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Here's hoping everyone had a very happy holiday seasonl|
We here at OUTLOOK have been very busy moving from
a cramped apartment into a much larger house that needs
a little TLC, so we'll be busy for some time to come yet! In
the process of the move though, our printer seems a bit
homesick for the old place and has refused to cooperate
with us. Please excuse the 'fuzzy' print. We're working on
it. Please note our NEW mailing address below.

Our Outlook Is Great! Get Yours At

The Robin's flest Theflibion Hotel  ClubRenaissance Princess Cimema
SwteSurpmses  TheBookshetf  ACCHWA Generation §

Hempfsyum  DeDise Words Worth Books
Book tm U of U (Turnkey Desk)

Or subscribe now!

All we ask is that you send us your name and address along with a cheque for $15 made
payable to Mark Jordan to cover postage and handling. Outlook will arrive at your door
every month for a full year in an unmarked envelope.
Outlook Magazine
P.O. Box 40002 Waterioo Sq. P.O. Waterloo N2J 4v1 (519) (D
email: outlook@easynet.on.ca
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DUTCH PARLIAMENT
CONSIDERS GAY

PARTNERSHIPS

The lower house of the Dutch pariament
will consider a bill creating partnership
registration for gay and straight couples,
reported De Gay Krant.

The measure is supported by State
Justice Secretary Elisabeth Schmitz as an
alternative to legalizing gay marriage. She
hatched the plan after the lower house
voted 81 - 60 in April to support opening
up marriage to gays and lesbians -- a notion
Schmitz has scuttled temporarily by creating
committees to study its ramifications.

Schmitz says she is mostly worried about
the fact that homosexuality is taboo in many
Third World countries from which the Dutch
adopt babies.

The goveming D66 party is a little
annoyed at Scmitz's approach.

"We proceed from the view that a
parliamentary majority has indicated its
support for the opening up of civil
marriage," said D66 MP Boris Dittrich.
"As a result of that vote, a committee was
set up to investigate the legal consequences
of such a step. That committee must not
wait for the results of other related studies.
We don't want to walt forever."

Parliament also passed a second
resolution last April endorsing equal
adoption rights for homosexuals and single
people. The government is studying that
idea as well.

Actual gay marriage is not permitted
anywhere in the world although a Hawail
court case will likely lead to its legalization
there soon. Denmark, Greenland, lceland,
Norway and Sweden allow gays to form
"registered partnerships" that grant every

right of matrimony except access to church
weddings, adoption and artificial insemination
services. In lceland, gays can adopt a partner's
biological children, however.

POLICE ADVERTISE IN BRITIAN'S
‘GAY TIMES'

Britian's South Yorkshire police force placed
an ad in the December issue of Gay Times looking
for new officers.

The ad shows a handsome officer tipping his
helmet flirtatiously with the caption, "Fancy a chat
with Tom?"

Police spokesman Sgt. George Roper said gays
make good cops because they have greater
sympathy for people who are suffering.

"They can deal with them in a more sympathetic
manner," Roper said. "In society there are people
who hold prejudices and they do tend to pick on
the gay community.”

Up to five percent of South Yorkshire's cops
are gay but Roper said: "We would like to bump
that number up. There are many more gays in
society than 3 or 5 percent."

South Yorkshire's largest city is Sheffield.

AUSTRALIAN T-ROOMS BOMBED

Police are investigating the possibility that
toilets at three Sydney, Awustralia, train stations
were bombed because they are "T-rooms" where
men have anonymous sex, reported Capital Q.

Bombs exploded in October at the Circular
Quay, Central and St. James stations during
morning rush hours.

There were no injuries but damage was
substantial at all three sites.

(These three articles Rex Wockner International
News)

NAMIBIA PRESIDENT JOINS
ZIMBABWE'S IN ATTACK ON GAYS

(out.com) -- Namibian President Sam Nujoma
lashed out at gay men and lesbians during a
political rally at a Swapo Women's Council
Congress creating a flurry of international
recrimination.

The Windhoek Advertiser reports President
Nujoma said in his opening statement to the
women's group that "all necessary steps must be
taken to combeat all that is influencing us and our
children in a negative way. Homosexuals," he
said, "must be condemned and rejected in our
soclety."

Nujoma's comments bear a striking similarity to
those made by Zimbabwean President Robert
Mugabe in which he said gay men and women
were "no better than pigs or dogs" and called on
private militias and police to arrest anyone "caught
practicing homosexuality."

Mugabe soon became the focus of international
demonstrations and official notices of concern.

Now under renewed human rights scrutiny,
Zimbabwe has been threatened with significant
cutbacks in western aid.

BLAZE FURTHERS SUFFERING

(Brother Sister News) -- The Tasmanian Gay and
Lesbian Rights Group says it is confident that the
Tasmanian Police will investigate the possibility
that anti-gay hatred was behind a blaze which
destroyed the home of a gay man who, earier
this year, lost his partner in the Port Acthur
massacre.

Spokesperson Rodney Croome said that the
group has been assured by the Tasmania Police
that all avenues for determining the motive of the
cfime will be pursued.

David Capper returned home early morning to
discover his house had been burgled and gutted
by fire.

Capper lost virtually everything he owned,
induding photographs of his partner Andrew Mills
who was murdered by Martin Bryant at Port
Arthur on April 28.

Brad Philpott, M.Sc.
dividual, Couple & Family Therapist
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GAYS CAN SUE EX-PARTNERS FOR
SUPPORT, COURT RULES

(Canadian Press) -- Ontario's top court has struck
down a law that bars gays and lesbians from suing
former partners for support in a ruling that
homosexual activists say has "monumental"
implications.

At Court of Appeal's three judges voted 2-1
December 18 in Toronto which put a new
complexion on the battle for gay rights in areas
ranging from adoption to employment benefits,
lawyers said.

"It is @ monumental decision for the gay and
lesbian community," said lawyer Martha
McCarthy, who represented the winning side.

“This case and others like it are going to lead
to equal recognition and treatment of all intimate
relationships."

The ruling comes in the case of a lesbian couple,
known as M. and H., who separated four years
ago.

One said she had developed an economically
dependent relationship on the other and wanted
to sue for support. But her former partner pointed
to the province's Family Law Act, which defines
couples as a man and a woman.

That's discriminatory, the appeal court ruled.
It gave the province a year to change the law,
saying a comprehensive legislated solution is better
than a judicial one. If that doesn't happen, the
law will automatically be changed to say a couple
is simply two people who meet the definition of
common-law marriage, the judges said.

They noted that the legislation was partly aimed
at requiring people to support their needy ex-
spouses so that the government doesn't have to
do so.

"The inclusion of same-sex cohabitees...would
only serve to further the desirable goals of the
legislation," Justice Louise Charron said.

In a dissenting opinion, Justice George
Finlayson said same-sex couples don't suffer from

being treated differently. He added that

heterosexual relationships are "not only the

traditional, but also the basic social structure for
the procreation of children."

While the decision relates to marriage breakups
and support payments, the principals could be
applied to many other issues, said Michael
Leshner; a criminal lawyer and gay rights advocate.

That could include people fighting to adopt
their same-sex partner's child so they could both
be legal parents - something not allowed now -
he said.

"It has sent a clear and resounding and simple
message that gay and lesbians form family units
and if the government doesn't change the
legislation to reflect that, the court will..."

The decision could also aid the fight to win
spousal benefits for same-sex partners, McCarthy
said.

Same-sex spouses can't receive old-age pension
benefits when their partners die, but the Supreme
Court split on that decision which left many legal
questions unanswered, said McCarthy.

700 Strasburg Rd. Kitchener
Forest Glen Plaza

SUPPORT RULING NO VICTORY FOR
SAME-SEX COUPLES

The following is an ediitorial by Karen Selick ,
Special to the Citizen concerning the previous
news article concerning the right to sue for support.
You may find it interesting.

(Ottawa Citizen) -- Poor old H. She's the
forgotten woman of the gay rights movement. She
lived with her lesbian partner M. for ten years
before they split up. Then M. sued her for
support under Ontario's Family Law Act and won.
The judge rewrote a portion of the law to define
same-sex couples as spouses. Last month , the
Court of Appeals confirmed the decision.

The gay community was elated by these
decisions. | can't understand why. Have they
forgotten that there are two sides to this case --
two lesbians, not just one; whose rights have been
determined? While they exalt over M's obtaining
the so-called advantages of the Family Law Act,
why do they show no concern over H. suddenly
being saddled with the burdens and obligations
that the same law imposes? Alter all, H. is a
member of the homosexual community too.

The court held that same-sex partners were
disadvantaged in being excluded from the Family
Law Act. | don't see it that way. | see them as
having had an advantage. Unlike heterosexuals,
they were free to bargain on terms of absolute
equality to determine how their financial resources
would be allocated between the members of their
household. There was no statute hanging over
their heads imposing a regime they did not desire.

[t M. and H. had wanted an arrangement in
which they would be mutually obligated to
provide financial support after separation, they
could have written up a contract. They could
have explicitly incorporated the principles of the
Family Law Act and its related case precedents
into their ageement to ensure that they would be
treated no differently from heterosexual couples.

Vintage Clothing
& Accessories

In cases involving male-female partners, feminist
legal theorists justify wives' support and property
claims on the grounds of righting some alleged
historical wrong. Women have been oppressed
by men for centuries, they say; men owe them.
In M. vs. H., the plaintiff doesn't even have this
piece of fiction to fall back on. She's not a member
of the group that was oppressed by the group
her lover belongs to. They both belong to the
same group: gay women.

Somewhere over the past 15 years, the cases
on equality rights under Section 15 of the Charter
went off track. On the face of it, the notion that
everyone should be equal before the law and
should have "a right to the equal protection and
equal benefit of the law" regardless of physical
attributes or beliefs, seems perfectly just and
proper. But this presupposes that the law itself
will do nothing more than protect individuals rights.
When the law starts enacting privileges for some
at the expense of others and calling them rights,
it's time to step back and reconsider what we've



between M. and H., it must have involved some
reciprocity. "You earn the income, dear and Il
cook your meals, clean your house, and do your
laundry." After the couple separates, however,
and one of them applies for support under the
Act, the reciprocity disappears. The court may
order H. to continue paying money to M., but it
will never order M. to continue cooking, deaning
laundering for H. Where is the justice in letting
one side out of a bargain while forcing the other
side to carry on?

Gays who support the M. vs. H. decision
demonstrate a shocking desire to give up their
own freedom. But worse than that, they
demonstrate the a desire to deprive others of their
freedom -- retroactively to boot. Thanks to this
‘decision, every gay couple in Ontario who has
cohabitated for more than three years will suddenly
be caught in a trap that didn't exist when they
made the decision to live together. They will not
be able to contract out unless both agree. If one
partner balks, the other will be trapped.

It's too bad nobody thought of bringing a
constitutional challenge against the Family Law Act
from the other direction before M. sued H. A
far more interesting case would have been for
some male who was ordered to pay support to
his female common-law partner to object on the
grounds that the law discriminated against him on
the basis of sexual preference. | am disadvantaged
by being straight," he could have argued. "IF |
had been gay and my partner had been male, |
would not now be burdened with this support
order." | wonder -- would the gay community
have supported such a man who wanted nothing
more than to be treated equally with them?
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West.

The "gay marriage " laws that are in effect in
Denmark, Greenland, Iceland, Norway and
Sweden grant all the rights of heterosexual marriage
except access to adoption, church weddings and
artificial insemination technology -- although gay
couples in lceland can adopt their partner's
biological children.

BATTLING THE U.S. GOVERNMENT

(QNA) -- Chris Arnesen, living in Christchurch,
New Zealand and HIV positive, is still battling
the United States for social security payments
while losing weight at a rate of 1kg a week.

The U.S. Government refuses to pay disability
benefits, despite Mr. Arnesen having worked in
the U.S. and paid into a compulsory social security
scheme for 30 years.

He was told he could not receive a cent unless
he returned to the U.S., but all attempts to do
so have been thwarted by the U.S. Consulate-
General in Auckland who says he cannot re-enter
because he falls within the category "of other
criminal, immoral, insane, mentally or physically
defective aliens, those afflicted with loathesome
or contagious diseases."

The New Zealand AIDS Foundation has
attacked the U.S. Consulate in a letter to the
U.S. Embassy for the use of such language, and
asked why Mr. Amesen could not be admitted
to the U.S. on compassionate grounds. Mr.
Arnesen has been battling the U.S. government
for two years for payments that would give him

monthly income to buy some of the latest drugs.
Mr. Arnesen has been advised that he will not

(out.com) -- For the second year in a row, the
Australian Prime Minister has refused to send a
message of greeting and support to the organizers
of The Sydney Gay and Lesbian Mardi Gras,
the Sydney Morning Herald reports. The largest
lesbian and gay event in the world is Australia's
number one tourist attraction, drawing nearly $40
million in revenue by some government estimates.

Prime Minister Howard's chief of staff, Nicole
Feely, told the Moring Herald in March of this
year that she had tried to persuade Howard to
send a "friendly message" to event organizers in
1996, but "he just wouldn't do it."

Howard's surly refusal to greet gay and lesbian
revelers is a significant departure from practices
established by his predecessor Paul Keating.
Keating's picture and the words of welcome
frequently appeared on promotional literature
welcoming gay and lesbian tourists to Australia.

A number of prominent officials in New South
Wales have publicly condemned the Prime
Minister's refusal to acknowledge the event or its
organizers, saying his actions display a "lack of
courage."

The provincial Minister of Health said in a
public message of support, "At a time when
diversity is under attack, and Australia's reputation
for tolerance is being undermined by our national
Government, Mardi Gras is a sign to conservatives

that we will not cease our fight against
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discrimination.

the eyes of Fayetteville residents to the issue of
homophobic violence in schools. It also led a
heterosexual junior high school gid's family to come
forward to say that she also faces a daily diet of
abuse from-other students because her mother is
a lesbian.

Sixteen-year-old William Wagner came out
when he was 14. He's been verbally abused
every school day since, in the halls and even some
classrooms, commonly been slapped, pushed and
shoved, and not frequently spat on, kicked or a
target for thrown objects. But this month, he
was left with broken facial bones, a damaged
kidney, and bruising over much of his body from
being kicked with pointed-toe cowboy boots.
The attack was well planned, with Wagner being
separated from his friends while the two primary
assailants jumped out of the vehicle beside him.
Even though they called him "faggot", "queer" and
other specifically sexual derogatory names while
they battered him, they have not been charged
with committing a hate crime. However, they
were arrested alter being identified by witnesses
and have been charged with felonies as adults
rather than minors.

Wagner's friends say he's "a really nice guy”,
but his foes respond only to his flamboyance.
|ronica||y, his family had moved to Fayetteville in
the hope that he could find more acceptance there
than in the much smaller town where they'd been
living.

Jamie Nabozny, the young Wisconson gay man
who recently won $900,000 in a discrimination
lawsuit for school administrators' failure to protect
him from continuing abuse in school, called Wagner
to extend his consolation and support.

The dramatic assault received considerable play



















































