country. Supporters 
of the decision argued that marriage was a fundamental 
constitutional right regardless of the gender of the par-
ties involved; opponents of the decision argued that the 
court was preempting a decision that should properly be 
left to elected representatives. Supporters of the deci-
sion replied, however, that the determination of basic 
constitutional rights should not be decided by majority 
opinion. 

SIGNIFICANCE

The decision in favor of the plaintiffs in ber e ell . 
od es is probably the most signi cant ruling in the 

whole history of legal judgments about the rights of 
same-sex people in the United States. It af rmed the 
rapidly growing acceptance of same-sex marriage in 
the country – acceptance both by courts and, increas-
ingly, by public opinion. Most states at the time of the 

ber e ell . od es ruling already acknowledged the 
rights of same-sex persons to marry and to have their 
marriages recognized outside of the states in which they 
had originally wed. The Supreme Court ruling seemed 
to af rm the arguments favoring gay marriage that had 
been increasingly made over the preceding two decades. 
Gay rights advocates had long contended that marriage 
was a core constitutional right that should not be denied 
to same-sex persons. When opponents of gay marriage 
suggested that they would be willing to accept “civil 
unions” between gays instead of marriage er se (which 
they associated with religious codes and long-standing 
cultural traditions), advocates of gay marriage argued 
that such arrangements would be demeaning and would 
imply their continuing second-class status as citizens 
in the U.S. Although the Supreme Court ruling did not 
silence all arguments against gay marriage, it effec-
tively abolished legal prohibitions. With some notable 
exceptions, including some Americans who continued 
to nd the majority’s reasoning awed, most Americans 
quickly accepted that the issue had now been settled. 

In some ways, the Court’s ruling re ected changes 
in American popular opinion about same-sex marriage 

after the turn of the twenty- rst century. In 1996, it had 
been Democratic President Bill Clinton who had signed 
the so-called “Defense of Marriage Act,” which had 
de ned marriage as a legal relationship between one 
man and one woman. Throughout the 2000’s, Hillary 
Clinton (Bill Clinton’s wife) – and herself a candidate 
for various important government of ces, including 
President – became increasingly accepting of the idea of 
same-sex marriage. Although at rst she had seemed to 
favor civil unions, in March 2013 she expressed explicit 
support for marriage equality. In 2014, challenged about 
the sincerity of her changed opinions, she said “I think 
we have all evolved, and it’s been one of the fastest, 
most sweeping transformations.” 

Meanwhile Barack Obama, elected president in 
2008, underwent a similar evolution. According to 
Politifact, “Obama, a consistent supporter of civil rights 
for gay couples, nevertheless said as early as 2004 and 
through 2008 that he didn’t support same-sex marriage. 
In 2010, he said he wasn’t prepared to reverse him-
self.” But by the spring of 2012, he had come out in 
favor of complete marriage rights for same-sex people. 
The 2015 Supreme Court ruling, then, rati ed a grow-
ing consensus in favor of (or at least not vehemently 
opposed to) same-sex marriage. In 2016, Donald Trump, 
then Republican presidential candidate, indicated that 
he considered the matter settled law. In May 2017, a 
Gallup poll indicated that 64 per cent of Americans sur-
veyed actually approved of same-sex marriage, while 
71 per cent thought it should be legal even if some of 
them objected to it in theory. 

Robert C. ans
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See Also: 1885: United Kingdom Criminalizes “Gross 
Indecency”; January 12, 1939: Thom son v. Al-
dred e Dismisses Sodomy Charges Against Les-
bians; 1961: Illinois Legalizes Consensual Ho-
mosexual Sex; January 22, 1973: Roe v. Wade 
Legalizes Abortion and Extends Privacy Rights; 
June 21, 1973: U.S. Supreme Court Supports Lo-
cal Obscenity Laws; August, 1973: American Bar 
Association Calls for Repeal of Laws Against 
Consensual Sex; October 18, 1973: Lambda Legal 
Authorized to Practice Law; November 17, 1975: 
U.S. Supreme Court Rules in “Crimes Against Na-
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CHINA PROHIBITS DEPICTIONS OF LGBTQ PEOPLE ON TELEVISION

2015
n ecember   the eo le s Re ublic o  

China  the world s most o ulous country and most 
im ortant Communist nation  announced a lon  list 
o  content that would hence orth be rohibited rom 
bein  de icted in television series  whether broadcast 
normally or online. e ictions o  homose uality were 
by no means the only content now banned, but the new 
directive e licitly de ned same-se  relations as ab-
normal,  alon  with incest, . . . erversion, se ual 
assault, se ual abuse, and se ual violence.  Whereas 
China had reviously seemed to be showin  increasin  
tolerance toward eo le and views associated with the 
L BT  community, the new rules were art o  a much 
broader overnment crackdown on utatively anti-
social  content in o ular culture. 

DATE: December 31, 2015
LOCALE: People’s Republic of China
CATEGORIES: Government and politics; laws, acts, 

and legal history; civil rights; organizations and 
institutions

KEY FIGURES

i Jin in  (b. 1953), President of China as of March 
14, 2013

Mao edon  (1893-1976), ruler of China (1949-1976)

SUMMARY OF EVENT

Because China contains approximately one fourth of 
the population of earth, anything noteworthy that hap-
pens there is almost by de nition important. This is 
especially true since China now has (or will soon have) 
the largest economy on the planet. It is one of the few 
nations with an atomic arsenal, and it has set its sights 
on the goal of increasing its power not only in Asia but 

ice resident Jose h Biden raises a toast in honor o  Chinese resi-
dent i at a state luncheon at the . . tate e artment.  

(Courtesy of U.S. Department of State or its employees via Wikime-
dia Commons)
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throughout the world. During the rule of Mao Zedong, 
the Communist dictator who led the PRC from 1949-
1976, any of cial rights for LGBTQ people were essen-
tially non-existent and most such people were deeply 
closeted. However, after Mao’s death in 1976, the coun-
try embarked on a course of slow but steady liberaliza-
tion. Although still of cially a Marxist nation, China 
more and more adopted elements of western capitalism. 
As its economy came increasingly to resemble a “free 
market,” prosperity grew rapidly. Whereas China dur-
ing Mao’s period was mostly impoverished, China in 
the decades following Mao’s death became richer and 
richer, with a growing middle class, rapid economic 
development, and growing in uence on the world econ-
omy. Mass political terrorism of the sort associated with 
Mao’s infamous “Cultural Revolution” of the 1960s dis-
appeared. China was still far from being a democracy, 
but one could imagine it as headed, eventually, in that 
direction.

As economic freedom grew, so did freedom in 
other respects. China seemed to be destined to become 
a much more pluralistic system than it had been under 
Mao. In 1989, however, the regime brutally crushed 
massive peaceful protests in the huge Tiananmen Square 
of Beijing, the nation’s capital city. This was the rst of 
many signs that the Communist party had decided to 
reimpose strict rule over the country. Gradually, though, 
restrictions were relaxed, and China – especially in its 

growing number of large cities – became increasingly 
open to “western in uences.” Life in the cities began 
to resemble life in the large cities of the west, with an 
increasingly visible LGBTQ culture. In March 2013, 
however, Xi Jinping became the newest President of 
China. Unlike some of his predecessors, who tended to 
represent factions within the Communist Party bureau-
cracy, Xi began to consolidate his personal rule. In a 
2014 speech, he asserted that “art and culture will pro-
duce the most positive energy when the Marxist per-
spective on art and culture is rmly established.” Like 
Vladimir Putin in Russia, he asserted personal con-
trol over ever-wider sectors of the government, the 
economy, and the culture. China’s communist leaders, 
having seen the kind of political instability (including 
threats to one-party domination) that often results from 
rapid liberalization, by the mid-2010’s had begun to 
crack down on dissent, especially any dissent inspired 
by “westernization.” 

SIGNIFICANCE

The mere fact that so many people live in China, and 
that China is becoming increasingly powerful in every 
way, makes the fate of LGBTQ persons living there rel-
evant to the fate of LGBTQ people everywhere. Many 
analysts predict that China will be the dominant world 
power of the twenty- rst century, eclipsing the United 
States both economically and in terms of international 

Examples from China’s 2016 Censorship Rules for Television Series

[Prohibited Content Includes Anything That]
Contains pornographic or vulgar content
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in uence. Many Chinese leaders, like many leaders of 
the Russian Federation, regard the United States and 
Western Europe as culturally “decadent.” They often 
cite the growing toleration of LGBTQ persons and cul-
ture as a prime piece of evidence of this decay. Increas-
ing freedom for LGBTQ persons generally correlates 
with increasing freedom of many sorts. Nations inter-
ested in suppressing freedom, such as Communist China 
and Vladimir Putin’s Russian Federation, often see the 
growth of LGBTQ rights as just the tip of the proverbial 
spear that might threaten and eventually undermine the 
established order.

The fact that homosexuality is now of cially 
equated in China with incest and sexual abuse is cer-
tainly not a positive development for LGBTQ persons 
living there. Whether China will continue to move in 
this repressive direction or will reverse course and move 
toward greater tolerance is potentially one of the most 
important of all issues in the twenty- rst century. It 
seems undeniable that China will have a growing in u-
ence on the world stage. How that in uence will affect 
LGBTQ communities both within and outside China is 
likely to be a matter of great importance. 

Robert C. vans
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March for Equal Rights in Mexico City; April, 2003: 
Buenos Aires Recognizes Same-Gender Civil Unions; 
January, 2006: Jiménez Flores Elected to the Mexican 
Senate; June 11, 2013: Russia Enacts “Homosexualism 
Propaganda” Law
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1800’s 
July 19-20, 1848: Seneca Falls Women’s Rights Con-

vention 
July 4, 1855: Whitman Publishes Leaves of Grass 
Nov. 11, 1865: Mary Edwards Walker Is Awarded the 

Medal of Honor 
Aug. 29, 1867: Karl Heinrich Ulrichs Speaks Publicly 

for Gay and Lesbian Rights 
May 6, 1868: Kertbeny Coins the Terms “Homosexual” 

and “Heterosexual” 
1869: Westphal Advocates Medical Treatment for Sex-

ual Inversion 
1885: United Kingdom Criminalizes “Gross Indecency” 
Jan.-June, 1886: Two-Spirit American Indian Visits 

Washington, D.C. 
Jan., 1892-July, 1892: Alice Mitchell Found Guilty of 

Murdering Her Lover 
May 25, 1895: Oscar Wilde Is Convicted of Gross In-

decency 
1896: Der Eigene Is Published as First Journal on Ho-

mosexuality 
1896: Raffalovich Publishes ranisme et nisexualit  
1897: Ellis Publishes Sexual Inversion 
May 14, 1897: Hirschfeld Founds the Scienti c-Hu-

manitarian Committee 
c. 1899: Transgender Reporter Covers Spanish-Ameri-

can War Revolts 

1900’s, 1910’s, 1920’s 
Nov. 17, 1901: Police Arrest “Los 41” in Mexico City 
1903: Stein Writes Q.E.D. 

1905: Freud Rejects Third-Sex Theory 
1906: Friedlaender Breaks with the Scienti c-Humani-

tarian Committee 
1907-1909: The Eulenburg Affair Scandalizes Germa-

ny’s Leadership 
1908: Carpenter Publishes The Intermediate Sex 
Oct., 1909: Barney Opens Her Paris Salon 
1912-1924: Robles Fights in the Mexican Revolution 
Mar. 15, 1919-1921: U.S. Navy Launches Sting Opera-

tion Against “Sexual Perverts” 
1920-35: LGBTQ People Contribute to the Harlem Re-

naissance
Feb. 19, 1923: The God of Vengeance Opens on Broad-

way 
1924: Gide Publishes the Signed Edition of Corydon 
Dec. 10, 1924: Gerber Founds the Society for Human 

Rights 
Feb., 1927: Wales Padlock Law Censors Risque Theater 
1928: Hall Publishes The Well of Loneliness 
1929: Davis’s Research Identi es Lesbian Sexuality as 

Common and Normal 
1929: Pandora’s Box Opens 

1930’s 
1930’s-1960’s: Hollywood Bans “Sexual Perversion” in 

Films 
1933-1945: Nazis Persecute Homosexuals
June 30-July 1, 1934: Hitler’s Night of the Long Knives
1939: Isherwood Publishes Goodbye to Berlin 
Jan. 12, 1939: Thompson v. Aldredge Dismisses Sod-

omy Charges Against Lesbians 
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