The Attack on ex-gay group
“People Can Change”

In 2015, radical gay activists launched an attack on the ex-gay group “People Can Change”.
Their aim is to silence all those who openly desert the ‘gay liberation’ ideology.
The opposite sex is out of bounds. Deserters deserve to be persecuted.
They decided to drag the New Jersey group before the Consumer Trade Council, and to see if
this legalistic approach could be used where other law approaches fail to do so.
To date, they have not succeeded.
This is the story, as published on exgaycalling.com
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THE GAY-LIB ATTACK ON ‘PEOPLE CAN
CHANGE’, PART 1: THE ALLEGATIONS
Extremists are attacking the peer encounter group ‘People
Can Change’. They apparently hope to close down all professional and not-for-proﬁt organizations for not complying to the
“born that way” ideology. All dissident views are considered
‘fascist’. Several intolerant, extremist anti-exgay groups have
now joined together in March 2016 to ﬁle a complaint at the
Federal Trade Commission, a tactic they hope that works to prohibit ex-gays from meeting or
supporting one another.
They hope to convince a judge that PCC are practitioners of so-called ‘conversion therapy’,
which they falsely claim aims to change a person’s sexual orientation or gender identity. And
identity shifts are something to be considered criminal, because everybody is “born that
way”, so they still believe. Nothing could be less scientiﬁcally true.
Same-sex attractions are not genetically determined, so research in the year 2000 has
proved. Rather they are due to sad early steps in psycho-sexual development in genetically
sensitive individuals and a very understandable state of mind (see the website mygenes.co.nz ). An identical twin brother or sister of a homosexual is almost overwhelmingly (>90%)
not gay. It has now been ﬁnally proven to do with the psycho-sexual development. The gay
extremists’ claim is hostile. If this legislative move delivers, then “nails are being driven into
the coﬃns of ex-gays, for once and for all”, so they proclaim.
Let’s have a look at what persecutions these radical gay-libbers have in mind.

In part 1, we present an explanation of the entire context of this attack on the existence of
PCC, using history and sound reasoning. Why is gay-lib picking on us? Why do they seek for a
battle with (former) brothers and not seek for mutual respect and understanding?
In part 2, we put eight allegations under the microscope, demonstrating them to be far
fetched and inappropriate, in short: a smear campaign.
In part 3, we take a look at the subject of sexual orientation which would be immutable according to radical gay-lib.
In part 4, we dig into the harm issue, and demonstrate that professional, licensed orientation
therapy does no undue or inappropriate harm to clients.
Part 1: What is going on?
At PCC adult men willingly exchange ideas. They talk of their experiences on the ﬂuidity of
sexual feelings and their doubts about identity. They feel a bit gay, but also a bit straight,
and hate the idea of not ﬁguring out what to do. After all, you can’t marry a person and secretly fantasize about something else, or secretly get addicted to porn sites. It is not nice to
the lady of your dreams, or your boyfriend if you have one. This can be a huge individual
problem, creating much loneliness. What to do?
‘People Can Change’
This small group of men at PCC uses the internet to communicate and support one another,
and they may occasionally meet during private weekend retreats. They are not into ‘therapy’
but into mutual support for private and sometimes embarrassing reasons. When one has
doubts about actually being ‘gay’ or wanting to label yourself ‘gay’, you are deﬁnitely not welcome in gay bars or the like. The goal of extremist gay-lib appears to be to ban what they call
‘reparative therapy’ or to stop anyone from challenging their very own private sexual identities. They don’t like the idea of people doing that, and they feel: neither should you. (For a
ﬁrst-hand description of Reparative Therapy from the therapists themselves, click here.)
The complaint
According to activists on the internet,
“the complaint asks the FTC to investigate “People Can Change” (PCC), a Web-based conversion-therapy group and referral service founded by Mormon Richard Wyler, that promotes change claims and therapies similar to those used by JONAH.

“The organizations allege that PCC is engaged in “unfair, deceptive and fraudulent business practices” and urge the FTC to take enforcement action to stop PCC from advertising and marketing its services to vulnerable groups, including LGBT youths.
“According to the complaint, those include group coaching, webinars, and the experiental
weekend programs Journey Into Manhood and Journey Beyond. PCC also makes referrals
to licensed and unlicensed counselors, therapists and life coaches who provide conversion-therapy services.
“The beauty of the FTC is that they have national jurisdiction,” says Scott McCoy, an
SPLC attorney and a former Utah state senator. “They interpret [federal] law, and they
have the power to set national rules” according to activists on the Web.
————
In our view, we see that the PCC guys are into talk during weekend hikes and exchange views
on the internet. The encounter group is now falsely accused of “professional therapeutic intervention”, “referrals” and “addressing the youth”. Although the encounter group is just a couple of guys trying to ﬁgure out why they have problems with feeling not-so-masculine, gay-lib
wants to make it sound really criminal, like some crooks who are robbing people of their money. You gotta be “Glad To Be Gay” these days and choose a Gay label. If you don’t, you get
the axe. And now gay-lib and senators of the Democratic Party are trying to set up the gallows and make the punishment look really good for society.

In this article we wish to demonstrate how and why radical gay-lib and their Democratic Party
allies are doing all they can to eradicate any other view in society but their own. A long article perhaps, but we have much to say.
A two-dimensional view on humanity
Ultra-gays follow a two-dimensional view on human nature. A person would be either gay or
straight, with nothing in between. No two ways about it, according to them. Most homosexu-

als do not agree by the way (click here: in Great Britain 75% of the general population surveyed by the Government and 75% of the homosexual respondents do not adopt a 2-label
stance).
More disagreement with a 2-label view
Ex-gays are not the only ones being persecuted. A sexual minority which actually calls itself “Queers” is also being
chucked out. Radical Queers resist labels; they do not want to
be labeled gay or straight. They see sexual orientation as ﬂuid
and in their behavior they try to look androgynous, that is to
say: neither distinctly male or female. Gay-lib used to support
them, but not any more, because Queers denounce the phrase
‘Glad To Be Gay’. They have even intellectualized their point
of view into what they call Queer theory. They take oﬀense at the gay-lib 2-label view on human sexuality: homosexual versus heterosexual.
Queer theory says:
“Since the late 1970s and 1980s, we see sexual identity as a product of culture and history. Identities consist of many varied components, so categorization by one characteristic
is incomplete. Identities are not ﬁxed, they cannot be categorized and labelled.” (click
here).
In most places the old inclusive emancipation phrase LGBTQ has been replaced with the less
inclusive phrase LGBT? Queers and all others have been thrown out of the emancipation
movement. And Ex-gays are the worst of the lot, they are into women! They really need to
get the axe.
Closing the net
And now in a well-orchestrated campaign they hope to slowly close the net on what they viciously label ‘the ex-gay industry’. First gay-lib succeeded in banning reparative therapy for
minors in four states of the USA (but in eleven states the bill failed). Next they went and
closed down JONAH, the peer support group for orthodox Jews. Now the peer support group
PCC is on the list for attack . After that, if the Federal Trade Commission buys into it, the heat
will be up on a national scale.
The attack on PCC is just a ﬁrst experiment with the FTC. If it succeeds, then they hope to further condemn and eradicate all forms of professional psycho-therapeutic help, support
groups, Skype calls, and writing for those who experience same-sex attractions, but who do

not identify with the political label of ‘Gay’. They have circumnavigated democratic policy-making in democratic institutions and hope to ﬁnd a loophole via other legalistic options,
where the reparative therapists and democratically elected politicians have no way to go.
They are not even consulted. Welcome to gay-lib in creating “freedom for all”.
Gay, and gay only
They do it because they view that you are genetically gay, and
therefore you cannot change. And because of that, all change
eﬀorts can do nothing but harm. Therefore the government
must step in and do something. But same-sex attractions are
not a genetic aﬀair, so science has proved in the last ﬁfteen
years (click here). It is due to psychological factors.
All scientists (except those associated with radical gay-lib) acknowledge that the 2-point sexuality scale is harmful when describing the general population. Every reasonable scientist uses
the 7-point Kinsey scale, where there are many shades between the extremes of what is
called a “sexual identity”. An inherent “orientation” as opposed to an identity does not exist,
so science has proved. Everyone has an innate capability to experience the full range of sexuality expressions.
Labeling youth as LGBT, as a ﬁxed and predetermined way of being, deprives them of their
true innate pansexual nature. According to Freud, every child is born polymorph perverse,
meaning he or she has genetically been designed for the full range of sexual emotions. There
are not two kinds of people: LGBT and then the rest.
Dissidence to gay-lib on trial
Frankly, the complainants are putting dissidence to their 2-label view on the human nature on trial, declaring it to be fraudulent to state that sexuality is ﬂuid and ever changing on the
7-point Kinsey scale. They state their world-view as given, and
repeat over and over again their “LGBT” slogan as if it were a
ﬁxed “orientation”, a sort of human growth either to the left
extreme or right extreme of a sexuality scale. Just as trees cannot unbranch their branches, neither could a human being be anything diﬀerent from gay
since birth, so they claim. But science has proved that people are not gay from birth, and
that gay children do not exist.
Orientation is not ﬁxed

PCC, as do millions of other people, does not recognize the notion of ﬁxed sexualities. Science has never proved that sexuality exists merely on such a 2-point scale, nor has it ever
proved that sexuality is ﬁxed from birth all the way to death, a sort of innate orientation, to
the contrary. Orientation is merely a label for a temporary condition, caused by psychological
factors as have been proved.
The paradigm of the complainants is bogus, unproved and is not supported by any body of science. It exists merely due to aggressive social action, ever since gay demonstrators blocked
and savagely intimidated the annual national meeting of the American Psychiatric Association in 1973, preventing psychiatrists from entering the building to discuss research, and disrupting the conference. The paradigm is enforced by coercion, aim is to stiﬂe all debate.
Engraving into the stone of legislation
The idea that you are ‘born that way’ is outdated. Since the Australian Identical Twins Study
of the year 2000 (click here) we know it is not true. Radical gay-lib tries to engrave their ideology into stone by means of legislation or any convenient legalistic loophole. It would mean
the end of public discourse and the end of the advance of scientiﬁc research on the subject.
Mind control
The whole current deterioration of the once tolerant emancipation movement looks like “mind control”. These gay-lib extremists write that their goal is to achieve “a chilling eﬀect”
(click here) on any discussions on bisexuality and the opposite
sex. These discussions, so they yell, are harmful and a danger
to the American people, and therefore illegal. It is anti-psychiatry’s (click here) ﬁnest hour.
Aim of anti-psychiatry
Anti-psychiatry upholds that therapists are evil and malign people, murderers even; patients
are victims; mental disorders don’t exist, and psychotherapists are part of a repressive authoritarian society, meant to look into the interests of the rich. There are huge evil social
structures to tear down, and depressed survivors to be supported, so the ideology goes on. It
endeavours to make psychotherapists look as bad as possible, in doing so stretching the
truth and exploiting the slightest side eﬀect.
Anti-psychiatry has been the core ideology of gay-lib since 1973, with absurd allegations of
suicides, deaths and so-called harm. Eﬀorts are made to defame the psychiatric and psycho-therapeutic community. They oppose all insight-giving therapeutic eﬀorts. The tone of

voice has a very emotional impact with a victim outlook on life.
PCC is not into kids, youths or anyone under the age of 18. We are talking about adults who
have a diﬃcult marriage at the same time experiencing same-sex attractions, or into gay relationships and at the same time experiencing opposite-sex attractions, or who are celibate priests with issues of feelings many sexual attractions, or students who for example question
their porn addictions which they feel are disrupting their lives. These people in no way are a
harm to society or the goals even of radical feminism or gay-lib. They are men who want to
get on with life and who do not automatically embrace a gay lifestyle. The men at PCC face
very private problems, too delicate to proudly prance around with.
———————
PART 2: THE ALLEGATIONS
In gay magazine The Advocate (click here) we read:
“Find out why the Human Rights Campaign, National Center for
Lesbian Rights, and the Southern Poverty Law Center are asking
the Federal Trade Commission to step in and end ‘ex-gay’ therapy.

Several LGBT groups have joined together to ﬁle a complaint with the Federal Trade Commission alleging that practitioners of so-called conversion therapy, which aims to change
a person’s sexual orientation or gender identity.
The federal consumer fraud complaint was ﬁled today against a Virginia-based group
called People Can Change, which claims that sexual orientation and gender identity can
be changed through therapy and counseling. People Can Change counseling in pursuit of
this goal, in addition to referrals to other organizations that claim to be able to “cure”
someone of being LGBT.”
Our comment on this section of the allegations:
1. ‘People Can Change’ is a non-proﬁt encounter group for men with unwanted same-sex attractions. No way is the above description of the support group in accordance with what PCC
says about itself on its website. PCC does not implement therapy or counseling. They are not

in pursuit of therapy, nor do they refer participants to other organizations with claims about
being able to “cure” someone. After all, no-one is sick and no-one ever said that. This oﬀensive phrase is invented by gay-lib and then smeared onto others to make them look bad. On
their website PCC writes:
“People Can Change is a non-proﬁt educational, support and outreach organization that
is best known for its life-changing “Journey Into Manhood” weekend experience, which
PCC oﬀers in Europe, Israel and across the U.S. People Can Change is not a religious ministry and is not aﬃliated with any religious faith or organization.
We are a peer-support organization that creates safe, compassionate communities primarily for men to address unwanted same-sex attractions in ways that align with their
faith, values, morals and life goals. We also provide information and support to friends
and family, especially wives.
We envision a world in which all people with unwanted same-sex attractions who wish to
diminish or make peace with their homosexual feelings have access to successful role
models, and are free to pursue a path of change, if they so choose, without shame or
ridicule.” (click here).
2. Allegation:
“PCC is advertising and marketing its services to vulnerable groups, including LGBT
youths. Those include group coaching, webinars, and the experiential weekend programs
Journey Into Manhood and Journey Beyond. PCC also makes referrals to licensed and unlicensed counselors, therapists and life coaches who provide conversion-therapy services.”
What the fanatics are referring to is three url-links on the home page upper bar of the website, where dropdown menus (click here, here and here) merely show a list of the url-links of
public websites on the internet that anyone can ﬁnd using Google. Any toddler who gets a
tablet or smartphone from his parents can ﬁnd the links using the default search engine of
the device. Google shows these websites too if you use their search engine. There is no “marketing” about it. There is no interaction in any way between the webmasters and the website
visitors of the PCC website, therefore there is no “marketing” or “coercion of vulnerable
youth” as the fanatics are trying to make it look.
There is no proﬁt making concerned, nor is there any form of trade contract between two
trade parties associated with merely looking at the PCC homepage. It is a free society using a
free and anonymous public internet service. Your paypal or credit card account is not being
asked for, PCC is not to be compared to the thousands of gay porn sites out there charging
money for entrance into the site for more information, a service with which gay-lib undoubtedly has no problems as it is considered part of gay liberty. The PCC website is therefore no

case for the Federal Trade Commission.
Is Google now going to be “investigated” by the Federal Trade Commission for yielding these
url-links for users of the internet? In no way is PCC “marketing and advertising” referrals,
their website merely shows dropdown menus for legal websites one can look into if one is so
inclined . It also includes a url list for books one can buy at Amazon.
Do the gay-lib fanatics therefore wish to end the use of url-links on the internet, end publishing the list of licensed professionals and non-professional support groups who are out there
on the internet and who are in every telephone directory, and proceed into book burning as
did the Nazis in 1938? Because closing down PCC will not end the use of Google, neither the
consultation of licensed therapists who can be found all over the internet and in telephone directories and search engine services, nor will it diminish the amount of books available in the
free American society, books of which radical gay-lib does not approve.
There is no coercion, brainwashing or brutal mistreatment of “vulnerable” youth. PCC does
not speciﬁcally reach out for minor age groups, who may or may not stumble upon the website. Furthermore, PCC does not state that the life coaches etc. provide “conversion therapy”.
This sickening and heavily abused phrase is not to be found on the PCC website, and is to be
seen as a malign twist of words. We advise PCC to sue heavily for slander. This malignancy
cannot be tolerated in a free society.
3. Allegation: “someone being LGBT”:
– PCC does not reach out to Lesbians, only to men with unwanted same-sex attractions.
-PCC does not reach out to Transgenders. The issue of an unwanted body has nothing to do
with unwanted same-sex attractions. Gay-lib insists that children should be helped to get rid
of, or change their unwanted body parts or sexual characteristics as young as possible. At the
same time it denounces any professional counseling for those who experience sexual feelings
as unwanted.
The thinking of some extremists boils down to this: Body change? By all means. Mental
change? No, call the cops. Cut oﬀ your penis? Yes, see a surgeon and have society pay for it
if your body feels wrong. Desire to talk about unwanted feelings because it feels wrong? No,
ban these chats from the face of the globe forever. They are harmful.
-PCC does not reach out to men who have, or wish to adopt, an exclusively Gay label. PCC only reaches out to people who experience unwanted same-sex attractions but who do not wish
to label themselves as Gay. The label is experienced as losing grip with your innate pansexual potential. Men with unwanted same-sex attractions constitute a distinct and diﬀerent sex-

ual minority.
– PCC does not reach out to children. Minimum age is 18. The average age is 35 years old,
many participants are older.
At age 11 according to a recent huge UK government study (click here), 49% of the persons
surveyed say they experience same-sex attractions to some degree, this diminishes to 3% at
age 25 with many, but not all, adopting a gay label (some even years later) and to 1% at age
65. The phenomenon of same-sex attractions is therefore not ﬁxed for life, nor is it present
from birth, nor is it genetically predetermined (click here). It is ﬂuid.
Furthermore, we disagree with the notion that “gay children” actually exist at all. Labelling
children in this way is harmful. In his book ‘Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy’ (2008), Joe Kort agrees
with us as he warns:
“The ramiﬁcations of sexualizing same-sex attraction among children do the same damage that would occur to any child who is oversexualized. These children are not developmentally ready to handle adult sexual overtones of any kind. We know as clinicians that
early imprinting is most profound and that the earlier the labelling, the more severe the
consequences suﬀered will be. The negative eﬀects on the child exposed to this early
identity labelling – whether overt or covert – will be feelings of shame, a belief that it is
their fault, self-destructive behaviour, depression, low self-esteem, anger directed at the
self or others, and an inability to trust others.”
-PCC does not wish to “change” someone as alleged, or against any will. They are dealing with
grownups who have their very individual reasons
for seeking out other guys to talk with. We witness that the ﬂuidity of sexual feelings is always
present, many of the shifts towards heterosexuality on the 7 point Kinsey scale occur even spontaneously. At PCC men exchange experiences
in relationships, marriage or loneliness. Insights are subject of discussion and the prime reason to exchange views. The men at PCC are not the ones doing the complaining. It is activists
like Wayne Besen and some other militant gays and lesbians who have been pondering for
years how to nail these guys leaving the gay movement.
4. Allegation:
“This claim has been soundly debunked by every major medical and psychiatric health organization in the country.”

We conclude that the claims of PCC are totally in line with professional opinion, but radical
gay-lib refuses to accept this knowledge.
In wikipedia we read:
“The American Psychiatric Association states that “some people believe that sexual orientation is innate and ﬁxed; however, sexual orientation develops across a person’s lifetime”. In a statement issued jointly with other major American medical organizations, the
American Psychological Association states that “diﬀerent people realize at diﬀerent
points in their lives that they are heterosexual, gay, lesbian, or bisexual”. A report from
the Centre for Addiction and Mental Health states that “For some people, sexual orientation is continuous and ﬁxed throughout their lives. For others, sexual orientation may be
ﬂuid and change over time”. Lisa Diamond’s study “Female bisexuality from adolescence
to adulthood” suggests that there is “considerable ﬂuidity in bisexual, unlabeled, and lesbian women’s attractions, behaviors, and identities”.
Further we wish to remind that in 2005 the President of the American Psychologists Association, Dr. Gerard Koocher, said the following at their annual conference:
“APA has no conﬂict with psychologists who help those distressed by unwanted homosexual attraction. As long as there is no coercion and proper consent is obtained, reorientation therapy is indeed ethical.” (click here)
-Even Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy acknowledges that for many, a gay label is not the one and only way to deal with same-sex attractions. In
his book “Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy” Joe Kort (2008) writes

“Some people at the extreme insist that homosexuality is ﬁxed and the only right choice
for people with same-sex attractions. I believe, however, that there are many shades of
gray between polarized views, which I hope this book illuminates. Furthermore, sexuality
is not a dichotomy of gay versus straight but rather exists on a continuum, including everything in between.”
In March 2016 the American Council of Pediatricians has denounced the idea of supporting

gender-confused children and teenagers in their so-called more appropriate gender. They abhor the gloriﬁcation of gender confusion, and warn about the serious mental and bodily harm
risks of this ideology. They draw attention to the risks of the inappropriate hormones being
given (cancer, depression, chemically induced suicide), the risk of mutilating operations
which are labeled “corrections”, and the fact that 98% of youngsters get over their gender
confusion (see our article, click here). In doing so, they oppose the current radical gay-lib
movement of assigning “LGBT rights” to children and adolescents.
They draw attention to the death rate of this staunch auto-aggressive psychiatric disorder,
which is not caused by society but by the highly disturbed condition itself:
“Conditioning children into believing
a lifetime of chemical and surgical
impersonation of the opposite sex is
normal and healthful is child abuse.“

Therefore the paradigms of PCC are in accordance with the views of all major professional organizations and as well with the Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy acknowledgement of the ﬂuidity
and full, broad scope of sexual feelings.
PCC is doing nothing wrong and its members are, as with all sexual minorities, lawfully protected from intolerant pressure in society. There is no law that you should, under all circumstances, place yourself at the extreme homosexual end of the 7-point Kinsey scale, and we vehemently resist the notion that adopting the extreme position on the scale legally be enforced: being gay is an unchallenged right, but still not yet a personal lawful duty as well. As
said, science has proved that sexual orientation is ﬂuid and changes over time (click here).
5. Allegation:
“Last year, the White House and top Obama administration oﬃcials came out against the
so-called conversion therapy, which received renewed attention after the public suicide
note of 17-year-old Leelah Alcorn, a transgender teenager who took her own life in Ohio
in late 2014 after being subjected to what is sometimes called “reparative therapy” at
the hands of a Christian counselor.”
PCC does not try to help transgenders.

We are appalled and shocked that gay-lib stoops so low as to abuse and exploit a suicide victim to criminalize others in society. Leelah had not seen a professional reparative psychotherapist for her predicament. And Christian counselors are not to be labeled Reparative Therapists. It is therefore abominable that this suicide be attributed to professional therapists in
general.
We stress the fact that 50% of all transgender youths commit suicide attempts before age
21, and a grand total of 70% have done so at age 35. Of this group, 99.99% in the USA have
not seen a professional reparative therapist. This is a suicidal group all by itself. These ﬁgures
do not diminish in extremely tolerant countries as The Netherlands and Denmark, ruling out
the usual anti-psychiatric slogan that society is to be blamed for all personal woe (click here).
It is doubtful that closing down PCC will in any way aﬀect the suicide rate of transgenders, as
is being claimed.
6. Allegation:
The federal complaint alleges that PCC – and all practitioners of what is also called “ex-gay” therapy – “defrauds consumers into believing that being LGBT is a mental illness or
emotional defect that needs to be cured.” The group’s advertising of that false claim violates Section 5 of the FTC Act, which “prohibits unfair and deceptive practices”.
PCC writes no such thing (click here). We see that the activists use a smoke screen to create
as much public strife as possible. All of a sudden PCC is accountable for unknown people in
unknown towns, doing unknown things to unknown persons, with unknown consequences
which may or may not be their own doing.
The extremists insist that kids are being harmed. We fail to see how a small group of not-so-gay guys on a weekend trip or exchanging views on the Internet to discuss their not-so-gayness, can ‘harm’ kids.
Nowhere does PCC make people believe that experiencing same-sex attractions is a mental
illness or that it needs to be cured. These oﬀensive words stem from gay-lib and are then projected onto others, making it look as if it is the others using the phrase. On their website, PCC
writes:
“Yet we respect the right of others to pursue diﬀerent paths to peace. We believe in civil
discourse and in mutual respect, even – and especially – when we disagree.”
We feel that the emancipation debate should stay where it belongs: out there in society in
the area of freedom of speech, opinions and scientiﬁc research, all of which now are at stake.

7. Allegation:
“People Can Change consistently fails to disclose the side eﬀects that have been proven
to accompany such eﬀorts to change an innate quality of oneself, including depression,
substance abuse, decreased self-esteem, and increased risk of self-harm, including suicide.”
To the contrary, PCC has published numerous articles and accounts of what people experience as “side eﬀects” of discussions occurring during weekend trips or when exchanging
views on the internet. No negative side eﬀects have been reported. The document “Here and
Now” published by PCC, which contains 53 testimonies of PCC members, may prove to be
suﬃcient material to satisfy gay-libbers dying to know what men experience. Check it out. Allegations of self-harm and suicide of the men at PCC are absurd (see part 4).
8. Triumphic statement:
“This historic complaint is not only the ﬁrst clear opportunity the Obama Administration
has had to end these deadly practices for good, but, if investigated fully, could very well
be the ﬁnal nail in the coﬃn of the entire conversion therapy industry.”
“Deadly practices“? First the American Psychiatric Association mentions in 1973 “some risk
of potential harm”, a disclaimer, the right thing to do, given America’s unheard of claim culture. You would be a fool not do so.
Gay-lib then carries on to delete the word “potentially” and “some risk” in their writings in
the hope that no-one notices this slight omission, thereby changing the words of the psychiatrists into full blown “harm” and the White House now appeases the radical gay-lib fanatics
and takes it one step further by introducing the phrase “deadly practices”, an alarmist falsiﬁcation, all of which would be attributable to the original writings of the APA in 1973.
No-one takes the trouble of doing fact-ﬁnding. Many people feel they need to trust the president and so a, for many, vital issue of therapy is turned into a lethal aﬀair. This is an unheard
of spin, if you check the facts.
Even in Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy there is always a potential risk of harm, which is due to the
client group’s characteristics. GAT therapist Joe Kort warns of the dangers of depression,
provocation of anxiety and post-traumatic stress disorders, when dealing with this client category in Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy. GAT is equally potentially harmful, so he warns. These psychological issues are therefore inherent to the client group, not to therapists.
If gay-lib keeps on insisting that this is reason to end professional psychotherapy, then one

must insist that Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy be banned as well, based on their self-description in
their books. Kort’s book is all about dealing with the risks of this client group, and it is as
much of a problem for him, as he warns over and over again in his book, as it is with therapists assisting equally confused clients moving towards the right hand (heterosexual) extreme of the 7-point Kinsey scale. Both constitute Sexual Orientation Change Eﬀorts and are
equally permissible.
Recent research has shown that these clients have three to ten times more psychological
problems and personality disorders than the general public. The APA has taken no trouble
thus far to evaluate symptoms of emotional deterioration in Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy. Not a
word. We just don’t know about GAT. This evidently gives a one-sided portrayal of therapies.
Treating these people is always a risky business. We witness a vicious smear campaign in
which truth is the ultimate loser.
Electroshock’s (dramatized by gay-lib on the internet) have been obsolete in psychiatry for
50 years. Coercion is nowhere to be found with licensed therapists. Motivated clients who
have signed for informed consent have experienced change or improved psychological functioning in 50-70% of all cases, a very good result by all psycho-therapeutic standards (click
here).
You will also ﬁnd that complaints if there are any, have been adequately addressed and dealt
with. After all, we are talking about qualiﬁed and registered professional counselors.
But above all, PCC is not a therapeutic community and does not oﬀer therapeutic services.
(See also articles 2, 3 and 4

THE GAY-LIB ATTACK ON PCC, PART 2: THE
LEGISLATION ISSUE
In a previous article, we have written extensively about the attack by radical gay-lib on the group ‘People Can Change’. We
analyzed the allegations against PCC, proving them not to be
valid (click here.)

We will further expand on the issue by looking into the FTC goals and legislation itself.
We wish to provide more arguments to the defense of PCC. This is no bedtime story, this is a
clash of paradigms. Radical gay-lib has declared WAR. Buckle up. People with unwanted
same-sex attractions do not intend to march into the homosexual darkroom with exit doors
deliberately kept closed.
A defense of PCC consists of two parts: debunking negative alleged activities which are considered inappropriate (see our previous article) and asserting that PCC activities are in a positive sense substantially in line with the ultimate goal of Federal Trade protection (see below).
In these legalistic articles we will demonstrate that PCC is in abidance with the three goals of
the FTC:
a) PCC enhances informed consumer choices;
b) PCC does not reduce but enhances public understanding of the issues and choices on
the issue of male same-sex attractions;

c) A ban of FTC activities will unduly burden legitimate choices for men who experience
unwanted same-sex attractions. It leaves them nowhere to go but towards the politically
correct label of identifying as ‘gay’, a choice that for many men who experience mild
same-sex attractions, is one bridge too far and is the last thing in the world they truly desire. With a ban on People Can Change or on Orientation Therapy in general (which is currently also being sought by four Democratic Party senators by means of the FTC), the societal playing ﬁeld for problems with orientation issues will be unduly diminished, to the
extent that men will be coerced by means of monopolist Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy into a
political ‘gay’ label, which for many confused men who apply to PCC, is not their ultimate
goal in life.
What exactly is the legislation at hand at the Federal Trade Commission?
Bureau of Consumer Protection

The Bureau of Consumer Protection’s mandate (click here) is to protect consumers against unfair or deceptive acts or practices in commerce. With the written consent of the Commission,
Bureau attorneys enforce federal laws related to consumer aﬀairs and rules promulgated by
the FTC. Its functions include investigations, enforcement actions, and consumer and business education. Areas of principal concern for this bureau are: advertising and marketing,
ﬁnancial products and practices, telemarketing fraud, privacy and identity protection, etc.
Under the FTC Act, the Commission has the authority, in most cases, to bring its actions in
federal court through its own attorneys. In some consumer protection matters, the FTC appears with, or supports, the U.S. Department of Justice. The mission of the FTC is (click here)”
1. To prevent business practices that are anticompetitive or deceptive or unfair to consumers;
2. to enhance informed consumer choice and public understanding of the competitive process; and
3. to accomplish this without unduly burdening legitimate business activity.

In the previous article, we demonstrated that PCC is not into anticompetitive, deceptive
or unfair practices as alleged . In this set of new articles we wish to demonstrate how PCC
enhances informed consumer choice, how it enhances public understanding of the issues
and choices at hand, and how a ban by the FTC will unduly burden legitimate choices for
people who experience unwanted same-sex attractions.
PART 2 OF OUR ARTICLE:
(part 3 is to be found on this site, click here)
2. PCC would be a conversion therapy group
2a) PCC does not advertise to commit conversion therapy. The phrase is not to be found on
the website. In no way is PCC into marketing or advertising for ‘therapy’.
2b). PCC does not perform an intake activity, a prerequisite for therapy
2c) PCC does not oﬀer participants an intake form to be ﬁlled in, a necessary part of an intake procedure.
2d) PCC does not perform diagnostics of any kind, an essential part of any therapeutic endeavour.
2e) PCC does not create a patient ﬁle, or any written personal document to evaluate or monitor clients
2f) PCC does not oﬀer therapeutical goals; it does however encourage participants to consider personal goals. This is considered healthy. But so does every congressman and businessman in the USA; rumor has it that even Obama has personal goals, many of which are not accomplished (“In my presidency I promise the American People that I will close down Guantanamo Bay, Yes We Can”; talk of consumer fraud!)
Obama, a case for the FTC? Maybe, but then again, the tiny group of people seeking mutual
support at PCC are not the ones picking a ﬁght with anybody; they mind their own business
and are concerned with their own welfare, and their own welfare only. This is not a movement comparable to extremist factions within gay-lib with their heavily funded agenda in an
obvious paranoia to ﬁght alleged demons in society, all of which would be out there to harm
poor little poofs. Get real!).
2g) PCC does not create a therapy plan, a guideline for further participation

2h) PCC does not reach out to, communicate with or contact health care professionals or general practitioners of the members for information reasons, administrative reasons, archiving
reasons or bilateral ﬁne tuning of therapeutic eﬀorts. PCC is not into therapeutic eﬀorts or
any form of the (mental) health care system.
2i) PCC does not make referrals to other health care providers, due to the fact that it does not
engage in mental health care eﬀorts.
2j) PCC does not appeal to private or public health care funding via private or public health
care insurance
2k) PC does not provide marketing folders, bulletins or written material to be distributed to
potential clients in niche areas, such as gay bars, bathrooms, schools, youth camps, activist
organizations or churches, as does gay-lib;
2L) PCC does not market or approach newspaper editors, house to house pamﬂet providers,
or television/radio marketing programmes. PCC is not into pushing television celebrities as
does gay-lib to promote its stance on issues. On the other hand, one of the complainants,
Wayne Besen owner of the website Truth Wins Out, oﬀers to be hired or booked via his website to perform public appearances. He even gets himself interviewed at CNN to spread his
slander and rumors. PCC is not into that and isn’t, nor has it ever been, oﬀensive towards gay
emancipation endeavours.
2m) PCC is not a part of a national well-funded organization with promotional goals as is radical gay-lib, with joint endeavours to impose and disseminate its views and promises onto an
unsuspecting population at large. All people who contact PCC have done so by their own
willingly searches on the internet. There is no coercion, marketing, advertising, or sneaky private internet use intrusions via Google search hits or other online companies, comparable to
the endless array of pop-up advertisements of gay porn websites, even to minors.
2n) PCC does not participate in Gay-Straight Alliances at middle schools, where youngsters
are introduced to the ins and outs of same-sex attractions, as does gay-lib. There is certainly
marketing of the American youth these days by gay-lib, but PCC is not in any way part of
those heavily ﬁnanced initiatives.
2o) A FTC ban on Reparative Therapy in general, as four Democratic Party senators are seeking for, will create a gay-lib monopoly for the dissemination of scientiﬁc information and services, in violation of the FTC goal to combat unfair, anticompetitive services and its goal to ensure informed consumer choices on the complex problems of sexuality and sexual identities.
We see a heavily debated and controversial scientiﬁc area at a personal and social level, one
that is not heavily endowed with ﬁxed certainties to date as complainants would make it

seem. Between professional health care organizations there exist debate, controversies and
clashing views on the subject of sexual identities, “corrective” surgery for gender dysphoria,
the ﬂuidity (or lack of it) of sexual orientation, forms of appropriate therapy and support, to
name but a few.
2p) PCC does not seek to persecute other views in writing, science or the internet. One of the
complainants, Wayne Besen (website: Truth Wins Out), is suspected by us to even delete wikipedia articles on for example NARTH and JONAH, thereby deleting scientiﬁc data, articles and
consumer information, limiting access to vital information for vulnerable groups in society. Articles intended for informing the public at large are replaced with slander and defamation via
Copy&Paste from his website. PCC does not infringe the accessibily of consumer information
rights, as do the complainants. PCC is therefore not a danger for consumer information rights
on these issues.

Conclusion Part 2:
In view of the FTC main goals, we can safely conclude that PCC enhances informed consumer
choice and public understanding of the competitive process of struggling with homosexual
feelings and urges, in a way that is non-coercive, transparant and non-intrusive to the rights,
dignities, and privacy of others.
It does not impose, nor seek to impose as does gay-lib via intrusive marketing, rallies, marches, parades, school activities, alliances, White House connections and funding of politicians,
to push an agenda, or to unfairly motivate, indoctrinate, coerce or manipulate consumers into
behavior which in retrospect could be considered intentionally harmful and deceitful.

THE GAY-LIB ATTACK ON PCC, PART 3: THE
SEXUAL ORIENTATION ISSUE
In previous articles, we have written about the allegations
used by organized radical gay-lib in their attack on PCC, proving them not to be valid (part 1, click here.) In part 2 we have
analyzed and debunked the alleged non-compliance of PCC
with FTC legislative standards (click here). In part 3 we will analyze the paradigms of the radical gay-lib attack on PCC when
it comes to Sexual Orientation, proving these paradigms to be discriminating and repressive
to the American people, to be diminishing informed consumer choices, and to be unduly burdening on legitimate choices, all of which are in violation of the goals and standards of the
Federal Trade Commission.
Part 3: the Sexual Orientation Issue
The world is ﬂat
When discussing the nature of sexual orientation, the complainants believe the world is ﬂat.
They live in an outdated era, the era of the twentieth century. They believe that the earth is
ﬂat with two sides. On one side where one is born, the world is homosexual and that ﬂat
world will of course stay that way. If you are born into the other side of the ﬂat world, you are
born into the heterosexual world. Radical gay-lib ideology has it that this side of the ﬂat world
or pancake is to be considered a repressive world, an Orwellian society of compliance to
norms and standards, with coercive social mechanisms, oblivious to the joys of deviance and
non-conformity.
The heterosexual side of the pancake world would exist of intolerant inhabitants who pity, de-

nounce and persecute the other side of the pancake. Why they do that, heaven knows, but
such is the horror of the writings of George Orwell, and the suﬀering, not to mention the
many, many deaths which the pancake people inﬂict upon the inhabitants of the other side
are too gruesome to describe, too many to count. The deaths need no further substantiating,
it is general knowledge.
Even Democratic Party leaders as Obama speak of the death industry and “deadly practices”
which prevail: the ‘niggers’ are hanged by the Klan in redneck Texas, the ‘faggots’ are driven
to death in cellars and camps, and they are rounded up in schoolyards by the Reparatives to
do their evil deeds.
A document to this extent was even presented to the Pan American Health Organization, describing supposedly existing death camps and cellars where males are restrained for months
on end until they ﬁnally cave in to the Reparatives, and where girls are given a good spot of
reparative rape! click here. All of it was unsubstantiated. The Southern Poverty Law Center
rushes to the scene to stop the Klan, and the Federal Trade Commission has the honour to
stop the pancake people from their persecution of the other world, for once and for all.
But time hurries on
Truth has it that life has moved on since the previous century. We witness two ground-breaking events at the turn of the century that would rock this world view if gay-lib is open-minded
enough to assume new knowledge. On the one hand, we see dr. Joseph Nicolosi, a brilliant
Los Angeles psychologist, together with his wife, writing his revolutionary books from 1989
onward on the subject of the psychodynamics of gay feelings, and on the other hand the Australian Identical Twin Studies in the year 2000 on the subject of the nature/nurture debate.
The Australian Identical Twin Studies, a random unbiased survey of 33.000 volunteer identical twins, went on to prove that when an individual identiﬁes in later life as adopting a homosexual label, his or her identical twin will not do so. 89% of the male twins in which homosexuality was an issue, the identical twin identiﬁed as heterosexual. With female identical twins,
this percentage was 86%.
These studies proved for once and for all, that with your genes and maternal biological inﬂuences during pregnancy, you may identify later on in life as homosexual, but at the very
same time with your identical genes and identical biological parameters during pregnancy
and birth, you can also identify as heterosexual in later life. Meaning therefore that being gay
or lesbian has nothing to do with genes or with biological inﬂuences early on in life. The only
parameter left to explain these ﬁndings, is the inﬂuence of psychological and social inﬂuences. The psychodynamic psychology of Nicolosi explains and appreciates every detail of
the feelings of being gay.

These ground breaking results at the beginning of the 21st century were met with disbelief
by the gay liberation movement, to the extent that the document has been kept silent and
hidden from the public eye. The results necessitate a paradigm switch, one for which the warriors of radical gay-lib are in no way yet prepared. Their rolling tanks are in motion and drive
too fast to make a 180 degrees turn. The momentum is too great. It would be a pity to order
the troops to face the other direction or to stand still.
Bisexuality
The complainants do not recognize bisexuality. They claim to represent the interests of Bisexual people, but in reality do so only as far as their homosexual feelings are concerned. For example, try in spite of the slogan “Glad to be Gay” marching around with a big sign saying
“It’s Great to be Straight” during Gay Pride Day! In no way do the complainants recognize
that the condition called bisexuality is implying that through your very same central nervous
system homosexual feelings, urges and actions can rage but also heterosexual ones in the
same individual at the same time, or at least during the same life.
The complainants denounce the fact that same-sex attractions could also be a symptom of bisexuality. SSA’s would solely be attributable to the “gay” identity, and would rule out the possibility of heterosexual feelings, urges and actions. The world is a pancake, it has but two
sides and never the twain shall meet.
A Bisexual person experiences or wishes to experience his/her heterosexual longings in the
presence of homosexual attractions, but these experiences or wishes do not exist according
to gay-lib, should not exist, and shall not exist. Therefore they should not be perceived or recognized. And above all they should not be encouraged or facilitated. The world, after all, is
ﬂat, even Obama will agree to that. They claim that even all major professional health organizations would see SSA’s as symptoms of the gay label, and the gay label or identity alone,
which is not the case, as we have described in part 1. All major professional organizations recognize the existence of sexual orientation ﬂuidity.
Psychiatry sees sexual orientation on a 7 point Kinsey scale, and not on a 2-point scale as
complainants do, with but two extreme positions that an individual could be in. The world is
round, an individual can move about in his orientation, will not fall oﬀ and will not be harmed
due to his walkabout in the sexual world of experimentation and discovery.
Those who wish to adopt a gay label, stating that they never have, nor neither will, experience heterosexual feelings or attractions are at liberty to do so. So are people who adopt the
heterosexual identity, stating they cannot imagine what same-sex attractions feel like. But
people who do not wish to adopt a gay label in the presence of SSA’s are, technically speaking, to be assigned to the category of bisexual, because they do not live up to the require-

ments of the gay identity, i.e. never having nor ever wanting to experience heterosexual attractions, urges or behavior.
For the sake of argument, people with unwanted SSA’s are aware of the innate bisexual nature of mankind and seek to fulﬁll this identity. In their walkabout in the realm of sexual orientation, they may even end up at the heterosexual extreme, time will see.
Complainants do not recognize, appreciate, encourage or facilitate the condition of bisexuality, that is the presence of homosexual and heterosexual feelings at the same time in the
same individual. In doing so, they deny reality. They discourage the dissemination of all information and discourage all actions which may lead to further understanding and appreciating
or fulﬁlling of heterosexual feelings in youths and adults who express such desires, urges or
wishes, how ever vaguely those may be expressed.
The Defense of PCC
We put it to the Federal Trade Commission that the complainants with their proposed ban
therefore violate the requirements of the FTC:
-the complainants minimize informed consumer choices by denying, concealing, suppressing,
ignoring, hiding and hushing up all information of the existence of heterosexual and homosexual feelings raging through the central nervous system in the same individual
–reduce public understanding of sexual orientation issues by concealing, ignoring, denouncing and defaming (“junk science”) all scientiﬁc information which would be at odds with their
outdated world view
–unduly burden legitimate choices for consumers who are by the social actions of the complainants paternalistically driven to aﬃrm and fulﬁll solely the homosexual side of their bisexual
nature by means of Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy which would then become a monopolist in the
psychotherapeutical playing ﬁeld.
In no way can People Can Change be forced by the FTC to comply to the standards on sexual
orientation and identity that the complainants wish to impose on society, because these standards are at odds with Consumer Protection laws in the USA.

THE ATTACK ON PCC, PART 4: THE HARM
ISSUE
The alleged ‘harm’ issue is heavily marketed by radical gaylib. In this article, we will address the issue of the so-called
‘testimonies’, placing them into reasonable context, and the
issue of the ‘harm’ that would be perpetrated by professional
licensed, secular psychotherapists. In ten paragraphs we will
demonstrate in detail that these issues are totally unfounded
by all standards of scientiﬁc scrutiny.
First we present a synopsis, after which we dig deep into the thick of the matter, to settle the
score for once and for all. There is much at stake after years of disinformation, perpetrated
by radical gay-lib. And with every new initiative, more exaggeration is added to the copy&paste alarmist rhetoric.
Synopsis
1. People Can Change is not a therapeutic group or service. Apparently it is sexual orientation
therapy that is on trial, PCC is only the preliminary scapegoat for a bigger goal of radical gaylib: the silencing of all dissident thought on sexual ﬂuidity. It is a test balloon before going in
for the kill on bisexuals who dare to say they are not so glad to be so gay, and their therapists.
2. Professional psychotherapeutic assistance (so called orientation therapy) to bisexuals does
no undue harm.
3. Everyone who does not feel to be 100% gay (that is not feeling or wanting any opposite
sex attractions) or does not feel to be 100% heterosexual (that is not feeling or wanting any
same sex attractions) is by all psychiatric standards considered to be bisexual, whether they
do or do not feel comfortable with this psychiatric label (read our article, click here).
4. The realm of sexuality consists of a minimum of 3 points on a Kinsey sexual orientation
scale, not a 2-point scale as mainstream thought has it. Any feeling or urge that is not in com-

plete accordance with the two extremes is by deﬁnition to be considered bisexual. This does
not mean swapping male and female sex partners at the drop of a hat or failing to engage in
an enduring relationship, but it does entail a ﬂuidity of sexual orientation between extremes
during a single lifetime.
5. No disproportionate harm while discussing sexuality in professional secular, licensed therapy has been scientiﬁcally substantiated since 1973, when a remark of warning was made in a
previous era of now obsolete psychiatric treatment forms.
6. Psychotherapeutic counseling aimed at aﬃrming heterosexual attractions in bisexuals
willingly seeking help in their exploration of sexual issues, is as much an asset to consumer
choice and diversity of choice as is oﬀering Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy.
7. Banning counseling of bisexuals who label their same-sex attractions as unwanted is an infringement of their consumer rights: the right to investigate and aﬃrm each and every part
of their innate bisexual nature. Bisexuals have a right, if they feel so inclined, to be glad to be
gay, but they do not have a DUTY to be glad to be gay, as complainants are ultimately insisting upon. FTC regulation targets at freedom of choice, information and consumption of services.
8. The paradigms of complainants constitute a deceitful, biased and unfair restriction of consumer information and choice, based on unsubstantiated and therefore deceitful and unfair
notions and allegations of ‘harm’.
9. Compliance with the demands of the complainants is based on a totally unsubstantiated
‘harm’ issue, where harm in sexual orientation therapy would allegedly supersede all criteria
of normal and average acceptable professional risks. The claim constitutes deceit. But compliance to this deceit leads to a violation of the goals and regulations of the FTC protection of
consumers in the American society and therefore may not be imposed on PCC.
10. Above all, harm due to the speciﬁc actions of People Can Change on their participators
have not been substantiated in any way which would therefore merit any legislative or legal
intervention directed at PCC.
————————
4.1 No harm
As stated in part 1, PCC is not into orientation therapy, nor does it provide services for minors. Even if they were, then we bring forward the following:

Professional psychotherapeutic assistance to bisexuals or to people with SSA’s who seek therapy to look into their innate bisexual capabilities and problems, does not bring about harm,
as we shall demonstrate. There is no reason to assume that looking into the mechanisms of
sexuality would cause more distress than looking into other major problems of mental health.
For example the uncovering of the mechanisms of anorexia nervosa , or the antisocial disorder or the compulsive-obsessive disorder can cause great stress to the client, especially due
to the resistance these clients have in looking at themselves.
Compared to these and a multitude of other presenting symptoms, sexual problems in otherwise healthy individuals are in professional therapy no big deal, and do not merit extreme
concern about the course of the psychotherapy. Talking about the other sex in an otherwise
healthy person with same-sex attractions does not lead to any unreasonable or unacceptable
amount of distress or discomfort. If it does, then this is a tell-tale sign, a thermometer of underlying pathology which needs further exploration if the client agrees to further questioning.
Talking about the other sex with an otherwise healthy person who experiences SSA’s does
not lead to depression, suicide, drug abuse, self-mutilation, isolation or deterioration of symptoms, as some gay-libbers in all their fear and paranoia of psychotherapy assume. There is no
research that proves that discussing the opposite sex in professional therapy speciﬁcally
leads to harmful eﬀects. It does not stand to reason either.
Sexual problems related to identity issues constitute no major psychiatric disorder, except
the gender dysphoria, commonly known as transgenderism. 90% of the diagnoses in the Statistical Diagnostic Manual also constitute no major psychiatric disorder, yet are the subject of
psychotherapeutic consultation at the wish of the client. Sexual problems concerning identity
and the experiencing of sexuality are no diﬀerent. They are not a psychiatric disorder per se,
meaning not needing immediate intervention under all circumstances, but neither do most of
the entries in the Diagnostic Statistical Manual.
However, the conclusion of gay-lib that therefore all professional psychotherapeutic or psychiatric counseling of bisexuality in which the bisexual can show or become aware of more or
less heterosexual behavior than previously, would be wrong, harmful or unethical, is unfounded because sexuality is ﬂuid and not ﬁxed.
4.2 Kinsey Sexual Orientation Scale
It is not unusual for bisexuals to move about on the 7-point Kinsey Sexuality Scale, and in doing so, it constitutes no harm, although homosexuals, most of whom are heterophobic, cannot imagine such a thing. It would damage their vulnerable gay identity, and they cannot
imagine life without it.

Life without the identity cannot exist, should not exist and will not exist! To the latter goal a
national campaign is organized by radical gay-lib to end all challenges to the gay identity and
to put an end to the existence and emancipation of bisexuals. Bisexuals or ex-gays have become a persecuted minority. Moderate gay-lib can sometimes to some extent diﬀerentiate between emancipation at the level of society (social prejudice) and the personal experiential
world of the individual. Radical or extremist gay-lib can not.
For them every bisexual individual who experiences SSA’s or wishes to explore the full array
of his or her sexual possibilities, and who does not immediately and proudly adopt the gay
identity, is perceived as being an important source of anti-gay prejudice in society and as the
emancipation enemy. The complainants at FTC belong to the latter category. Their endeavor
at FTC to persecute the bisexual movement is perceived by bisexuals as part of that misguided and ideologically erroneous path of war.
On their website, one of the complainants, the National Center for Lesbian Rights, states that
“any young person’s identity as lesbian, gay, bisexual, or transgender should be honored,
celebrated, and supported.” We fail to see how the complainant is honoring and supporting bisexuality when at the same time they claim that the sexual orientation of an individual cannot change. How then can one be attracted to a male person at a certain moment and then
be attracted to a female person, months or years later, as do bisexuals? Are bisexuals fooling
themselves, are they confused? Are bisexuals basically just a bunch of gay guys? And if bisexuals then would be inherently confused, how come transgenders are not confused? After all,
transgenders are “just being who they are”, so says the Center.
Therefore, the complainant does not “honor, celebrate and support” people being bisexual at
all. The complainant is in our view deceitful and unfair in her endeavors towards the immense
population of people who experience homosexual and also heterosexual feelings at some
point in their lives. This is at odds with the regulations of the FTC which battles deceptive and
unfair marketing and services. Were the PCC to comply to the rhetoric of the complainant, only then would PCC be violating consumer protection against unfair and deceptive practices .
To the contrary, we urge that the FTC investigate the NCLR to investigate its unfair and deceptive practices towards young people who are told that a sexual orientation can never
change in the course of your life. The same applies for the American Psychological Association and the World Psychiatric Association who write in their recent anti-bisexuality statement
issued in coordination with radical gay-lib: “There is no sound scientiﬁc evidence that innate
sexual orientation can be changed.” That is a lie. If sexual orientation doesn’t change, how
can you be bisexual?
There is a great amount of articles demonstrating the success rate of professional psychotherapy (see our article on the subject). In their 2009 review on the subject, the APA concluded

on page 43 that “we cannot draw a conclusion regarding whether recent forms of Sexual Orientation Change Eﬀorts are or are not eﬀective. “ They literally say: we cannot say it doesn’t
work. The conclusion of complainants that science proves professional therapy doesn’t work,
is therefore false. The 2009 review showed:
– “McConaghy (1976) found that roughly half of the men who received one of four treatment regimens reported less intense sexual interest in men at 6 months. A majority of
participants showed decreases in same-sex sexual arousal immediately following treatment.”
-“McConaghy and Barr (1973) found that about half of men reported that their same-sex
sexual attractions were reduced.”
– “Tanner (1975) found that therapy could lessen erectile response to male stimuli”.
– “Birk et al. (1971) found that 62% of men in the therapy reported decreased sexual feelings following therapy”.
-“McConaghy and colleagues (1981) found that 50% of respondents reported decreased
sexual feelings at 1 year.”
– “In their review, H. E. Adams and Sturgis (1977) found that 50% of the 124 participants
in what they called uncontrolled group studies reported reduced sexual arousal, and 42%
reported less frequent same-sex sexual behavior.
– (page 37) “In another study, H.E. Adams and Sturgis (1977) reported that 68% of 47
participants reduced their same-sex sexual arousal.”
– “McConaghy (1976) found that 50% of men had reduced the frequency of their same-sex behavior, 25% had not changed their same-sex behavior, and 25% reported no
same-sex behavior at 1 year.”
– “In another study, McConaghy and Barr (1973) reported that 25% of men had reduced
their same-sex sexual behavior at 1-year.”
– “Tanner (1975) reported a signiﬁcant decline in same-sex behavior across treatments.”
Shaming of clients?
The complainants write on their websites that professional licensed therapists would be shaming people for “being themselves”. There is no evidence for this claim. The contrary is true.

Shame is very much a part of the psychosexual development process which leads to same-sex attractions. Psychotherapists do not create the shame,
they deal with the shame. To this extent, the brilliant psychologist Joseph Nicolosi, PhD and member of the American Psychological Association, has written a whole book on the subject
“Shame and attachment loss”. It deals with the multiple
shame issues experienced by people with SSA’s. Complainants
appear to be completely ignorant of the literature on the subject. Saying that professional licensed psychotherapists shame
people, as do complainants, is slander, and is therefore in violation with the protection of consumer rights against fraudulent and deceptive practices.
Furthermore, there is no evidence that PCC would shame its participants. The participants are
not the ones doing the complaining, nor has it ever been brought to the attention of PCC. It
stems from the complainants, who uphold these notions in their lengthy crusade against the
idea that one’s orientation can be ﬂuid. By means of Copy&Paste, they repeat their slogans indiscriminately over and over again, for years on end. PCC is now victim of these mantras.
4.3 Heterophobia
Heterophobia is an irrational deeply ingrained fear of heterosexuality, heterosexuals and/or
members of the opposite sex as sex partners. In Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy their concept revolves around the notion of homophobia, an irrational fear and prejudice against same-sex attractions. But from the point of view of bisexuals, there exists an equal amount of heterophobia, which is never addressed by gay-lib or the homosexuals in the American Psychological Association who do all the recommendations for counseling on the subject. In their Review on
counseling in 2009, the word heterophobia is not to be found, although they are personally accused by bisexuals of suﬀering from internalized heterophobia. The homosexuals, who monopolize the Task Force, only look into internalized homophobia. Therefore the concept of bisexuality and sexual identity ﬂuidity is not addressed as a paradigm in their reviewing of literature or in their recommendations.
The fact that sexual ﬂuidity is no part of their research is in our view to be considered a biased scientiﬁc view. It reﬂects itself in the recommendations which in no way ﬁt the world
that bisexuals experience. It is written solely from the perspective of a heterophobic homosexual who denies and always will deny each and every aspect of underlying, uncovered bisexual potential. The document and its recommendations turn out to be harmful to the interests
of bisexuals, all of whom are victims of the heterophobia of the radical and extremist factions
within gay-lib, a phobia which is not adequately addressed.
4.4 Lack of scientiﬁc proof
There is no scientiﬁc proof of undue harm inﬂicted by professional, secular, licensed psy-

chotherapy. The rumors and isolated testimonies all relate to religious non-professional practices which apparently occur, but none of this has been systematically documented or analyzed. They are not to be labeled therapy proper. Therefore the isolated testimonies do not
constitute a base for any legislative or judicial action to the worldwide extent that complainants are seeking.
In 2009 the American Psychological Association wrote:
“We conclude that there is a scarcity of scientiﬁcally sound research on the safety of
SOCE. Early and recent research studies provide no clear indication of the prevalence of
harmful outcomes among people who have undergone eﬀorts to change their sexual orientation or the frequency of occurrence of harm because no study to date of adequate
scientiﬁc rigor has been explicitly designed to do so. Thus, we cannot conclude how likely
it is that harm will occur from Sexual Orientation Change Eﬀorts.”
In their summary however, in spite of the above mentioned conclusion, the homosexuals of
the APA included a long list of negative aspects which they claim to exist. This list is then via
Copy&Paste used over and over again by the complainants, NLRC, in their campaigns.
But when we look into the Review 2009 document itself, then we see that this list stems from
a paper ( on page 42), an account stemming from 1969 on now obsolete therapy forms, and
conducted under only 16 participants. Heterosexual scientists are never allowed to use such
a small number to make sweeping generalizations in research. It is called “statistical signiﬁcance”; only after about 60 clients are you allowed to draw any reasonable conclusion, and
even then are you to bring forward arguments that make generalizations plausible. But the
homosexuals at APA who monopolize the Task Force have a world, and an agenda, all of their
own. They call it LGBT science; it is a political agenda.
Their claim, which has become a gay-lib mantra, pertains to one study only, Bancroft (1969).
By using this study the APA homosexuals want us to observe:
“suicidal ideation (10% of 16 participants), impotence (10% of 16 participants), and relationship dysfunction (10% of 16 participants).”
We fail to see how a study can show 10% of 16 participants, this amounts to 1,6 participants.
How can you have 1,6 of a participant? One and a half guys?
“depression (40% of 16 participants).”
This amounts to 6,4 participants. How can you have six and a half participants? If this isn’t
junk science, what is? The homosexuals in the APA Task Force are clearly manipulating the

statistics to push an agenda. These so-called statistics, based on one or two extremely outdated studies only, are then copied and pasted by the complainants, making it look as if they
stem from huge and recent surveys. Nothing could be less true. Furthermore, Bancroft did
not say what the clients speciﬁcally received as “therapy”. As far as the length of these sideeﬀects is concerned, the APA writes:
“Early research provides no information on how research participants fared over the
longer term and whether interventions were associated with long-term negative eﬀects.”
The complainant NLRC on the other hand, in their 2014 political campaign directed at the United Nations, even accuse orientation therapy of “torture”. The alarmists also write:

“The result of orientation therapy, especially for vulnerable youth, is lifelong damage that
can include depression, substance abuse, and even suicide.”
The NCLR apparently assumes that the American people and/or the FTC will take their word
for it due to the way they play the victim card.
For the record, a lifelong depression does not exist. A depression after an event is called a reactive depression and lasts between one to three months at the most. If depressions recur,
then we are facing a unipolar or a bipolar depression which is exclusively caused by a hereditary imbalance of neurotransmitters in the brain. It has nothing to do with a therapy or an
event.
A lifelong substance abuse cannot be induced by an event. It does not exist as such. Juvenile
substance abuse is a condition of multiple causes. It cannot be attributed to a single event
and certainly not therapy. There is no body of knowledge which supports the NCLR claim.
Lifelong suicidality doesn’t exist either; the acute danger of suicide lasts no longer than 14
days. If suicidal thoughts are recurring, then it is caused by unipolar/bipolar depressions or
psychoses as in schizophrenia. The connection with any therapy form is not documented, nor
is it accepted by my colleagues within our psychiatric community. The complainant NCLR

does not know what she is talking about.
On the same page, the NLRC alleges that orientation therapists insist that same-sex attractions can AND SHOULD be treated. The latter phrase is not to be found in any document, website or during any lecture or video of licensed, professional therapists. It is against professional standards for any sort of psychotherapy. It is slander.
The FTC and the American people are having political spin thrown at them. This is in violation
of consumer protection against false and deceptive practices, regulated by the FTC.
On March 15th NCLR-complainant Ames even issued a public statement accusing PCC of having “blood on their hands”:
“The complaint went on to request that the FTC investigate the entire conversion therapy
industry. State courts have already begun closing the doors of these operations under
consumer fraud laws. It’s only a matter of time before practitioners in every jurisdiction
are investigated and held to account for the blood on their hands.”
But the science facts, the APA review of 2009, stated:

“Thus, we cannot conclude how likely it is that harm will occur from Sexual Orientation
Change Eﬀorts.”

Clearly we are facing modern-day fascism: neofascism. Are they allowed to get away with it?
When are the psychotherapists going to sue for slander? When is somebody going to ﬁle a
FTC-complaint against the NCLR for their consumer fraud with these obvious deceptive and
fraudulous incitements, a modern-day witch hunt?
4.5 The “proof” of testimonies
As far as isolated testimonies of harm are concerned, these have not been substantiated,
have not been investigated by police or psychiatrists, and the alleged harm does not appear
to occur in an organized and therefore veriﬁable fashion. The stories appear all of a sudden
to come out of nowhere. The testimonies are unbelievably shocking and give the complainant
much attention and aﬀection from those around. We cannot rule out the possibility that society is facing pathological exaggerating and lying, a condition which exists at a rate of 1 in
1000 in juvenile delinquents and mental health care clients, just as little as we can rule out
the inﬂuence of clients suﬀering from a persecutory-schizophrenic, delusional psychosis or

from a hysterical or anti-social personality disorder or a mixture of these pathologies. Let us
investigate these disorders:
Pathological lying
In wikipedia we read:
“Epidemiology
Although little has been written about pathological lying, one study found a prevalence of
almost 1 in 1,000 repeat juvenile oﬀenders. The average age of onset is 16 years when
the level of intelligence is average or above average. Suﬀerers have also shown above
level verbal skills as opposed to performance abilities. 30% of subjects had a chaotic
home environment, where a parent or other family member had a mental disturbance. Its
occurrence was found by the study to be equal in women and men but some believe it occurs more in women. Forty percent of cases reported central nervous system abnormality
such as epilepsy, abnormal EEG ﬁndings, ADHD, head trauma, or CNS infection.
Characteristics
Deﬁning characteristics of pathological lying include:
The stories told are usually dazzling or fantastical, but never breach the limits of plausibility, which is key to the pathological liar’s tactic.
The fabricative tendency is chronic; it is not provoked by the immediate situation or social pressure so much as it is an innate trait of the personality. There is some element of
dyscontrol present.
A deﬁnitely internal, not an external, motive for the behavior can be discerned clinically: e.g., long-lasting extortion, emotional negligence during childhood or habitual spousal
battery might cause a person to lie repeatedly,
The stories told tend toward presenting the liar favorably. The liar “decorates their
own person” by telling stories that present them as the hero or the victim. For example,
the person might be presented as being fantastically brave against all odds.”

Wikipedia goes on to say:
“Diagnosing pathological lying can be very diﬃcult for the untrained person. Psychologists are trained to read between the lines and see the issues this diagnosis presents, as
a disorder. It is listed in the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, Third
Edition. It is a stand-alone disorder as well as a symptom of other disorders such as psychopathy and antisocial, narcissistic, and hysterical personality disorders, but people who
are pathological liars may not possess characteristics of the other disorders. Excessive lying is a common symptom of several mental illnesses.”

We can postulate that horriﬁc stories that circulate within gay-lib pressure groups could very
well be attributable to pathological liars, an assumption which is plausible when we see research proving that homosexuals as a group suﬀer 2 to 5 times more often from mental and
personality disorders than heterosexuals. 1 in 1000 or more is a pathological liar, and with an
alleged 9 million people in the USA labeled as LGBT (click here), that is a lot of liars.
Chronic delusional psychosis
Delusional disorder (click here) is an illness characterized by at least 1 month of delusions
but no other psychotic symptoms according to the American Psychiatric Association’s Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, Fifth Edition (DSM-5)
Delusions are false beliefs based on incorrect inference about external reality that persist despite the evidence to the contrary and these beliefs are not ordinarily accepted by other
members of the person’s culture or subculture. Delusions can be characterized in subtypes,
one subtype is the persecutory delusion (i.e., belief one is going to be harmed by an individual, organization or group).
Delusions are part of the illness schizophrenia. In the USA it is estimated that 1% of the population suﬀers from schizophrenia. The frequency of persecutory delusions in the USA is
0,02%, i.e. 1 in 5000. In a gay population of 9 million people labeled as LGBT in the USA, we
are faced with 180.00 LGBT-labeled people suﬀering from a persecutory delusion.
The prevalence of this condition stands at about 24 to 30 cases per 100,000 people while 0.7
to 3.0 new cases per 100,000 people are reported every year. Delusional disorder accounts
for 1-2% of admissions to inpatient mental health facilities.
4.6 Conclusion on so-called testimonies
We have every reason to suspect that the bizarre and alarming tales that are published in
very small numbers by gay-lib activists, have little reality basis. We maintain that they could
very well be the product of troubled minds as stated above, stories which have not been substantiated by psychiatric interview or police investigations, stories which are disseminated by
a lay gay-lib community which is not skilled in identifying pathological liars or clients suﬀering from delusional states (after all, these persons appear very normal), stories which are isolated, have happened in an unveriﬁable past, stories in which the so called perpetrators have
not been interviewed or their reactions published, and stories which apparently did not lead
to any social change at the time nor actions at the time on the part of local authorities. All these reservations require sound substantiating of the testimonies, none of which ever occurs.

4.7 Pathological lying in Belgium
In Belgium during the 2011 trial of the notorious pederast
Marc Dutroux, who with the help of his co-dependent wife, kidnapped young girls to abuse them in his cellar and ultimately
kill them, a woman, Regina Louf, alias Witness XI from the
feminist organization “Against her Will”, stepped forward to
proclaim that she too had been kidnapped, recruited and forced to be present at the orgies
and killings of Dutroux couple, and that she even was forced to perpetrate killings herself. It
was only a month later when her parents stepped forward to declare their daughter stark raving mad, that the mainstream media backed oﬀ. Four weeks of discussion had raged on
about this; Belgian feminism was calling for new legislation and the media even attacked the
parents for their ‘obvious’ state of denial. Of course, the parents turned out to be right: their
daughter was a pathological liar and a good one at that. The legislators were extremely embarrassed (click here).
The so-called testimonies on orientation therapy, none of which have been scientiﬁcally documented and analyzed, constitute in our view political spin, and in no way merit any legislative
or legal actions to “silence the culprits”. When generalized, they are slanderous and harmful
to the psychiatric community, to speciﬁc psychotherapeutic professionals and to the interests
of bisexual consumers at large.
————–
4.8 The harm issue
In a statement from the White House in 2015, Valerie Jarrett, senior advisor to Barack Obama, stated that “overwhelming scientiﬁc evidence” of harm caused by orientation therapy
would exist. In her statement, she does not diﬀerentiate between untrained or religious activities on the one hand and licensed, secular, professional therapy on the other.
Overwhelming scientiﬁc evidence?
It is very strange that this “overwhelming evidence” on harm is not to be found anywhere.
We have searched but cannot ﬁnd it. Even the psychiatric community is not aware of its existence.
In volume 28 (2014) of European Psychiatry, the researcher V. P. Fricchione observes:
“In contrast to all pharmacotherapy studies in groups of patients, there is precious little
information about the safety of psychotherapeutic interventions, which are also, in some
patients and in some instances, associated with adverse events. Actually empirical research on the negative eﬀects of psychotherapy is largely insuﬃcient, partly there is a

lack of theoretical concept on how to deﬁne, classify and assess psychotherapy adverse
eﬀects.”
In the Psychiatric Journal, psychiatrists Michael Linden and Marie-Luise Schermuly-Haupt
write that the evidence of side-eﬀects of professional psychotherapy is scarce:
“There are only limited scientiﬁc reports on psychotherapy side eﬀects. Research on this
issue is insuﬃcient.”
“At present, it is not possible to report precise data on the rate and type of side eﬀects of
diﬀerent forms of psychotherapy. Only very few papers were found when searching in
PsycINFO and PubMed, from 1954 until now. A thorough screening of randomized controlled trials of psychological interventions for mental and behavioral disorders found 132
eligible trials. Only 21% indicated that some type of monitoring of harms had been done,
and only 3% provided a description of adverse events as well as the methods used for collection.”
“There is even no consensus on what to call negative: for instance, when evaluating a
manuscript on psychotherapy side eﬀects, a reviewer wrote: “a divorce can be both positive and negative, and crying in therapy can reﬂect a painful experience but can also be
a positive and therapeutic event”. There is a lack of diﬀerentiation between side eﬀects
and therapy failure or deterioration of illness (8). There are no generally accepted instruments for the assessment of psychotherapy side eﬀects and no rules on how to plan scientiﬁc studies or monitor side eﬀects in randomized controlled clinical trials.”

The two psychiatrists go on to state that in the scarce literature, unwanted events occur at a
rate of 5 to 20% in all forms psychotherapies for all sorts of therapeutic goals:
“In summary, there is an emerging consensus that unwanted events should be expected
in about 5 to 20% of psychotherapy patients (3–5,12). They include treatment failure and
deterioration of symptoms, emergence of new symptoms, suicidality, occupational
problems, stigmatization, changes in the social network or strains in relationships, therapy dependence, or undermining of self-eﬃcacy.

The writers warn that the report of unwanted side-eﬀects can be inﬂuenced by other things
than the form or goal of psychotherapy itself:

“Rates may vary depending on patient characteristics (suggestible persons), diagnosis
(personality disorders), patient expectations (social beneﬁts), severity of illness (severe
depression), therapist characteristics (demanding) or special therapeutic techniques (exposure treatment, self-revelation) (13,21).
They go on to defend the work of licensed psychotherapists:
“As licensed therapists and scientists alike are to some degree salesmen of “their” treatment, they are as trustworthy as pharmaceutical companies. They have good intentions
and conﬂicts of interest as well. Like in pharmacotherapy, structures are needed to safeguard good clinical practice.”

Side-eﬀects are normal, and are always to be expected to a certain degree in any form of psychotherapy. In their study on side-eﬀects, the German scientists Inga Ladwig, Winfried Rief
and Yvonne Nestoriuc of the University of Marburg reported in 2014 (click here):
“Of 195 participants, 93.8% (n = 183) have reported to have experienced negative
eﬀects in or after psychotherapy. The highest rates of negative eﬀects were reported for
intrapersonal changes (15.8%), stigmatization (14.9%), and relationships (12.0%). Reports of malpractice were few, with 2.6% sexual harassment, or 1% physical violence.”
The Australian scientists Michael Berk and Gordon Parker come to similar conclusions in their
article on the subject of adverse eﬀects of psychotherapy in general (click here):
“Quantitative studies on side-eﬀects are few, limited in scope and weighted to idiosyncratic psychotherapies or to their more problematic or peripheral application. A few empirical studies have quantiﬁed the broad proposition. For example, it has been estimated
that approximately 3–10% of patients become worse after psychotherapy, with slightly
higher rates (7–15%) quantiﬁed for patients with substance abuse. A recent article
suggested that approximately 10% of individuals worsened after commencing psychotherapy. It is clearly diﬃcult to establish the percentage of those who would have
worsened regardless of psychotherapy. Additionally, few studies go beyond documenting
deterioration in primary outcomes, to consider alternate adverse outcomes such as new
symptoms, increases in anger or negative family eﬀects.”
The writers warn for the attribution of problems to the outside world, as is done in Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy where almost all problems of homosexuals are consistently blamed on a hostile society:

“A potential consequence of externalizing attributions of current diﬃculties to the behavior of others is estrangement, disengagement and passive adoption of the victim role.
This promotes an externalized locus of control, diminishing self-esteem when handling
own problems”.
Neither the complainants nor mrs. Jarrett have pinpointed the supposed “overwhelming” literature on professional psychotherapy on sexual orientation issues. Even if they did, then they
will have to prove that the rate of their alleged side-eﬀects of therapy on this subject is far
greater than the 5 to 20% of side-eﬀects which can generally be expected for all forms of
therapy. Such literature on professional psychotherapy, and for professional and licensed, secular orientation therapy in particular, does not exist: it is a hoax. In order to establish inappropriate harm from orientation therapy, it will further have to be scientiﬁcally compared to alternatives, such as Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy. No suchcomparative research has been carried
out, no such document is to be found.
4.9 Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy
The complainants, as do the homosexuals in the American Psychological Association in their
2009 review on orientation therapy (they have a monopoly status on dealing with the subject
in the APA), have not conducted or brought forward any investigation into the harmful sideeﬀects of Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy. GAT goes unchallenged as an alternative to orientation
therapy, and clients are not able to assess to what risks they are being put when signing up
for GAT. With GAT, clients are not able to sign for informed consent, because there is no literature or research on the subject of harm in GAT. Furthermore GAT does not rely on any oﬃcially recognized and well documented body of knowledge which would make up for this shortcoming.
The FTC may in no way approve of the complaint, and then make GAT the only alternative for
clients who wish to look into their broader sexual array of feelings and possibilities. After all,
clients are not able to ascertain to which undesirable outcomes the so-called GAT therapy
can lead, and are being prejudiced during the therapy against any alternative. The proposed
monopoly for GAT and its lack of being able to provide adequate consumer information on
harm issues is against the goals and requirements of the FTC itself in terms of lawful consumer protection.
4.10 Undemocratic practices by gay-lib
Radical gay-lib is to be labeled an undemocratic and undermining pressure group within the
American society. What these radicals cannot achieve by means of fair and honest political
debate with mutual respect and understanding in democratic institutions, is to be achieved
by hook and by crook via legalistic loopholes. The bisexuals and their therapists won’t even
know what hit them. They are not debated with, their opinion is not asked, and a group of amateur bisexuals at PCC who are merely discussing their bisexual innate nature, minding their

own business, are cornered and framed. Says extremist Samantha Ellen (click here):
“It’s a brilliant strategy that just might work: If federal and state governments won’t protect LGBT people as people, perhaps they can protect them as consumers.”
At exgaycalling, we fail to see how discussing your innate bisexual potential during a weekend retreat would be a threat to anyone, necessitating protection for LGBT people. Gay-lib
does not represent the B in the phrase LGBT. It is the bisexual people themselves at PCC who
are being bullied for not being suﬃciently “Glad to be Gay”. They are the ones who need legal protection from radical gay-lib extremists, activists who wish to deny the existence of opposite-sex attractions and same-sex attractions in the same individual at the same time or in
the same span of life.
The actions of this small group of complainants, when we inspect their websites, are apparently stemming from experiences within strictly religious communities, none of which have
been adequately described or substantiated in any written scientiﬁc document, and then the
feelings of resentment that exist are generalized to include secular professional psychotherapy too. The wrath extends to all people who, while experiencing SSA’s, do not wish to linger
there or embrace them, and are seeking to broaden their sexual horizon as they feel that ﬁts
them. The complaint is therefore totalitarian and paternalistic.
They ignore the many websites with people explaining their positive experiences with broadening sexual horizons, click here for a list of url-links.
Conclusion:
The people at PCC are not hurting or deceiving anyone.

ATTACK ON PCC, PART 5: TURNING THE
TABLES AROUND
In this last installment to the defense of People Can Change,
we will look into the document with which the complainants
hope to silence the bisexual community and their therapists
for once and for all, in order to replace them with Gay Aﬃrmative Therapists only. There will be no more talk of heterosexuality for bisexuals, once radical gay-lib has brought its campaign to an end. Bisexuals and homosexuals are henceforth to
be considered one and the same.
This time we will not defend PCC but turn the tables around. What if you indeed joined the
chorus of the gay-lib extremists and copied and published all their stories and attacks on
other people, would that be in accordance with the law? We will demonstrate that THEN you
would be harming consumer and business interests like they have never been harmed before.

Let us look at the complaint page by page.
5.1 Page 1: The complainants allege that
“The practice is based on the false premise that being lesbian, gay, bisexual, or transgender (“LGBT”) is a mental illness or disorder caused by a developmental deﬁciency, trauma, and/or unmet emotional needs.”
The words “mental illness” and “disorder” are never used by PCC. They are put into the
mouths of PCC and licensed therapists by the complainants. Within the realm of psychiatry
they have a neutral connotation, but a negative one if used by lay people outside that context.
Although not a mental disorder per se, homosexuality is still rightfully seen as a condition, a

set of behaviors, longings, attractions and urges meriting much research, some of which is
carried out by gay activist groups themselves. If homosexuality were totally neither here nor
there, then this does not explain why gay activists groups themselves insist on research on
the subject.
Ideas about homosexuality are based on a century of psychotherapeutical knowledge, experience, literature and research on the subject of psychosexual development, trauma and the
way in which emotional needs have been dealt with during childhood. This subject is the core
of developmental psychology, a heavily researched subject. The idea that speciﬁc constellations during childhood are to be found in many people, later identifying as gay, has not been
disproven by any sound research into gender identity or sexual identity.
There is no research denying that speciﬁcally trauma’s, developmental gender issues and unmet emotional needs are present. Despite forty years of gay-lib, the central theme of personal development issues has not been falsiﬁed, although the activists have had time enough to
prove their negation of all realities named in the developmental approach of psychology and
psychiatry.
->Were PCC to reiterate the stance that no trauma’s, gender development issues or unmet
emotional needs, more than average, are to be found in people identifying as gay, then it
would be breaking the law. It would be spreading false and deceitful information to consumers.
Pathology in the homosexual condition
Researchers have shown that homosexuals—notably homosexual men, but in some areas homosexual women—have greater prevalence of pathology than the general population. This is
supported by studies that demonstrate the suicidal risk-taking of unprotected sex (van
Kesteren et al., 2007), violence (Owen & Burke, 2004), antisocial behavior (Fergusson et al.,
1999), higher levels of substance abuse (Sandfort et al., 2001), general suicidality (de Graaf
et al., 2006), higher levels of promiscuity and of nonmonogamous primary relationships (Laumann et al., 1994), higher levels of paraphilias (such as ﬁsting) (Crosby & Mettey, 2004), sexual addiction (Dodge et al., 2004), personality disorders (Zubenko, George, Soloﬀ, & Schulz,
1987), and overall pathology (Cochran & Mays, 2007; Sandfort et al., 2001).
As a rule of thumb, many of these problematic behaviors and psychological dysfunctions are
experienced among homosexuals at about three times the prevalence found in the general
population—and sometimes much more. The preceding material shows that many diﬀerent
pathological traits are more prevalent in homosexual than in heterosexual groups. No other
group of comparable size in society experiences such intense and widespread pathology.

No sound psychiatrist can see how a rejecting society, as complainants claim, can create for
example personality disorders, paraphilias, sexual addictions, high risk harmful risk-taking
sexual acts, and overall pathology. There is no sound scientiﬁc evidence either. Even in tolerant societies like Denmark and the Netherlands, where discrimination is non-existent, the
statistics on psychological problems are almost as high as in the USA.
->Were PCC to reiterate to the general public that all problems are solely linked to society in
the absence of research to prove this, then it will be breaking the law. It would be oﬀering deceptive and false information to consumers, barring them from seeking much needed help at
a personal, non-societal professional level.
The only alternative would be gay activism directed at changing the environment. But this
doesn’t make sense in tolerant cities or societies. There is great risk of neglecting the client
at hand, and that is against the law. PCC would do harm to the interests of consumers by looking the other way, as do complainants.
—————
5.2 Complaint page 1:
“there is substantial competent and reliable scientiﬁc evidence that conversion therapy,
including the methods employed by PCC, is ineﬀective.”
There is no such thing. The American Psychological Association has stated in its extensive review in 2009 that there is no such certainty. The review states:
“We found that nonaversive and modern approaches to SOCE since 1978 have not been
rigorously evaluated. Given the limited amount of methodologically sound research, we
cannot draw a conclusion regarding whether recent forms of SOCE are or are not eﬀective.”
If the APA cannot draw the conclusion that it is ineﬀective, then how can complainants do so?
->Were PCC to comply to complainants and reiterate that substantial and reliable scientiﬁc
evidence including the methods employed by PCC are ineﬀective, then it would be breaking
the law by oﬀering unsubstantiated, wild and deceptive information, which would limit and
discourage consumer choices, especially bisexuals, in seeking help in their personal identity
issues. PCC would be acting against the law.
————–

5.3 Complaint page 1:
“can and often does result in signiﬁcant health and safety risks to consumers of those services,”
These words are not to be found in any document issued by any researcher on the issue. It is
true that everywhere the help you get in mental and general health can result in risks of side
eﬀects. According to research 5-20% of all psychotherapeutical interventions, regardless of
the issue or type of therapy oﬀered, render side-eﬀects. But there is no evidence whatsoever
that it always “DOES result”and even “OFTEN” so in inappropriate risks or hazards. These are
wild fabrications, with no research to substantiate it.
The statement stems from a general disclaimer issued by the American Psychiatric Association in 1973, stating that there may be “some risk of possible harm”. But this disclaimer was
written in another era, when other (now obsolete) forms of therapy were common. The APA also did not specify to which speciﬁc form of intervention the disclaimer was directed, making
it useless for the practising professional.
The complainant NCLR and its advocate Samantha Ames even dare to state in gay magazines
that licensed psychotherapists and psychologists have quote “blood on their hands”. These
wild and fear-mongering fabrications are not substantiated by any sound research.
->Were PCC to reiterate the wild allegations of the complainants, then it would be spreading
alarming messages to consumers, in which psychotherapists are defamed, psychotherapy is
portrayed as a very scary and harmful event, and which would make consumers afraid of the
heterosexual society outside the gay ghetto into which they have been initiated by Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy. It would diminish their trust in licensed professional therapists and would undermine the necessary conﬁdence in the medical community, including the ﬁeld of psychiatry. Because PCC can not substantiate the claims, it would be dealing in deﬁance of the 2009
review of the American Psychological Association, where it says:
(Page 42): “Early and recent research studies provide no clear indication of the prevalence of harmful outcomes among people who have undergone eﬀorts to change their
sexual orientation or the frequency of occurrence of harm. Why? Because no study to
date of adequate scientiﬁc rigor has been explicitly designed to do so. Thus, we cannot
conclude how likely it is that harm will occur from Sexual Orientation Change Eﬀorts.”
->Were PCC to comply with the complainants and advise them to seek help from a Gay Aﬃrmative Therapist, then PCC would be breaking the law, because it cannot voucher that GAT is
free from harm. No such research has been carried out on GAT, and neither does GAT issue
any warnings. Furthermore, GAT does not address the heterosexual side of the bisexual con-

sumer, and sets out to aﬃrm only the gay side, as the word GAT explicitly conveys. Therefore
the consumer would be harmed, because his wish for therapy is not adequately addressed
from the perspective of the bisexual (meaning the co-existence of two orientations).
-> Were PCC to imply, as do complainants, that sexuality is always under all circumstances
and under all age groups a ﬁxed entity and that sexual ﬂuidity is non-existent, then it would
be committing consumer fraud and deceit, because PC has no scientiﬁc research or other
forms of proof to substantiate its claims. In doing so, it would harm the interests of the millions of consumers who feel, experience, and are living testimony to the opposite. PCC would
be acting against the law.
->Were PCC to use, as complainants desire, the phrase ‘Sexual Orientation Change Eﬀorts’,
meaning that all forms of discussion or questioning the subject of sexual orientation are one
and the same, and can easily be thrown onto one big heap, then PCC would be committing
consumer fraud. After all, PCC would be using a terminology so vague, so generalizing and so
unspeciﬁc that consumers and providers have no knowledge which exact activity PCC would
be denouncing. This would harm consumer choices, making the whole area of one’s sexual
urges, childhood experiences, trauma’s, rape, incest experiences, and family interaction, yet
once again a no-go subject to discuss or argue about. PCC would instigate a taboo. And this
would ultimately diminish consumer choices, thereby breaking the law.
->Were PCC, as does complainant NCLR, to denounce speciﬁcally the works and achievements of professional therapists united in Narth, including dr. Nicolosi, then PCC would be subject to lawsuits imposed on it by Narth for slander and defamation, lawsuits that PCC will obviously lose due to the fact that PCC has no substantiated literature to back up these harmful
acts towards the named therapists. PCC will clearly go bankrupt. But the FTC is barred from
instituting such actions that would unduely burden the business of the defendant. Then FTC
would be taking it one step too far, which is prevented by law.
->Were PCC to reiterate the testimonies of so-called ‘harmed’ individuals, testimonies which
are heavily marketed by the complainants, then PCC would be breaking the law, in view of
the fact that the very same complainants insist that testimonies brought forward by individuals who experience no harm and much beneﬁt, are never to be trusted. In the complaint after
all, the complainants go to great length to stress that testimonies may very well be due to appeasing the investigator.
They write that
“SOCE providers, with their investment in a heterosexual outcome, create a situation
where their clients are set up to lie to them if they do not experience this change. Then
providers use such reports of change to promote their interventions. Those who do not re-

port change are dismissed, for example, by the claim that they did not work hard
enough”.
Denouncing self-report is a tricky business, there where self-report is the primary source of information on therapy and research in almost all of psychiatry and psychology. To discredit
the named therapists and to assume that the same does not occur in, say drug abuse or marriage counsellors, who also wish to see their clients change or improve, is a novelty. All this is
the private and unsubstantiated opinion, or rather fantasy of one Dr. Beckstead.
Were PCC to comply, then the same can of course also be said of the testimonies of ‘harm’
that the staunch activists of the NCLR and HRC collect, market and if need be invent on the
spot. They have even set a 2019 deadline. They have special websites dedicated to this
cause and have an investment in a ‘harm’ outcome. On their websites and on Youtube they
market the rhetoric which they wish to hear. None of the testimonies were collected out of a
random and representative sample of the general population by an independent and bisexuality-friendly agency.
Therefore, PCC may safely presume that eliciting a ‘harm’ outcome is the cornerstone of the
NCLR campaign. Was it Tina Turner who sang: “Any old music will do?” Reiterating these negative testimonies is of course as equally deceptive as the positive testimonies on the current
PCC website allegedly are.
->Were PCC to comply to the complainants, then it would not be allowed to use any testimony of any sort on ‘harm’ or other issues, leaving the consumer only the scientiﬁcally substantiated literature to go on. But this extremely scarce literature states that there is no scientiﬁcally sound evidence of harm being done due to orientation therapy in this day and age (APA review 2009). Therefore PCC would be acting against the law to name and market testimonies of ‘harm’ done by orientation therapy. It would harrass consumers with deceitful, unfair and fraudulent conduct.
The only way to go for the FTC is to dismiss the complaint, and leave the controversy between homosexuals and bisexuals about feeling attracted to the opposite sex, right where it
belongs: in the realm of free speech in a free society.

“UNHAPPY GAYS STRIPPED OF THEIR HUMAN
RIGHTS”
On his website, Thomas D. Williams, PhD, has written an essay
on the recent attack by radical gay-lib on the non-proﬁt support group People Can Change. Let us see what he has to say:

“The anti-free speech Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC) and two LGBT associations have
ﬁled a formal complaint with the Federal Trade Commission in an eﬀort to silence groups
wishing to assist people trying to overcome same-sex attraction.

The LGBT bullies have speciﬁcally targeted People Can Change (PCC), an organization serving
clients who seek help in dealing with their same-sex attractions. The Human Rights Campaign
(an LGBT civil rights advocacy group) and the National Center for Lesbian Rights (a small LA
law ﬁrm) joined the SPLC in trying to eliminate therapy for unhappy gay people.
Walt Heyer, a reformed transsexual, has written a scathing exposé on the ﬁling in the conservative journal Public Discourse, arguing that the case demonstrates a visceral hatred not only
toward reparative therapies “but also toward people who don’t want to act on their same-sex
attractions, and want to minimize or perhaps even change them.”

Heyer notes that the SPLC was emboldened after winning in a comparable case against Jews

Oﬀering New Alternatives for Healing (JONAH), and are now attacking People Can Change,
hoping to achieve a similar result.
The SPLC has a history of attempting to gag those who disagree with anyone opposed to its
vision of society.
Two months ago, the Law Center was called to task for endeavoring to silence Frank Gaﬀney,
the founder and president of the Center for Security Policy, for speaking out about the threat
posed by radical Islam.

Though the SPLC used to be a legitimate civil rights organization, Gaﬀney noted, it has since
evolved into a militant left wing organization targeting pro-freedom groups.

“It seems as though the Southern Poverty Law Center is now mostly about trying to suppress
freedom of speech by people like us and others they disagree with politically,” he stated.

In 2014 the FBI disassociated itself from the SPLC, which had begun labeling as hate groups a
series of Christian groups that opposed same-sex marriage or contended that homosexuality
is not inborn.
The 2016 complaint against reparative therapy for gays seeks that PCC be barred from publicizing the ﬁrsthand testimonies of those who have beneﬁted from therapy to deal with or
overcome their same-sex attraction.

The signers urge the FTC to investigate the group under Section 5 of the Federal Trade Commission Act, which prohibits unfair and deceptive acts and practices. In his essay, Heyer
states that in this move, the LGBT lobby seeks to stop “any
therapy that proves people can change when it comes to sexual attractions,” since it would undermine their contention that
same-sex attraction is genetic and irreversible.

Heyer claims that the reason for the deep animus motivating this action stems from a fear

that opposing evidence will destroy central tenets of the LGBT movement, which is why they
resort to curbing free speech.
Despite the claims of SPLC that conversion therapy “is a harmful scam based on junk science,” Heyer notes that numerous real-life cases would suggest the opposite.

The testimonies of “numerous same-sex attracted and transgender people like myself who
live out our new, changed lives are the evidence that invalidates the LGBT narrative of ‘born
that way.’ Restored lives are living proof that change is possible,” Heyer writes.
“If conversion therapy didn’t work, it would die away naturally,” Heyer notes. Yet just as no
one seeks to outlaw Freudian psychoanalysis despite numerous studies questioning its eﬀectiveness, why would any open-minded person try to outlaw a therapy that has given comfort
to so many unless a darker agenda were in play?

The founder of PCC is himself “a man who had personally experienced enormous transformation from unwanted homosexual attractions,” yet LGBT are desperate to silence his story and
hundreds others like it.

In their ﬁling, the SPLC employs deceit and subterfuge to convince the FTC to silence groups
assisting unhappy gay men and women. It states, for instance, that the therapies are “abusive and harmful to children” without mentioning that the programs at PCC has a minimum
age requirement of 18, and that the average age of men seen by PCC is 36.

In his compelling essay, Heyer insists that outlawing therapies that help some people with
same-sex attractions or gender-identity conﬂicts is fundamentally unjust. “The civil liberty of
individuals to choose therapies should be protected and preserved, not crushed by lawyers,”
he notes.

“The law should not prevent access to therapy that may save lives just because LGBT supporters want to silence the individuals who chose an alternative path,” he writes.

RICHARD WYLER, ADVOCATE FOR THE
MODERN BISEXUAL MOVEMENT
Within less than two decades, Richard Wyler and David Matheson from the USA have achieved in becoming the voice of the
modern bisexual movement, in the same way as Rosa Parker
once became the icon of the civil rights movement for another
minority, the Afro-Americans.

First, heterosexuality was the only way to go. Then the Gay Liberation Front managed to put
Same-Sex Attractions on the agenda. And now, as a third wave of the emancipation struggle,
Richard and David have become the voice of the secular endeavour to venture beyond Same-Sex Attractions and to incorporate even Opposite-Sex Attractions into the lives of thousands
of people worldwide, without coercion and without undue harm to self-esteem and self-respect.
They have achieved in taking emancipation one step further, an historical milestone in the
evolution of a tolerant and compassionate society. Where does this movement stand? Let us
look at the facts.
——Wyler is well known for his initiatives to bring bisexual people internationally together to embrace their sexuality ﬂuidity. He is founder of People Can Change, a network of bisexuals supporting one another in embracing a full quality of manhood. David Matheson is author of the
best-selling book ‘Becoming A Whole Man, Principles And Archetypes’.

What does ‘bisexual’ really mean?
People who experience same-sex attractions, but who at the same time feel attracted to the
idea of opposite attractions, or indeed experience them, are technically to be considered bisexual. What does Gay mean? The Gay identity means feeling exclusively Same-Sex Attractions with no Opposite-Sex Attractions and neither wanting nor desiring the OSA’s either. To
the contrary, they resist the very idea. The so-called heterosexual identity is exactly the opposite. This leaves all other forms of identity, wishes and urges in the middle: the Bisexual
range of sexual feelings, orientation and identity.
The bisexual community is a minority group and is heavily persecuted and discriminated
against by extremist gay-lib organisations. The community is ignored by all major professional health organizations. No sound research has been done into their unique onlook on life.
The Gay Liberation Front and the complainants against PCC at the Federal Trade Commission,
claim to support the interests of, amongst others, the Bisexual community, as reﬂected in the
phrase LGBT.
But in no way do they really support and aﬃrm the heterosexual potential of the Bisexual individual. The heterosexual component of Bisexuality is ignored, concealed, silenced, frowned
upon and is even portrayed by extremists as being oﬀensive to the emancipation endeavors
of gay-lib.
On their website, the radical lesbian feminist organization National Center for Lesbian Rights, NCLR, features images of gay
protesters bearing ﬂags saying ‘Born this way’. From a bisexual point of view, this is a false and misleading statement,
aimed at inducing ignorant citizens into believing that a person is either born gay or born straight. In no way do these
feminists infer that sexual ﬂuidity is also part of the human nature, a ﬂuidity which by the way, has indeed been recognized by all major health organizations in the USA.
The current persecutors of PCC, namely the NCLR and the Human Rights Campaign, mislead
citizens into believing that same-sex attractions are, under all circumstances, to be seen as
the core of the extreme homosexual end of the 7-point Kinsey Sexuality Orientation Scale.
The complainants infer that SSA’s always lead a person to be gay or lesbian, in other words
to be heading for the extreme homosexual end of the Kinsey Scale.
Coming out

Every person experiencing SSA’s therefore would have a ‘coming out’ process lying ahead of
them, inevitably and irrevocably leading to the extreme homosexual end of the Kinsey Sexuality Orientation Scale. According to the complainants and their websites, all a person with
SSA’s needs, is a Gay Aﬃrming approach which aims to assist this shift on the Kinsey Scale to
reach its assumed ﬁnal destination, the exclusively homosexual extreme.
The complainants have no problem with orientation shifts or identity shifts of people who regard themselves as questioning, as long as they end up at the homosexual extreme of the
KSOS. They have no problem with incest either, the insinuation of father-son sex, examples
of which are splashed all over the internet. We are yet to see the NCLR and the SPLC take action to stop these commercial activities which undermine the protection of vulnerable youth.
No, they pick on guys who are interested in the opposite sex.
The harm that Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy inﬂicts is not mentioned, not evaluated nor brought to
the attention of questioning youths or adults, nor to the professional medical community. Urging questioning youths and adults to adopt the extreme end of the KSOS is portrayed as the
most healthy, the most correct, in fact the only way to go for every bisexual experiencing
SSA’s. These feelings are portrayed as synonymous with being gay and lesbian.
In no way do complainants nor major professional organizations acknowledge that SSA’s also
occur in every other point on the Kinsey Scale (except the exclusively heterosexual extreme).
In other words, they ignore the existence of Bisexuality, which is a state of having both a homosexual and a heterosexual orientation in the same individual, and which is part of the universally recognized ﬂuidity of sexual feelings.
The complainants do not accept the basics of Bisexuality when they bear signs and promote
the ideology of ‘Born this way’. They promote that SSA’s are always, and under all circumstances, symptom of the exclusively homosexual extreme on the KSOS, and that ﬁnally ‘coming out’ and embracing this stance is an immutable process, deviation of which would be
harmful to a so-called core identity, the notion of who the person ‘really is’.
Bisexuality is not taken into consideration as an option, neither is sexual ﬂuidity recognized.
But this is at odds with who the person ‘really is’, namely Bisexual. Guys experiencing heterosexual feelings are only seen as sex objects.
Consumers are harmed by ignoring, defaming, discouraging and persecuting the notion of Bisexuality. And Bisexuals are in far greater numbers than people who identify as gay.
In a recent scientiﬁc study conducted at the Ilia State University, researchers have investigated the probability of the existence of homosexual genes which would aﬃrm the false stance
that having SSA’s is a genetic, and therefore immutable, phenomenon. The report ended by

saying: “No speciﬁc gay genes have been identiﬁed” (click here).
Earlier in the year 2000, the Australian Identical Twin Studies, conducted under a random
sample of the identical twins database consisting of 33.000 registered identical twins, proved
unequivocally that almost 90% of all identical twins in which one twin identiﬁed as homosexual, the other identical twin did not. This rules out the possibility that one is always born gay.
With your genes, you may very well experience a heterosexual orientation. This is not the exception, it is the rule, given the fact that this diﬀerence occurs in almost 90% of the cases.
The notions of radical gay-lib are hence outdated.
Richard Wyler and Rosa Parks
Within the Bisexual community, Wyler is regarded a champion of the secular Bisexual movement which dares to publicly defy the current gay-lib mantras of being ‘born this way’. Bisexuals who speak up are a small minority. Most of them dare not be deviant to the political correctness that surrounds the homosexual emancipation movement at the expense of the bisexual community.
Richard Wyler is internationally considered as the Rosa Parks of Bisexuality, the black woman
on the bus.
Who was Rosa Parks?
Rosa Parks brought together a unique blend of life experiences, a commitment to racial justice, and a ﬂawless reputation to transform a single act of deﬁance into a deﬁning moment for the modern American civil rights movement.

It’s one of the most famous moments in modern American civil rights history: On a chilly December evening in 1955, on a busy street in the capital of Alabama, a 42-year-old seamstress
boarded a segregated city bus to return home after a long day of work, taking a seat near the
middle, just behind the front “white” section. At the next stop, more passengers got on.
When every seat in the white section was taken, the bus driver ordered the black passengers
in the middle row to stand so a white man could sit. The seamstress refused.
Inside this bus on December 1, 1955, Rosa Parks, a soft-spoken African-American seamstress,
refused to give up her seat to a white man, breaking existing segregation laws. The ﬂawless
character and quiet strength she exhibited successfully ignited action in others. For this,

many believe Rosa Parks’ act was the event that sparked the Civil Rights movement.
“The time had just come when I had been pushed as far as I could stand to be pushed, I
suppose. I had decided that I would have to know, once and for all, what rights I had as a
human being, and a citizen”.
In Richard Wyler, we see equal strength and determination to battle for the rights of bisexuals to be recognized by society and by the professional organizations at large. Against all
odds imposed by extremist gay-lib and their rallying of politicians, White House and the UN,
and in spite of the political correctness in which radical gay-lib can nowadays lather and
bathe, he battles for bisexuals to start loving themselves too, as do homosexuals at the extreme end of the KSOS, to look into the double discrimination issues that haunt their lives,
and to be recognized and acknowledged above all to themselves.
The NCLR even supplies unawaring politicians with unsubstantiated outrageous statements of
harm perpetrated by Wyler, alleged suicides, rape and everything else they can cunningly invent, fabricate and use to motivate ignorant politicians. They willingly monger fear at carefully targeted audiences, cunningy choosing what to say to whom and when to exaggerate and
get away with it, in their paranoid frenzy against the Bisexual community.
The heterosexual aspirations of the Bisexual person are perceived as a threat, in the same
way as people with a skin colour used to be perceived as a menace to the American society.
Complainant NCLR manages for example to write in the Los Angeles an uheard of smear campaign, in order to ‘inform’ ignorant gays and lesbians about reparative therapy.
They dare not reiterate this before the more scrutinizing FTC in their oﬃcial complaint
against PCC (click here). No, they just relentlessly hammer out the results of their well crafted smear campaign, and remain innocent and silent about the sneaky and distrustful way
they manage to emotionally manipulate the public discourse to achieve the desired results.
Wyler is advocate for the Bisexual community. He states that this community has the right to
look into their sexual feelings as they feel ﬁt, as much as gay sadists, masochists,
transvestites, lesbians etc. have. But it must be remembered that 80% of all Afro-American
youths from impoverished suburbs seeking the gay extreme of the KSOS, will end up with the
H.I.V. virus, so the Surgeon General warns. Talk of harm.
PCC is not persecuting or condemning anyone for adopting the gay label if she or he freely
wishes to do so. But as one of few, the lonely struggler Wyler acknowledges and proudly
speaks out that many bisexuals have a diﬀerent prospective in life than to adopt the gay label, and all that the proud-and-out gay community by means of public pressure and legal coercion wishes to impose on others.

Glad to be gay, be my guest. But is that all that life has to oﬀer to the questioning or bisexual
individual? The opposite sex gone for ever? No fathering own children? Heterosexual aspirations sinking like the Titanic by conforming to the rigid “coming out” process? Enforced on all
youths by the monopolist Gay Aﬃrmative Therapy movement just because you experience
some SSA’s at some time in your life?
It is with great sadness and deep concern that bisexuals around the world look on as this lonely pioneer of the Bisexual movement faces shaming, criminalization, defamation and persecution by the Federal Trade Commission at the hands of gay-lib extremists, as he seeks to create a safe haven for consenting adults who voluntarily seek to look into their full array of sexual possibilities.
Wyler communicates on the BBC and on national television that the Bisexual community will
choose its own words, its own therapists, and its own world view. PCC is not into therapy, so
he repeats time and time again, but their vocabulary as Bisexuals and as free citizens, will
not be fabricated by gay-lib extremists at the oﬃce of the notorious Los Angeles National Center for Lesbian Rights, nor at the oﬃces of the infamous Southern Poverty Law Centre in Alabama.

