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Literature Review

• Cultural representations of gays and lesbians have shifted over 
time (Alwood 1996; Gross 2001; Seidman 2002; Russo 1981; 
Walters 2001)

• Invisibility – The Polluted Homosexual – The Normal Gay 
(Seidman 2002)

• The Normal Gay is married (or at least aspires to marry)

• Marriage primarily benefits (white, middle-class) gay men 
(Ettelbrick 1992; Stein 2013; Walters 2001)



Literature Review, Continued

 Valverde (2006): The Respectable Same-Sex Couple

 News media coverage of same-sex weddings and Pride 
events, court proceedings and other legal documents

 Marriage de-sexualizes gays and lesbians

 Gays and lesbians vanish into heteronormativity
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Research Questions

 What do cultural representations of married gays and 
lesbians look like? 

 Do married gays and lesbians appear “normal” or 
“respectable”? And if so, in what ways?

 How do they compare to married heterosexuals? 

 Are there observable differences between the 
representations of gay men and lesbians?



Methods

 Wedding announcements in The New York Times

 NYT Sunday circulation: 1,257,958 

 NYT digital subscribers: 1,133,923

 The the most visible and prestigious in the US 
(Blumberg and Paul 1975)

 Once connected to the New York Social Register (Hatch 
and Hatch 1947) but has since become more inclusive 
and diverse
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Presentation Notes
To answer these questions we turned to the NYT…
As one of the most visible and prestigious newspapers in the country, with a large print and digital circulation and over one million customers seeing the Sunday Times alone,  

the Times has a long history of connection with the social registry which has positioned it culturally and historically as the go to for all things wedding related. 

Even though it has become decidedly more democratic in the last several decades, the Times remains the preeminent repository for wedding culture in the U.S., so is uniquely positioned to reveal how married gays and lesbians are represented in one cultural form.



Methods: Sample

 Random sample of 902 announcements from June 2011 
through March of 2014

 Opposite-Sex: 70.6% (635) vs. Same-Sex: 29.4% (265)

 Gay Male: 69.8% (185) vs. Lesbian: 30.2% (80)

 Mean Age: 36 (entire sample); 32.5 (opposite-sex), 44.5 
(same-sex)

Presenter
Presentation Notes
More specifically on our methods:
This study is based on a quantitative content analysis of 902 randomly sampled wedding announcements from the period of June 2011 through March 2014.  As Aaron has mentioned, our study is unique in both its large sample size, and the fact that IT IS THE ONLY random sample of same-sex wedding announcements!!

Over all, our sample yielded 635 opposite-sex couples and 265 same-sex.  We performed two rounds of sampling, both a simple random sample: the first yielded a total sample of 712, which we then drew a second sample of only same-sex couples in order to garner a sufficient number of cases to perform our analyses.  

As you can see gay-men come up in the sample at a rate much higher than lesbian couples, which is important finding in itself which we will discuss later.  

Laslty, of note: the mean age for same-sex couples is significantly higher than for opposite-sex couples- 33 compared to 45— a difference of 12 years on average!



Methods: Coding Categories (a priori)

 From NYT’s website: “You must include the full names 
of the couple, the date of their event and the 
approximate time of day. We need their addresses, 
schooling and occupations. Also mention any 
noteworthy awards the couple have received, as well 
as charitable activities and special achievements. And 
tell us how the couple met.”

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Our coding categories emerged a priori from the NYT itself— 

we simply coded for the pieces of information the Times requires all couples to submit.  And, as you can see, they are quite specific and strict.  What you see here is some of the instructions that accompany the application itself.  Note the solicitation for awards, achievements, philanthropy…as well as the story of how they met.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is a screen-grab of the Times online portal, where couples, both opposite and same-sex submit their announcements to be taken under review for publication. 

Note the use of non-gendered language: first celebrator and second celebrator; 

Additionally the first paragraph always yields the couples names, who officiated, and where the ceremony took place.  

The Second Para introduces the first member of their couple and contains occupation and educational credentialing.  This is the space where one would include a host of professional accomplishments and community involvements, although notably not directly solicited by the form itself.  This is one area where couples can make themselves distinct and distinctive…

Next, we get information on the celebrant’s parents— their names, occupations, place of residence

The next sections repeats the same for the second celebrant.  

We now turn to a preview of our findings…



Findings: Professional Variables

Table 1A. Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Professional 
Accomplishment Variables, by Sexual Orientation

Table 1B.  Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Professional 
Accomplishment Variables, by Same-Sex Couple

Variable Opposite-Sex Same-Sex Variable Same-Sex

Gay Lesbian

Occupational Prestige (%) Occupational Prestige (%)***

Prestige Neutral 37.3 32.3 Prestige Neutral 25.9 47.4

Prestigious 37.8 35 Prestigious 37.3 29.5

Highly Prestigious 24.8 32.7 Highly Prestigious 36.8 23.1

# of Degrees (Mean/ S.D.) 3.37 (1.23) 3.4 (1.3) # of Degrees  (Mean/ S.D.) 3.42 (1.28) 3.35 (1.35)

Professional Accomplishments 
(Mean/ S.D.)*** .52 (1.12) 1.26 (1.79) Professional Accomplishments 

(Mean/S.D) 1.32 (1.87) 1.13 (1.6)

Community Involvements (Mean/ 
S.D.)*** .17 (.55) .32 (.71) Community Involvements 

(Mean/S.D.) .34 (.76) .29 (.58)

Presenter
Presentation Notes
As Aaron mentioned our first set of variables 

Table 1A (on the right) displays a comparison of OSCs and SSCs; Table 1B compares gay and lesbian couples.  

With regard to our comparison of opposite-sex and same-sex couples:
—we see relatively similar distributions along occupational prestige;
—High prestige jobs being things like CEO, Dr., Lawyer; Prestigious jobs being things like investment banker; and neutral jobs being things like teacher, secretary, social worker.
—we see that SSC mention professional accomplishments and community involvements significantly more, which SSCs being twice as likely to mention them.   As noted, these ARE statistically significant differences!

High Prestigious Jobs being things 

Turning to a comparison among SSCs, we see nearly identical pictures of gay male couples and lesbian couples, with one notable exception:  There is difference in occupational prestige between gay male and lesbian couples, which we would be more than happy to discuss in question and answer!



High Professional Accomplishments and Community Involvements

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Here we have an example of a couple in our sample.  Diego Prieto and Brad Oscar.  This is a same-sex couple who display a high number of professional accomplishments and community involvements.  
For both couples, we see extensive mentions of professional accomplishments— appearances in plays and musicals the Producers, Ragtime, Barrrio Girl, the Addams Family, Big Fish, and Damn Yankees.  

This a pretty typical example of a gay male couple.  



Findings: Religious Variables

Table 2A. Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Religion 
Variables, by Sexual Orientation

Table 2B.  Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Professional 
Accomplishment Variables, by Same-Sex Couple

Variable
Opposite-Sex 

(%)
Same-Sex

(%) Variable Same-Sex

Gay (%) Lesbian (%)

Ceremony *** Ceremony

Religious 75 50.2 Religious 50.3 50

Secular 25 49.8 Secular 49.7 50

Venue*** Venue

House of Worship 30 14.7 House of Worship 14.6 15

Residence 7.7 15.5 Residence 15.7 15

Banquet Hall, etc. 46.7 40.8 Banquet Hall, etc. 39.5 43.8

Non-Traditional 12.4 15.8 Non-Traditional 17.8 11.3

Government Bldg. 3.1 13.2 Government Bldg. 12.4 15

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Our next set of findings are organized around the class of religious variables of which we have highlighted ceremony type and venue:

With regard to sexual orientation: there are significant differences between same and opposite-sex couples in the types of ceremonies they have, with 3/4ths of opposites sex couples having religious ceremonies compared to a near even split for SSCs;

Additionally, we see significant differences with regard to venue:  OSCs display higher rates of ceremonies in houses of worship (30% vs 15%) as compared to SSC; while SSCs outpace OSCs in ceremonies in residences and government buildings.

Note there are virtually no differences between gay male and lesbian couples, and certainly no significant differences.  



Religious Ceremony and Venues

Presenter
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Here are two more exemplars; the first, an OSC, Lauren Hill and Jonathan Patrick, who had a  religious ceremony IN a church..

In the first example:  we see the couple were married by a Catholic Priest in a Catholic Church;



Religious Ceremony/ Venue Continued
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the second a SSC, Rebecca Allan and Laura Kaminsky, who had a secular ceremony in a government building. 
In the second example we see, which were married at the Manhattan Marriage Bureau by a clerk.

Again, these examples typify how opposite-sex and same-sex couples get articulated in and around religious and secular marriage practices.



Findings: Family

Table 3A. Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Family 
Variables, by Sexual Orientation

Table 3B.  Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Family 
Variables, by Same-Sex Couple

Variable Opposite-Sex (%) Same-Sex  (%) Variable Same-Sex

Gay (%) Lesbian (%)

All Family All Family

Yes 23.7 21.9 Yes 20.5 25

No 76.3 78.1 No 79.5 75

Parental 
Occupation*** Parental Occupation

Yes 70.2 44.9 Yes 44.9 45

No 29.8 55.1 No 55.1 55

Surname Change*** Surname Change***

No Change 43.7 93.9 No Change 97.8 84.6

Adopted Spouse's 53.5 2.3 Adopted Spouse's 0.5 6.4

Hyphenated 2.8 3.8 Hyphenated 1.6 9

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Our last set of findings pertain to inclusion IN and proximity TO family. Here we are looking primarily at any mentions in the announcements of family OTHER than parents— this includes grandparents, step parents, children, and siblings— 

First looking at table 3A, our comparison of OSC and SSCs, we see striking differences in mentions of parental occupation— with OSCs mentioning parents’ occupation 70% of the time, compared to under 50% for SSCs.  And these differences are statistically significant.

Secondly, we also see dramatically different pictures with regard to surname changes— in a majority of OSCs, the bride takes the grooms name; whereas in nearly every case, SSCs kept their names. 

Interestingly, if we compare gay male couples and lesbian couples, we too see significant differences in surname adoption— with lesbian couples choosing to either hyphenate or adopt their spouse’s name in 15% of the cases, and gay male couples only doing so in 2% of cases.
 However, an important caveat: while these are significant differences, the cases are quite small and thusly might skew the results.



Parents Not Mentioned
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By contrast, we have a SSC, Joaquin Tamayo Jr. and Ruben Gonzales wherein the PARENTS aren't mention at ALL, not even by name, let alone their occupations, or place of residence!



Conclusion #1: Same-Sex Couples

 Marriage, according to some critics, leads to homonormative assimilation: gays 
and lesbians appear identical to heterosexuals through marriage

 A juxtaposition of professional success and relative distance from religion and 
family

 Complicates the assumption of pure assimilation



Conclusion #2: Gay Men vs. Lesbians

 Gay male couples are overrepresented; lesbian couples are underrepresented 

 However, lesbians marry at a higher rate than do gay men (Badgett and 
Herman 2011; Gates, Badgett, and Ho 2008)

 A possible explanation: gay male couples violate wedding normativity (Kimport 
2012), making them more “interesting” to NYT editors 
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