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ABSTRACT

In this dissertation, | analyze narratives about how gays and lesbians think about
urban space and communities in relation to their sexual idenktiesesearch addresses
discussiongbout assimilation and acceptamégyays and lesbianstmU.S. culture and
the residential departure of LGBTQ communities from enclaves characterize by the late
20" century. | also consider the extent to which gay and lesbian adults have move beyond
experiences of |iving in the “closet.”

Have gays and lesbians entereel tinban mainstream, or are theyl sélegated to
the margins? To answehis, | asked three otherainquestionsFirst, | asked if sexual
identity was still considered to be an important part of decision making processes for
those who identified as gaynd lesbian, and if so how this influenced choices about
urban space use. Second, under the hypothesis that sexual identity was still a factor in
decision making regarding urban space, | asked if there were any differences for gays and
lesbians withvarious intersectional identities. Given that we know other factors like
gender, race, class, and family can influence these choices for most people, | wanted to
determine if such factors played a rolehese experience$hird, and specific to the site
of myresearch, | asked what places in Philadelphia held meaning for gays and lesbians
with regard to their sexual identities and sense of community

| identified two main narrative themes that described how gay and lesbian people
thought about and made decrssocabout occupying different places in Philadelphia. The
first | refer to as the “assimilation narrtr

residential integration into mixed populations. The second narrative is what | refer to as
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the “manketpltave,” which is based on the i
finding compatible partners in the city, as well as the social ties and resources that come
with participation in these social market$ound that my participants employed both
types ofnarratives, but assimilation narratives were much more common when talking
about residential decisions, while marketplace narratives were dominant in a discussion
of a symbolic and ambient LGBTQ commuit

The process of finding and participating in awshmarketplace wascilitated by
the prominent, visible Gayborhood districithe city. This was described aplace that
was symbolically linked with the ambient LGBTQ community, aadicipants could
typically rely onthese taepresent them and pwovide opportunities to find
marketplaes regardless of where they livdthose with multiple marginalized identities
especially women and people of colomre often felt unable to rely on the Gayborhood
to facilitate this proces3.hese participants deribed difficulty feeling as if they
belonged in many of the places theréjah they often viewed as more representative of
white, gay menPeople in these groups frequently put more work into the process of
finding or creating marketplaces for themsslve

Assimilation narratives were much more common when discussing residential
choices, since participants could often rely at least partially on the ambient community
and visibility of the Gayborhood for marketplaces. Residential choices involved
sexualityrelated considerations, though narratives about this praesstypically
described as a way of avoiding unfriendly neighborhoods and minimizing safety risks

rather than choosing to live in proximity to other gays and lesbians. Participants
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referenced.1l neighborhood areas as those most friendly or comfortable for gays and
lesbians, and most of them lived among these areas. Those who did not live in these
neighborhoods discussed the additional work they did to manage their identities and
marketplace ties relation to the other factors that outweighed sexualiggimilation
narratives were less relevant wiatscussindiving places likeunfriendlyneighborhoods
and workplacesandnarratives about being in or out of the clos@hetimesesurfaced
there Some groups were also described as uninterested in assimilation, and some
participants struggled withalancing radical politics and the benefits of assimilating.

My findings in this research abased orthe qualitative analysis &4 semi
strucured interviews witladultsidentifying primarily as gay, lesbian, queand who
identify themselves as being primarily interested in saexerelationshipsrhis group
represented whites and people of color evenly, slightly more women than men, and
peopk across a range of ages from 18 to 58 y®&agple with and without children were
both represented in the samglalsoconducted a brief ethnography of the
neighborhoods most often associated with the dominant narrative themesent
descriptivedata proiles on these neighborhoods drawing on data tlee2010U.S.
Censusand 20082012 American Community Survey estimates

In Chapter 1, | provide an introduction to this topic and my specific research
guestions and findings, as well as an ovenié the theoretical framework and methods
| used.In Chapter 2, | provide a historical perspective on gspian, and LGBTQ
communities and neighborhoods both generally and in Philadelph@hapter 3, |

discusghe” Ga y b o r kdowotalvn distriethatvisibly and symbolically represented
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the LGBTQ communityn this city.In Chapter 4, | exploredw those with intersecting
marginalized identities often failed to experience an inclusive marketpléoese
supposedly sharespaces. | also discuss Wwdhese groups sometimes did to gain access
to spaces that they could utilize to create a sense of place, shifting between assimilation
and marketplace narrativdssn Chapter 5, |l di scuss partici
neighbohoods other than the Gayboiod, anchow assimilation narrativeavolved
identity management work in negotiating factors like family, economics, and safety in
relation to sexualdentity in these neighborhoods.Chapter 6, | talk about how gays
and lesbianglrew upon social netwks and technology wheéimding gay, lesbian, and
gueer placeboth in Philadelphia and when travelimg.Chapter 7, my concluding
chapter] address the limitations of this particular research, the possibilities for future
research based on the findirgfghis work, and implications for both LGBTQ
communities and individuals in thinking about who among us is being left in the margins

of society while others among us find our paths into the mainstream.
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CHAPTER 1

THINKING ABOUT SEXUALITIES, IDENTITIES, AND PLACES
Studies of the construction of sexuality only rarely look in detail at the
opportunities and constraints associated with particular institutional
settings, proceeding instead as if sexual categories aadimge exist in
freef | oating “discourse”; the everyday, p

sexual meanings are produced and reproduced tend to fade into the
background- Joshua Gamson (1998)

Introductionto the Topic
Many lesbian and gay communities arereasing in visibility and acceptance
throughout the United Statda Beyond the Clos€R002) Steven Seidman disc@ssthis
shift in our cultural perspectiyeescribing our current socieimate as one in which
many gays and lesbians can choose to live beyond a state of hidden identity in everyday
life. Seidman does not want to convince us that discrimination or madiggition for
sexual minorities has disappeared, rather he argues that the practice of living in the closet,

or |iving a |ife in which one’s |l esbian or
no longe the dominant paradigm for an increasingnioer ofadults.He is quick to

explain, however, that heterosexual dominance is still the cultural and institutional norm.

As Gamson says abowvamy discussion of these stories cannot take place without also
discussing the setting and conte®aly and lelsian acceptance and integration come

along with participating in a system in which there are requirements for citizenship, and

the qualifications for the benefits of full citizenship are decided by a heterosexual

majority in a heterosexually dominated cué

In this dissertation, | analyze narratives about how gays and lesbians think about

urban space and communities in relation to their sexual identities. | wanted to find
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evidence in the experiences of gays and lesbians that might tell me how peogdednan
their identities in different urban contexts, or negotiate which urban places they will visit
or live and how much these choices had to do with sexual identity. If there is a trend
toward assimilation, as Seidman suggests, then | wanted to knowgrbighs have been
able to assimilate, which have not, and the extent to which sexual identities,
communities, and urban spaces played a structural role in shaping these experiences.

Seidman critically examines gay and lesbian visibilitth@media as a ay of
assessing whether or not gays and lesbians have moved from the margins of society into
the mainstream, and under what conditionshbstaken place. However, gays and
lesbians have become visible imet ways as well, like appearing in everydayaur
placesIn many cities, areas with a high concentration of gay run or owned businesses,
gay and lesbian bars and nightclubs, and gay or lesbian residents are considered to be a
desirable asset rather than a community of strictly undesirable othdrardRidorida
(2004) argues that the presence of a gay commisgngtkey feature of successful cities

In the pastgays and lesbians concentrated socially and residentially in particular
urban areas for a variety of reasons related to seewal identies. Gay ghettos, gay
districts, and otheurbanplacestied directly with gay, lesbian, or queer communities
gave individuals opportunities to reframe identities, construct new social networks, and
engage in social and political projects about gay and lesbian sexual identities which
would not necessarily have beavailable without stable urban spaces (Castells 1983;
LeVay 1995; Stein 1997; Ghaziani 200Baumann et al(2004)suggest that we can

think of these as contextwually situated

S
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opportunity to seek out others who will be able to meet the criteria of their desires. The
particular | ocati ons, marketstamberlocatet gré shapeds , ”
by social and institutional forces that tend to reflect local norms and values.

Todaywe can see that lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer (LGBTQ)
communities can be visibly identified in particular places aidhborhoods in many
cities, but we can also find lesbians and gays living and interacting in many mixed places,
not just these districts and enclaviéggays and lesbians are no longer living in these
geographically concentrateshclavesthen this residntial proximity may not be
necessary in order twve a happy and prosperousfé out of the closgtGhaziani 2011;
Brown-Saracino 2013)Even so, connections with the communities that are viewed as
tied to these minority sexual identities, and in sortiesare tied to particular places,
seem to remain important to gays and lesbians.

Manuel Castells (1983) and Adler and Brenner (1@®)usgparticular barriers
thathaveprevented gay and lesbian integration ithi® broader geography of citigsthe
past Theysuggest that lower rates of homeownership;tnaditionalfamily structures,
and social tancé from other residents coutéducethe visibility and power of gays
and lesbians in urban landscapBEse visibility and acceptance 6f o ULGBTQ people
in communitiesacrosssome citiegsecentlymight suggest that these institutional barriers
are diminishing. Seidman (200&garns ughat only those gays and lesbians that

constitute otherwise culturally acceptable citizens are able to reap thésehkefing

lu

reflection of perceived otherness as originalgcdssed by Simmel.

Soci al di stance” i n (L94)aslaptatomof teexcdncept of sdrial sigaticeasa P ar k
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“beyond the cl oset . ” buchcultsral naeraticeaboua bl e t o
citizenshig could affect whaan reap the benefits of livirig our cities and
neighborhoods as well.

Some of thenajorlaws and policieshat have acteds institutional barriers
preventing the assimilation of gay and lesbian identities, homosexual behaviors, and
gueer sexualitiem the United Statelsave begun to disappeahd Defense of Marriage
Act,” Don’ t As k”andBwemlongstaddand lhwaminalizing sodomyave
been eliminatedyutthere are still mangfficial and unofficial wayshatgays and
lesbians do not enjoy the same benefit as heterosexuals in U.S..shoerty ae still
prejudices and discriminationTo name a few examplesamy states restrict sarsex
marriages, do not protect against employment termination on the basis of sexual identity,
and restrict medical access for sages partner€Even as polices change, subtle forms of
discrimination and micraggressions can pess{Sue 2010)Gays and lesbians may face
harassment, violence, improper gender assessment, incorrect pronoun usage for
themselves or their partners, assumptions about relationshipsyaridtg of other
harmful or awkward situations.

Narratives about thesxperienceare not exclusive to sexualjtyf course, but
rather they often present a story in which sexual identitiesianaged alongside
variety of other factors gender, raceclassage,family, and so or-that shap¢he

choices and optiorthat are possiblr many people regardless of their sakidentities.

The term “citizenship” here does not refer to the
but rather gaining the full rights and benefits of being a member of a given society.
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As Joshua Gamsamotes in the opening quote to this chapter, these narratives are also
negotiated within a set of social structures and institutions which can provide
opportunities to some groups while restricting options for otfidris.experience of
managing multipledentities alongside sexualiyithin the context of urban spatsthe

central focus of my research.

Research Questions

While we have observed growing cultural acceptancgdgs and lesbians in the
United Statesprejudices and discrimination agairtggte groups have ndisappeared. It
is also important to recognize that gays and lesldrans various grouparenot always
treated equalland may nohave the same experien¢€ohen 1996; Gamson 1995;
Moore 2011; Steinbugler 2012)considered howlifferent narratives about gay and
lesbian lifein contemporary studies of LGBTQ identities and commungpeske toward
these social changes, as well as the different ways that gays and lesbians were becoming
more visible and acceptéd my own city of Philadelphia.

As | read the work of other scholars, and as | made my own casual observations in
my home cityof Philadelphia, | found that | asked a core, overarching question that
guided the rest of my research. Have gays and lesbians entered the urban mainstream, or
are they still relegated to the margins? In trying to answer this, | #sieabtherkey
guestions that spoke to this one larger question

First, laskedf sexual identity was still considered to be an important part of
decision making processes for those who identified as gay and lesbian, and if sshow th

influenced choices about urban spase &pecifically, | wanted to know abolbw
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other gays and lesbians decided on places in the city they would occupy ofl avoid.
considered common life choickke selecting where to live, where to work, or where to
spend social leisure time. | wantedktoow if popular discussions about acceptance and
assimilation both culturally and geographically meant that gays and lesbians no longer
put emphasis on sexual identdyidentity based communiti®ghen choosing whert®
spem their time, or if they stiltake their sexal identity into account in some way

Second, under the hypothesis that sexual idewtty stilla factor in decision
making regarding urban space, | askettiégre were any differences fgays and lesbians
with variousintersectional idetities. Given that we know other factors like gender, race,
class,andfamily can influence these choictes most peoplel wanted to determine if
such factors played a role for gays and lesbibassumed that there whlsely be some
differences acrasthese groupso| wanted to know how people described and
negotiatedhese different experiences of intersecting marginalized idelitibhere were
gays and lesbians assimilating into the mainstream, | wanted to know if this process
applied equally to all groups, or if some were left behind.

Third, and specifi¢o thesite of my research, | asked what placeBhiladelphia
held meanig for gays and lesbiansith regard to their sexual identities and sense of
communityl wanted to understand the | ocal <cont
narratives, and how they interpreted any meaningful relationship between particular
urban spces and minority sexual identities. In doing so, | hoped to gain some insight into

how gays and lesbians interpreted the relationship between identity, community, and the
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urban geography of Philadelphia as a large city with a highly visible LGBTQ conymunit

presence.

Findings and Arguments

In my analysis of the ways that gay and lesbian identities were related to
particular urban spaces and communities, | identified two main narrative themes that
described how peoptbought about anchade decisionaboutdifferent places in
Phil adel phia. The first | refer to as the
cultural acceptance and integration discussed by Sei{2082) This type of narrative
described the processes by which many gays and lesbians pefeaieedisksor sought
out lower costsvhen regularly interacting in heterogeneous sp&aash risks might
include violence, workplace discrimination, harassment, or lack of social acceptance.
People were able to live and work in places in the city that are not gay or lesbian enclaves
because their concerns about problékestheserelated taheir sexual identitywere
sufficiently low, andother factors could be givesgual or greaterveight. Of course the
levels of perceived risk differ from place to place, so assimilation was not the dominant
narrative in every context.

The second narrative iswhat lrefeaes t he “ mar ket pl ace narr
based on the idea of maximizing the chances of finding compatible partners in ths city

discussed bjzaumann et ali2004)in The Sexual Organization of the Cityuse the

concept of sex markets here not just as a pool of sexual or romantic op#tsas
include the social ties and resources that come with participatibese market§ hese

marketplace narratives focusedways that people attenguito ensure thegouldgain
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access to others they saw as similar to themselves when sexuality was a core criterion of
the evaluation of likenes$hey also included ways thagéople wanted connections not
just to other individuals, but also to communities, services, organizations, and political or
activist projects tied to their sexuality. All of these opportundieonly available in an
identifiable “marketplace.”

Thesewo narratives are like opposite sides of the same coin in some ways. The
assimilation narrative tells the story of finding places with lower costs and risks which
reduce barriers that have limited options in the past. The marketplace narrative tells the
story of better chances and increased opportunities, which enable people to do well in
spite of the potential disadvantages of marginalized sexual identitiay. Work, the
assimilation narrative was more powerful in describing how people think about
resicential and workplace options today. The marketplace narr&ivegver was more

prominent in how people think about social ties and idebg@iyed communities.



Assimilation Narratives

4 )

Reduced risk$
xual
and lower S_e ua
barriers for Iy
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G J

MarketplaceNarratives

Figurel. Visual Description of Narrative Relationships

In exploring these two key narrative themlearrived at two arguments in
response to my main questiof#rst, | argue thathose withgay, lesbian, and quéer
identitiesstill took their sexual identitiesto consideratiorwhen makinglecisionsabout
urban space, thoughe ways in which they dithis may differ from accounis prior
researchSecond] argue that those with multiple marginalized identities and those with
more radical sexuand gendeidentities experienced greater difficulty finding and

connecting with urban spaces and communifiegse groupworkedto negotiate either

®*Here | use t he maayrespohdentsaviorinitiallpresponded te a call for those
identifying as gay and lesbian later noted they preferred this identity term based on its personal, cultural, or
political meaning. | discuss the complexity of these identity terms and meaaiagslthis chapter.
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how they thought about their identities or the meanings of particular places so that they
could better accommodate theeeds.

Common narratives describing the negotiation of outsider status among those with
multiple marginalized identitilsapperedeven inurban spaces that aaffiliated with the
LGBTQ community at large. Thisontradictssome cultural ideathat those who identify
as gay, lesbian, or queer shareniversal experienae spite of other intersecting
identitiesbecause of their sexualitly can also mean that people in these groups put
additional work into finding or negotiating urban spaiceghich they will feel included.
| will explore how individuals interpret these intersections of multiple marginalized
identities, and the kinds of strategies some gay and lesbian people use to gain access to
urban spaces in Philadelphia that they feelsafe or inclusive for them based on their
identity.

In addition tomakingthese arguments, | witlescribe the particulglaces in
Philadelphiahat were most highly associated with gay and lesbian narratives about
negotiating urban spacé€his contexis important, because the intersection of particular
identities and particular places can change which of the two main thematic narratives is
more powerful For those with multiple marginalized identities in addition to their sexual
identity, or whose seral identities are more radical, the overall social and structural
barriersin some placemay remain strong enough ttashift towardassimilation does
not seem feasible.

It is important to note that the groupfcus onin my analysisand discussions

will remain within the subset of those who identify gay, lesbian, queer, or otherwise
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primarily interested in samgender romantic and sexual relationships. | do not seek to
draw comparisons between these sexual minority groups and heterosexuals. Bather, m
focus in this work is to show how these sexual minority groups think about their sexual
identity in various ways, and how these relate to and intersect with gender, racial, and
sometimes cla8sdentities.Furthermore, | am more interested in exploringup
differenceswithin the LGBTQ community at large than in drawing comparisons between
heterosexuals and homosexuals since such a compdassmot offer aninsight into
my specific research questiom$ocus primarily on gays and lesbians in thise&rch,
but it is my hope that the model can be extended more broadly to other groups within this

community in the future.

Theoryand Framework

Steven Seidma(iL996)explains that, within the framework of queer theave
should consider categories of identity to be multiple, unstable, and regulatory.
Furthermore, it is part of the inquiry of sociology to ask how these identities are
constructed by individuals within a network of institutional forces that limit$ames
and availability of discourses that we use to make sense of the world. Stein and Plummer
(1996) argue for a revolutionary perspective that would bring the study of lesbian and gay
identities to the fore in sociological research, while also critigtiegendency of queer

theory and research to ignore larger social forces. | recognize that sexual identity can

“ | will discuss social class and so@oonomic status of participants to the extent that | can do so.
However, certain limitations on my sample of participants will restrict my ability to generalize along class
lines. | discuss theslimitations further as a part of my conclusions in Chapter 7.
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have different meanings for each individual, and that these meanings can change both
over time and in different contexts. | look for patterreglthe lines of intersecting
identity categories, but | also give special attention to the context of the issues that people
discuss. Furthermore, | ground my analysis of these shifting meanings, intersections, and
identities in the context of key aspeofaurban life including residential locations,
workplaces, social spaces, and communities.

| have also takeadvice from feminist scholars and theoriststiucturing and
analyzing this research. | wanted to foonghe real, lived experiences of indivals for
the main source of my data prevent myself from silencing or rendering invisible
vulnerable group§Smith 1987)Contemporary feminist theories intersectionality
especially those from Black feminist scholars, agsggesthat multiple anactoncurrent
identities will change one(thmksd4984 Caollimst posi t
1991, 2004; Cohen 199®1oore 201}. No two people have precisely the same
experience, but whdooking for patterns and themes in thersés people tell | wanted to
acknowledge this intersectionality so that ahyheir identitiescould be brought into
discussions doboth oppression and opportunityalsorelied upon these concepts in the
decision to intestinally work toward providimgportunities to be seen and heéwd
people who have not always enjoyed equal representation of their experiences.

| felt it wasimportant to consider socialechanisms of policing sexualjtgnd
how thesanaybe bothinternalizedandinvisible. This carbe especially true when
compared to the overt discourses regulating sexuality in the nineteentiuahaf the

twentieth centuried~oucault(1972)suggests thgieople can internalizéiscourse about
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the meaning of sexuality, but the limitations on the kind of discourses we encounter
influence our ideas about what is possibt our contemporary society, various social
institutions have a great deal of poveser the kinds of discursive ideas to which we
have access. In so far as we internalize these meanings as a part of our bodies and minds,
we begin to do thevork of keepng our own behavior and identities within the
boundaries of what is seen as normal and accep#atbi®@ the dominant culture

In so far as our neighborhoods, communities, and the cities many of us live in are
greatlyinfluential on our lives, they carisa be influential on our performances,
representations, and discussions of sexual idefizabeth Bernsteif2007)tells us
that geographical boundaries in the city can becowtieators for places in which
differentsexualitiesare acceptabler unacceptablédPeople can come to understand the
meanings tied to a place, and in doing so internalize ideas about wbssiisl@ or
impossible, acceptable or unacceptable, or simply at risk based on where they are. Rather
than being implicit to thehysicalbody or psyche, as Foucault arguibe, discourse
becomes a part @f place. In a way, geography becomes embodirdémen we see
sexual identities like gay, lesbian, or even queer represented visibly in particular ways,
we may come to believe that these are the normal or appropriate versions of identity,
while those identities and performances that do not fit these modglsontinue to be
marginalizedWhen some places become the most visible locations for LGBTQ
communities, then the versions of sexuality presented to us there can become a new

discourse with power.
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As we seedwer and fewer institutionsorking to overty oppress minority sexual
identities bylabelingLGBTQ behavior®or communities as deviant or unacceptaible
seems important teritically examinediscourse about what people view as options or
restrictions on gay and lesbian lifemay be the case thperceived barriers or
experiences of oppression are tied to cultural narrasibest their existenaather than
personal experiencelBven in the absence of actual experiences of personal harassment
or violence, people mggerceive discrimination in ghrisksassociated with identities that
they understand to be a part of themselves. This does not mean that thexetigho
discrimination;there certainly isHowever, only in examining the discourse that is a part
of human narratives can we understhona people interpret what things like sexuality
and sexual identity mean and how these may shape their perception of opportunities and

constraints in making everydaioices

GenderRace, and Class Concepts

Theplaces communities, and individuateatbecome the most visible, gain the
most acceptance, and are assimilated into the mainstream tend only to represent a limited
proportion of our society. There are many people who, because of group affiliations or
individual behaviors, do not fulfill the saicriteria for full citizenship as Seidman
(2002) discusses it. Along with gays and lesbians, those with feweresmmomic
resources, people of color, women, and those with radical gender identities are all groups
that have faced complicated barrievevérd social acceptan€€ollins 2004; Fagin

2001; Halberstam 2011; Moore 201These groups seem predisposed to remain in the
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margins whileotherswhose identities are becoming less socially undesirable begin to
appear in the mainstream.

Genderseparatiorand racere prominent imy work in that these areategories
other than sexual identities which can have a profound impact on the opportunities,
constraints, barriers, prejudices, and inequalities that people face in our society. The
socially constructg meanings of these categarigan influence not only how others react
to us, but how we think about ourselves and therefore react to the world around us. Our
concepts of who we are often rely heavily upon gender and race, and thus thinking about
who is different from us, who is likes, and where we belong are deeply tied to these
categories and identitiek.is for this reason that Laumann et(@004)classify these as
“master” identities. I n taking an intersec
these identities as monolithic. However, | must account for their influence.
There is a great deal of evidence that in the United Sgeesler and racial
groups that we see as meaningfully different from one another tend to have different
levels of access to resourc€dass is a compilation of many different ideas, but it is in
part a direct measure of so@oconomic standing, accessrésources, and available
opportunities. Gender and race are also often deeply intertwined with social class
concepts in that the hierarchy within either of the former two identities can influence the
class of an individualialdassherareny.s mobi |l ity w
These ties to gender and racial identities are important to the structure of this
research in two main ways. First, that we think of gender and race categories as different

from one another suggests that people, including gay and lesbians, are likelg to ha
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different experiences, standpoints, and ways of understanding the world because of their
different subject positions in relation to these categories. Second, differing levels of
access to resources like property, space, wealth, power, visibility, es)@atd others
means that individuals from these different groups waitly in theiropportunities and
constraints. Given that this project is centered around how people think about themselves
andother people like themselves, andrimake choices, thesategories of identity and
social grouping must be a part of the discussion of these topics. Gender and race play a
more prominent role in my analysis, as | will discuss, but | make the attempt to account

for social class differences and influences whengessible.

Urban Space andlace

“Space” and “place” do not mean the same
(Gieryn 2000; Shlay 1993Thomas Gieryn (2000) describes three defining features of
place. First, place has location.®la can be | ocated within the
in general. A given place has a specific and definite (although it can change) region it
occupies within space. Second, place has material form. Understanding place requires
that we consider not onltye three dimensions in which social life happens (as with
“space”), but the physical structure of th
of them, and the ways that this physicality may influence what happens within space
itself. Third, placas not just about asking where it exists, or what form it takes. We must
also ask about the various meanings that are embedded in both the location and material
form of the places, and how these sets of meanings can influence individuals, groups, and

theplaces in which they live and interact. Integrating this view is important to
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understanding the context of earlier and more recent studies, as well as in analyzing
intersectional meanings of sexual identities and places.

Thinking along these lines, a dission of urban space usage might stop at asking
if people do or do not have access. It might stop at asking whether or not people are able
to utilize a space for a given purpose. However, taking account of the place that occupies
a given space providescantext for understanding how an individual might experience a
sense of inclusion or exclusion within that space based on the meaning that has been
embedded into that space by people over tiFoe example, people might be able to walk
into a building inhe heart of Philadelphia and gather together there as a group depending
on whether or not they have the resources to do so, and whether or not such a space
exists. To understand that the place occupying a particular building is an LGBTQ
community center Wi a mission to provide meeting space to various groups affiliated
with the LGBTQ community would change the context of understanding this access. We
might consider how a group for queer youth of color could obtain a space to gather, talk
openly, and feetafe, because that space is occupied by a place that conveys this kind of
meaning Both space and place are important, but in so far as | examine narratives about
experience and identity, the meaning of a place that exists physically within and
conceptualf alongside space is foundational.

| do not want to limit my focus on urban space to include only access to locations
or geographical regions. While access to urban space and the use of urban space are both
topics that can be highly informative in lookifay patterns of social inequality or

behavior, thinking of space as a quantified resource presents only a simplistic view when
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trying to understand how these spaces infl
| also want to talk about a placetas meaningof space for people, which is related to

space and geography but not the same concept.

Sexual Identities

Sexual identities are another key concept in this research, especially given the
focus on communities and individuals who have come to their sexuality not just as a
core part of their bodies and selves, but also as something that will determine their
options in life. Sexual identities are complex, and as the aforementioned queer theories
offer, they can be both unstable and change twer. | provide a much more detailed
examination of the formation of gay and lesbian identities in relation to cities and
communities in Chapter 2. | want to emphasize, however, that any discussion of sexual
identity is a discussion that cannot be divorftedh social or cultural context.

The particular sexual identities that exist today, like gay, lesbian, straight, queer,
bisexual, and others, did not always exist. This is not to suggest that homalesieabr
behavior has not persisted across time and cultdi@sever, gople have not always
come to identify themselves by these desires or behaviors. In the United States, sexual
identity was not a core aspect of typical seéntity until theend ofthe nineteenth
century. Since that time, however, social, cultural, and institutional influences have
shaped the formation of many identity labels that people frequently use in the United
States and many other countries to describe their sexuality. Temeseand the meanings

associated with them often frame sexuality
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A robust sociological analysis may call for the deconstruction of identity labels
and assumptions about desire, but it is important that this process daesl@mwhine the
reality that many people believe and act upon their sexual identities as if they are
immutable core elements of their beifgurner 1984) Others, especially among those
with more radial identities, may haa&ready renegotiated or deconstructed these
identities. Based on this, any attempt to research such populations in a systematic way
must rely on some form of grouping or categorization, while also acknowledging that
these categories are limiting and may adequately represent the possibilitieseeded
to both acknowledge the different identity labels that people used while remaining critical
of the presumed essential nature of these identiMiggoal was to use these terms as a
tool rather than a sirghtjacket, while acknowledging they have the potential to be both.

Most of the participants in this research were comfortable identifying as gay or
lesbian, which is not surprising since these are the most common sexual minority
identities. Many also iehtified as other things, however, like queer or bisexual. Some
preferred not to identify using labels at all if they did not need to dionsost often rely
on the terms gay and lesbian because those are the groups to which this research speaks
the besin the current social and historical momertiese groups are the most populated
within the LGBTQ community at large, and these were the most frequently used terms
for participants even when they problematized labels or preferred something else.

| also war to be clear that it is not my goal to impose identity terms on others
whenl can avoid doing so. | also ditbt want to suggest thaisexual or transgender

identities are unimportanbut since these are separate identities with their own meanings,
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Ichose not to focus on them during-this rese
straight” i1identities together and failing
made the choice to focus on gays and leshaatisrather than addressing more groups
with lower quality. It is my hope that other sarch can better address thecsfic
contextual Il ssues for other gender or sexu
can be applied to any neormative sexuality, and given its frequent useraglantity
term by my participants, | also use this term with reference to individuals and when | feel
| can makea statement that is inclusive filvose who do not identify strictly as gay or

leshian.

An Urban Focus

| provide a more detailed descriptiohthe relationship between cities and
minority sexual identities in Chapter 2, but | wantrtake it cleathat the city is an
important site for analyzing gay and lesbidentities and communitielly choice to
limit this particular study to a large gitvith an identifiable LGBTQ community was
intentional. | focused on an urban settingvimch | could attempt to gain a nuanced
understanding of the kinds of social and intuitional factors that mitigate the negotiation of
social distance and closenesd fRabert ParkPark and Burgess 1984; Park 19&ked

about as a part of the fabric of the atyd the neighborhoods and communities.in it

® My own insider status as a gajentified man may have also influenced my choice to focus on gays and
lesbians, which | acknowledge. | discuss this limitation and possibilities for fueardd in Chapter 7.
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Gays and lesbians live in urban areas in higher numbers and higher concentrations
than in rural areas. Laumann et(@004)explain that thehances for meeting others
with similar gender or sexual prefereneeslfinding compatiblesexual or relationship
partners are greater when relatively small populations like the LGBTQ community gather
together into fewer areas and greater density. There is also a historical trend of gay and
lesbian young people and adults intentionally movingities in search of other sexual
minorities, LGBTQ communities, and the options for social and sexual marketplaces that
go along with theséChauncey 1995, 1995; Weston 1995)

Furthermore, gay and lesbian communities have a far greater social and historical
background in the city with regard to their early fatians. The social and political
activism that played a major role in shaping these communities and identitigdaoek
primarily in urban area6 Ar mst r ong 2 0 0 ZTherelre &sosdcialand 1 9 8 3)
political projects about sexual identity thategiace outside of cities, and modern
technology has only increased these opt{@rsly 2009; Stein 2002Even so, the
number of people, the historical context, and the concentration of cultural and spatial
resources in cities suggest thatuaban focus for studies of LGBTQ communities is still
appropriate and is likely to remain the case for some time.

| focus on the city of Philadelphia my work presented her&his is in part
because of my access to the @hd local populatiorbutit is also because Philadelphia
has a very visible LGBTQ community with a w&thown district in the heart of the city.
Furthermore, Philadelphia provides an interesting case to consider the racial dimensions

of peoples’ | i ves <wntrationeof biatk rekidests, muatsda high hi g h
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level of de facto racial segregation that developed in the wake of rapithgostrial
economic declingAdams et al. 1993)This means there is a large residential population
of black residents, and many available cases of neighborhoods where issues about race

were likely to be negotiated alongside the growing visibility of gays and lesbians.

Methods

My findings in this research apased orthe qualitative analysis &4 semi
structured interviews with individuals identifying as gay, lesbian, qgoeasgmething
els€, and who identify themselves as being primarily interested in-same
relationshipsl focused on qualitative methods in order to gain an understanding of the
constraints of everyday life and to piece together rich descriptions of the social contexts
of these lived experienc€Benzin and Lincoln 2008)

Participant ages were in the rangel8to 58years. In terms of gender identity,
25 participants identified as male, aRél & female, though in a small number of cases

participants preferred not to identify with binary gender categories if pessibl

® Participants sometimes responded to recruitment for gay or lesbian participants but during interviews self
identified using other terms, or noted that they did identify with these terms at least in part even if they
sometimes had seal or romantic relationships with genders other than their own. Gay, lesbian, and queer
were the most frequent identity terms offered by participants. Some participants also identified as bisexual
or trans* during interviews, and | attempt to addressvihien it is important to a particular narrative.

" Only two people in this sample were below 23 years of age. My goal was to avoid participants who were
living in places primarily because they were undergraduates. Especially young people were refieered to
by earlier participants who suggested their commentary would be valuable, and because their living
situation was not dictated by education.

8 In cases where individuals preferred not to identify with binary gender categories, they told me how they
typically identified or presented their gender. In most of these cases, participants preferred to identify as
genderqueer. | will elaborate upon this within particular cases when appropriate.
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Participants selidentified their raceand27 participants selfdentified as white or
Caucasianwhile 27 identified as something other than racially whitbroadly refer to
nonwhites here as people of color, and among this giGugentified asblack or
African-American,6 identified as Hispanic or Latino/Latinand4 identified as Asia or
Pacific Islandet. All of these participants lived either in the City of Philadelphia, or they
lived in nearbysuburbs aneither recently lived in the cityr claimed tostill spend time

in Philadelphia.

Table 1. Total Number of Participants Bgce and Gender Meighborhood

Region Neighborhood White Black Hispanic Asian
Male |Female| Male |Female| Male |Female| Male |Female
Northwest
Mount Airy 1 2 1
Germantown 1 2
Manayunk 1
Northeast
Northern Liberties 1 1
Other Northeast 1 1
Center City
Center City 3 1 1
Gayborhood 1
West
University City 1
West Philly 2 5
Other W. Philadelphig 2 1
South
Point Breeze 1 1 2 1 1
East Passyunk 1 1 2 1
Other S. Philadelphia 3 3 2 1
Outside Philadelphia City
| Area Suburbs 1 3 1
Total (n=54) 12 14 11 7 4 2 0 4

° Multi-racial participants are categorized here under their primary ancestry other than white. Participants
often discussed identifying with their navhite identity for the purposes of social issues.
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Interviews were conducted between 2011 and 20ygical interviews lasted

from 60 to 90 minutes, though some lasted as long a8 paurs®. Interviews were held
in a variety of locations based on the convenience of the participant, but attempting to
maintain an environment that encouraged open and direct communication. Many
participants preferred to be interviewed in a private location like their home or a private
office, but some preferred a public or sguablic location like a coffee shop or
restaurah All participants provided informed consedcording to Institutional Review
Board guidelinegrior to the interviewThe nterviews were audioecorded, and |
analyzed written transcripts of these recorditagsientify themes in participant
narratives that related to my research questions. | identified examples using a thematic
coding structure with the assistance of Dedoose qualitative analysis software. | also
modified these themes as | progressed thralighnterview process based on participant
feedback and when discovering themes | atdoriginally anticipated imy designAll
participants have been assigned pseudonyms and identifying details have been obscured
to protect the anonymity and confidealitiy of their identities. | attempted to recruit
approximately even proportions of men and women in the safipigally attempted to
solicit even proportions of white and black participants as well, but | found it extremely
difficult to contact anabtain the participation of an equal number of black pgants. |

found during the research, however, that themes of marginalization on the basis of racial

®These times do not include communication befordfoteer t he “official” intervie
considerable time communicating with participants after interviews about their thoughts or feelings, or

answering questions about myself or the project. | took notes on some of thegaefteaw disaissions

if important points were raised and participants consented to being on record.
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identity were similar for other newhite participants including those identifying as
Hispanic, Laiho/a, Asian, and mixed race. For this reason¢luded these racial
identitieswith black and AfricaPAmericanparticipanta s “ peopl e of <col or .
to represensn equalproportion of whites and people of color. Individual racial minority
idertities are represented in similar proportions to the population of Philadelphia er over
represented, except in the case of Asian men. | also recruited participants with a spectrum
of ages to represent differences in the-tikeirse, especially family statuas well as
generational differences.

| continued to recruit among these groups to the best of my ability or until | felt |
had reached a saturation point with the teerhwas finding. | felt reasonably successful
with two exceptions. First, | had hapéwould find a random distribution of class or
sociaeconomic backgrounds, but this was not the case. Most participants would be best
categorized as middle class or uppeddle class. While | have working class
participants, it was difficult to find arontact people who identified as gay or lesbian
with a working class background. | was also informed by some AfAcaerican
participants, primarily male, that there were some black, gay, male social groups in the
city | would be likely to miss. They praded mewith information and contacts, but they
suggested that as a white, middlass scholar | would have difficulty establishing trust

and cooperation given my limited timeframe and resottces

| elaborate upon the implication of recruitment limitations for race and class in chapter 7.
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My recruitment efforts were @mbination of purposive dnsnowball samplind.
postediiers in several establishmeneddressed sommmmunity groupsand | posted
messages to seveiline communities. | was able to recruit most of my participants
through personal contacts and referrals by other partisif2atticipants were not given
monetary compensation for their timelid often spend timevith participantshowever,
when Iwelcomedthemto suggest topics they thought might be important but were not
outlined in the structured portion of the interviewwherel invited questions about the
project or about me.dpened the discussion to these types of questibeisthe semi
structured portion of the interview was complete when possible. A sense of contribution
to understanding issues pertinent tdrtgender, racial, or sexual communities and-sub
groups was important to many participamtsas told by some of my participants (and
believe it to be true for others) that they gaisomething from the process. | suspect that
there was a kind of reflex¢é compensation in these interviews, in that many people
appreciatedhaving the opportunity to share their stories, consider topics they did not
always think about on a daily basis, and potentially contribute to work that could address
inequality in the LBTQ community.

At the end of the project, it was clear to me that | was able to solicit a wide range
of responses from a variety of individuals. However, it was also clear that | was unable to
represent all group$Vhile the sample is already limited teet City of Philadelphia, |
must also acknowledge that | cannot generalize to evepamarily interestedn a
samegender sexual or romantic relationshipere may be individuals who do not see

themselves asut of the closet, who do not live as outlod closet, or who would not
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identify with the communities of focus in this study even more than some participants
who problematized their relationship with the LGBTQ community at large. These
individuals seem likely to seHelect out of research like shiTherefore, | can only
generally speak to the experiences of people who identify with terms like gay, lesbian, or
gueer, and who consider themselves out of the closet in at least some aspects of their
lives or those who retain some investment in gaylasdian marketplace¥hose who
are questioning, who reject these identities or any smaxelesires they have
experienced, or who simply would not want to speak about their sexuality or the LGBTQ
community cannot be addressed through this particulargbroje

After completing and analyzing these interviews, | conducted a brief ethnography
of the neighborhoods most often associated with the dominant narrative themes. |
identified11 neighborhoodreas in the city that warranted further description to peovid
the best context for understanding the placlesreparticipants lived, worked, or felt
were important for gays and lesbians in Philadelphia. | spent several hours in each
neighborhood on multiple days whenever possible. | recorded field notes of my
obsevations in these neighborhoods, took many photograpits| represent a small
proportion of these observations and photos in this dissertation.

| also collected descriptive data on these neighborhoods from the U.S. Census. |
paired 2010 census data la¢ tolock level and 2008012 American Community Survey

estimates at the Dblock group | evel with

t

h
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boundaries using ArcGIS geographic information systems soffvaproduced a map
highlighting neighborhoods #t best represented the areas that participants described as
friendly toward or highly populated by gays, lesbians, and other queer populations. |
compiled neighborhood profiles into tables to help provide descriptions of these
neighborhoods.

Only informaion on the area covered, total population, racial and ethnic
demographics, and occupied versus vacant housing units is available at the block level.
These are reasonably accurate within the limitations outlined by the U.S. Census for the
neighborhoods gen that they encompass all blocks. Other descriptive information on the
sex and age of residents, income and family status of households, and the size and value
of housing units is only available at the block group level. Given that some block groups
overlap mutiple neighborhoods,ihcluded only block groupsh ose “centr oi d”
geometric center point wer eorimthetcdiseaf a nei gh
neighborhoods with few block groups | sometimes included cases where close to half of
the block goup was within the neighborhood borders. While blocks are mutually
exclusive to their respective neighborhoods, block groups are usually but not always
mutually exclusive. Since the profiles | provide are meant only to provide descriptions, |

did not viewexclusivity as necessary among block groups. Instead, | included block

12| elected not to rely upon census tract level data given that thesecisnceptual connection between
census tracts and neighborhood boundaries. In most cases, census tracts were sufficiently large and
differently shaped from neighborhoods that they did not seem likely to provide data that would represent
neighborhood pogations well in the context of this type of neighborhdedel research. Census tracts

were only used for sarsex couple data because no more neighboHspedific information was

available.
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group estimates that would provide the best description of residents living in or near the
borders of these neighborhoods. | also explain how these official neighborhood
boundaries magr may not match the neighborhood concepts employed by participants,
and how these profiles can be related the places my participants discussed.

Finally, | aggregated the available information about unmarried-sameouples
in census tracts overlappitigese neighborhoods to contribute to a profile about one
aspect of the residential presence of gays and lesbians. It is important to note that these
data do not include those who do not identify as an unmarried family household, nor do
they include singléendividuals or those who are not cohabitating. Thus, these census
estimates speak only to an unknown fraction of the gay and lesbian population. However,
these data dprovide an estimatgresence of couples and households willing to identify
themselves tthe American Community Survey (ACS)relied upon overlapping census
tracts for these estimates only because block or block group level data esesame

couples is not available through the ACS.

Chapter Outline
In Chapter 2, | provide a historical peespive on gay, lesbian, and LGBTQ
communities| discusshow these particular identlyased communities were formed,
and howdiscourseduringtheir formation andhroughout their continued existerttas
shaped the meaning of these identitledso discas howtheseidentities and people who
hawe adopted them have shaped tkemmunitiesn turn. 1 will also discuss how some

key institutional factors have affected both of these. | complete the chapter by discussing
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LGBTQ communities and neighborhoodsHhiladelphia in the past, and providing a
description of popular neighborhocasionggay, lesbian, and queparticipants today

In Chapter 3, | focus on describing the most visible LGEFéa n Phi | adel ph
geography. Commonl yorébedr édt ho s agrevdédnh e wB a
a central place that embodies the LGBTQ community at large in thig tati.about
how this neighborhood is a focusrofirketplacenarratives both from gays and lesbians
as well as some institutions like the aifgyvernment! discuss howvthe highly visible
territory allows these narratives to persiginbolicallywithoutany evidence of a
concentrated gay and lesbian populaticaiso discuss instances when women and
people of colocould not identify with the st readily available symbols of community,
which strained the usefulness of these marketplace narratives

In Chapter 4, | explore thetrainedexperiencesf women and people of color
from the previous chaptéo understand how those with intersecting marginalized
identities often failed to experience an inclusmarketplace n “ s har.eatkd s paces
discuss work these groups sometimestdigain access to spatbat they could utilize
to createa sense oplace, shifting between assimilation and marketplace narratives
explain the idea of “transitional space,”
implications of temporarily renegotiating the kind of place (meaning) that occupies a
space (locationfo better accommodate groups with unequal access.

In Chapter 5, Idiscugsar t i ci pant s neighboihoodsetertham | i v e
the GayborhoodI focus primarily on residential neighborhoods in Philadelphkiach

participants lived in or described having a gay or lesbigmmesencel talk abouthow
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assimilation narratives are constructed as an assessment of low costs or tradeoffs when
not living near other gays and lesbians and low risks when living in heterogeneous
populations| also discuss howssimilation narratives pair with identity management
work in negotiating the meaning and importance of factors like family, economics, and
safety in relation to sexual identity in these neighborhoods.

In Chapter 6, | talk about how gays dadbians golaout the process of finding
gay, lesbian, and queer plackdiscuss how the highly visible Gayborhood and sharing
of information through social networks help to facilitate assimilation narratives in a
residential context while allowing people to do ditiork to switch to marketplace
narratives on their own terms. | also explain how the work being ddimaltplaces and
to switch baween narratives was often taken for granted, and | turn to examples in
vacations and traveling to show how this work beesmwisible in unfamiliar geography.

In Chapter 7, my concluding chapter, | return to my research questions and main
arguments to provide an overview of how these narratives about the LGBTQ community
in Phil adel phi a’ s pas t-basedidclugian ansl exolusipn, f eel i n
neighborhoods and workplaces, andwuek people did negotiating relationships
between sexuality and places answer my three main quedtadss.address the
limitations of this particular research, the possibilities urfe research based on the
findings of this work, anémplications for both LGBTQ communities and individuals in
thinking about who among us is being left in the margins of society while others among

us find our paths into the mainstream
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CHAPTER 2

LESBIAN AND GAY COMMUNITY, IDENTITY, AND GEOGRAPHY
A central concern underlying [the] options and the management of a
homosexual career is the presence and complexity of a homosexual
community, which serves most simply for some personas as a sexual
market place, but for others as the locus of friendships, opportunities,
recreation, and expansion of the base of social life. Such a community is

filled with both formal and informal institutions for meeting others and for
following ... a homosexual lifestyle Gagnon and Simo(1973)

UrbanLesbian and GaZommunities

Having a place in the city has been important to the LGBT community throughout
its establishment and continuedolution in the United Staté€astells 1983; Chauncey
1995; D "Emilio 1983; Greenberg.Ilhthede ; Lauma
places, individuals have found opportunitilbat may not have been available elsewhere.
They couldreconstruct theisexualidentities, form sociahnd sexuahetworks,andgain
the support of others in a similar positidiese placealsoserved as launching points
for social and political movemen{€astells 1983; Gagnon and Simon 1973; Ghaziani
2008; LeVay 1995; Stein 1997)he gportunities created by having a place in the city
cannot be denied.

The mere existence of such places stoeattract lesbians and gays to cities
(LeVay 1995; Weston 1995; Laumann 2004). They pralapublic and visible
presencédor the LGBTQ community, and many gays and lesbians consdénemselves
to be membersThese placeslsoprovided away of interacting foindividuals looking to
connect withthosewhom they see agmilar tothemselvesn terms of sexualityThey

wereplaces where indivigalscould attempto escape oppression focusedioose
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sexual identitieg$D'Emilio 1983; Greenbertj988; Weston 1995; Stein 199As Gagnon
and Simon point out in the opening quote to this chapter, this management is not just
about neighborhoods and énees, but it is about connecting with the communities that
can be found in those places.

Individualscouldalso find access to resouréeghese place® help them with
the particular struggles they fatas lesbians or gay men. Theguld establisrkknown,
bounded territoriefor multiple purposes including relationship seeking, collective
political activism, business, or property acquisitf@astells 1983; Knopp 1998;
Laumann et al. 2004Finally, individualswere able taise supportive places or accepting
locationsas tools to help manage their identities and reduce the fatigue idweitrethe
work of expressing themselves in particular ways in particular cor{eatsmnage 2000)

Each of these uses pdsan important potential advantage. However, these places
alsodepictedesbian and gay life in a particular way. Interaction with and witheseh
places- as with any placesis both enabled and constrained by available structures.
Lesbians and gay médraveused then to create cohesive communitigmat could fight for
rights, but some may place pressure on members to identify with a partadabor
behave in a particular way. &\must also consider the ways that gay community spaces
canserve as a mechanism for policing marginal sexualities by regulating the available
and visible performances of particular sexual identities and the dis@hosethem.

Some lesbians and gay men hawerkedto visibly andactively reject an
affiliation with the community oassociateglaces (LeVay 1995; Stein 1997). They do

not want to be tied to a particular expression of identity or community. More rgcentl
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somelesbian and gay sociahd politicalmovemens and communitiesave faced lack
of cohesivenesg§samson 1995; Ghaziani 2008herehave beemonflicts over the
proper agendas, proper enactments of identity, acceptable labels, and appropriate
methods of social interaction. An understanding of the historical context of gay and
lesbian communities is critical to interpretations of these places, meanings, and projects.

Prior to World War Il, there were places in which individuals could interatt wit
others of the same sexual desires and engage in homosexual behavior. Gay identities did
notyetexist as we understand them today, andptaees in which people could gather to
meet others interested in homosexual behaveye not seen as homosexpkicesin the
way we mighthow see gay places as intertwined with gay ident{fggrubé 201Q)
These includegarks bathhouses, bars, and other public spaces krdwrthose who
needed to know to be a venue for the social and sexual interaction of those who wanted
to find others like themselvé&reenberg 1988; LeVay 1995; Stein 2004; Weston 1995)
Theset echnically “public” spaces often remair
however, and remained the targets of scrutiny and raids by law enforcement or
community members looking to push out supposed perversion from their communities.
These places pgisted, but only invisibly in the margins. They were unstable in both
location and meaning.
In the time during and following World War 11, large groups of individuals

including many discharged from the military for homosexualispught refuge,
relationships, and sex in citieldividuals came to be defined in part by their

homosexual behavior (though sometimes this was inaccurately conflated with feminine or
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un-masculine attributes) due to the psychiatric screening processes that tested fitness for
combat (Berube 2010T.he postwar atmosphere destabilized ties to close knit family
structures or communities for many, which paved the way for homosexual men and
women to relocate to cities and establish new social and sexual ne(®éribé 2010;
Chauncey 1995 Thésé geople Utiized siale® Bares as a way of
meeting others with similar interests both for short term encounters as well as long term
relationships. They could also break away from many of thetstes that, up until that
point, had served to regulate and oppress homosexuality in everyday life. These events
and places did not yet characterize widespread social movements or personal identities
for most, but there was growing demand for safe hsmae meeting places where
people could gather around their shared struggles and marginalized sexualities
(Armstrong 2002; Kennedy 1993; St&l@804) The beginnings of a community based
around this shared oppression and political struggle gave way to a resistance movement
in which the positive and negative focus on place was a catalyst.

After themajor activist movemenis the late 1960s arehrly 1970s, lesbian and
gay identities formed less strictly around desire and behavioral goals, and more
frequently around social and political struggle®r mst r ong 200 2 ; D’ Emi |
Greenberg 1988Riots in several major citidke those at the Stonewall Inn in 1969
acted as a catalyst, inciting large numbers of gay men and lesbians to organize, but many
of these groups and communities acted separately even in pursuit of approximately
similar goals (D'Emilio 2002; Stein 2004)nification and division were both present in

these communities, and while the foundation for a more unified identity movement was
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established, various othkmes of group difference like gender, race, and cdais
required negotiation.

Gender was aaspecially important divisionn the context of the feminist
movementsomewomen turned toward lesbian identities, lifestyles, and communities as
a way to dissociate themselves from male oppression. Budding lesbian communities,
influenced by feminist aacerns and politics and the underlying oppression of women,
struggled to negotiate the complex relationships in which they might be free from
patriarchal oppression, but in which they also gained visibility and increased leverage
when acting in consort witgay males (Armstrong 2002; Stein 2004). Lesbian
communities needed to negotiate not only the gender politics of the time, which in many
ways encouraged lifestyles in which women could engage in interpersonal, romantic, and
sexual relationships withoutehntersession of men, but also the growing politics of
sexual identity in which many shared a sense of oppression with gay men along the lines
of samesex desires or behaviors, and in which there were opportunities for gay men and
lesbiars to benefit fromcombined resources and collective action

Meanwhile, gay men and gay male communities made significant progress in
territorial acquisition, property, resources, and the establishment of preysitaisible
places for themselves in many large cities (€ls1981; Stein 2004). Some accounts
describe the strugglessb et ween “ 1l i berationist” or radi
broadbased “assimilationist” arguments to |
2002; Gray 2009). Others conceptualize gay lasbian identities as persistently similar

and based around shared desire, likely rooted in a biological underpinning. A

C ¢
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constructionist historical perspective, however, shows not one cohesive community but
rather segmented communities that develop duttie later decades of the"™€entury
which are able to join forces in some contextsually when shared political or social
interests provide an incentive to do so.

During the 1980s and 1990s the HIV/AIDS crisis provided an impetus for gay
men andésbians to organize together both for greater support and political leverage.
part due to a shared feeling of marginalization, a view of community also developed
based around perceived common goals (Seidman 2002). As a single, cohesive,
identifiableuni a | esbi an and gay “community” coul
individuals who shared only unnatural or criminal desires could not (Stein 1997). At
other times, lesbians and gay men still recognized differing goals or a lack of
understanding the full scepf the other (Gamson 1995; Ghaziani 2008). Lesbian and
gay became recognized as identities, and other institutions continu@ugpite of
resistance- recognize the legitimacy of these identities.

It is after these rapid and significant changefi@last 40 years that
homosexuality shiftetbward a much morelentity-based definition. Belief in the
naturalness of an underlying desire as the primary detemhohalentity is still
prominent for many, buthanges in the definition of identities hawere readily
integrated broader social movements and group membeedbipsgside considerations of
sexual desiréGreenberg 1988; Stein 1997; D'Emilio 2002). At this point, gay places in
cities have become deeply connected with the continuously growmgnanity and the

political struggles of that community.
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Gay districts and gay ghettos emerged in greater nupdetthose that already
existedwere repurposed at least to some degree as a launching point for community
building and social action (Castell883; Adler and Brenner 1992; LeVay 1995; Knopp
1998; Armstrong 2002). Furtheare, these places becomea to which individuals
flocked not just to express desire or engage in homosexual behavior, but also to interface
with other gays and lesbians thegw as like themselves and to make sense of their own
identities. Meanwhile, other places developed or remained purposed toward sexual
behavior or desires, primarily focused on facilitating sexual encounters (Knopp 1998;
Laumann 2004). In short, the majpre vel opment of the | ast 40 vy
“l esbian” identities have become a salient
of individuals (Armstrong 2002; Seidman 2002). Places and communities that facilitate
understanding, interpreginand performing these identities have become equally

important.

Gay, Lesbian, and Queer Identities
At times, lesbians and gay men recognized that they had some differing goals, or
that they did not always share the same experiences (Bravmann 1996;1886gn
Gamson 1995; Ghaziani 2008). The benefits of collective aetpaciallyduring the rise
of AI'DS activism rallied many wunder the ba
“gay” became recognized as i dentniti¢sjaads bot h
—in spite of some resistaneenstitutions and popular culture embraced these socio

historically situated categories of identity.
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It is important to keep in mind that while contemporary academic discussions
often regard sexuality as a soatahstruction, the historical development of sexuality
based communities has not taken place under that assuniptimdualshave
frequently construetdtheir sexual identities under the prentisat sexuality is
naturally occurring phenomenon (Greenberg 1988; Kimmel 1994; Vance 1998; Weeks
1996).Even as social constructhese identitiesould not beconstructed independently

using discourse about sexual desires and political solid&hsjintersection of gy and

(¢)]
o

| esbian identities with other, ismawaysap]l
part of this procesgooks 1984; Collins 1991, 2004glentitiesincluding sexuality,
gender, race, class, family, education, and religi@nnot separafeom each other.
Thesenfluenceone anot her throughout individual s’
While individuals may operationalize a collective identity like gay or lesbian as
primary, it does not necessarily constitut
influence of other identitiesSome gay men and lesbianave perceivedach other as
similar, yetthey often operatkin separate communities, spacassocial groupdecause
another aspect of their identity was more salient in that corRexihaps more
importantly, experiences of inequality for some groups have not disappeared simply
because those involved were gay or lesbian as well.
Lesbian communitiedor examplehave faced issues oflative irvisibility and
marginalizatioras womer(Lockard 1986; Roth#&erg 1995; Stein 1997, 2006; Wolf
1980).The increasing prevalence of color blind ideologies may have helped to foster the

sense that race is no longer a relevant factor in perceptions of diff¢Bencka-Silva
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2010). Even withirgay, lesbian, and LGBJY communitieshowever menand womerof
color have often discusseatdeways in whichtheir experiences diverge from thatvatfite
gays and lesbiasa(Cohen 1996; Collins 2004; Gamson 1995; hooks 1989; Moore 2011a,
2012; Pitt 2009; Steinbugler 2012). Thegerence of marginalization on the basis of
sexuality maype something that people have felt they can shartethe experience of
marginalization along intersecting avenues of oppression cannot be summarized by the
story of sexual identity alone.

Arlene Stein(2006)explains thamanylesbians and gay men who entered the
comnmunity in the1970s and 1980s havdtfas though therkas beem schism with the
younger generation. Younger lesbians and gays sebaveexpresseah increasing
feeling of disconnection with the identity politics of earlier generat{Butler 1990;
LevVay 1995;Stm199) . Those who have “come out” si nt
and challenging categories of identity, often questioning the meanings of terminology and
labels, and sometimes rejecting identification with one category or another altogether
(Bravmann 1996)in spite of their own same sex desires, younger individualshianzs
beenrejecingt he seemingly natur al pl acement into
Insteadthey mayhave soughless defined label$, i ke *“queer,” even | f
identified with a samsex desire or behavioralternatively,they mayhave preferredo
label at all, resisting the notion that their sexual identity category might reisgiict
possibilities for sekexpression.

Sexual icentities have also had a relationship vetitial classtatus In earlier

years, the opportunity to build new social networks in new places, wftem necessary
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among those who adopted gay and lesldentities, was more accessible to middle and
upper classef.eVay 1995). On the other handjgtimportant to note that sansex
desirehas not been class exclusive phenomenon. Rathédras simply been less likely
among other social classes for indivals to adopt gay or lesbian identit{Barrett and
Pollack 2005). Iseems less likely that thogdth samesex desire teretito make nore
money or be better educateédstead itmay have beelikely that those with more
resources or educatidrave beemore likely to adopt actual gay or lesbian identities
This might have been the result of greater exposure to goougeater freedom to
negotiate nomormative identities witfiewer potential consequences.

Today, gays and lesbiarfsave been morieequently livingin family structures
that appear more typical by heteronormative standards than in the past (D'Emilio 2002;
Seidman 2002; ore 2011). This may result gtefs toward integration or assimilation
and in a more visible presence of gays stlians throughout the city in places that are
not necessarily or specifically affiliated with LGBTQ communities. However, as sexual
identitieshave beettess of a residential barrier, other potential barriers like racial
segregation or wealth may becomeresalientfactors.

As wehaveexaming the changes in various communities throughoutthiged
Statesthere has beem great deal of academic, media, political, and even individual
interest in looking atommunities that are organized around marginalized sexual
identities. We have seen that over the course of the last several decades these
communities havehanged in terms of visibility, meaning, and composi{Barrett and

Pollack 2005; Seidman 1996,@). The identities and identity categories that we



42
associate witisuchcommunities have changed, as have individual concepts of what these
categories mean, how people relate torthend how these relate communities. In
addition, the physicdl, geogaphy,and social details of these communities, how they
take form in different places, and fttions that they serve continue to be renegotiated by

internal and external forces

Lesbian and Gay Geographies

Since at least the early 1980s, scholars have imerested in geographies of gay
and lesbian communities. The recognition of geography or territorial control as a basis for
important types of social interaction have made understanding where gay and lesbian
communities exist and the sorts of spacespackes that they occupy of importance to
scholars, activists, community leaders, individuals, and others (Adler and Brenner 1992;
D. J. Bell 1991; Castells 1983; Chauncey 1995; Knopp 1995; Laumann 2004). Deborah
Wolf (Wolf 1980) first wrote about an urbdsbian community in 1980, focusing
primarily upon social connections and community activities or activism. She did,
however, recognize that geography had been a defining factor of many communities, but
that the lesbian community could not always be @efipurely in terms of geographical
congregation or organization.

Manuel Castells (1983) first attempted to locate gay communities in the city of

San Francisco in 1983. Trhe City and the Grassrootse describéthe geographical

basis of the gay commupgiassimilar toother communities. He focusen the
geographical concentration of individuals belonging to the gay community and things

like businesses or services that specifically serve and cater to the community. Castells
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wasultimately able to show #t the geography of the gay community can be located by
focusing orparticular indicatorsHe ultimately concludthat gay geography can be
established and identified in at least some urban contexts.

He ameup with a different argument, however, regaglthe lack of
representation or visibility of lesbians in his attempt to geographically locate the gay
community. When heawthat lesbiansverenot visible in this context, he conclutithat
lesbians aressentially’ pl ac el e s s dthat thiswdsbdtaise afrggndeecd
differences between gay men and lesbian women (Castells 1983). He thiguaen
will operate as men and look for dominance over territory, while women will remain
more invested in things like social networks that are not implitétyto geography or
politics. Later scholars, however, argubat this perception may be misleading and
based more on the visibility or resources of lesbian communities and groups rather than
an intentional lack of investment or interest in geograplécatory.

Adler and Brenner (1992) later updateastells work by reexamining the
geography of the lesbian community. They estabtithat the lesbian populaticould
in fact be geographically located, but ardtieat lesbiansverelikely to have wart,
needs, and resources thatuld influence their visibility in urban geographies. Issues like
the economic ability to own property in particular geographical regions, or issues of
visibility, may haveprevenedlesbian geographies from being identifiedhe same
fashion unless particular attentis@spaid to identifying that community and methods

wereadjusted accordingly.
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There has been a great deal of debate over how necessary physical geography is
for the existence or success of all any margindlsexual community. As we have
mentioned, territory is not strictly necessary for these communities to exist. Lockard
(1986) describefour important features of the lesbian community. She arthat (1)
lesbian communities are composed of their socivorks, (2) group identity, (3)
subcultural values, and (4) institutional base. This final feature, the institutional base, she
describd asthe organizations and places where community members can interact. We
have seethat having a territorial base ofgpges especially in an urban environment, has
been an important way thiditesecommunities have facilitategbcialinteractionand
activismon multiple levels.

As scholars like Wolf (1980), Lockard (1986), and Rothenberg (1995) egdlain
the lesbian communitiyasnot beenterritorially-based per se, but rathehds existeds a
partial or total intersection of the many aforementioned factors. The lesbian community
couldexist as, in part, the geographical concentration of lesbhianse¥voyitcouldalso
exist as a set of social networks in the lesbians, as a concept for those who see it as a
symbol, or as a set of subcultural norms and values. While in this stiigigdt focus on
these other aspects of lesbian community, | do wislaltattention to and examine more
closely the intuitional and pladsasedndicatorsof lesbian communitpresenceind how
those are identifiedoth casually and in research

| want to highlight a few important pointom earlier studies. The first ibat gay
and lesbian geographies do exist in the city and can be identified (Adler and Brenner

1992; D. J. Bell 1991; D. Bell and Valentine 1995; Castells 1983; LeVay 1995; Valentine
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1995). However, issuesvolving unequalisibility, resources, and powéave
sometimes benproblematic foparticularpopulations, like women, and thus may also be
problematic for lesbian populations (Adler and Brenner 1992; Lockard 1986; Rothenberg
1995; Valentine 1995; Wolf 1980). Therefore we may need to look to idésdityan
territory, including neighborhoods and places, in different ways than we would look to
establish more ®“traditional” communities
and visibility that are traditionally associated with the presence of-presence with
men.

Today, we can see greater acceptance of these urban areas characterized by gay
culture. In spite of some of the barriers against integration declining, lesbians and gays
continue to maintain and utilize gay, lesbian, and queer idshpfaces (Armstrong
2002; Seidman 2002; Laumann 2004). At the same time that we see these communities
growing and appearing in mainstream culture, however, we must remérabgroups
with the most visible spagepresent only certain aspectggaly, lesbian, olLGBTQ
communitiegAdler and Brenner 1992; Barrett and Pollack 2005; Collins 2004; Gamson
1995; Moore 2011a; Taylor 2007a, 2007b). Those with intersecting oppressions are less
likely to appear or be represented by these public and visible spaces.

Since Castells’"s early work, authors
Valentine (1999), Valentine (1993, 1995, 2007), Bell (1991; 1994), Knopp (1995, 1998),
Stein (2004) and others have returned to
relation$ip between marginalized sexualities and urban space. These authors recognize

gendered differences between gay male and lesbian communities in terms of the spatial

W
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and temporal aspects of togetherness and separation. Other authors, meanwhile, have
providedevidence that people of color, women in particular, and working class gays and
lesbians are less likely adfiliate with or participate in the larger LGBTQ communities
that have formed or to identify with these collective narratives (Cohen 1996; Gamson
1995; Moore 2011; Pitt 2009; Stein 2006; Steinbugler 2012; Taylor 2007). While early
studies focused on gender differences as seemingly obvious and intuitive to question,
racial segregation and separation seemed equally intuitive and obvious before
contempaoary scholargquestioned thipatternwithin the context of supposed LGBTQ
unity.

| want to consider that there are both advantages and disadvantages to bounded
communi ties. I f we accept Castells’”s (1983
specific, $able geographical areas to initiate and organize social movements, then we
must consider that having an identifiable and bounded geographical region has both
benefits and costs. Geographical places provide an organizing basis for social
movements, opportities for identity reconstruction, opportunities for social network
building or reconstruction, safety, housing opportunities, employment opportunities, and
a general sensewithin those places of feeling less marginalized. These potential
advantagesh®uld not be ignored. However, places may also generate a basis for
separation, segregation, resource disparities, an identifiable zone for oppression or
policing, and a limited perception of the individuals within (Bernstein 2007). It may be
productive tahink of gay and lesbian spaces in the same way that queer theorists think

critically about categories of sexual identity: multiple in forms, unstable in meanings, and
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regulatory in so far as they exist based around particular identities and politicagnd
only allow particular interpretations. Individuals may have differing and variable levels

of access to or comfort with particular spaces depending on what place occupies it, their

relationship to the place, tdrckthem,lamdseon.s or
Karp et al. (1991) argue that “urban ge
‘“community’ to indicate a geographically b

particular characteristics such as race, ethnicity, and class, and whaimsadial
interactions with each other.” Based on th
communities- like the lesbian community, which may mean many different things to
different people- may not be best represented purely by looking at spatieeotrations
or bounded geographical regions. She notes that the lesbian community may be
characterized in other ways, like a sense of belonging, activity, or imagining of a
community in a particular area.

| agree with Rothenbeitegcagedefin®€d 2) i dea t
different ways than the traditional conflation of population concentration and residence
would be able to identify. | encourage that we think of communitespecially those
tied to sexual identitiesin more complex and at timedstract wayslaponica Saraciro
Brown describes this as a shift to thinkin
exist conceptuallpr symbolicallybut are not necessarily or automatically tied to a
specific space with physically gathered peope might also considehatthe meamgs
of places and communities caa multiple, unstable, and regulatory, in the same way we

think about the meanings of identities. Places and communities can also exist within and
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as a part of a network of institutiorfarces that limit their formsexpressionsand the

discourgsthat are used to discuss them

Gays, Lesbians, and Color Lines

Issues of racial segregation and separation, discrimination, prejudice, and
inequality along racial lines have been a deeplyexidbd part of United States history.
In particular, overt systems of racial discrimination againstwibites gave way to
institutionalized systems that perpetuated racial inequality over the course of generations
(Omi and Winant 2004; Feagin 2001; Steiglau 2012). Many people today, especially
whites, are inclined to believe that racism is a thing of the past, or at the very least that
issues of racial conflict can simply be solved by increasing contact and understanding
among racial groups (Bonil&ilva 2010) While it is unclear if this happens more or less
among gays and lesbians, critics like Jasbir Puar (2007) claim that western queer
communities reproduce the same kinds of racism thatiocemme extertbe found in
society more broadlylhese belits neglect to address the institutional aspects of racial
inequality, however, and in the U.S. these were primarily rooted around issues of social
and residential segregation, homeownership, and wealth stratification.

Race has been a profound influencalmacquisition, ownership, and occupation
of property. Following World War 11, the policies of the Federal Housing Administration
and other veterans’ benefits provided reso
while policy discrimination preventdalacks from leaving cities and capitalizing on
opportunities to invest in homeownership (Shapiro 2004; Maly 2008). These events set

the stage for the systematic establishment of institutionalized racial segregation.
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Persistent segregation is a realityhie tUnited States (Massey and Denton 1993).
Residential sgregation from whites is on the rise among Hispanic, Asian, and black
minorities, though the degree of segregation between whites and blacks remains the
highest by far (Logan 2013). Meanwhile,theiaal weal t h gap bet ween
and that of black and Hispanic families has only grown over time.

The ramifications of these policies and persistent racial segregation are rather
serious. There is relatively littkesidentiaimixing between wies and blacks most
neighborhoodsandwhen this does take place, a great deal of work is done to negotiate
perceived differencgSteinbugler 2012)Even mixing between whites and Hispanic or
Asian minorities is often conditional (Charles 2003). Comisidy the reality of racial
segregation, economic inequality, and social distance, it should come as no surprise that
gay and lesbian people of color have needed to negotiate racial identities and boundaries
in addition to boundaries of sexual identity. Mgrexplanations varythere is little
evidence to suggest thaateas with a concentrated gay or lesbian populatiermny more
racially integrated than mixed or heterosexual neighborhoods.

Those with resources as well as social and financial privilesge more readily
able to remove themselves from their previous family structures and move to urban areas
that became the central hubs of gay and lesbian commubitieg at the time
(Morgan 1996). This generally included white gay men, though to erlegtent it
included many white lesbians, especially as time progressed (Stein 2004). A combination
of factors including a history of racial residential segregation, the systematic advantages

of whiteness, economic necessity or holding on to social netaemess prevented many
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blacks from relocating to the largely white and generally more affluent areas in cities
which early gay and lesbian communities occupied, while their straight white
counterparts were often suburbanizing (hooks 1989; Massey anonDi888; Charles
2003; Stein 2004 Philadelphia in particular has a black gay and lesbian history of social
and political gathering and activism. However, little of this history is easily available in
popular books or academic writing. Only a few intemges were able to speak to some
of the details of black gays and lesbians, and even available sources speak about these
communities in general terms.

In the case of race, the United States in particular has a long history of conflict
surrounding this soal category and these identities. Both gay identities and the gay
community have been characterized as predominantly white and rolddge and gay
places have been dominated more by men (Adler and Brenner 1992; Valentine 1995;
Knopp 1998; D'Emilio 2002)Many gay places that supposedly represented the
community at large were criticized over time for primarily representing the interests of
white, gay men who already tended to have more control over financial resources, public
space, and private properiMeanwhile, those establishments that catered to black gays
and lesbians have received little historical or academic attention by comparison.
Information on these places is much less available than stories about either white
dominated establishments or ltabeterosexual communities and places.

At the same time that many black gays and lesbians were separated from gay and
lesbian communities because of their race, the black community has a history of

homophobia expressed differently from or beyond the @afiens of what is seen more
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typically throughout society (hooks 1984; Knopp 1998). Homosexuagpnot always
beenseen as compatible with black or AfricAmerican identities or community goals
(Gomez 1993; Cohen 1996, 1999). For these or other rgasany gay, black
individuals have discussed extensive management work or conflict regarding the
intersection of their racial and sexual identities (hooks 1984; Collins 1991, 2004;
Namaste 1996; Moore 2011; Steinbugler 2012). This adeateaflict in negadiating both
black and gay identities for the same person, as these become difficult to manage within
particular contexts.

White dominance of visible or wekinown gay and lesbian placesrved to
entrench the roots of historical racial segregation angaygand lesbian communities in
similar ways to heterosexual or mixed communities and spafrgsan-Americanshave
sometimes- if not often— beenfrustrated by the perpetual need to negotiate spaces in
which they feel marginalized on the basis of thaaial identities, and black gays and
lesbians are no different (Rosenblatt, Karis, and Powell 1995; Moore 2011; Steinbugler
2012). Racial homogeneitpuldbe desirable and comfortable for many blacks and
whites in the interest of avoiding conflict, fegimcluded, or minimizing the fatigueah
comes with a large amount of identity management wiks too may maintain the
whiteness of gay places in the city or generate conflict about the place-ohites in
those places. Alternatively, this mhgvesimply led to a push to create other places
more accommodating to or comfortable for rvohites.

Typical challenges that faaminority racialgroups have been identified as

decreased visibilityMorgan 1996)underrepresentation of social and political
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contributiong(Collins 1991, 2004; hooks 1984)nequal access to resour¢Eésagin
2001; Shapiro 2004pr negotiatinghe occupation of different, separated spébtassey
and Denton 1993; Stein 2004; Steinbugler 20TR)s is perhaps unsurprising given that
these communities grew and built their foundations during a time vawoeal segregation
was taken for granted, women’'s struggles f
just gaining ground, and when white males were most able to acquire and dominate urban
spaceWhile this is not meant to overshadow or erase whitenlgayn * s mar gi nal i z.
is important to consider this alongside the various racial and gender privileges available
to some. We can imagine how this history as well as recent evidence suggests more to the
story of LGBTQ communities, where gays and lesbiateract, and how different
individuals navigate these spaces in the context of their own intersecting identities.

This history of racial segregation and conflict has had a profound impact on U.S.
society,andit has also left its mark on gay and lesb@ammunities. Even as these
communities attempt to unite under a banner of shared eaff®ts that are sometimes
or even often successfdthere are many people of color who, because of their
experiences as black, Hispanic, Asian, and so on, mayngginalized on multiple
levels, or persistently marginalized even within a context in which experiences of

oppression around sexual identities may be shared.

Lesbian and Gagommunity History in Philadelphia
In City of Sisterly and Brotherly Lovellarc Stein (2004) develops a complex
account of gay and lesbian histories in Philadelphia between 1945 and 1972, looking at

the particular events, movements, and developments surrounding many of the major
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shifts | have described throughout the earliegtgpaf this chapter. He relies both upon
interviews and historical records to map historical locations associated with the gay and
lesbian community, discuss the neighborhoods most commonly identified as gay or
lesbian neighborhoods, and to identify comesrces and divergences between the
narratives of gay men and lesbian women. In addition, though it takes a clearly secondary
role, he discusses some key convergences and divergences with-Afmegican gays
and lesbians during these time periods, and fa@al communities and political
movements may have influenced one another.

Stein (2004) notes that Philadelphia is known as a city of neighborhoods, and in
this way it is particularly meaningful to look for the ways in which neighborhoods could
becharacterized with gay or lesbian identiti€bis was not always possible in other
major cities, which did not have the same level of neighborhood identity or separation.
Major urban redevelopment projects in Philadelphia focused on revitalization ierCent
City, the central commercial and residential district in the city. Affordable housing,
accessible public spaces, geographical proximity, and the perception of social opportunity
all attracted gays and lesbians to Philadelphia. Gays and lesbians sansettaézed
and lived near one another, and sometimes they did not. Aficaerican gays and
lesbianswvere sometimes able to congregatesocialize with white gays and lesbiabst
often they were notGays and lesbians from more elite social classee8mes mixed
with those from the working class, and sometimes they did not. Stein discusses the

continuous processes of negotiating these
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people’s ideas about different swceudghbor hoo
change the context of their social interactions and acts of everyday resistance.

Historical attempts to congregate and to be visible in the urban landscape of
Philadelphia were met with resistance. Stein points to the Radnor police raids at early
gatherings among gayswhich took place about 9 years before Stonewal a sign that
a community was forming, but was also dealing with institutional discrimination. It was
around the time of this event that gay and lesbian identities began to fBtmadelphia
around something more than generalized “ho
that these early organizing attempts in Philadelphia deliberately attempted to bridge
gender divergences between gay men and lesbian wom#rahiatspiteof these
attempts lesbian organizing was still characterized by a difficult negotiation of feminist
politcsandwo me n ' s s u. Btd hedotes that iherenweskared gay and lesbian
goals surrounding sexual identity politics.

He further complicatethis by noting the sometimasvolvement of African
American gays and lesbians, who had a fairly visible presence in the city, but who were
managing their own complex negotiations of race, class, gender, and sexual identities.
While Stien (2004) describs®me of the history of black gays and lesbians, the
information he provides is somewhat limited. A history of these communities is a part of
Phil adel phi a’ sonlysome peceg weaesavaialeld eitrem b u t
participants as wellas fromsecbar y sour ces. None the | ess,
LGBTQ community in Philadelphia often fails to address or include the history of black

gay and lesbian communities in Philadelphia. Such a community historyfesists
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various perspectivesdes, but thenost weltknown and accessible history typically

describes the more privileged among these groups.

PhiladelphiA s L GBTQ “ Fri endloday Nei ghbor hoo

Phil adel phia is often referpargcdlart o as a
neighborhoodsind areasf thecity were mentionedften by myparticipantsl| identified
neighborhoods in five regions of the city that participants lived in themselves or referred
to in interviews as being popular among or friendly toward gays, lesbians, or the LGBTQ
community.Many of theneighborhoodireas that participants mentioned contained more
than oné¢’ o f f nheighbarhodd. Center City, for example, was an area that people often
referred to generally even though it can include as many as ten or titglve
neighborhoosd.

Given what participants described to me, | matahed neighborhood concepts
aswellaspossibwi t h t he city’s official nei ghbor hc
descriptive profiles of 29 neighborhoaosjsread out ilNorthwestPhiladelphia, Near
Northeast Philadelphi&enter City, West Philadelphia, and South Philadelphia.
combined several of these to present just 11 neighborroditeshere, which are based
on my participants’ conceptualizations of

With the exceptiof one there wawery little about theneighborhoods$ discuss

herethat markedhem asespeciallygay or lesbian friendlyTherewereno geographical

3] include expanded information on the subdivided neighborhuwittiin the borders of these conceptual
areas in Appendix B for the purposes of elaborating upon some notable local differences.
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or physical features that denote the presence of many gay or lesbian rekrééats.
solely on the descriptions and recommendations of my participasgdeicting these
neighborhoods for closer examinatienough these may nooverall of the places that
gays and lesbians in Philadelphia live or gatRaither, thesselectiongefleciedthe
kind of casualeveryday knowledge that many gays and leshhaadsabout the most
likely options in the city for finding a place to live or socialize that would also meet their
needs as a sexual minority

| provideadescription of eacbf these area® helpgive context for
understandingarratives about social life for gays and lesbians in the chapters that
follow. | focusthese descriptionsn qualitative and quantitative details that helgive
an idea of whathese neighborhoods dike, and why some of my participants may have
come to think of these as especially friendly, safe, or desirable neighborhoods for gays
and lesbianspecifically | also providerelevanthistorical details when possible. In
Figure 2 I mapthe neighborhoa&ll focus orin each region of the city.
Thefive tables that followncludedetailsto help describgender, race, age,

gender, and socieconomic details abothe population, households, and housing units
in eachneighborhoodThe sections on each regithat follow will include ethnographic
descriptions, photographs, and explanations of how people described the neighborhoods
in order to develop a story to make each of these areas make sense in the context of the

city generally, as well as for gay, lésh, and queer people
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White? Black | Hispanic® | Asian® Other®
Region Neighborhood (percen) | (percen} | (percen} | (percen) | (percenj
Northwest
Mount Airy 28.40 64.84 3.32 1.15 4.54
Germantown 10.97 83.32 3.08 1.05 4.14
Manayunk 89.33 4.99 2.62 1.57 2.29
Near Northeast
Fishtown 86.92 3.00 5.99 2.32 4,78
Northern Liberties 71.34 12.03 9.47 4.98 7.54
Center City
Center City 69.10 14.25 5.27 9.28 412
Gayborhood 70.12 9.69 4,71 12.81 4.43
West
University City 50.67 12.29 4.98 28.67 5.14
West Philly 38.34 42.89 451 11.06 5.51
South
Point Breeze 9.86 79.48 4.67 4.12 5.51
East Passyunk 67.10 2.43 13.86 14.93 10.05
Philadelphia
| All Neighborhoods | 41.4] 43.4] 12.3] 6.4] 8.8
Source 2010 Census block level data
#Includes NorHispanic whites only
® Includes all identifying with Hispanic ethnic origin
¢ Includes all identifying with Asian or Pacific Islander racial categories
4 Includes all identifying as multiacial or with a category not previously mentioned
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Philadelphia Neighborhoods by Region

City Region
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Figure 2. Map of Philadelphia Neighborhoods Popular Among Gays and Lesbians
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Table3. Neighborhood Population and Dendity Philadelphia City Region

Total Population Land Area Population Density
Region Neighborhood (peoplg (sq. mi) (1,000 persqg. mi)
Northwest
Mount Airy 31,151 3.47 18.58
Germantown 39,727 2.83 88.34
Manayunk 7,470 0.48 15.56
Near Northeast
Fishtown 16,307 1.00 16.31
Northern Liberties 5,966 0.62 9.64
Center City
Center City 74,499 3.04 220.45
Gayborhood 12,353 0.33 37.68
West
University City 17,578 1.28 13.77
West Philly 28,605 1.06 138.50
South
Point Breeze 16,977 0.61 27.88
East Passyunk 9,377 0.23 39.99
Philadelphia
| All Neighborhoods | 1,526,00€ 142.6] 11.46
Source 2010 Census block level data

Table 4 Demographic Profil®f Total Neighborhood Population

Median Gender Family Status
Age Male Female Family | Nonfamily
Region Neighborhood (yearg (percen} | (percen} | (percen} | (percenj
Northwest
Mount Airy 41.3 45.2 54.8 75.8 24.2
Germantown 34.2 43.6 56.4 74.2 25.8
Manayunk 31.4 48.9 51.1 47.5 52.5
Near Northeast
Fishtown 35.0 50.5 49.5 67.4 32.6
NorthernLiberties 345 51.3 48.7 51.0 49.0
Center City
Center City 35.9 48.9 51.1 47.3 52.7
Gayborhood 32.6 49.1 50.9 28.0 72.0
West
University City 20.9 52.9 47.1 16.3 83.7
West Philly 30.3 49.0 51.0 51.8 48.2
South
Point Breeze 36.0 43.4 56.6 70.3 29.7
East Passyunk 35.8 47.2 52.8 71.3 28.7
Philadelphia
| All Neighborhoods | 33.5| 47.1] 52.9] 56.8] 43.2
Source 20082012 American Community Surveyygar estimates for Census block groups
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Table 5 Profile of Neighborhootiousehold

Below Same-sex Couple
Median Poverty Family Households
Income Line Households Male Female
Region Neighborhood Category (percen} | (perceny (percent) | (percent)
Northwest
Mount Airy $50,00659,999 15.0 53.0 0.42 1.78
Germantown $25,00029,999 28.9 49.0 0.15 0.47
Manayunk $50,00659,999 14.1 33.6 0.00 0.26
Near Northeast
Fishtown $35,00639,999 18.5 46.1 0.00 0.25
Northern Liberties $75,00099,999 9.2 32.8 0.57 0.13
Center City
Center City $60,00674,999 14.8 30.2 6.22 1.57
Gayborhood $50,00659,999 23.1 16.9 1.26 0.18
West
University City $15,00019,999 53.7 16.4 0.05 0.22
West Philly $30,00634,999 27.3 34.2 0.82 0.78
South
Point Breeze $25,00029,999 29.1 45.9 0.80 0.27
East Passyunk $40,00044,999 19.2 48.2 0.20 0.63
Philadelphia
| All Neighborhoods | $35,00039,999 26.2] 53.8 0.35] 0.32
Source 20082012 American Community Surveyyear estimates for Census block groups and cen
tracts (tracts used for Sarsex Couple data only)

Northwest Philadelphia: Mount Airy, Germantown, and Manayunk

Several people indicated to me that they knew of a presence of gays and lesbians
in Northwest Philadelphia. A few joked about this being the area that many lesbians and
some gay men moved settle down and have familidgdany of those who were living in
this areawere older, in longerm relationships, and some did in fact have familieg.
Northwest is a large region of the city, but my participsaitsed abouthree main
neighborhood areas here: Mount Airy, Germantown, and Manayunk. Mount Airy and
Germantowrare composed ahultiple neighborhoods that are very close to each other,
while Manayunk lies apart from these a few miles to the south and on the barder w

some of the western suburbs.
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Median Median Owned Rented | Occupied®
Region Neighborhood Home Value | Unit Rent | (percen} | (percen} | (percenj

Northwest

Mount Airy $198,605.17 $678.00 60.5 39.5 91.6

Germantown $112,277.86 $672.03 41.5 58.5 86.8

Manayunk $208,378.64 $1,076.79 49.4 50.6 90.3
Near Northeast

Fishtown $157,528.33 $713.60 66.5 33.5 88.7

Northern Liberties $321,265.11 $1,351.10 48.6 51.4 84.4
Center City

Center City $296,859.99 $1,391.08 39.0 61.0 88.9

Gayborhood $414,683.26 $969.42 22.8 77.2 91.8
West

University City $222,340.43  $1,065.38 1.8 98.2 94.2

West Philly $400,211.54 $876.09 26.0 74.0 88.6
South

Point Breeze $97,123.47 $610.05 52.3 47.7 80.0

East Passyunk $200,550.14 $653.83 61.2 38.8 91.0
Source: 20082012 American Community Surveyy®ar estimates for Census block groups (values
rents, ownership, renting); 2010 Census Block level data (occupancy)
2 All units not counted as occupied are considered to be vacant

Mount Airy is made up of two neighborhoods, East and West. West Mount Airy
is a more affluent neighborhoditan most other neoentral neighborhoods that |
examned. Open space, plants, ladnomesglean yards and sidewalkand other signs of
wealthwere common in this neighborhood, perhaps more than any other neighborhood |
visited The median home values in West Mount Agpecificallyaremuchhigher than
the other neighborhoods in Northwest Philadelpimeluding East Mount AiryAt just
under $300,000 these valugsre still far below homes in Center City and some elite
West Philadelphia neighborhoods. The median rent in West Mounthanever,is
quite comparable with East Mount Airy and the Germantown neighborhoods, and almost
half of the housing units were rented. While nearly suburban in atmosphere, West Mount

Airy would still be quite affordable to a household that was not strugddingyas not
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necessarily wealthy eitheFhe size and quality of the homes themselves varied widely,
especially in Mount Airy, where | was able to locataplerow homes and apartments

not far from large, seemingly expensive houses.

Figure 3 Duplex Home in West Mount Airy

Many houses in the area were spread out, individual homes on separate properties.
Lawns, trees, and gardens, or at the very least a frontage to the property, were common.
Some larger houses were stiBided into duplexes apartments, but many appeared to
be large singldamily dwellings.While nearly 70% of the residents of West Mount Airy
were living in a family, slightly fewer than half of the households were family residences.
This suggests that a small percentage efrésidents not living in families are spread out
among a large number of the housing units available. These could be younger people

before their family years, those who have elected to forego a family route, or they might
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be older residentsho are no loger raising families especially considering the median
age of nearly 45 years.

West Mount Airy also haslaigh level of racial integratigrespecially between
whites and blacks with nearly even proportions of each. This is unusual for most
Philadelphia nighborhoods, but West Mount Airy has a history of progressive political
activism promoting racial integratiand limited white flight in the wake of the Fair
Housing Act(Adams et al. 1993)'he neighborhoods inbfHadelphia have not had
shared political or social goals, and this kind of collective, mutual effort toward
integration was not typicaln Northwest Philadelphia, the next most integrated
neighborhood (West Central Germantown) has nearly 20 percentage points fewer white
residents and 20 percentage points more black residents.

East Mount Airy is quite different in many ways, even though most participants
tal ked about “ Weoea single neighborhood avith simifar chatacteristics
throughoutEast and West. The Eastern neighborhood has a very similar appearance in
many parts, including a somewhat suburban sense of open space, relatively clean outdoor
spaces, trees and plants, anédBnosphere similar to many suburbs nearby. However,
the neighborhood also has more housing that is close togé&bepartments and row
home style housin@nd there are a numberways in which the two neighborhoods
differed

While East Mount Airyis about 0.5 square miles smaller, there are close to 5,000
more people. The population densifyEast Mount Airyis nearly twice as higas West,

and about 10% more residents and households were family idenfifieanedian home
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value is the second hight among gay and lesbian popular neighborhoods in the
Northwest, but these were still typically $100,000 less than West Mount Airy. The
median rent in East Mount Airy was not much lower than West, but about 10 percent
fewer people were renters as opposedwners. These two neighborhoods have similar
median income and relatively low poverty rates,grrhapghe mosdistinctcontrast is
t hat East Mount Airy’s population is just

opposed t o Wsmuchnoevem propdriion of black and white residents.

Figure 4 Row Homes in East Mount Airy

In addition to the housing, the Mount Airy neighborhodidshave several areas
with local stores, cafes, restaurants, and other establishments. While some ptticipan
suggested that some of these werefgaydly, there were not always overt signals to

suggest this. Rat her , it seemed to be Co

m
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the area. The stores and establishments here often seemed to be locally rtimarather
chains. Things like a local emp food store, small coffee shops, or local bookstores might
provide these, but in the absence of inside knowledge of the area there was little way to
be sure. Unlike neighborhoods in Center City or even those in teNdetheast and
South Philadelphia, most of the property in the Mount Airy neighborhoodstilas
residential Participants also suggested that Mount Airy and its neighbor Germantown
were especially popular area among lesbians. There is no way to loé suse
quantitatively®, but these neighborhoods showed greater proportions of female residents
in almost every case.

Germantown lies just to the southeast of the Mount Airy neighborhoods, and
closer to the North Philadelphia neighborhoods that weredlpidescribed as socio
economically depressed areas that were not as popular among gays and lesbians. The six
Germantown neighborhoods were again often referred to as a single collective by most of
the people that talked with me. The Germantown areédergs typically showed lower
median income, higher rates of poverty, higher population density, and lower home
values than their neighbors in Mount Airy. Two neighborhoods within Germantown were

somewhat different from the rest, however, and very diftdrem each other.

14 Census estimates of sammex couples were released after the 2010 U.S. Census, but these data only
estimate married coupleBhis may be considered problematic or unreliable considering inconsistencies in
state marriage laws for sarsex couples, failure to capture couples that do not identify as married, and
limitations on estimating gay, lesbian, and queer people who aramnaif@a couple or familyBlack et al.
2007; Gates 2006; Lofquist 2012; U. S. Census Bureau 2BUiBhermore, the Census Bureau estimates
are not geographically coded for block or block group level analysis.
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Figure 5. CeOp Grocery Store in West Mount Airy

West Central Germantown borders on West Mount Airy to the northwest, and the
housing values and median income were slightly higher than its other neighbors. When
traveling northwest altg Germanton Avenue, the major road passage through the area,
West Central Germantown seemmeaaleanddespr ovi de
affluent neighborhoodd he proportion of whites living in West Centaérmantown
was 10 to 20 percent higher thatther Germantown neighborhoods, while the proportion
of black residents was about 25 percent lower. West Central also had a much higher
proportion of Asian residents at nearly 3 percent, as opposed to most others which had
less than 1 percentraveling hrough the neighborhoods | could easily observe the
difference in racial representation in walking traffic. There were far more people of color,

primarily black, outdoors in the Germantown neighborhoods. East Mount Airy had less
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foot traffic overall, buthere were still fewer whites on the street here. Meanwhile, West
Mount Airy had high foot traffic in areas with local stores and restaurants, and the
diversity in skin color and ethnic representas@@mednuch more mixed.

The Penn Knox neighborhood o&fnantown was also somewhat different from
the others, but not in the same ways as West CeRtgah Knox was a much smaller
neighborhood than the other Germantown neighborhoods both in terms of land area and
number of residents, and it was the smallésh@se compared to West Central which
was the largesiVhile the two neighborhoods had a similar population density, and most
of the residents in both were renters as opposed to owners, the housing values in Penn
Knox were much lower, and the proportidiresidents living below the poverty line was

higherhereat over 50 percent.

Figure 6. Residential Corner in Germantown
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Some participants lived in this neighborhood, and others personally knew gays
and | esbians who | i ved gnore deasethahdoumtaAmyt o wn ' s
with some apartment buildings and many row homes being typical. Buildings in various
states of disrepair or possibly abandonment were not uncommnaost of these
neighborhoodsGrates on windows and bars on doors were comm@ermantown,

unlike Mount Airy, especially in the areas closer to the rest of North Philadelphia.

Figure7. Business Fronts along Germantown Avenue

Stores and businesses in Germantown seemed to be primarily located along main
roads through the neighborhood, though there were many corner stores throughout more
residential areas. There were many storefronts, though there were also often abandoned

spacesn a row of shops. Stores often had grates that pulled down over the wircaasy



69

of these buildings when closed. The stores were not large chains or supermarkets, but
rather a mix of local variety shops and services.

Germantown has a ftural history n Philadelphiaand the city has at least made
someefforts to acknowledge and capitalize on this. There are flaggest Central
Germantowrt hat say “Hi stori c-c@eprtmaomt dwrm”i |vaidteld ptl
Backyard.” Ther e i sanonumenh and sufrourgliggutare e ar e a
colonial style buildings including a historical society. These buildings were not like most
of the rest of the neighborhood, however, which was primarily residential housing, some
local businesses on the main streetd, ®me remnants of old industrial buildings. There
were some signs of rehabilitation in parts of Germantown, but these projects appeared to

be few and far between.

Figure 8 Historic Buildings in Germantown
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There was one oth&forthwest neighborhoodhat several participants mentioned
as popular, especially among lesbians, and a few of my participants lived there
Manayunk is farther to the south of the Mount Airy and Germantown areas. Manayunk is
on the southern bor de ntends fothanorthivest; anditisof t he
across a major highway from many more affluent western suburbs. The hatieets,
and population density of Manayunk resemiiast Mount Airy in many ways, though it
is a much smaller neighborhood at about-timiel the land area and with less than half
the population. There are key differences in the population living there, however.
Manayunk is much less racially integrated than West Mount Airy, and unlike the other
Northeast neighborhoods, white residents make stpoper 80 percent of the population
there. While the median income is similar to East Mount Airy and slightly lower than
West Mount Airy, all of these greater than any Germantown neighborhood, the median
rent was just over $1,000 per month. West Centesh@ntown and West Mount Airy
boasted the highest median rents in their areas aiyast¥00 a month in each. This
high rent is in spite of the fact that the median home values are no higher in Manayunk
than East Mount Airy or West Central Germantownrd almost $100,000 less than in
West Mount Airy.Other than faster access to a major highway and slightly easier access
to the Center City downtown area, @y other key difference set this neighborhood
apart from East Mount Airwas a comparablMasa younger population with a median

age of about 31 years and far fewer families in terms of the population or households
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The Near Northeastlorthern Liberties and Fishtown

A few neighborhoods in the Near Northeast area have become quite popular for
dewelopers and urban hipsters in thst several years. Historically, many areas in
Philadelphia, especially along the Delaware River, suffered from the economic declines
that hit the city in the late 30century after a great deal of the manufacturing strgueft
(Adams et al. 1993Neighborhoods in the Near Northeashich were largely populated
by working class familiesyften suffered badly from theconomic decline. Some have
had an economic resurgence in recent years, however, and those closer to the Center City
area have received a great deal of thifarge area of the riverfront in the Near
Northeastwhich used to be home to industrial ietss that left the city decades algas
been developed into a largesortstyle casino. Meanwhile, just a few blocks to the west,
these remain primarily residential neighborhoods with local businesses that are primarily
services for residents.

The closst of these neighborhoods to Center City, Northern Liberties, was
mentioned by many of my participants as a nice, comfortable area in which they lived or
knew of gays and lesbiarghough more often gay merwho lived thereNorthern
Libertiesis just tothe northeast of the Center City distramd bordered on the east by a
major interstate highwaylany of the homes in the Northern Liberties area were
traditional, local rowstyle homes that had the appearancaladércolonial influences,

but they were welmaintainedo an outside observer like me
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Figure9. Traditional Housing in Northern Liberties

The area has been redeveloped a great deal in the recent past, however, and | also
found many homes that did not regae this more traditional appearanBeth old and
new homes had little frontage or green space, with most houses and buildings built right
to the sidewalkThere were several buildings or lots in a state of construction,
rehabilitation, or it was cleah¢y had been recently rebuilt or refurbishecnyl of these
properties have been purchased by local realtors, developers, and independent owners
andnew or improved housing has been built for the growing populatioasing
includes apartments and some style houses. Locals describe the arestids up and
c omi n g, téld nelhatthby perceiveth economically depressadstory,but

trends of commercial feavestment and residential gefitation had become the norm
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Figure 10 Housing Rehabilétion in Northern Liberties

The area is very mixed in terms of a growing commercial presence and a growing
population of young, metropolitan residenftbe neighborhood has a distinctly urban feel
with little open space, few trees, and tightly packeddingjs. There are a number of
newer restaurants, bars, coffee shops, grocery stores, and other establishments. The
culture seems thover between a clean and professional look and a relaxed, casual feel.
Not all parts of the nuep,g’h baonrdh osoodmeh alvoec ablese

with me still describedomep ar t s of the nei ghborhood as (
evident that effort has been put into counteracting urban blight in the neighbddtbod

in terms of local residences as well as shopstaurants, and some outdoor spaces
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Figurell Northern Liberties Mixed Use Buildings

In spite of any casual observations, or the opinions of some participants, the
Census data on Northern Liberties suggests that gentrification has been quisfalicce
here. The population density is somewhat lower in this area than much of the rest of the
city, and the proportion of occupied housing units was only about 84 percent, which is
slightly lower than most other primarily residential neighborhoods | exadaniThis
could be due to turnover or the lag time between housing rehabilitation and occupancy.
However, there was also a lot of land that was not residentially allocated, like local stores
and restaurants along the major streets and the large casintidmed earlier, as well as
some lingering industrial abandonment that could offset these aggregated measures.
Rates of renting and owning homes were almost even, which might also suggest some lag

time between new construction and sales in the wake ofrftpomarket issues
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considering the median housing values here were over $300,000, which was on par with
some of the most affluent neighborhoods in the study.

The recent median income estimate for the neighborhood was between $70,000
and $99,999 per yearhich was higher than almost all of the other neighborhoods
included in the analysis other than a few particularly wealthy neighborhoods in Center
City. The percentage of the population in poverty here was especially low compared to
other neighborhoods polau among gays and lesbians. Thus, those who did live in the
neighborhood were likely to be wealthier. Meanwhile, the population was about evenly
split between family and nonfamily status, but only about 33 percent of households were
family identified. Ths suggests a large proportion of housing units with few families
living in them, possibly living alone, with roommates, or as couples without families.
These measures all support participants’
over the lasseveral years, and that there was a trend towanaidle or upper middle
class population that was interested in living outside the heart of the city, but keeping
access to the urban center of Philadelphia.

Northern Liberties was somewhat racially divers was still primarily white at
about 71 percent of residents, but the 12 percent of black residents was a higher
proportion than most other predominantly white neighborhoods. In addition, Northern
Liberties had one of the highest proportions of Hispaesidents at nearly 10 percent.

This was much more like downtown neighborhoods in Center City than even the other

neighborhood in the Near Northeast that participants sometimes talked about.
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Fishtown is right on the northern border of Northern Libertges/eral
participants mentdamoethi hfgt snef@gagdnot heod®“ up
lesbian residentshough they suggested that the saaonomic changes in this area
were only beginning while those in Northern Liberties were well underway.sstgral
participants mentioned friends or acquaintances who had started moving into Fishtown as
a somewhat more affordable alternative to Northern Liberties. Housing values in
Fishtown were almost half as much, while median rent was close to $700 parasont
opposed to Northern Liberties’”™ $1,350 per
Fishtown covered almost twice the land area, however, and had nearly twice the
population density. The median income was about half as much, while the percentage of
people below the poverty line wasradst double their neighbors to the sodthout 15
percent more of the population and 13 percent more households were family identified in
Fishtown, and the proportion of white residents was close to 87 percent, while only 3
percent of residents were bla@bout 5 percent Hispanic, and just over 2 percent Asian.
Compared to Northern Liberties, Fishtown may beangcoming for gays and lesbians
living in Philadelphia, but it can still be described as much more ofite wiorking class

neighborhood, whichas been more historically characteristic of the Near Northeast.

West PhiladelphiawWest Phillyand University City

West Philadelphia is a largegionof the city to the west of Center City. It is
bounded on the east sidg thhe Schuylkill River. Mjor academic institutionske the
University of Pennsylvania and Drexel University reside on the eastern siceanésh

near the major highways and the river border, right directly across from Centef gy
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portion of the neighborhoacahd the relativgl small residential presencéosest to the
schoolss known as University CityUniversity City is quite different from the other
nearby neighborhoods because of the presence of the institutions there, but there are
several neighborhoods close to Univer€ity. When participants told me about living in
or visiting the area, it was these neighborhdadighose listed in the West region other
than University Cityt hat t hey referenced simply as “ We
neighborhoods fartherwet bef ore hitting the city’”s bor
the southwest, but these were not what my participants meant when they told me about
the area they referred to as West Philly.
University Cityappearedo have more foot traffic from youngemiddleclass
locals. The houses here were frequently row homes, but they were well maintained and
colorful. Local coffee shops and restaurants were common here, and they appeared to be
comfortable and hospitable. There were also other kinds of stestsurants, and
services frequently available, and they created a very inviting atmosphere along several
of the main roads. Unlikmanyother residential neighborhootlexamined there were
some places in University City where markers of gay and lesbésepce were visible.
A few homes had rainbow flags hanging in windows or on porches, and a few businesses

did have small signs or stickers that denoted thegag&iendly.



78

Figure 12. Row Homes in University City

In many ways, West Philly seemsiinilar to the neighborhoods | discussed in the
Northwest especially East and West Mount Aignd parts of Germantowmheliberal
bumper stickers and window signs, visibildlfamilies,racial and economidiversity,
and the presence small,local shops, cafes, and restaurants of various types all gave a
similar feeling to this areeompared with Mount AiryThere were some key differences,
however.

The population density in the West Philly neighborhoods is much higher than the
neighborhoods in thNorthwest. While the population of many neighborhoods is similar,
the land areas are generally much smaller. Homes tend to be mostly row style, though
there are many separated houses, some even with small yards, especially in parts of the

more affluent eighborhoods like Spruce Hill. The median home values here were
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typically much higher than in the Northwest, almost always well above $200,000, except
again in Spruce Hill which was just over $400,000ly Walnut Hill was below this,
with a median home e just under $150,000. Rent in the area was slightly higher than
in the Northwest, though not often by much, but it was still much more affordable than
particularly expensive neighborhoods like Manayunk, those in Center City, and Northern
Liberties in tke Near Northeast. Vacancy was usually fairly low or comparable, which
agreed with participants’ suggestions that

The median income in these neighborhoods was surprisingly low given the value
of homes and rent$he median income in most nalgprhoods was typically $15,000 to
$19,999 on the low end and just $35,000 to $39,999 on the high end, and the proportion
of those living below the poverty line was often quite high. Those neighborhoods with
the highest homealues and rents, highest proportions of those in poverty, and with the
lowest proportions of families in residence, also had the lowest proportion of home
owners, largest proportions of renters, and in one case, the lowest population density by
far. This inusual relationship is most likely because of the presence of the universities
and other institutions in the area, since the neighborhoods with these inverses are
University City and the West Philly neighborhoods closest to it.

A great deal of UniversitZity was built to be nomesidentialAdams et al.

1993) The incredibly low population density but very large overall population is likely
the result bthe large amount of property that is occupied by university buildings,
hospitals, research groups, and businesses serving or affiliated with these institutions.

Large universities will also tend to draw large student populations, as well as many
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visitorsand temporary workers. It seems likely that the large proportion of renters and
supposedly high demand to live in the area, but high home values, can be explained by
the large student population. There may also be those transitioning from lives as
universty students into their careers who remain in the area for some time. The relatively
low median ages in many of the neighborhoods close to University City, often just in the
low to midtwentieswould support these hypotheses. This might also accourtefor t
fairly liberal and LGBTQaccepting population discussed by my participants and
indicated by some physical markers and signs.

West Phillyis also different from the Northwest neighborhoods in théoés not
share the same history with respect to race or class. In the 1960s and 1970s a large black
population concentrated in West Philadelphia, and there was also a great deal of
concentrated poverty in many ar¢aslams et al. 1993)r'he proportion of white
residents was usually only about 40 or 50 percent here, except in Walnut Hill where it
was only about 10 percent. While the black population imtaHill, on the border with
western neighborhoods outside this “bubble
other neighborhoods had much smaller black populations. In Cedar Park and Garden
Court, also near the border with neighborhoods faslest and more historically black
since the 60s and 70s, the proportion of black residentg igrjder 40 percent. In
University City and the closer neighborhoods like Spruce Hill and Woodland Terrace, the
percentage of black residents was only in thege®eanwhile, the percentage of Asian
residents was much higher in University City and the neighboring West Philly

neighborhooddn the last several years, participants in this study mentioned that the area
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had gentrified noticeabjyand they mentionedhat they knew about some conflicts
between local neighborhood residents and younger newcomers or university students

The transition of race and class was sometimes evident mioemgast tavest
Walking from the train station to one interview in WBS&iladelphia, | noticed the
changes traveling from the southwest into University City to the northeast. Houkes
eastern neighborhoods wéageger and appeared to be better maintained on the outside.
Frequently, the houses closer to University Citg haen given what appeared to be
recent paint jobs in bright colorEhe populated open spaces and elegant storefronts |
passed in University City and Spruce Hill were somewhat less common in the rest of
West Philly, though these neighborhoods still hadyr@eople outdoors and were still
reasonably well maintaine@losest to the borders with the rest of West Philadelphia,
fewer buildings appear outwardly to have bkept up orehabilitated, roads and
sidewalks were less well kept, and new, modern stiges disappearedhe area
farther to the weswveredescribed as less safo me

West Philly has some of the demographic markers of racial and even class
diversity, but it has not shared the political and activist history of a neighborhood like
West Mount Airy. Instead, it seenii&ely thatthe universities have had a great deal of
structural influence hersjnce the population there could not easily expand into Center
City but could push out in the other directidime sociceconomic indicators sugsgied a
great deal of local poverty, but observing the neighborhood told a different story. The
proportion ofblack residents remained low closer to University Qg proportion of

renters was very higlandthe typical age of residents in these areé®wsas well While
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some areas with concentrated poverty and many neighborhoods with large black
populations were still described to me in the rest of West Philadelphia, the particular
“West Philly” that most of myesideagetandeerypant s
accepting and comfortable for LGBTQ people wasstlikely quite different, made up of

students and young professionals in ggrsiduate years

South PhiladelphiaEast Passyun&ndPoint Breeze

Several people in this research livedsiouth Philadelphigyut this is a very large
region both in terms of land area and the number of neighborhoods here. Similar to parts
of Northeast Philadelphia, South Philadelphia has been primarily working class families
in residence since the early"2@entury(Adams et al. 1993)The southern and eastern
parts of the area have remained predominantly white, while some neighborhoods closer
to Center Cy have higher levels of integration, and some neighborhoods to the
southwest have a primarily black population. Adams et al. describe a high level of racial
tension and conflict between these neighborhoods throughout the late 1960s, 1970s, and
1980s. Whilesome of that tension is not as pronounced as it was during that time,
participants who lived in the area told me that it still comes up at certain times or in some
contexts.

| was told about two neighborhoods in this area where several partidigadts
East Passyunk, and Point Breeze. While both are in South Philadelphia, and both are
relatively close to Center City, these two neighborhoods are extremely different in many
ways both socially and economically. While East Passyunk has been a neighbwithood

a stable working class population and an influx of many middle or upper middle class
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residents, Point Breeze has seen fewer gains. In spite of being just south of fairly affluent
neighborhoods like Graduate Hospital and Rittenhouse in Center Citysaraer
Broad Street the main nortksouth arterial road through the cityrom East Passyunk,

Point breeze shows many more signs of lingering urban decay with resistance toward

gentrification efforts that echo the racial and economic tensions mredetades.

Figure 13. Housing and Wall Mural in East Passyunk Crossing

The East Passyunk area is largely residential, but not far from the old industrial
and current commercial areas ntar waterfront. It is found a short distance saftthe

Cente City Districton the east side of Broad Street it is within walking distance and
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offers easy public transit the heart of the cityThe area was describ&mimeas much
more affordable than Center City while still offering many of the amenitiegolife.
Open space was sometimes limited, but there were severahaliained parks,
community gardens, and other areas of green space. The housing here still appears to be
of older designs rather than new construction or rehabilitabonmost hmes appear
well-maintained Local foot traffic of mixed diversity was common, and the street
presence of several weédept businesses, corner stores, and trendy restaurants gave the
impression of a comfortable neighborhood.

The neighborhood is one of temaller among those in the area, including those
to the north in Center City. East Passyunk has a very high population density, however.
Among the neighborhoods | examined, it was second only to Rittenhouse in Center City
in terms of densityThe residentsvere primarily white, comprising about 67 percent, and
only about 2.5 percent of the neighborhood residents were black. However, East
Passyunk had very high proportions of Hispanic residents at almost 14 percent, and Asian
residents at almost 15 percehie neighborhood also had the highest proportion of
mixed-race and residents outside these categories at just over 10 percent. While the level
of diversity here was very high, the integration was not among blacks and whites, but
rather whites with other ¢zl and ethnic groups.

About 70 percent of neighborhood residents considered themselves to be in
families, and these families made up almost half of the households in the neighborhood.
The median income estimate for the area was in the range of $40.$49,0600, and

rates of poverty were fairly low with only about 19 percent below the poverty line. While
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this neighborhood was clearly not as affluent as Northern Liberties, for example,
residents seemed to be living fairly comfortably based on thesev@ai@ncy in housing
units was fairly low (only about 9 percent), and the median home value was just over
$200,000. However, in spite of the clear demand for housing and its value, the median
rent of about $650 per month was very low compared with othghibeihoods with

similar measures.

Figure 14. Businesses and Mixede Housing in E. Passyunk

Those who discussed tBast Passyunk in interviewsth me recognized many

of these trendsand therdnas been a growing presence of gays and leshiang wih
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other recent migrant®articipants often mentionegle presencef familiesin South
Philadelphiagenerally butin this areahey also perceived an influx of a younger, more
liberal population in recent yeaiSeveral people mentioned restaurantsfesothops,
anda social atmosphettat they described amy-friendly, or at least accepting of what
theyperceivedas amore visible @y population than in the past.

One participant referred to a strip of
s t r a®rm,cdined by his own circle of friends and acquaintaiheesuse of the
growing number outwardly gafyiendly venues and businesskkanwhile, newspapers
and magazines have recognized the influx of gay and lesbian residents, even referring to
EastRRssyunk as “t h ¢Colleta®00%5 RBeynb 2009 wasotald’that it
provided a spot that people could have a mdexeel time going out for dinner baving
a drink with friends compared to Center Citghile they could find the same level of
comfort or perceived safetpjlong with these, the neighborhood offered the opportunity
for sound property investments, a reasaa cost of living, and short distances to the
established places people wanted to visit easily.

The Point Breeze neighborhood is also located relatively close to the Center City
district, but it ison the west side of Broad Street, just across from FEasgtyunkPoint
Breeze is slightly closer to the Center City area, resting on the southern border of a
Center City neighborhood known as Graduate Hosgitat neighborhood consists
mostly of row homes and small, local stor@sd it has limited amounbof public

outdoorspaceTherewererelativelyfew openareadike parks, though there were
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occasional vacant, overgrown lots next to row homes in spaces that looked like they
ought to be a yard or fit another house in the line.

The housg seemedo befairly dense heréut the population density only about
two-thirds that of East Passyunk. Point Breeze is almost three times as large physically,
yet it does not even have double the population for another highly residential
neighborhoodoclose to CenteCity. Given the popularity of Center City in recent years
with all of the efforts toward urban renewal, this seems like territory that would be in
high demand like East Passyunk. However, it seemed that while homes were often close
together, there wassense of emptiness in many areas just off the main streets through

the neighborhood.

Figure 15. Point Breeze Row Homes
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It was not always clear during my time spent in the neighborhood which housing
units were occupied and which were empty. Spnoperties were in the process of
redevelopment, while others seemed to be vacant or abandtmesgemptyhomes and
lots were often interspersed with other homes on blocks right alongside other homes that
were populatedThis left me to conclude that any abandonment was not concentrated in
just a few isolated parts of the neighborhood. The appearance of many homes was still
quite pleasant, but there was more visible wear and tear, graffiti, and overgrowth on the

homes andbuildings than | found in East Passyunk.

Figure B. Point Breeze Businesses and Church

Participants pointed out that the housing was affordable here. They also, however,
mentioned that they had some concerns about safdtgrame, especially with sigs of

urban blight, like housing or offices in various states of disrepair and intermittent vacant
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lots. While the neighborhood was mostly residential, local offices, small stores, and even
some churches that looked like homes were nestled among thegs Roint Breezelid
not appear to have the kindsafaint street shops, comfortable restaurants, or other signs
of local wealth thapeople discussed with reference to East Passyunk. The typical median
income category in the neighborhood was just $25t6(%29,000. The proportions of
family to nonfamily households and individuals were similar to East Passyunk, and in
spite of the fairly low median income, the proportion of people below the poverty line
was just under 30 percent. While this is almospéfzent higher than East Passyunk, it is
much lower than many neighborhoods in the Northwest or in West Philadelphia. The
median home value of the neighborhood was just over $97,000, however, which was
about $50,000 lower than the other neighborhoodsmaed except the poorest
Germantown neighborhoods. The rent, however, was only about $40 less per month than
in East Passyunk where home values were typically over $200,000. More than half of
these homes were owndalit clearly this did not indicate thaiety carried a lot of value
with them. In addition, the proportion of occupied homes was only 80 percent. This was

the largest proportion of vacant units among the neighborhoods in the study.
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Figure I7. Point Breeze Homes and Vacant Space

Other than homealues and high vacancy, the most stark difference between this
neighborhood, which seemed popular among quite a few gays and lesbians | talked with,
and East Passyunk was the proportion of black and white residents. The population of
Point Breeze was ndg 80 percent black, with only 10 percent being whites. Proportions
of the other major groups were much lower as well, between 4 and 5 percent for Asians
and Hispanics. While this is likely not the case in all South Philadelphia neighborhoods,
Point Breee isone of the neighborhoods closest to neighborhoods in the west and
southwest parts of the city that were highly populated by blacks in the 1960s and 70s, and
where white flight was commonpla¢&dams et al. 1993)r'his might be a key reason
that vacancy was high and home values have remained relatively low in the

neighborhood.
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A few participants who lived there told me that there had been receiatrtens
betweerdevelopersvho had come into the area to purchase and rehabilital@vkeost
properties and the longstanding residents who were concerned about gentrifidegion.
neighborhood residents wemskedto come to meetings, anavis told that thre were
activistcampaigns to impede the progress of asi@ne major developer.yM
participantswvho lived therehowever, werén their twenties and thirtiemnd said that
their ties to the neighborhoatid not runas dee@s many of the families thied near
them. Theyknew about théssuesputnone of them werdirectlyinvolved Theysawthe
conflict as acombinationof racial and class power dynamiedj)ere wealthy developers
were attempting to purchase cheap homes in the area for rehabiligtioh would

drive gentrification and push out poor, primarily black residents.

Figure 18 Housing Rehabilitation in Point Breeze
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In spite of these conflicts, the participants living in the neighborhood felt that it
was safe enough for themnd theysaid they liked the neighborhood/hile these
participants did not see themselveslaseted or hiding their sexuality, they also said
that theyoften had no way to know if their neighbors knew about their sexual identity at
all. They did not describe thresexuality particularly visible, nor did they perceive a
visible presence of gays or lesbians in the form of local businesses or social gathering
places like in East Passyunk. Traigt notdescribeP oi nt Br eeze a parti cl
“gayfriendly”  nhborhgodn those words. Rather, they ofteiitfes ifthey had as
much anonymity as they wantashich allowed them to avoid conflict or perhaps pass
based on the assumptions of neighbblsanwhile, the proximity of Point Breeze to
Cent er Ci sandelatieem Bbaral atmosphere seemed to be an attractive
quality to these participants, especially given its affordability.
A few participants lived close to these neighborhoods, but in other areas in South

Philadelphia, while some others simply lnthe area well enough to talk about it
generally. The rest of South Philadelphia was not viewed the same way as Point Breeze
or East Passyunk. Some locals felt that they were accepted in their neighborhoods
because of a family history there, or they kriew to pass because of their roots there,
others did not feel that the rest of South Philadelphia was very accepting. While the
popularity of East Passyunk and Point Breeze with gays and lesbians sé@awves to
grown, it is unclear if other neighborhoodath wer e per cei ved as mor

“family occupied, or working class will r
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Center City RittenhousgGraduate Hospital, Old City, and More

Several of my participantsnostly more affluentjved in Center Cityor in nearby
neighborhoodshatborderedn or overlapped withhe Center City District and which
they and many other partici p@emtercityssithempl y r e
“downtown” area in Philadel phiagenciexccupi ed
restaurants, bars, businesses, and artistic outlets. Broad Street, the main road running
North and South through Center City is also known as the Avenue of the Arts, and a great
deal of urban renewal effort has been invested by the city iardgs New signs, street
maintenance, decorative lighting, and an advertising campaign are just a few of the key
tools the city has used to draw reinvestment to the area.

The Center City-scotorditrect ed smanthgiirpalat @ul
opeites with regard to promoting and improving a particular region of th¢Gatyter
City District 2012) In a 2012 planning report, the district described their mission.

The mission of the Center City District (CCD) is to provide a clean, safe,

well-managed downtown so that Philadelphia can successfully compete as

an attracwe location for business, education and heedite institutions,

for tourism, arts and entertainment, dining and shopping and as the fastest
growing residential area in the city.

Those who discussed the area generally described it in this way: cleanatdgsafe,

and as an attractive location. Many participants worked in this part of the city, even if
they did not live there. It was a common social destination. Center City was considered to
be a friendly and accepting area for nearly anybody. The fiages, skin colors, fashion
styles, and the sheer volume of different people in this area each day would likely give

rise to this feeling.
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Even among those who did not live in Center City, all of the participants who
talked about itwhich was nearly evgbody- felt that it was a good neighborhood to
visit for gays and lesbians. They expressed few concerns about their gender presentation
in the area, about their level of masculinity or femininity, or about whether or not others
might perceive them to lgay, lesbian, or queer. Whether in many of the restaurants,
bars, or even in open areas like parks and museums, very few participants expressed
much concern.

Housing in Center City is expensive, however, and among my participants only a
few actually livedn these neighborhoods. All of them lived in apartments or apartment
style condominium units, and they were aware that they paid for far less space than they
could have if they lived outside of the Center City area. As long as they could afford the
cost d living there, then they felt that the amenities were worth the cost. Relatively easy
access to public transportation, easy work commutes, and ready access to social gathering
places were among the top reasons they listed to live so close to the tisautiof
Typical residents earned well, however, with median income categories of $45,000 to
$49,999 per year in the lowest income neighborhoods like Logan Square and Center City
East, and medians of $75,000 to $99,999 in the highest income neighbdik@ods

Society Hill and Old City.
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Figure 19. Rittenhouse Square Park and Apartment Buildings

Rittenhouse was one of the more popular neighborhoods mentioned by my
participants. Some participants mentioned Old City@ratluate Hospitads well, but
generally speaking, they referred to all of the neighborhoods in Center City as viable
residential options. Population density was high in most of these neighborhoods, except
when neighborhoods had a great deal of businesses, governmeht, dreather
institutional buildings. Rittenhouse had the highest overall population and population
density of any of the neighborhoods | examiriRdcial diversity was greater in most of
these neighborhoods, though all except for one were still mostlg with between 50
and 76 percent white populations. Society Hillyealther neighborhood, had a higher
proportion of whites than was typical at about 86 percent. Black residents were more

common in neighborhoods farther to the south like Hawthorne aadu@te Hospital,
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which were each about ottleird black. Only Center City East was majority black, which
may be in part because it is a small neighborhood on the border of North Philadelphia, a
predominantly black region of the city, or simply becauserttighborhood was not
mostly white. The Asian population was quite large in the most central neighborhoods,
but it was especially high at nearly 27 percent in Center City East. This is due to the
presence of the city’s Chlinatown district

Home valuesnd rentsvere unsurprisingly quite high in most Center City

neighborhoods-domes were typically valued at over $300,000, again except for in
Center City East where they were closer to $250,000. Society Hill, Rittenhouse, and Old
City werethe three most wellalued neighborhoods, with home values around $600,000
in Society Hill, and around $500,000 in the other two. Rent was generally close to $1,000
in most neighborhoods, and renters were most prominent in Rittenhouse, Washington
Square Wst, Logan Square, and Center City East, comprising about 70 to 80 percent of
housing unitsThe family population and household proportions were often lower than
other neighborhoods | examined, but they were still between one and two thirds of
householdsn the regionMost neighborhoods were almost evenly gesdeted, except
that Logan Square was nearly 57 percent female, and Center City East was almost 60

percent male, thought it us unclear why this might be the case.
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Figure 20. Row Homes in Northerntienhouse

While popular with most peopleagicipantsdid not viewall Center City
neighborhoodsas particularly gay or lesbidocused Most of the aresin Center City
seemedeasonablyanonymousor somewhat more socially liberalue to the large
number of people traveling through on a daily baBisere was nothing to suggest that
any particular part of Center City “belong
with the exception of Washington Square Wesis centrallylocated neighborhood

better known by locals@&hi | adel phi a’s “Gayborhood.” The
by every participant to one degree or anot
and clubs, several LGBTQ related community organizations, and a varietyes atl

businesses that mark their doors and windows with things like rainbow stickers to

identify their acceptance.
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Figure 21 Rental Housing iWashington Square West

This part of Center City was once described as one of the primary gay enclaves
bothsocially and residentially, but only one of my participants still lived in that
neighborhoodDemographically, my neighborhood profiles do not suggest that

Washington Square West’'s housing or reside
neighborhods. Thetypical home valuesind rentwere on the high end, as was the

population dasity. The median income was on the lower end of the area, and the

percentage of the population below the poverty line was higher than any other Center

City neighborhood. Oterwise, Washington Square West resembled other popular
neighborhoods like Rittenhouse, Logan Square, and Graduate Hospital.

Participants suggest that it is no longer a residential option for many gays and

lesbians because of the high cobtsst partici@nts lived in other neighborhoods, but
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traveled to the Gayborhood if necessa¥hile there is housing in the area, | was told
thatmost preferred to live intherneighborhoods even among thos€enter City.Still,
it stands out as a public and visible neighborhood in a central location to the city that is
characterized by its affiliation with the LGBTQ communBgcause of its significance
and symbolism among gays and lesbians, | discussythbolism and maning of the

“ Gay b o sdparatety and in greater depth in the next chapter
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CHAPTER 3

THE PHI L ADELYBEHORHO@GED LGBTQ COMMUNITY
Sexual space is not restricted to marketplace institutions that are organized
to coordinate searches and transaiefficiently (e.g., bars, dance clubs).
Space in more diffuse relational markets may also be constructed as a site
for partnering activity... In short, when space is collectively defined as
sexual, it improves market coordination because it signalsyjhe of

partner, sexual activities, and possible relationships that one can expect to
find there.- Edward Laumann (2004)

The Philadelphia Gayborhood

In no place in the City of Philadelphild it seem more obvious that there is a
visible presence of thesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer community than in
thePhi |l adel phi a “ Gay b orefarredtalby this name bly thescityc o me
government, by tourists, by residents, and by every one of the people | interviewed. It is
located in th@Vashington Square West neighborhood, but only a few of the people that
spoke with me referred to it this way and only ever as a footnote to their discligston.
other Center City neighborhoods, Washington Square West was a mixture of residential
space irsome buildings as well as businesses, restaurants, services, and community
organizations. The streets heverefairly clean, the buildingsvere well maintained, and
there was great deal of foot traffic including all different kinds of people.

The Gaylerhoodwasnot simply acknowledged by the city as a place in which

gays and lesbians gather, but it has beeemingly embracdaly the public at large

Phil adel phia’s official website for touris

t

0

otherswhomighbe i nterested with the sl ogan, “Get

ni ght | (PHiladelghia @fficial Visitor Site 2014Thecity and the Center City
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District councilhave attemptetb pair the historical draw of Philadelphia with the visible

presence of the gay community.

Figure 22 Event Flag#\re Displayed Openlpna Gayborhood Street

This did not simply mark the Gayborhood as a territory for gays and lestnans
gather, in the way that Laumann described at the start of this chAfbilié that does
happen theret is more than thafhis neighborhoodcts as a clear indicator to all
people, regardless of their sexual identity, thate is a community of gayand lesbians
in Philadelphia, anthis community has a place in the city. Tb@ildbe viewed as a
sign of cultural acceptance, but it is not without reciprocation since the city is has clearly

framed their presentation around the tourism industry.
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Figure 23 Philadelphia Gayborhood Advertising Map.

In theirmap of the Center City District, the Citys g 0 v depicsthe n t
Gayborhood as the region bounded between Chestnut Street and Pine Street on the North
and South, and between™$treet and BrahStreet on theast andvest. The
organizations responsible for promoting tourism in Philadelphia pelolisformation on
brochures dir eceftriinegn dvliiys’i tboarrss ,t or e“sgtaayur ant s,
several of the key locations they depas well as many references by participants,chote
that there are many places nearby that they still consider a part of the Gayborhood even
though theydl outside these boundariesffifation with the LGBTQ communityseems
to supersede geographicat&ion for these purposes.

“On behalf of the Phil adel
il

phia Gay Tour
to our t own. We’' re thr d

e you’ ve chos
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Love and Sisterly Affection.’ This map
starting point for pur exploration of a truly amazing city. Detailed

information about gayriendly restaurants, stores, hotels, attractions and

more can be found on both the Greater Philadelphia Tourism Marketing

Corporation (GPTMC) and Center City District (CCD) websites:

visitphilly.com and centercityphia.org. The GPTMC also has a great blog,

uwi shunu. com, packed with insider tips
i n Phi | ¢HiladelphiaGay Tdurism Caucus 2014)

They then direct you to “ L cedkrodgooutthisarea r ai n
many establishments thatickers in their windows, and even the street signs have been

altered to have a strip of rainbeselored pattern across the bottom of the street names.

-—
Figure 24 Rainbow Marked Street Signs in the Gaytmard
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All of this built uponthe narrativeof a unified, cohesive community similar
people that occupy t hilhetepitary lias bedn phtydically ci t vy’ s
marked to indicate that the LGBTQ community can be found here, and that it (at least
symbol i caeéd y?) o Tlelity lmaangtitutionally reinforcedhis by not only
placing the physical markers and posting infation agreeing with such an assessment,
but also by creating offices like the Philadelphia Gay Tourism Caucus and an office of
LGBT Affairs under the mayor to help facilitate a relationship with ¢bimmunity

The need for neighborhoods and sociaksgan which gays and lesbians could
feel safer, feel more comfortable, and connect socially and politically with atlasrsot
new. Activists and organizers have had meeting spaces and offices for many years.
Nightclubs, bars, bookstores, and other shap® catered to queelientele for decades.
Largeannuaé vent s | i ke Ptestivalandl Equaity Foeuin dravéyethed e
many LGBTQ people in the cityVhatwasnewer, howevenyvasthe degree of public
recognition and acceptance that the dppialitical, and geographicalyepresented
community here has reeed. Unlike the neighborhoods and communities located in
earlier research, the Gayborhasdsnot just the result of the de facto concentration of
gays and lesbians. The Gayborhood ind&alphia hd institutionalrecognitionto
reinforce the idea that it will still be there, evenhyfothetically the gays and lesbians
are not Physical proximitywasno longer required in order to sustain the LGBTQ

community here, because the marked bounded territorgoulddo the job.
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Figure 25  Wo oGayBarsn Philadelphia Marked with Rainbow Flags

The maps, stickers, brochures, street signs, and even government representation
that mark the LGBTQ presence bdrave all become a part@ferydy life in
Philadelphia. The City of Philadelphia, the GPTMC, and the Center City District have
picked upon and reproduced a particulscourse fordentifying andmarketing this area
in the city. ltwassymbolically tied to gay and lesbian identities and to the LGBTQ
community. This does not tell us how the gays and lesbians who live in Philadelphia
thoughtabout the Gayborhood, howevEitst we must understand how these groups
conceptualizé the symbak or ambient ommunity in Philadelphia. Thenchnexplain
how theGayborhoodactedas a symbobf this community to convey the idea of a

present, available marketplace for gays and lesbians in Philadelphia
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The LGBTQ “Umbrell a” Community

The LGBTQ commuity — also frequently referred to as the gay community, the
gay and lesbian community, or the LGBT communitgpresents as what | refer to as an
“umbrell a”commessenwce, this community was
people who identifiedhsssomething other than strictly heterosexual or straight, as well as
those with atypical gender identities and presentatiémghermore, this communityas
notviewed just a local phenomenonwiasalso described as a community that exists in
conceptwithout being tied to a particular geograpfe story of the Gayborhood, the
story of the LGBTQ community, and conceptualized gay and lesbian identities are all
intertwined with each othetdnderstanding stories about the Gayborhood requires that
we understad how people construetithe umbrella community and confldtenis
symbol with the Gayborhood as a marketplace for opportunities

Within the Gayborhood, participants implied that ttstémdardexpectation was
that places like bars, restaurants, orgarmna, and businesses would not to have an issue
with patronswho might be identified or perceived as gay or lesbiRarticipants felt that
the simple fact that a place was located within this neighborhood meant that it would not
exclude people or tredtem unfairly based on their minority sexual identity. Entering
into one of these spaces meant people could find dtetrshared a marginalized sexual
identity or were at least accepting of those identities

Participants perceived othessth non-hetersexual identities or desires as pafrt
the LGBTQ" u mbr el | a”, and anmost allrofi the participants perceived

themselves alsaving some connection o While | spoke primarily to gays and lesbians,
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they viewed the Gayborhood as a place conneotetbte than just those two identities.
Even those who preferred more radical politics or avoiding gay and lesbian identity labels
still used this community as their baseline of comparissnve know, gay and lesbian
identities were formed in part by theti@ism of this community, defining each at least in
part by the otheDescriptions ofthe o mmu ni t y ' dgncludedpalitical a n c e
activism, support networks, and social activity. There wasnamimougefinition,
however, for exactly what the communibund herewas, or exactly who was included.

Sylviawas a 38yearold Latina woman living in the area around East Passyunk
in South Philadelphia. She did not want to live very far from Center City or the
Gayborhood, which was important to her because she worked there every day and
socialized there frequently. She was very involved with social and political activism,
especialy among racial minority groups within the LGBTQ commun8ylvia worked
in a leadership role as a directorooie of the larger LGBTQ activist groups in
Philadelphiawhich focused on providing support and services for LGBTQ people of
color.

We met for arr interview at her workplace in the Gayborhpathich was well
kept and professionand walked nearby to a coffee shop. She was very interested in
discussing the community, and she had no issues talking ladosexual identity, her
work, or even aspéx of her personal lifés in this public place. She told me about how
shared experiences helped to define this commimitiyer.

|l would say it’s wundef i nabahging,adt most .

clearly bounded community of folks who have tbanection of kind of

being other. ... For me when | think about the LGBT community | am
thinking about it in the broadest sense of just this vibrant, complex,
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beautiful, energetic, troubled, complex, sometimes sad and down and out
community.

The communitys made up of many members, however, and not everybody has
the same experiencesidentifies the same wafylviaacknowledged that as she talked
to me, but she emphasized that the bond i®nigtaboutan identity or a label but also
an experience.

Wha we have in common is that we’'re

who could technically walk through this world and pass, at some point has

probably been discriminated against because of who he loves, or who he
has sex with, or wlimabbondemesto tlzat persoa,c t e d

whet her or not there’ s anything el se

LGBT community is undefinable otherness that helps us feel a sense of
unity in that dherness.

t he

t o,
W e

| refer to this shared a&’enwlernft tien knign gt ahlec

metaphor for something that all members can stand beneath together. To extend this
met aphor, the “rain” that this umbrell a
social oppression th&ylviadescribed to me.

The commurty that Sylvia is talking about is a generalized symhbolveverjn

that it is rooted in assumptions about experiences and identities without specific

he

knowl edge of each ot hdrPhiadelptiauhowevey, thisne mber ' s

symbolic or ambient comumity is represented geographically by the Gayborhdbib
particular place in the city communicates by its presence or the simple act of being in it
that the community exists, that you are in it, and that you will gain the benefits and
opportunities acaalingly.

| met Rick atthe condominiumhe shared with his partnegr Center City. They

lived in a multistory building in the northwestern outskirts of the Rittenhouse
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neighborhood. He was 5#&arsold, white, and identified as gay. Rick told me that he
would have preferred to live closer Rittenhouse Square Park, wheeeused to live.

Hi s partner’s apartment was | arger, howeve
financial incentive to live a little farther away from his ideal part of his neididonl
outweighed his desire to stay more centtakas also a slightly easier commute for him
to his job as a therapist for young people in the suburbs west of the city.

Rick had been married to a woman earlier in life, and he had childrem o
sav regularly. Since he came to identdg gay later in life and had a large transition to
make, he considered his interaction with the LGBTQ community a great deal. He had a
more straightforward definition of this communityut knew it would not work equally
well for everyone with a minority sexual identity

| think | draw a reference immediately to part of theBIGcommunity

that's visible and organized. Acknowledgingtttieere's a large part of the

LGB community that that doesn't define or captutevould imagine that

there's a significant part in any LGBT community, including the one here

in Philadelphia, that self identifies as gay, who's not formally organized or

is not part of any formal group in Philadelphia and probably feels no less

of the LGBT canmunity than somebody who maybe is going to maybe

every event in thgcommunity center]or is participating in afEquality
Forum, or Natioal ComingOut Day, or whatever is going on in the city.

His relationship with the gay community changed ovelytaes for him. He
identified more with this visible, active community in the lastplhe lived before
Philadelphia. He had said that many of his connections in the community now were due
to his affluent partner’ s puhhefelatimetdiffereacei ¢ wo
was more tied to a change in the stage of his life as a gay man
Yeah, | felt a little bit more connected with the gay communityrig last

city], maybe because it had to do a lot with the fact that when [therg]
| was just oming out, andind of used the gay community as an anchor
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and relied on it socially more. | think now that I'm comfortably out and

older, much older, | don't find myself attracted to many of the activities
that the LGBT community here in Philadelphia spans.

| met Gregory, a white, gay man,has onebedroom apartment in a tall building
just north of Cente€City in theLogan Squar@eighborhoodThis was closer to some of
the museums, and just slightly more spread out than buildings a few blockstutie
He has been livingn the apartmerds a single persdor a few years now, arat 47
yearsold, he still liked itthere He had close proximity to the amenities of Center City,
and the opportunity to visit the Gayborhood if he wanted to do sbebaris not
required to be around it all of the tintée could also easily commute to his job as a
social worker, which was at a hospitatther north in the city.

He told me abouhow visible makers and visible sexualiserved as a clear
indicator tohim of a placevheregays couldeel comfortableEven though he did not
want to live there, it was important for him to be able to find some things in the city.

For exanple, being on 12th 8eet[in the Gayborhoodand just seeing the

plethora of rainbowilags, and the coffee houses, and the sports clubs with

the rainbow emblems on the windows. Nearby bathhouses and suth. Or
remember traveling to Montreal and it seemed, ligeddenly I'm on

Catherine stregaind there's an abundance of adult book stares leather

shops and bath houses that are out in the opénch is pretty cool when
you think about it. Definitely a sanctuary of sorts for gay people.

Gregory’s def i ni mdredoroadlyHowelven easoat treanusn i t y
to these types ofl@acesor markersHe also felt that what mattered was a generalized
sense of shared political ideology and support around civil rights idsutehjs process
did not require that he go to a specific place or participate in a particular group activity
What does [the community] mean to me? What immediately comes to

mind is rights. Like for me it's the upcoming election, it's um... Who has
my back... For me that's more pertinent than going down to the
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[Gayborhood].. What breaks my sense of apathy with ¢fag community
is just there are people in this country who will do everything humanly
possible to try to prevent me from having the very same rights as other
people in this country have, yet seem to have no problems taxing me and
holding me up to the lawnievery other way.But for me, it's just, yea, it's
more about going onlineand being educate&nd being in touch with
what is going on in this countrand what the far right is trying to do to
strip me of my, what | consider to be mgalienablerights. That's what
community means to me.

Rubywas somewhat more invested in the places in the Gaybor8bedias a
29%-yearold, AfricanrAmericanwoman living by herself in her honagound the border of
Point Breeze and Graduate Hospitéhhe heldamasters degr ee and wor ked
universityas a director of a program for studer@be was single at the time of the
interview, though she had been in a ldagn relationship just a few months prior. She
described herself as a queer woman and noted she atbthesterm gay. While she said
that she described herself as a lesbian in the past, she preferred the flexibility of the term
gueer as opposed to the cultural and pol it
Rubytold me about heactiveparticipation in the LGBTQ community in
Philadelphiaand places were important to her st@ke volunteered for multiple
organizations and helped organize community events, espeethtbyigh not exclusively
—for lesbian and queer women. In our discusstmrscitedthe names of particular men
and women active in the LGBTQ community, often because she knewrtbrarthese
groups and meetingBased on her level of involvement with events and organizations,
she would be considered a part of the LGBTQ comtguShe agreed that, at least at
certain times, she felt that way.
Ruby also liked to socialize more casually, and did this frequently at places in the

GayborhoodShe knew that she could awtt with other people or feel comfortaifle
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she went taneethgs or social spots in this particular neighborhood. These did not always
have to be just for other black, lesbian, or queer women for her to get that.feeling

So | go to meetings to actually connect with people. ... The meetings are
usually held at [th& GBT community center], so | go there. Sometimes |

also go to happy hours. ... Sometimes | like to just go dance. ... I'll go to
[the gay male bar], | love [the gay bar]. | keep trying to tell lesbians [the
gay bar] is cool again. Obviously, [it] is not @awnen’ s bar , but it

al ways done a good job of being a fai
renovaed it ... and it's kind of fun.

This is not simply a story about shared identity and community. While therse
bothclearly importanin these definitiongt is also a story about shared space. A part of
the power underlying the unified, symbolic community of gays and lesbians in
Philadelphia was that everybody knew where to find them. Knowing that they were in
this place meant that participants were awaa¢ there was a marketplace for them, and
that they could find opportunities for socializing, meeting people, inclusion, comfort,
support, and so on.

Dianne was avhite woman with a stable, professional cameean attorney. She
met with mewith me earlyin my research process. | traveled to meet her at her
workplace located in a suburb to the south of Philadelphia. Dianne wasa&56ld at
the time of the interview, and she now identified as a lesbian, though spechamdisly
been married to a man triwhom she had two children. She hiebrced her husband,
and sheremarriedwither current wife. They were the p
two children from her previous marriage.

She emphasized to me that she didaoohe toidentify as a lesbigror even think
she mightuntil after she had already married her previous husband and had cHitueen

felt that shéhadcome out late in life compared to other lesbians. After this change, she
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tried to become more engaged with L@BTQ community however she could. Sted
her wifeenjoyed traveling to Philadelphia frequentlyoirder to engage theommunity

that they knewvthey could findthere.

I guess the safety in numbers factor. I
| guess that @& uncomfortable being out and it's just easier to be out when
you see tons of oybf the closetjpeopl e around you.. | gue

safety in numbers but also comfort and support

Dianne and Ruby both describedarative where the Gayborhood proviged
marketplaceandwherebeing around other gays and lesbians means that people would
automatically have access to others they saw as similar to them and a sense of comfort or
belonging | asked Dianne why she focused on goinglaxes likehe Gayborhoodnd
other primariy gay or lesbian occupiespacespecifically. She told me about the
benefitsshefoundi n proxi mity to people she saw as *
| like gay people. | like hanging out with gay people. | feel comfortable

around gay people... Weogand find the gay bar. You just feel better.
You' rjust more comfortabletheréhey’ re your peopl e, you

This does not mean that there were no concerns. Dianne still badltaé some
risksin the LGBTQ community or in places like the Gaybonthd®hetold me that she
worried that comingut as a lesbian later in life, after having been married to a man and
having two childrenShe explained that her interactions within the LGBTQ community
in Philadelphia have been generally positive.

| think it's been pretty positive. | was kind of worried about being a late

bloomer that | would get sonfiak for that, but not really. People have

been pretty- women at least have been pretty accepting of that. It's
apparently dot more common than | thought.

This might initially seem like the kind of risk assessment that goes along with a

narrative of assimilation, but it is not. As Dianne goes on to note, she thought about this
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initially, but came to understand that continuous consideration of how sexuztliden
would be influential here was unnecessary. Once she was in the right place and with the
right community, she was able to put these concerns to rest.
|l guess | kind of expected a | ot of f
community] so late and basity taking advantage of all of that, you
know, hetero normalcy privilege for as long as | did. And then wanting to

feel safe coming out, | expected to hear a lot of that. But | haven't. So
that's all | meant. That they've bemore accepting than | expecdt

The ability to interact with others who would not hold her sexual identity against
her was a key factor in her interest in being a part of this larger commimgyimbrella
community and the visible marketplace in cases like these helped to piwvide
consistent expectation of homogeneity on the basis of sexual identity. Continuous work
to determine if sexual identity was going to create social distance or act as a barrier was
notalwaysrequired. When the Gayborhood acted an articulation of thealliab
community, once a person was in the right place to understand they were under the
umbrella, the work was don€&his was often easier for the gay men, especially white gay
men, than the lesbians, however. Many of the gay men felt that once thegislaekfi
putting in their time in these places, they could disengage with the places and activities
while remaining a part of the community. Lesbians across age groups often put in the

work to find places and activities to remain engaged with this umbatiancinity.

Strain at thdntersection®f the Umbrella
The Gayborhooavas described as a relatively comfortable place for anyone
regardless of sexual identity. Unlike the rest of Center city, the Gayborhood was often

described as comfortable becaus¢éhefknowledge that the LGBTQ umbrella
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communitywaspresent theréAs long as participants felt that they were sufficiently a
part of the umbrella community, then the Gayborhood worked as a markefpiaceias
often only true on the basis of sexual idgnthowever, and it was a view that does not
necessarily take into account identities other than those related to sexarabiyg hose
who did not feel they always completadientified as a part of the umbrella community,
the narrative of the marketgla was strained. People did not see the same kinds of
opportunitiesavailable to them

Earlier, Rick recognized that what we view as the LGBTQ community was based
on something that was visible and active, but not likely to represent everyone whose
sexualidentity was affiliated. He said that he had withdrawn from many of these
activities, but still felt like he was a part of the community.

| think what makes me feel part of the community is being openly gay and

living in the city, and | feel part of theamnmunity that way, and | would
imagine other people have a common experience.

Justidentifying as gay, being out of the closet, and liMn the area was enough
for Rick to personally feel that he was still a part of the community, even wheoule
notfind groups or activities to participate ifihis was not truéor others, howevelEven
Gregory, another white gay man, told me
to tell me that political activism for gay rights and unified political supwere an
important foundation of this shared community

The narrative of unity within the community and shared pla@sspowerfulbut
it did not apply universally to all people or in aficial or spatial context®eople did not
always feel likethg b e |l o n g e dplacepeveh & they adeptket the same

identities that were represent&Ylvia, who described the complex but shared sense of

t
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otherness in the aamunity, added a thenté coexistingwith difference to her earlier

story.
| feel like o say we have things in common just because we are LGBT |
think sometimes does a disservice, bece
saying America is a melting pot. Wh a t
sqgui shed together andnowewéeree adll ther yse
different.

Urban spacearenot just places where typical themes of patriarchy, white
privilege, and racial division play out within the LGBTQ community, but also places
where people understand their gendered or racial experiences wightotimunity.
Many participants noted that neither the Gayborhood nor the broader LGBTQ community
was representative efzeryonavho might claima marginalized sexual identityhese
groupsstill often found value in having that neighborhood in the city and in having that
community represented, as we reviewed in the previous section. This is why | say that
mar ket pl ace narratives becobreek “strained,”
| spoke with Macus,a 58-yearold man who identified himself to me atack
and gay. He worked steady jolin the city governmentn Center Cityand hdived in
Germantowrwith his sisterHe feltthathe had a comfortable horbeth in terms of the
place itself as wéhs the area where he was livitde lived near where hgrew up in
Philadelfiawhen we talkedthough he had lived in other cities and states dwantier
periods otis adultlife. He returné to Philadelphia because of he knew the city, and
becausée felt that he needed to be closer to his family agerstill spent some social

time with friends, but most of his time was split between his job, higyfaamd his

activities with docal churchhe found to be accepting and affirming
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Several timesluring our interview, Marcus reiterated his philosophy that
people in his life simply needed to accept him for who he was, because he did not have
any desiré¢o managdimselfdifferently around their needsie discussed his experiences
after coming ait in the early 1970s, experiencing the AIDS crisis, and living as an out
gay man since then.

The LGBT community is still somewhat divided, because you have your

gay men here, and your lesbians, bisexuals, transgenders oveNeznes

ago we all partiedogether, then everybody went our separate ways. It

needed to come more together tearing down the wadsople who were

considered flamboyant, people who were considered butch, who were old

and young. We' re all peopl ewth&We had to

LGBT community fought to give a lot of services to people with HIV.
They had to figh Put them together.

The politics of the past had a great deal of influence on the formation of the
LGBTQ community and on gay and lesbian identitiesto8ay.e i n' s descri pti o
gay and lesbian mixing i@ity of Brotherly and Sisterly Lové€2004)explainsthat
criminalized or pathologized homosexuality encouraged homosexual men and t@omen
rely upon each other to maintain an appearance of heterogeneity in social ldgaces.
work describes, for example, known establishmanihiladelphiavhere homosexual
men and women would gather to dance with sgemaer partners, but if the police
arrived they could quickly pair up with a person of another gender td &gal or social
persecutionWhile many groups of gay men and lesbian women lived very sepkaifye
lives during the 1970s, they depended upon shared spaces in Philadélplipdike
theseneeded to come together during times like the civil rights movement, the AIDS
crisis, and more recently against battles fought over things like misitaxyce and same

sex marriageThese community alliances are contextual, however
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Carlosrecognized strain between gay men and lesbians in the years after the
AIDS crisis. Hewas a 43yearold, gay man living in the East Passyunk area of South
PhiladelphiaWe metto talkat his office which waspart of a health care organization
located Bghtly closer toCenter City than where he lived at the timd&ast Passyunkie
worked as a therapist here, as well as managing other responsibilities for the
organizationHe also identified as Black and Puerto Rican, giving both of these identities
equalimportance, though he only incorporated his identity as Black after moving to the
mainland

Carlos grew up in Puerto Rico, but came to college in Pennsylvania at the age of
18. During his college education in the 1980s he began to participate in gaglaiad |
community activism, and he described himself as a feminist. He explained that the
division in the past still lingeredn t oday’ s. mar ket pl aces

You know.. many of the gay men that | know have no close female

friends..So t hey’ r e u niatelaindebt wefare to feminismn t r

for where we are right now. .. Il n fact

rallied around us and took care of us throughout the AIDS epidemic. And

we haven’t been as g.rVaetheafvueln 'k a cbke.e nY oaus

gratefd to women as they have been to us, and as thoughtful as they have
been about us.

Some of the younger participants also had more recent expeneitites
separation by gendeiithin the LGBTQ communityVictoria was28 yeass old, and she
had livedin Philadelphia for several years before moving to a more rural area in
Pennsylvania just a few months priorour interview She identified herself asahite
lesbian, but told me that she sometimes found the‘tefme s limitingrfor her because
of its political ties. She enjoyed engaging in feminist and queer activism that taakl to

attention taand bridge gender and racial divides. She laédpedto organizdesbian
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w 0 me sotiadevents in Philadelphjahough she sometimes had difficulty sdhing
this while also working a job i.n marketing

Aswe were talking about the reasons she continued to visit Philadelphia
frequentlyeven after movingshe told me about the kindsle§bian placeand events
she helpedo found in the city. Be pointed outo mehow difficult it was for these events
and the women at them to get noti owerd compa
viewed by the community as more inclusive of both men and women.

It took us about a yeaand a half to even get noticedegitimized— by

any of t he publications t oo, whi ch W &
understand either. | f It were a men’ s
covered automati cal | yDo ydukrow thefirst oul dn’ t
time that we got photographers to come out? It was the worst failure we

ever had. We tried to throw a men’s par
party because the men’s community is al
And we were like, why not? We could dot ! We coul dn’t. We

Someone told us you won’'t be able to d
hired all the boys that worked at [the gay male bar] to be dancers. Nobody

came, but all the photographers came from all the publications that cater to

the LGBT communi ty. So here they-are where
six-hundred women on any other party night, and here they are for an

empty party venue for men. So... it took them to even notice us, and even

still to this day [the major publication] comesacenevery six months. ...

l'ts driven by what i1it’s driven by. And

Thestories that strained the narrative of a unified marketplezenot just about
w 0 me difficalt time with visibility or acknowledgement. Lesbians and gay men still
often occupied different physical spac@sby, the28-yearold black lesbianvho
someti mes enjoyed ¢iwldmeghathad notbeethe gageyuntimen’ s b
recently She sometimes participated igay male space with an inclusive atmosphere
butshe told me that prior to its renovatiand a change in atmospheneany lesbians

avoidedthe bar she discussed earliefavor of alesbianplace



120
[The gay barlwas turning into a dive bar, but women already have a dive
bar. ... It was the men's diverband women had their dive bar across the

street. So women just aren't going there. ... | think honestly [the gay bar]
just got a little too gay. ... Women just stoppeihg.

Unless it offered something that they could not find elsewlaenew kind of
marketplacewo men often found Il ittle interest in
spaces. This seemingly casual gender separation was usually taken for gramgsd in
me n’ smaywa me n’ s nrherntala participangs.infrequently viewed this
separation as problematic, but female participants expressed issues with this arrangement
about half the time. Theeparation along gender lines vgasnetimes an issue, but it was
not the major problem women discussé€demajorproblem was theomparativdack of
space available to woméor lesbian places

At the time | interviewedEmily, a whitewoman in her twentieshe was living in
Manayunk in a rented house with two roommagte enjoyed going into Center City
with her lesbian friend® socialize and have fun, biliere was just one lesbian bar in the
Gayborhood. While it was typically viewed as a lesbian place, Eexplairedthat she
and her friends did natlwaysfeel comfortablehere or interested in that marketplace

On the onéh a n d |l " m appreciative that there

focused on women, but my experiences with going there have been that if

you just go on a random weekknight or weeknight it's empty. [or] it * s

not necessarily a... crowd | would wantitderact with. ... Unfortunately

that's the impression | think a lot of people within the lesbian and bisexual

women crowd feel about [this bar]. It's not really the place they want to go
to normally and so we don't go.

Even within a spacthat was theaticallyfor thewhole* | esbi an communi t
some women like Emily and her friends did not feel like they fiT his limited their

options for socializing in public spac&ender was not the only factor, however. Racial
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identities were also important ow many people talked about negotiating these
marketplacesRuby, who somémes felt comfortable even gay male places, explained
why she and her frienddsodid not go tahat particular lesbian bar
Women of color in the city do not feel comfortalnethis space. ... We
weren’t served as quickly as other peoj
rudely by staff. ... In their advertisements, there were never... [pictures] of
a woman that was anything but... waifish, straight looking white girls.
Thoseofusvho don’t |l ook | i ke that were offe

of your community.” She | aterksadds: “Yo
the same... but not like us.

Experiences ofinderrepresentation or a lack of visibility within the Gayborhood
and theactivities of the broader LGBTQ community in Philadelphireespecially
common amongvomen of color and most men of color as well. Some places were
described as having a better marketplace for racial mixing, but many of the available
places were seen b@ primarily white and primarily mal@laces for gay and lesbian
people of color were conspicuously absent from these stories.

Since Marcus grew up as a black man in Philadelphia in the 1960s and 70s, he
was able to explaito me that many of thielack cay and lesbian bars weoace located
north of Market Streetwhich ran east and west through the middle of Center @hije
the white bars were South of Markélver the course of the next few decades of urban
redevelopment, the Center City Philadelphint through many @nges. Marcus noted
thaturban development work capitalized on property north of Maeket theblack gay
and lesbian bars disappeared. The buildings they occupied were often torn down and
replaced by other structurkse hotels or onference centers.féer they were displaced,

howevertheydid not getreestablished in new locations.
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The gay and lesbian bars or gathering places that were mostly occupied by whites
were not the ones to disappear in this viggme closed or moved, but over time these
consolidatedn what is now known athe Gayborhooth Center City Manylesbians and
gay men of colosocialize, live, or work in th&ayborhoochow, butMarcuswanted me
to keep in mind that this did not meanyhead become completely integrated
Il n the LGBT community there is racism.
but we have to deal with it. We have to get along... We have to
acknowledge people and not turn our noses up to them, and be more
responsive whemwe see somebody from another culture or race and ask,
‘“Are you alright? Do you need help?’ ...

and just be-we don’t have to be fdoleasdt friends
acknowledge each other.

Lauren was 25, and she livedtie area oPoint Breezen South Philadelphia
She was dairly recentcollege graduate, and in addition to dagjob she volunteered
time at an organization that helped to support a gay and lesbian community of color.
Even though she was white, she wartte help work on issues of racial inequality. She
also wanted to live in a neighborhood where she felt surrounded by more than just other
white people.
Laurensummarized her perception of tBayborhood and the most wéthown
organizations in the LGBTQommunitythere “ . .. So that’'s how | f
white. Gay. Mal e.” She wanted to find a co
inclusive along racial lines, but she was not sure it was possible.
| think | would like to be more connectéd the general, whole queer
women in Philly. | find that a lot of times that means white people.
There’'s | i ke white queer peopl e, and t|

and they’'re separate. I don’t really 1
if something in between exists in a unified way.
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This sense of racial separatidial not just take place in the community at ladge
could also be observed within specific plac&eph ablackwomanin her early thirties,
told me that the terms lesbian or queer worked as well as most common terms for her,
which is to say it described her sasex desires but only gave limited information about
the rest of her. She also descr ietbhadito her s el
negotiate between her identity as black, as a lesbian, and as masculine.

Stephlived in South Philadelphiaear East Passyuréndsheworked at a
communityservice organizatiothatofferedsexualityrelatedsupportand educatioto
young peoy® of all sexual identitiegn the GayborhoodWe spent a lot of time talking
about identity, because it was something thatelhshe was continuously negotiating
for herself and among her peers, in places like home and $ioekound this especially

difficult in some places in the Gayborhood because of the racial division she saw there

I think the LGBT community is stild]l vV e
separated, as far as like, black gay men, black women, Latina women,
Latino gay menlt ’ sl, aslgast In Center City, in the Gayborlo d , it s

still very separated.

Even within a single spade the Gayborhoothat seems to be inclusive for all
members of gendergroup, Stepld i d not think that everyone

same’ She told ne how this played out at the lesbian bar that others have mentioned.

I f you go into a gay bar, you’'re going
people together, di fferent raci al et hni
going to see that one area is mogstlgck, one area is mostly Latino, and

one area is mostly Asian. There's stil
| esbian bar] was not always diverse. [ 1
why; because people have compchlai ned abo
tell you that the black gay girls will be upstairs, second floor, back of the

bar . That' s where they hang out. I kno

they'  re up tatre,whacd ey dhe.
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| heard similar stories about some of the gay mklees in the Gayborhood.

Whatappeagedto bean otherwise welimarked, visible community in both the politics
and gography of the city is a complex marketplagh many different embedded
marketplacesBehind the stickers, street signs, and brochuneseveryday experience of
belonging or not belongingan varyin eachcontext The LGBTQ umbrella community
and the Gayborhood were still viewed as desirable in Philadelphia for many, but these
narratives show us that a great deal ofidleatity managemerhappening involves

determining if you are included or excluded in a particular place

LGBTQ Assimilationas Imperative (for Whites)

Narratives about negotiating identities in LGBTQ community marketplaces, many
of which were in the Gayborhood, were thesihcommon story when talking about the
community. As we saw above, gender and racial intersections can complicate these
narratives by revealing varied desires and marginalized groups within the LGBTQ
community sometimes felt like they did not identify lthis unified symbol.

Participants who were not a part of these marginalized groups, however, often had less to
say about these issues.

Both male and female identified participants did tell me about social and spatial
separation along gender lines, but them it seemed to make sense given that men were
looking to meet other men and women other worMst women and some men
perceived inequality in who had better access to actual spaces for their desired market

places, women getting the short end ofgtiek, but theseparation by gendéself was
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infrequently described aspaoblem The problem was the inequality aftve-fact, while
the separation was taken for granted.

Rick, who lived on the outskirts of Rittenhouse after moving in with his partner
said that he and his partner had some lesbian friends in Philadelphia with whom they
sometimes socializetle seemed to feel that there were things they were likely to do
together, and other things they were not likely to do together, with gendemitpkéd
as an influential factor.

Everybody seems$o be getting along pretty goobut at the end of the

day, | think that lesbians and gay mbave very different interestand

tend to go their separate way$My partner]and | have a few lesbian

couples that we're friends witlnd there are certain things we have in
common, things we might ask them to do withargl things we wouldn't.

Rick alsotold me that his partner was fairly affluent, which meant that he was
often at events like fundraiseand dinnerfor the LGBTQ communityHe still
recognized the efforts of some lesbians in the communitysimply mentioned with
little else to say.

Yedh, | think I've been to events where woneme very conscious about

making sure that they're caed, thattheir numbers are counted, that

things don't come off as an exclusively gay event, male gay event. And

there's a little bit of a concerted effort to make sure that it happensh, Yea
sometimes that happens.

Racial intersections, on the othemil, weresometimes recognized as
problematic, but white gay men seemed to struggle with understanding why this was so
problematic for people in these grouf®me white men and women had no narrative to
make sense of this; it was simply abs@therscoud sometimes discuss these issues in
an abstract sense, recognizing that racial separation or inequality did hagppethe

LGBTQ community They could not often provide examples, howeekiming they had
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not observed any racial issues within the camity first hand Theidea of a cohesive
and unifiedLGBTQ communityseemed to be so important to their narrative that they
could not fully understand these intersections of things like race and sometimes gender
being problematic in this context

Carlwasa47-yearold, white manliving in South PhiladelphiaHe lived with his
husband far to the south of neighborhoods like East Passyunk and Point Breeze, where he
said the population was often both racist and homophobic. He was currently unemployed,
and sad he had often lived either poor when he was younger, or working class more
recently.He had spenmany of his childhoogears growing up in foster care with people
of manydifferent racesHe had livedhroughdifficult financial timesand he had faced
discriminationon many occasionsle descri bed hi mself as “obv
mannerisms that others might perceive to be flambowack le had come out decades
earlier into the gay community of the 1970s 4880s.Carl was very opewhen talking
about his sexuality and his life when we talked. He did not come off as if he had much to
hold back.

When | asked about his thoughts on racial groups within LGBTQ communities,
he explained that haewedthe social and politicgiroblems redted to sexual identity
that facedpeople in the LGBTQ communigsparamount over racial concerfisl ©d o n’
make [race] a pa“llooka peopheyholaie fatino and hlack as my d .
brothers. ... I could not see color. Color for me isanot i $Naithee Cafl nor any of
the other white participants expressey racist viewsRace wasimply not a salienpart

of this narrativebecause the issues gays and lesbians face mattered more.
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It blows my mind that we need to have an Asian conityuand that we

need to have a black community, and that we need to have a Latin
community, and that we need to have a white community... Breaking up
the races didn’t help the straight f
deal with-we’ r e dJaye. . movWed our sel ves down
we' ' re a minority of a minority... I

ol k
to
me

that? What do you achieve by being tha

And that' s how | |l ook at our communi
fastbecause we've now broken oursel ves
us. I don’t think it’s necessary.

need toostracize ourselves even more?

This may indicateheapplication of a coleblind philosophy, which coulte
criticized as a form of racial injustice in that it minimizes the concerns and inequalities
that face racial minorities. Howeyer i t seems safe to say th
recognized the practice of racial sdivisions within the LGBTQ commuty. He just
felt that the issue of sexual identity was more important.

C a r rarrativesuggests that racial swlivision within the community could take
away from the larger assimilation efforts of tt@BTQ community with respect to

societyat large As | mentioned, the Gayborhood and the ambient LGBTQ community

ty
do
We '’

at

served as symbols that helped structure the marketplace. These also provide symbols that

representthesucceso f assi mil ation in the context
continuing struggles inociety at large. This suggests that for some whites, the racial
issues that caused some people not to fully identify with these symbols only made sense
relative to assimilation. In that context, it served as a potential problem since it calls into
gueston the idea of community cohesiveness on which assimilation has been founded.
Gregory the social worker living in Logan Squaedso recognized the lack of
minority representation within the community. He viewed increasing representation of

races and ethcities other than white as something positive.

of
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[We are] garting to see more and more, | mean, thankfully, nzord
more AfricarAmericans. More and more people of east Indian, Asian
population, but it's taking time. Buyeah. There;syeah,a significant
representatiorbut still pretty white.

Hetalked more about his direct experiences of people discussing racial issues,
however, and he expressed more frustration. Even though he saw these issues, he felt
unhappy being told he could not understandneu@ong other gays and lesbians.

I've often felt like the anomaly, the... it's, it's, in some circumstances it
feels as if I'm back in high school and there are all these different cliques
going on.. | just feel as if | haven't been welcome in to it gpaat of it

and, you know, what do | attribute that to? It's attributed to my
physicality.. Well, you're Caucasianor this and thatso you can't
understand what we're going through. Or you can't, you know, you can
sympmthize, but you can't empathiZéou can't understand, so therefore
we're not going to even attempt to explain it to yomne of the ongoing
issues for me is feeling like the outsiddfeeling as if | were absent from
class that day. Like | just didn't get the rule book. | didn't get diigeg It's

just something I'm not getting.

When Gregoryentered a place that was deliberately more inclusive, he felt more
comfortable. He went to a meditation gpoat theLGBTQ community center, and he felt
much more comfortable. However, this also became a space in which group differences
were made to be invisible rather than being acknowledged or addressed.

Here you had people young, old, black, white, Asian. It was jumst
know, as things should be. It was just like, you know, didn't matter what
background you came from. It was there for everyone. And Ebe
facilitator, she always makes the point of sayitighis is a meditation
group. This is not a Buddhist meditan group. This is not, this is, you
know ... [secular] whatever you want to call it. | just like, it just, there is
no pressurel mean, it's not as if you had to, you know, going back to
school where you had to be prepared with the literature befack ha

Espeially among white, gay men, a transitisom marketplace narratives to
assimilation narrativewith little effort involvedwas commonThese stories included the

idea that being able to organize around and identify with a community that shared
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struggle as a sexual minority and interests in civil rights for these purposes was
foundational, but they had difficulty identifying with the struggles of race or even gender.
Even when they recognized these issues, or when in situations in which the ncgpoita
such issues was raised, these men often felt uncomfortable orlupsetonly when
others made the attempt to shift focus back onto the marketplace that this conflict came
up. This might suggest that the low or nonexistent costiseémajority for failing to
address racial issues and othenority intersectionswhichplace the relative gains of
cultural assimilatiorfor the LGBTQ communitybove thesetherconcerndor people
without these intersecting minority identiti®&hite men are moreasily able to put their
effort toward assimilation, because they can almost seamlessly rely on the marketplace to
simply “be there” for them when they need

find it or engage with it.

TheNew Meaningof the Gayborbod

In some ways, the Gayborhood in Philadelphia is a story about the success of
assimilation with regard to the LGBTQ community. As we have seen, this community
represents something important to peopleitfe geography of the community became
acceptedn the city, these peopjeerceived their own assimilati@nd acceptande
some ways. While we have seen that marketplace narratives were the dominant theme
when discussing the relationships between individuals and the community or the
Gayborhoodthe rehtionship of the LGBTQ community and the Gayborhood in
Philadelphia to the rest of the city or country is about negotiating assimil@itien

assimilation narrativat work here takes place on a macrintuwitional scale, while
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individual experiences aramall group interactions focus on marketplaces within these
places and symbolic groups

In the first section of this chapter, | detailed the ways that the Gayborhood had
been recognized and legitimized by the city government and in the general landscape o
the city. These provide an external and institutional indicator of the acceptance of the
Gayborhood and the LGBTQ community that we have seen is directly linked with what
that neighborhood means to people. In a way, the Gayborhood serves to mediate
assm | ation in the context of the city’s geo
individuals do not need to do the work of assessing and negotiating assimilation because
the neighborhood itself is doing that work for them.

Thevisible marketplace obpportunities on the basis of sexual identity can thus
become the focus of individual narrativegcause the process of assimilation is not
needed here. The Gayborhood has been assimilated into the geography of the city, and
other political groups, orgarations, media outlets, and the government are conducting
the negotiation process of assimilation into the broader context of the city at an
institutional level. Furthermore, becausis embedded in thesestitutions and the
discourse they reproducime Gayborhood takes on a ssifstaining life of its own.
Compared to earlier accounts of gay communities and neighborhoods that were largely
defined by or sustained by the presence of a residential gay and lesbian population, the
Gayborhood in Philadelph@does not require this. The everyday presence of gays and
lesbians was still important, but there was no requirement of residence to ensure the

visibility or stability of the neighborhood as an LGBTQ place.
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It is based on this assessment that | wouldaredpo recent questions about the
potential extinction of gay neighborhoods as assimilationaatdroader culture
continues. | do natuspecgay neighborhoods are going to disappear offlus.meaning
and the appearance of gay neighborhoods may clomegdéime however, as it has in
Philadelphia. We have seen in this case how narratives about the Gayborhood are focused
on negotiating the marketplace. | agree with Seid(@862)that narratives about the
closet appear to have vanished, at least in this context, for nearly all of the gay and
lesbian adults | spoke with. Participants were not focused on how the Gayborhibed or t
places in it could help them to manage hidden identities, especially given that none of my
participants considered themselves to be *
did not know about their sexual identity).

People also did ng@eneally focus onidentifying barriers omegotiatingrisks
when talking about the Gayborhood and other gay or lesbian plaseysithat would
be reflectedn assimilation narrativedf this happened, it was not the focus of their
stories.Even thosewho felt they did not fully identify with the LGBTQ commity were
primarily interesed in trying to find places they experienced inclusion or beloriging
order tofeel that they hadpportunities available to them. These participdidexpress
dissatisfacbn when they did not think these oppoiti@s were availableTheyfocused
their efforts on either finding a marketplace that was more homogeoeauaseptingor

they put work into creating orees we will see in the next chapter.
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CHAPTER 4
NEGOTIATING PLACES IN THE MARGINS

As gays have entered the mainstream and gained acceptance, however
incompletely, there has surfaced a new political curesd-called queer
politics... Queers challenge the view that Americans are more accepting of
lesbians and gaymen today... For some, queer politics is about
recognizing and celebrating the differences within the gay movement.
Critical of a white, male, middielass consumerist movement, queers
want a movement that speaks to the class and racial diversity of gay

people and that pursues alliances with other progressive movements with
the aim of changing societySteven Seidma(2010)

Marginalized Sexual Communities and Social Space

There are many whielt a sense of community inclusion in tim®st stable and
available placeassociated with the LGBTQ community in Philadelphia. This sense of
inclusionwas conditional in some case@gile others experienced their sexual identity as
a part of thicommunity only symbolicallyAmonglesbian and queer women, whether
white women owomen of color, a consistent sense of inclusion was rare in the stories of
those who spoke with me. A sense of place and of belomgasgmportant to everyone
in the studyWithout readily available spaces like those that are characteristically
represerdtive of the gay male communitypwever,and which participants describe as
typically white, how did those on the margins find places they could socialize, meet
others, and feel like they belongre? Furthermore, without the kind of recognition
and maement that Seidman talks about above, how could we be confident that we
recognized these interactions if we found them?

In The Sexual Organization of the Cityaumann et al. 2004kllingston and

Schroeder characterize the culture of female ssemesexual markets as relational and
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monogamous, claiming that the characteristics of the markegjteermselvegspace
being enumerated as one of these) are constructed to facilitate this type of relationship
building—as opposed to finding temporary sex partnensexample They provide little
evidence that the culture is necessarily the caumeeverandtha the characteristics of
t he construct ed effeanlgroposetinptéad that it is justrae likedy that
structural factors that shape the marketplace can influeropportunitieghatpeople
have within that marketplace. The kinddiofitations on available spatieat women
described in the previous chapter calegateshe available options for relationship or
partner seekings well as other opportunities

Ellingston and Schroedéraumann et al. 2004jote that especially in the
African-American and Hispanic communities they examine, limitations on available
public space for leshian meeting and sexual markets ledgsivatized markets.This
seemed similar to the limitations on available places wasesaribed with
dissatisfaction in chapter Bheir narratives generally represenggdnterest inacces to
moremariketplacedutalsothe awareness that these were not always avaitable
PhiladelphiaWhile the Gayborhood has become a reliable partbfe ci ty’, s geogr
lesbians could not rely desbianplaces to be there for them if they did not do the work
to construct and maintain them. They had nosedtaining geographgven within the
GayborhoodTheyinstead told storieaboutexercising ontinuous efforts to create and
re-create lesbiamarketplaces Philadelphia
Theonelesbian bain the Philadelphia was located in the Gayborhood, off one of

the main streetdt was often used as the definitigeint of reference with regard to
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wheter women felt | i ke” tthoeno iblwasdiotpustd dareas bi an p
just a place to gather, it wasesbianplace. The very meanirg it suggested thauch a
marketplace existegnda social space for lesbians in Philadelphia wouldhese for
them Even among thoseho had issues with this plaoewho did not go there, it was a
symbol and point of reference to determine what they did want to have in a lesbian place.

Almost every lesbian or queer woman | spoke with brought this plaaden
talking about lesbian community in Philadelpiimt every woman who spoke with me
felt that she was fdrtha paftioularglace. Thisimadkthe of | es b
discussions difficult at times, becawsemenneeded to provide me with leihgt
explanations as to why not sintteere was not another visible, wkhownlesbian place
to use as amasy comparisofhey sometimes drewupontheay mera$ s bar s
examplessince there were many more of these.
That bar closed down iAugust 2013,and nmehas opened in its place in the

year since then. In a few of my final interviews, women said that they were searching for
other places to congregate in the citiiere are still mangnixed placesthat people
describe as doing a good job being ofmedifferentmembers of the LGBTQ community
including both gay men and lesbian wom@&ay men | spoke with, especially white gay
men, had little trouble identifying places they abgb to meet other gay men, whether
socially, for relationships, or justfeex Knowing about such places and being assured
of their availability seemed to be a takien-granted factn their storiesWomen,

especially women of color, struggled to identify places like this to me. They had a hard
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time telling me about any spéciplaces they could go to find other womeamd where
those places could be located

That does not mean they did not describe rich and vibrant lesbian communities.
Women often discussed their circles of friends. They often discussed political
organizatias or activist groupthatwe r e f ocused primarily on | €
i nterests. |l was frequently told where par
residents living throughout Philadelphia, and | was even told that there were times when
lesbians, inluding many women of color, would gather togetindarge numberso
socialize, organize, or even just find sexual partrgust like the gay men.

If the only lesbian bar was gone, and other bars or places to gather were not
primarily focused on theeskbian community, where did this interaction happen? How did
women meet and gather in the absence of public spdoeten continued tdescribe
mar ket pl ace narratives for me, but these w
placefor them was goingotbe These narratives were often aboutpghacesses of
negotiathg and constructinglaceswherethey could feel included and expect to find
others like therselves These were projects that requiredying degrees afork,
because the places couldt be relied uporo sustain themselvegurthermore, these
places would not always occupy the same physical spaces, which might not be intuitive.
This happenedby transforming the meaningf some othespacsinto lesbian space
temporarilyand communicatinthis shift in meaning to others. Through this process,

groups could tura n everyone” space into an “us
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Rethinking “Transitional” Space
A key strategyepresented in the narrativestinis chapterns the use of
“transitional spaces” as a way that those
within communityassociated spacesthis case- renegotiate their relationship with
particular spacefenegotiating the meaning okpaces generally aractive process of
engaging in some kind of communication or social performance to indicatbeipédce
that is theras different even if the new p | asomy’temporary.r this way, a
transitional space is one in whitthere exists a dominaptace(including the meanings
that are packaged with it &eryn(2000)defineg that typically occupies the spadmita
set of new meanings and a different sense of place comes to temporarily occupy the space
instead(Schermond 20131 will discuss two broad types of transitional space based
strategies here, one focused on temporari./|
were more racially inclusive events and one focused on renegotiating smaller spaces for
more niche grups.
Theprocess underlyingransitional” space is not new, but it is my goal to point

out that it is critical to focus on the temporary transition of spatial meaning. These
transitions may seem incidental in daily life for many people, but for maizgdajroups
theecan characterize a way in which people c
and which would not otherwise be available. Furthermore, prior research on gay, lesbian,
and queer geographies has frequently discussed how difficulbigeographically
locate and describe lesbians and communities of color within the broader LGBTQ

community(Adler and Brenner 1992; Castells 1983; Laumann et al. 20@&)ng this
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into account, | suggest that a focus on transitional spaces may help to make these
seemingly obscured communities more visdhel cannot beated as merely incidental
This concept of transitional spacalso suggests th#tere can be multiple, even
conflicting, meanings encoded onto physical spaces both by occupants and outsiders.
Furthermore, these meanings can be renegotiated on a temporary basis, inscribing new
ideas and symb®for a short time but leaving the original meanings intagtusing

heavily on space as merely a physloahtion and place as the added set of meanings

summari ze the idea of a transitional space

0 v eampHhysical space for a timé&/hen that temporary place leavhs space, the
original place should resunits role as thelominantset of symbols and meaninigsthat
spacewithout substanél changes.

I n Phil adel phi a’ s L GBTQ exaroptesai thesd kindss , t
of spatial transitions. Some of them resemble the kinds of circuit parties or pride festivals
that have taken place for decades. A gnmgy come into a particular bar, restaurant,
park, network of streets, or othe¥nue, andecale the space as an LGBTQcupied
friendly, and accepting place for the time they are there. This kind of transiight
also cater teub-groupswithin the communityas well| for exampldesbians, gender
radicals omonconformists, or women of color.

Recenly, some of my final participantstold meabéuguer i | | a thpueer ”
had started in Philadelphia. Thegsere described to me as having less organization and
no coordination with the owners or operators of bars and restaurants. Largelyedganiz

through social networking websites, large groups of LGBTQ people might choose a bar

h

¢
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inthecityeachmontha bar nor mal |l y de s-candiflloéditwith s a “ s
gueers for a nighBy changing the population, for a time, these groupstfeit thanged
the meaning of the place.

In other cases, typical private living spacesld become a negotiated, friendly
atmosphere for gay, queer, or lesbgathering on smaller scal@arties or dinners in
s o me b o d ycouwd jubt bendner with frieds, the same as with any people of any
sexual identity, or it could be a gay or a lesbian everba@dinated gathering of a
particular clique or friendor negotiaing shortterm stays of quedrousguestsmight
change one’ s h owasexplictiytdescribed psl adrienelly andh eexcdepting
atmosphereWhile we might sometimes take the grantedon the basis of the
resi dent’ s,peamlk somdtimeas degatidtei thisyrocess very explicitly in order
to ensure mutual comfort and cortipdity with the situation and the identities,
sexualities, and presentation of everyone invalved

Wemightcons der “transitional spgraly'qguset as an
spacesn the sense that the links between spaces and Elezesstableral shifting in
their meaning and physicalityhe place is an identity, and the particulars of the place
the way it is “dressed,” the ch-arcalcter of
produced and reproduced through the social interactiansdme to be routine within
the space. Institutional influences on the space may change what sort of place can exist
there, but ultimately the space can have meanings that are multiple, unstable, and
regulatory for those within. Similar to bodies, spdtage physicality but meaning is

inscribed onto that physicality in a way that is mutable. In a way, a place is notainlike
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gender or sexual identity that it is believed to be a simple fact of the underlying
physical structure, but it is in fact creatal recreated in what is done with the space it
occupiesand within a set of social and structural influences

Theuse of these transitional spacas be ammportant method afenegotiating
marketplacesAs Laumann et a{2004)point out, individuals tend to seek out venues in
which they will encounter others they perceive as similar to themselves with respect to
the key traits they seek in a partner. The
sexual marketplaces are widely dispersed and not easily identified, one of the most
important functions of lesbian social networks is the dissemination of infornedimrt
which bars or c¢clubs are the most hisi kely pl
model breaks down in a case like Philadelphia, wtiereeis no such bar or club. The
transition of a typically heterogeneous space into a space ff&tsvedas
homogeneous with respect to traits like sexual identity, gendernesmime casesace
is at least one way thatarginalized groups like lesbian womgescribe negotiating

additional marketplace options, even if they are temporary.

Gatherings, Group®nd SmalScale Transitions
A strategy employed by some was to engage in small group activism or small
group social activities in order to find circles of seemingly like individuals or even small
communities in which people felt less like the other. M/this was a strategy that was
discussed by many of the gay men, especially for white gayimeasseenas an
incidental part of their lives compared to various other ways of navigating their social

activities In contrast, rst of the lesbians in the study placed emphasis on these
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gatherings or group activities as the key times in which they were able to connect with
other lesbians. Furthermore, these gatherings served to recode spaces otherwise seen as
heterogeneous into sathing different for these womgthey felt that they were not
necessarily outsiders.

Aimee wasa 5-yearold, whitelesbianwho livedin the Spruce Hill
neighborhood o¥West Phily, not very far from University CityShe had moved there a
little more tha a year prior to our interviewom out of stateand she was living with
male and a femal®ommate She said that she liked them, though tiveye notlesbian
or gay She had just recently left a job she did not like very much to take-timart
postion as a marketing consultant at a place that was a short drive from where she lived.

Aimeeput a fair amount of effort intmeeting up with other lesbiaand finding
thosewhoms he per cei ved a swhéreshe feleiricludedSteofemd pl ace
returned to talking about the gatherings of smaller circles of fridnidsunlikely that
small gatherings like these would be identified by scholars as credtilgeas bi an pl ac
butduring those gatheringsd in that space that wedmwse placebecamd or Ai mee. *
join the groups, | make friends with [other leslsiand bisexual women], and then |
| eave the groups,” she shedhedowmlesbianegar di ng h
community.

She explained that her experiences in finding places to be in sinéctelt
comfortable were not as simple as finding a large, unified community in a place like the
Gayborhood or a mixed bar or community center. She wanted to establish connections

with people she saw as like herself.
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| can still think about me and myiénds and acquaintances, and people

that |1 Kknow. |l don’t think | have any g
mo st of my friends are white, 25 to 4(«
definitely what I pictur e, titysugh | kno

for the broader gay and lesbian community.

While the men might socialize in smaller groups or navigate larger spaces that
existed in the city, other groups of frien
congregate where being lesbiame | d be taken for granted, at
to [the gay men’'s bar],” she el aborated, *“
be, but it’s just not... not a space for m
like hersbeinp@bl e to ‘take over’ a space temporar
regard to making their lesbian status something that seemed normal.

| know this is true in Philadelphia, but it is true in many other cities. There

are never very many venues for wem There are more of like, rotatirg

|l think they’re gavhdregyou justgateabadianda gay’ b

make it really lesbian for the night.

Bars were not the only venues where these strategies were possible. Others highlighted

the transiton® sports fields, restaurants, or eve
places” or “queer places” because of the p
moment.

Katelived in West Philadelphigbut she lived in a neighborhood close to the
border of the city and the suburl&he was 27 years old and white, but she noted that
most ofthe people iher neighborhood areblack.Kate did notdescribe this
neighborhood agopular amondesbians and shé&new this might limit her optionfor
finding women to date locallyshe workedas a counselan asecondargchoolin the

suburbs, antier lesbian identity was often hidden or simply went undisclasaaebrk
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Kate did not frequently go to the lesbian bar in thewtten it was therenbktead she
preferred to go t oswhsweremostythdteroserualrVghilewshet h  f r
told me that she sometimes had sex with men, she was only interested in forming a
romanticrelationship with another womakKate wantedto belong to some kd of
community of lesbiasiso that she could connect with others that would be similar to her
in terms of sexual identitgnd interestat least some of the time in her life

Katetold me thaplaying on a lesbian softball teamas her way of participatg
in a lesbian communitysimilar to an account Laumati2004)describes, this is one way
to create a lesbian maatplace.Theteam gathered together and playleel gamebut
even after the game was over, they transformed the field into a |gdadafor a time.

|l f you ever want to ... see what | ' m ta

Sunday af t erdomeglaying, and whatde e al choose to

do? Roll out our coolers, break out our lawn games, and hang out at the

field until mi dni ght on a Sunday night,
don't need a club. We’'re al/|l her e.

When the Gayborhood or other largGBTQ places fail to offer a feeling of
inclusivenessthese smaller groups can temporarily transition a space #tather times
and in other contextsis not regularly a lesbian space, a black lesbian space, a queer

Latina space, oraspacethdi@r wi se “bel ongs to such a gr
temporarily constructed in this space can, in this way, foster a sense of belonging and
inclusion, which was not an expectation expressed about most other places.

Wendy wasa 45yearold lesbianwho lived in the suburbs just outside
Philadelphia. She visited the gityut as a middieaged lesbian monshe did not see the

Gayborhood, bars, or clulas her path to connecting with other lesbi&@tee told me

insteadaboutmanyoccasions where she and several lesbian friends would gather
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small groupst local restaurants for brunch or dinner, or where they might get together as
a group for drinks. In these cases, the group was able to establish a presence within a
place andnteract comfortably. She described a sense of belonging while with the group,
regardless of the space they were in, because they had in a sense established their own
spatial presence while there on a temporary basis. The groups had a regular identity

affiliated with the social circle, albeit an identity that was not named or branded, but they

described a sense of belonging when these places were transformed into lesbian places or

lesbianf r i endl y pl aces for a time beacyause of
dominance.

Evenunplannedevents could becomnlesbian identified at time&ettawas a
black lesbiaiwh o wor ked in the city’s muni3hepal
lived with her childrenn Mount Airy, though she did not specify whethleeit home was
in East or West Mount AiryShe was 46 years old when we rioetcoffee andtold me
about a memorial servigbat had recently bedreld for a person in héocal community.
She knew that the service would be attended primarily by leslomamg; of whom she
knew, but shéadnot always remaiedin close contact with them. While it was a more
somber experience, she explains how it provided her with a space in which she knew she
could reconnect with that smeait| predominantly lesbian group.

Honestly, | think | went to the memorial service because | wanted to pay

my respects to the person that had pas

socialization and to see people. Not necessarily to meet new people, but
just to see peo mhile Tdo cormecty youKndw, vdte e n i n
the lesbians | knew would be there, and | knewduld be predominantly

lesbians.

go

C

-
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Retta also talked about the use of “mee
women usually organized through websites to allowelvaiso identified with this group
to find each other, but also to organize opportunities to meet in chosen spaces for social
activities. She mentioned joining coordina
out and go to a shooting range, whatevér These wer e small er and
activities, but the coordination in advance of the small group allowed them to ensure they
would be spending social time with other lesbians, and when it fit into her schedule, Retta
appreciated those opportungisince she did not always find them in the context of her
dayto-day life.

Stephspoke in @apter 3about the complicated negotiation between her identities
as a masculine, black, lesbian and observing division in community p&logsad
difficulty feeling fully accepted imanyLGBTQ places as well as specifically lesbian
placesShe criticized the segregation she found in the Gayborl8fwltold me about her
experiences with t Hewhithbwascomprisedofigiy megaymmuni t vy
women, trans men, and straight men, who gathered together to support one another in
their experiences being people of color and masculine.

We do come together to support each other, to try to encourage each other

to be positive brown bois, positiveem— however you want to look at

that. There is a network of people throughout the country. We decide to

support each other and to call ourselves brown bois. ... Any brown boi that

needs support from me, |l > m going to giwv
get it back in return. We will support each other. ... We have a whole

15 Steph explained that the brown boi community was a national community of many queer people of color
who identified as male or masculine, regardless of their biological sex. It included gay men, lesbians, queer
men and women, and even some straight pasptewanted to connect with other people of color in
conversations about gender identity, sexual identity, and masculinity.
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community of people who we network, and we invite together for dinners
and part i eamsnetogethes ang dolthis things ¢

Shetold me about her need to find people she couldeae and communicate
with who matchedher own identity as masculine and blaSke noted that this
communitycould congregate spatially even in small scale termswhich is an
important way that people could bond over this identity that was not higlityevis
LGBTQ communities.

People who | encounter that are gay and masculithey love it, because

it gives them an identity. You're a br.
cl ub. |l " ve seen them really feel I 1 ke
Oftenyay f eel |l i ke you don’t have a space
stud, and | '"m not one of those things.
you' ' re not , but that’s the only exampl e
you go. You' r e iafthetbhrgwherd shepearliet notedr |, back
that she could predictably find black lesbians segregated at the lesbian
bar),andbhat * s not where | hang out.

This offered her (and others, by her perception) space that is sometimes physical and
sometimes symbolic,ub in which she felshe belongd

Another participant described spending time in a small community group of Asian
women who are primarily transomen, and who would gather together usually in one of
their homes to connect in a group where they did redtlifee the other. A different
participant, in this case a white woman, describes spending time as a volunteer for a
Hispanic and Latino/a community group in the interest of better recognizing the issues
and needs of that group. Her efforts, however, stedifrom the realization that her own
experience as queer and white did not equa
gueer and Latino/a. She needed to move outside of her typictd-day spaces in order

to interface with this population becauthere was little incidental overlap between them.
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Recognizing these small group gatherings and their relation to space is important
to many people, but it is especially important to the sexgaitity-based community
building of many lesbiag Susan wsa 24yearold white lesbianand she worked at an
office in Center City promoting community serviaed activisnfor women. She was
alsomy only participantvho actuallylived in the Philadelphia Gayborhodshe had a
girlfriend who did not live with her, but they frequently spent time at her apartment. They
used to stop by the lesbian bar to reconnect with their communityydémuséegold me
that she often capitalized on her small circle rather than emgagavily with the large
community around her.

l " m kind of a homebody, and | "m Kkind ¢
Ifriends ar e. l " m set. l " m not super adyv

i ke other people or wouludtfetlprettp ot ent i al
satisfied vith the community that | have.

Sheaddedhat she thought it was different when she was single, and now that she is in a
rel ationship she hamavidga gdacdsheskdewdheeonld a | ot .~
reconnect without too nuln effort was important

Theseexamples of participation in small groups and social circles where the
participants’ needs, i nmimontessxua gendemahd desi r e
racialidentities were not always met by the typical placesitharound the city, even in
the Gayborhood. These women often faced multiple levels of complication as lesbians
who were often also negotiating marginalized gender and racial identhieis.stories
suggest an awareness that their marketplace optioesliwited, and they needed some
other strategy to create o’when gathering, these groups could temporarily recode a

home, a restaurant, a meeting space, oOor ot
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an alternative to the other shared, mixedntegrated spaces in which they did not feel

that they did not fully belonged.

Events, Parties, and Large Spatial Transitions

A strategy that many of the lesbian respondents discussed for gathering together
and finding other lesbians to socialize with u@sake advantage of opportunities to
temporarily occupy larger spaces in the city and create a sort of new place within that
space with different attitudes and behaviors regarding group interactions. In short,
lesbians coula@oordinatean event or a partyhich occupied an otherwise heterogeneous
spacdike a bar or restaurgnbutthey would transfornit into a lesbian place for a time
Those who come to that space during that time wexjtect more homogeneisy least
with respect to their sexual idetiis. In some ways, this is not unlike a gay pride event,
which transforms otherwise heterogeneous urban space intacgagied space for a
time in the interest of community support, social gathering, and activisese events,
however, would become sidiently regular and expected to create a new marketplace.

There were even lesbiapecific events in the style of a prideasractivist march
in Philadelphia, which several participants discussed as ways they connected with other
lesbians and engagedttvihe lesbian community. Most were annual events, and while
they were symbolically important, the fact that they happened so infrequidtliytie to
provide anew marketplacamong those who did not expect to have a bar, club, or
community center in whh theywould regularly find desbiangatheringplace.In spite

of prior theorieghat leshian communities have less interest in large gatherings of this
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scale, many of my participants suggested ey were very interested in this kind of
gathering, eenif it is not all of the time.

In Philadelphia, there is one particularly large lesbian event that is coordinated on
a monthly basisThe evaet utilizes transitional spaces, since they do not have their own
space otheresources$o acquirea fixed lo@tion. This event is run by and for lesbians,
and it has, in only the last few years, grown to be a gathering of hundreds of lesbian,
bisexual,and queewomen witha mix ofracial and ethnic identities. Under the
“mi ssion” sect i on abtyfwrittenfbgtherevemt ergasizets,ghey sfate e s u m
the following:

Noticing a striking lack of diversity in LGBTQ nightlife [the organizers]

united to create one nightlife space to bring the often segmented aspects of

the LGBTQ community together. ... [Theyjlesired to create an

environment where LGBTQ individuals regardless of race, age, class, size,

or gender presentation could come together and celebrate theanbrilli
diversity of our community.

The implication, of course, is that this kind of place didai@ady exist. The regular
event maintains a stable identity with a name, a population of regulars that women
describe as “very diverse” and about evenl
color.
These social events began as charity events affivaitbdesbian and feminist
community groups in Philadelphia. However, the events provided opportdaities
women to connect with other lesbian wom@fithin a short time, these largeale,
organized parties became very successful, drawing in five busicdred womeneven if

the LGBTQ community did not notice as we heard in chapter 3.
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Those who knew about or attended these events described the level of racial
diversity as much higher than any other place in the ¥¢ittoria, who told us in the
previows chapter about the relative invisibility of these events to the rest of the
community— especiallyamonggay men- explained hovthey builta different
marketplace.

We got like 150 people, but they were 150 people you would never see at

[the lesbian bar]and that was the only place that we would-alfou

know, lesbians, if you wanted to go out you go to [the lesbian.b&Ve

had the first one in May, and by September or October we had five or six
hundred people. We did it all throughcial media ... wakr of mouth.

They had a very large number of women interested in joining the place they
created, but they did not have a regular space for it to oc€ymonthly event (as
well as another monthly event rbyg the same organizers) could occapgifferent
“transi ti on a lithapmemdvhile mantamnihg stabladentity as a place
where women can come to socialize, to be visible, and to interact with a diverse group.

Theseeffortsto create a pladhat iswelcoming to those with multiplend
intersectingnarginalizeddentities hae beean successfuhccording to Rubywho told us
in theChapter3 about how she had trouble feeling included in the lesbiabdwause of
the racial inequality she encountered there

White women go to [the le&mn bar]. Black women go to these patrties. ...

A mixed bag comes to [the event], and t

comes to [the event]. .. . THhymugets what I

these whole tunnel vision marketing strategies. You knowsticeess to
[the event]? Everybody can come.

This presented an opportunity to circumvent some of the limited opportunities
women discussed regarding diverse lesbian social spaces and places in Philadelphia. This

creates at least temporary space in whichesswvomen might not feel as marginalized.
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There are tradeffs in only temporarily transitioning a space, however, which gay and
lesbian venues that occupied stable spaces did not have to deal with. ichotea out

how using transitional spaces canchbidden costs.

We weren’t in clubs. We were in restaur
year, we’'ve had venue shifts... they cl
so we’'re in clubs now. We' d have t
restaurants, likehis is the kind of culture we would like to cultivate. It

became a strain a | ot of times, because
venue, but we still view ourselves as a separate entity. So between your

staff and our staff, we kind of haveto beonthense page i f we’'re g
to continue to have the imagewewanhtave. So it’s really di

There are benefits to being able to occupy or own a stable space. When this is not a
possibility for some marginalized groups, however, a project focusedrsitional
space use like this may help to mitigate feelings of exclusion or otherness.

Even in cases like theshe newly constructed marketplace will not work for
everybody There was definitely a new marketplace, but just because it was new does not
mean it resol ved Sephdescibedhdiaelingthathese eventsn s .
were an improvement over other gathering plaloesshe still struggled to findll of the

features for th&ind of place she wantadost

It is very diverse. 't i s. But it s
and you are going to see the pockets of people. And then you have some
people that intermingle, but i1t’s sti
really uncomfortable for m who just wants to roll with everybody. Not

that difference doesn’t matter. | get

is ridiculous; | totally understand there are differences and it matters. But |
don’'t see myself as switnmoowe who needs

These kind of large spatial transitions create opportunities for social interaction
that many lesbian womethd not feel they always had given the lack of available lesbian

places in Philadelphi&dusanwho lived in the Gayborhootbld mein the prior section

t
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that she often stayesdithin her own smaller networks. SHescribedhese® mont hl y or
bi-monthly lesbian parties that skip around the Gayborfwadlr t of ” as somet h
grown to expectShesaid she madihe effort to attentb expand her opportunitig¢s
connect with other lesbian@thout feeling uncomfortable
As a community we’ v attempteditb-evichsaf e s pace
why | go to the parties that I go t o,
place with a hundred stri g h t peopl e. Not physically

going to get beat up, but | guess emotionally sgigst to be outand not
feel like an outsider.

Shewent on to tell méhat shenade areffort “to be in communities where there is that
ki nd of iraferringgspeaificallytaace”and class mixed marketplaces
Susaralso mentioned that these projects were not just about having fun, partying,
and meeting people. There were other opportunities being created ahealttivism
that was a part of thevent appealed to her since she sought out ways to approach issues
of inequality, invisibility, and oppression
Since pride movements have been really male focused over the-years
and I think that’s changing, but vy
t

md e centered. Yeah, SO I think
impassioned, activist layer in lesbia communities a lot of times.

ou
hat ' s
Efforts toward making diverse lesbian spaces were critical because, as Susan puts it,

t hese project s thaeneededtobe, ey spacesghatindeded tgde ma

because they weren’t there.”

ConstructingPlaces in the Margins
If our goal is to offesome degree of equality in availalpkeblic spaces for

socializing, gathering, and organizing to marginalized camities like lesbian women,
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gays and lesbians of color, and perhaps to other marginalized sexual communities, then
we are still left with an issudtis clear from these narratives that such places do not exist
frequently or prominently within the maingam spaces that have come to be associated
with the LGBTQ community. These stories about constructing alternative options and
negotiating new marketplaces give some hope, but they certainly do not constitute equal
access to urban space for these populstion

Thesemarketplacdocusednarratives suggest thedbmmunitiesof marginalized
groups within gay and lesbian communittlesscome togethein the city and they do
havea shared interest placesn which they will experience a sense of belonging and
feel that they have opportunities that are not limited by their identity gratyese
narratives suggethatsuchmarketplaceare not constructeid similar ways to the
LGBTQ® u mb r e@rhnhuaity howevernor are they similar toommunitiesor places
populated bygay, usually white, memhese placesiust becontinuously reconstructed
and they cannot be takéor-granted as a part of the city landscape in Philadelphia.
When these places do appear, tbay be invisible to those who do not know alibein,
and they can be ephemesaice theyould disappear and revert back into another kind
of place when the event is over

It is unclear if public place®r these groupdo not appear geographicaltymore
long-lasting ways because members of thggeeipsare unlikely to utilizeéhem
consistentlyor if this has to do with the structural factors that limit the availability of
spacestmaybe t he case that this is a situation

teams before the establishmenidfe IX by the U.S. government. It was assumed that
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women would be uninterested in participating in such activities, and these assumptions

were attributed to the presumed “nature”

cultural assumptions in and of theelves can sometimes have the effects of a self
fulfilling prophecy. It may be the case that the only reason we do not see these places
appearing even in the LGBFgendly neighborhoods of Philadelphia is, at least in part,
due to structural inequalitiesd longstanding differences in available resources along
both gendered and racial lines.

At this time, howevelit is at least clear that thesemmunities are not without
options. Transitional space use is one way that marginalized or underrepresented
communities can temporarily negoadlhe appearance of their own places in the city.
The use of transitional space is not without its drawbacks, theugh,ashe extra work
involved in finding the prexisting spacenegotiating with owners or managefs

spaces, and communicating the new meantngdifficult to believethat this strategy

alone could benough to compensate for what may be lost without access to more stable

and visible places in the geography of a city like Philadelphia. Meanweleise of

private spacstill remains a viable option, and the ability to bridge gaps between private
spaces is easier than ever with modern communication technbiaging places like
these, or meeting others in the absence of a stable marketplabe mnaiy, but there

are at least some options on the table.

(0]
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CHAPTER 5
NEIGHBORHOODS AND E\ERYDAY ASSIMILATION

The ideologies and identities people bring to interactions shape their
assessment of community. In this case, nostalgia for iderdggd
commmnity influences association of
a commitment to integration and a desire for freedom from forms of
obligation associated with narrower sexual identities encourage
recognition of a sense of ambient community. Indeed, neithg

i nformant s’ sense of |l oss nor of
without the other. For this reason, this article calls for analyses not just of
placebased communi ties’ structures
actors experience and concepizmlocal ties- Japonica BrowsBaracino

(2011)

Shifting Toward Assimilation

Theconnections and disconnectidmstween gays and lesbiamfsvarious groups

can sometimes be seen i tlvays that groups and individuals relate to plaRetations

to ecific places, like the Gayborhood, can also facilitate connectiqgemiote

disconnectionsWhile there is a complex negotiation here between both group and

individual senses of belongirag well aexclusion thesenarratives have focused on the

processsof how people conduct common everyday tasks like socializing, finding

partners, dating, gaging in political activism, and so drhave collectively referred to

these as marketplace narratives, since they represent the way people seek out

opportunities within a marketplace. In these cases, though, their goals are often structured

by sexual iéntities, and their opportunities are shaped by the places in which these

markets are located.

Narrativedike thesewere nottypically used bypeople when talking about how

theydecidal where b live. | started to realize this wherdiscoveredhatonly oneof my

“comm
ambi e
and §
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participantdived in the Gayborhoogdand most of them did nevenwantto live there
Somepeopleworked in the Gayborhood, botany did noevenwork near it The
closeness to other gays and lesbians, the perception of being amouadothers, and
the availability of making sexual, romantic, or social connections were not the focus of
discussionsibout housing

|l nstead, assimilation narratives were p
they found a place to live and how they nigged daily life in their neighborhosd
These narratives focedon an evaluation of the potentialristsh avi ng one’ s s e X
identity known and an evaluation thie potential cost®f living in a particular
neighborhood as a gay, lesbian, or queesqreilhe subsequent identity management
involved considering how concerns about sexual identity intecheith various other
key factors in choosinglace to live. Sexual identity wanfrequently the most
important factor irthesechoices. It continuedo be an influential factor, however.
Unlike narratives abouhe closetommon in the pasiy participants generally
putlittle effort into hiding their identities. While they did not always readily identify
themselves as gay or lesbian, they did rmobgt of their way to curb suspicions.
Sometimes they did deliberately identify themselves, and occasionally people hid their
sexual identiesin situations where they felt it might be problematic, but these were rare
circumstanced\arratives about livig in the closet and the desire to come out, to be in
close proximity to new social and support networks, and the need to be near others as one

navigated new forms of sexuality were powerfupastaccounts of gay and lesbian
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choices to live in enclaven the past. fie closet was no longer a common symbol in
guiding the residential narratives that adult gays and lesbians shared with me.

| found that the shift toward assimilation narratimesant anovetowardfinding
or creatingeveryday situations in vith sexual identity was unlikely to be problematic,
and in which participants could focus on negotiating other aspects of theiflhes
decisions that participanisadewere focused oattempting to reduce the identity
managementork they wouldneed todo on an everyday basis. Understanding how gays
and lesbians lived outside of traditional enclaves was not just about exploring the
experiences and concepts thaponica BrowsBaracinanentions in the quote at the start
of this chapter. It was also abautderstanding the management and work that went into
crafting these experiences.

Most people in the studyied to makechoicesthat were likely taninimize what
they @aw as the largegiotential issues that would require effort to resplvigile also
reducing any resource costs as best as they cohidg was true across the board, but
since sexual identity was not viewed as something negotfatie process of
negotiation focused instead on other factors. In addition, prior to daily negotiation
processs, participants were likely to focus their choices on a limited list e$glexted
neighborhoods where they were unlikely to encounter harassment or discrimination on

the basis of sexuaentity.

16 Sexual identity was not discussed as negotiable most often because participants felt that their sexuality
was immutable. Among cetih more radical or queer identified participants this was still discussed as a
non-negotiable point, but it seemed as though they had made choices they were unwilling to reconsider.
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| cannot say that heterosexuals do not do somes kilhsexual identity

management worlNegotiating relationship and marital status, for example, can be
complex even for straightlentified peoplelt is not my goal to do so, however. Instead, |
simply want to provide some clear examples of how sexuabtyers for gay and lesbian
individuals in various situationsvhich may or may not be differettfound that even
when it was not explicitly mentionedexualitywasconsistently an influential factor
across the narratives of gays and lesbians from different backgrounds. It is not necessarily
the gay or lesbian identity itself, but rather the perception that sexual identity matters in
the context of place that remaic@nsistent, while the particular way that it is negotiated

—before or after choosing a plaeean vary from situation to situation.

Identifying andEliminating ResidentialOptions

One of the most common starting points in narratives about how to chqbesee
to live wasin identifying the criteria that would render a given place as eligible or
ineligible. With these criteria established, people were able to determine if a particular
place would meet their most basic needs. This initiakptection éplaces tended to
begin with participants’ recognition that
their minority sexual identitie§.he same rights, privileges, and opportunities are not
available everywhere. While marketplace narratives disdussdier focused on
maximizing these opportunities, here we see how assimilation narratives focus on
attempting to assess and minimize the barriers against gaining access to these. In places

where barriers were perceived to be sufficiently low, the piisgitsf assimilation and
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the additional work required to manage identities and risks or to access opportunities was
also seen as low.

Kateexplained in chapters 3 and 4 that she did not frequent the Gayborhood or
the lesbian bar in Philadelphia. She wmas$ heavily involved with the LGBTQ
community,and she lived in neighborhood near the border of West Philadelphia that she
viewed as black and mostly straig8till, she did like to be around other lesbians, and
she used her softball team as a way to eotirfhe chose to live in Philadelphia rather
than closer to her hometown on Long Island, NY. Sexual identity was not the only factor
in her choice to live in this area, but it was an important one.

| chose to live out here, | mean of course money anddkeof living are

certainly the biggest factors, forme have friends here |’ m

make on Long Island. | can be gay here, | could be who | want here, which

if 1 live in that town with my family, | would have to kind of hide who |

was, or livemy life a certain way, or move away from that town and go

someplace else in Long Island. So, for me, my community and my

friendships, and being able to be completely out, was really important
enough to live in Philadelphia.

Participants relied upon sexudeéntity to establish criteria and identify
neighborhoods where they would not li&exual identity was n@scommonly usea@s a
criterion forinclusionwhen judging optionsPlaces where the risks were too high or
where participants did not feel theypuld have the opportunity to be considered full and
equal “citizens” were of Ewasnorasdommdonfrut as r
participants to view this process as one in which they started with no options and
included particular neighborhootlased on their sexuality

Grace was a 4@earold mother of one boy. She described herself as miaee,

as is her childShe was half white and half Asian, while her son was half white and half
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black.She and her wife livettogether with their soim Wed Mount Airy but close to
GermantownShe saw the area agay-friendly neighborhood with a large population of
lesbians- especially those with familieShetold me about a story when she was looking
for a job in education and she recognized their sexual identities limited the potential
optonsThe memory stood out to her because she

that all places are equally accessible.

The speaker... said something I|ike, “Yo
| steppedn pretty forcefully and said, “Somi
that when | was looking at positions to interview for, | would take every

single one of them to my partner, and I
a place where we c ojustalt Virgintfaenvas outS o , Texa:s
Fl orida was out. You know, not because

there. Not because there werthemr’ t good

are. But, we were able to do a second parent adoption. So, my partner gave

birth to ourson, and then | adopted him about seven months later, six or

seven months later. And, | think the states have been really good about
recognizing adoptions, but there are so

Whil e Grace’s initial disculswljaien wi t h h
determining that Philadelphia was a place they would be willing to move to, they began
to examine local Philadelphia neighborhoodse gointed out thasexual identity may
seem like a relatively small facton the surfacebutit actuallyhad a large impaan that

it caused them to eliminate certain neighborhoods as options altogether

I think with housing, it’s really hard
neighborhood that was otherwise perfect, but was very sort -ofi-title-
blank swuch that it wouldn’t be very, you

friendly, | can imagine all the other things that would go along with that.

You know? Which would then make it unfriendly in all these other ways.

A neighborhood where everything wagsuconvenient, and it was really

easy to be a mom, but people were bigot
be more bigoted against us as a lesbian family and less bigoted against us

as a mixeerace family. It seems like those things are just always going
together in our society, and so it’s al
the queer part of the decision making is a huge part, but then you know,
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again, if somehow there were this perfect neighborhood but it was queer

unfriendly, | emdamnwiingcauiledr’,t bue I al s
what tha neighborhood would look like.

We can also see that race was important to Grace and her family, as well as being
a parent. Here we begin to see the interaction between sexual identity and other factors.
Grace lived in Mount Airy, a popular neighborhood among many lesbian women
according to my participants. Mount Airy was also populated by people with-above
average socieconomic means, and ithad alarge miked c e popul ati on. Gr

statementhaebwuseapef bect nei ghborhood poi
factors like these, but as she mentions, an unfriendly local attitude toward gays and
| esbians could have eliminated the choice
The interaction between sexual itighand other factors was not as clear for
everyoneln chapter 3, Dianne explained that she enjoyed being around other gay people
and visiting places like the Gayborhoaith her wifeto accomplish this. When she
discussed how she and her wife were timglkabout where they would livehe initially
insistedto methatsexuality wasan influence on theselectioncriteria As we talked, se
s arted to shift hmodelof usiagwsexuatitientity éorexclude Gr ac e’
rather than include.l& refectedon t hi s when tal king about he
second homeear Rehoboth Beach Delaware a weltkknown gay and lesbian vacation
spot
Yeah, | don't think sexuality was really important for us. | don't know. But
see then | say that and thethink you know there are a lot of places down
in Sussex County where the beach is, and we could probably be on the

water and not be in Rehoboth, and were not looking there. So | don't
know. Maybe it is subconsciously playing a part.
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The influence of exual identity on these decision making processes can be subtle,
and so it does not always appear overtly in these narratives about picking places. Instead,
people sometimes discussed concepts |ike *
above they poird to the relatively liberal atmosphere of a neighborhood as an indicator
that the potential for assimilation was high and the risks were likely to be low.

Gregorywas a 4#yearold, gay, white male who | introduced in Chapter 3 in his
discussion of thembrella communityand shared political viewsle also told me about
the process of moving to Philadelphia his casérom New York He wantedto find the
kind of place to live that wouldheet his criteria but alsmake him feel comfortabléle
explainechow hisinitial tour of his apartmenbuilding helped hinchoosehatplace to
live because it made him feel welcome

| like the fact that when | was touring the building, | noticed peopk|

different ages, colors. It just seemed to be representatiaevery diverse

population, didn't seem like you were all homogenous type of setting. |

liked that... | mean, have known from peoplehad inquired with prior to

moving in about the gay representation here... It seemed like there were

just enough. It'sertainly not like a gayborhood in that respect. But that

was ok. For me, that's not the end all, be all for finding a property or

settling on a property. For me it's finding that balance. Where some people

have to |ive in whathe tbmmonl Yoopf &r i

have to, because | consider my sexuality one of many aspects of who | am.

Conversely, | wanted to be comfortable and not feel like the outsider or
the anomaly.

In addition to usingC e n t e r div&sity ag angndicator that he would be
unlikely to be an outsider in his apartment building because he was gay, Gregory also
said that his sexual identity was just one factor among n#adgsire to assimilate into
local neighborhoods and communitieasacommon among participanespeciallythose

approaching middle age attftbsewho were buying properties. Since the Gayborhood



162
was viewed as an insulated population, assimilation was not pos$elde This often
eliminated it as a choic&leanwhile, may participants told me how their sexual identity
did not cause problems for them in the neighborhoods they did choose.

Carloswasa Puerto Rican man we met im&pters3 and 4 Though he ha
moved to the mainland decades agontoved to Philadelphiaifdis career in mental
health serviceabout ten years agble lived with his husband of eight years, who was
also Puerto Rican, though he explained that this was coincidencepiioéased their
homein East Passyuniyst south of Center Cifyabout seen years before our interview.
East Passyunk has maintained good home values, and it has a higher proportion of
Hispanic residents than most other gay friendly neighborhoods in Philadélehsaid
they were happpoth with their home and living in theieighborhood
Carlosexplained:
We decided to I|live closer to the city.

Center City, and we certainyi dn’t want taylmovkRooadt™® t h
One of the things that | like about my neightrmod and where we live,

the EastPassyunk area,. iWe'trheatc owdoorreg adbdu te .
anywrere and are comfortable with [public displays of affection]
anywhere, and it’ s Iludhpastofihe commumity. We' ' r e
here.

While the focus of his story is on assimilationisinot mutually exclusive from
the consideration of marketplacé&sey did not want to be far from Center City, or from
the Gayborhood wher€ a r $hosband workedVhen | askedarlos what he thought
aboutliving in agay or lesbiandentifiedneighborlmod like an enclavehe told me quite
bluntly:
My first thought meag,eashBw, 'wef dront he | $ &

Gaybor hood. l't s just too much of a sin
that we have kids around. Yeah, | love the fact that kids play around our
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street. Not that gay people... Gay people are able to adopt kids, not that
t hat doesn’t hampgenni cRutt hiatt’ si tKkKisndj ust

neighborhood, and we just happen to be gay there.

K a t ®tdrysalso expresseathinterest in assimilatigrbuther feelings that she did

not want to live within the Gayborhood were much stronger

I think that everyone gets |l umped 1into
tranny hooker on my corner. And | i ke,

hooker, that’' s great. But , I don’t want
where | |ive S o, beliving theret aad havefogadt@m n” t wan
7-el even, and there’s a tranny hooker on
really get a choice in that. You can’t
that don’t have that other adalect of ga
the ti me. That's how | would i magine it
but I don’t al ways want there to be a

door. You know, | want to be able to go there and leave there.

When it came to where they wanted taejiparticipants looked for signathat
their sexual identity could be managed to allow for assimila@osing a place
descri bed acmfértdulév ewesree’” tohre Ways ® to thispsmeaa n
relatively liberal neighborhood was taken asgn that risks would be low
Neighborhoods like Center City and Mount Airy had a great deal of racial and ethnic
diversity, for example, while West Philly and University City have a large presence of
younger people and the universities which are ofteocésted with a more liberal

atmosphere.

NegotiatingMultiple Neighborhoodnfluences
In chapter 2, | describexbveral neighborhoodsmoregay-friendly or tolerant
than other places iRhiladelphiaand they were popular residential neighborhoods for

my participants and the gay and lesbian people that they.krissge neighborhoods
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were allpointed out to me as places | wikely to find gays and lesbiardwing, but most
were not especially marked by or identified with gay or leshian communitesewere
theareasn whichmanypeople felt they coulgustlive comfortablywithout significant
concerns that their sexual identity would preclude their citizenahgb about twahirds
of my respondents lived in these neighborhoods
Since relatively litte work needed to be done to hide, manage, or cope with costs
related to sexual identiip these neighborhoods generalharticipants focused on other
decision making factors when choosing a specific neighborbobdme Carlos
summarizedhe keydecison making factors fonim and his husband
For where | live now, decisiemaking factors, cost was the first one.
Convenience, because we're close to pu
feeling like we can lead open lives. That was really important. The fact
that we bought from a gay couple who had already warmed up the
nei ghborhood. These are south Philly wh

t hem, but t hey’'-miencheod ftdlek morstt logpewmor | d.
just been amazing with us, just completelyaaing.

Things like cost of living, rent, public transportation, parking, local amenities, and
commuting time were all commonly mentioned factors in deciding on specific
neighborhoods and places to live. These were often consislgpadately from sexuait
but concerns about sexual identity were sometimes mentionedlagigt with this list.

Some factors like safety and race emerged as having slightly more complex meanings
and strong influences like family might prove more powerful than other decisikimgn

factors
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Negotiating Safety

Common to the various types of neighborhoods that participants discussed as the
most common choices or most desirable choi
safety in their neighborhoods to one extent or anptheommon consideration for most
people in evaluating neighborhoods regardless of sexual identity. Typical safety concerns
include robbery, violenceandsexual assaulEor all of the participants in this study,
however, there were elements of their@mcn s f o Ibasetl anavdinerabyity
connected with their sexual identities

Choosing to |live in a “safe” neighborho
were unlikely to get mugged or have something stolen from your car. Spending time in a
safe placalso meant that managing concerns like sexual identity, gender, or race could
be put aside to some extent. A safe place provided a break from the everyday work of
considering the i mpact one’s identities mi
in many ways, but gays and lesbians consistently described their sexual identity as one of
their primary concerns in narratives that included the possibility of stress from
misunderstandings to violence.

Michaelwas a 31yearold, gay identified Latino marHewas singlewell-
educatedand he sperd great deal of his time at woirk North Philadelphias a
therapist in a community with a large minority population and high rates of povirsy
people did not think that an area like the one his officeiwass safe, but he did not
seem to mind. He had also grown up and lived in various parts of Philadelphia during his

life. He explainedhis nuanced understanding of safety when he talked about moving into
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the Northern Liberties neighborhgaahere he livd at the timeHe pointed outhat
thinking about safety and bei nmghamdwar e of o

Il think that queer pe-ovel ek atfight-let want t o

me not make a generalizatiodost peopled on’ t wainaplaceo | i v
that’' s wunsafe, right? And if a place i
probably wunsafe for qgueer peopl e, pr okt

neighborhood... the likelihood that it is more risky for queer people in
terms of their safety is gher, | would say. So who wants to live in a risky
neighbor hood? Mo s t people don’t unl ess

money. But mo s t people don’t say, “ r
wanted to live in a place that | think was going to be more riskyrinste
of my safety, and | guess that i f it’s

that urqueer friendly.

Safety was not always seen as a given, however. RublgstianAfrican-
American woman in her late twenties a#pokein Chapters 3 and,£onsideed herarea
in Graduate Hospital, jusiorth of Point Breezeéo be areasonablgafe place. She did
not describe it as picularly gay or gayfriendly, though,and she mentioned several
times in our interview that she thought about her safety. Shehsaighte dichotdo
anything that would specificalljpake her sexuality known to her neighbors.

No | don't think I've done that. | don't think I've ever, ever done. | don't

think I've made it a point to promote [my sexual identity]. Not in my

home, like 1d o maybe somewhere el se, but n o f
concerned about safety being a woman here.

Shelived on the border oEenter City, another ar¢hought to be fairly liberal
with ahigh population density and moderate racial mixing in many neighborhoods.
However, she also lived near Point Breeze, where there was a great deal more urban
blight, lower property values, lower income, and tension between the high proportion of
minority residents and incoming property developBrs. by’ s assessmaent of

immediate residential area likely incorporated these and other factors.
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Safety in the Intersections
Safety concernsouldalsobecome complicated when individuals talked about

concerns regarding multiple marginalized identitiRgby recognizeth herprevious

guotethat making her sexual identity known mighskiincreasing her vulnerability

especially because she was a wom@ime was not the only one to suggest something like

this. Gracealso discussed the intersection of safety with identity, butcshesed on the

waysthar ace factored into her family’ s evalua
When we came up to look at neighborhoods, we looked a little bit in West
Philly, but really Mount Airy... seemed like it had everything we were
looking for in a nagghborhood. It seemed like there were lots of families
around. Our son was fifteen months when we moved? So it seemed kid
friendly. It seemed really diverse. Our son is mixed race, African
American/Caucasian, and we wanted to make sure that we would feel
comfortable in the neighborhood; try to pick a neighborhood where we
would be treated well . People wouldn’t
street or anything. So there were some neighborhoods that were very
obviously out. .. We uw chu IPdhni’Itl ye vdeone snd rnt's i
reputation for being friendly towards a

Il " m mi xed race. . . [ t hi nk mo s t of our
son], but some of it was for us.

As | mentioned in Chapter 2, Mount Airy has a histofilgommunity efforts promoting
racial integration, and especially West Mount Airy showed nearly even proportions of
white and black residents. Germantown typically has high proportions of black residents.
Only two neighborhoods in South Philadelphia wespytar among gay and lesbian
participants, and East Passyunk was still majority wkitieen thinking about
neighborhoods, the race of residents who already lived there mattered.

Race was also something that Carlos noticedlaathe and hiswusband

consderedwhen moving to East Passyunk their case they choseneighborhoodased
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in part on their sense of comfort, but comfort in this context meant they believed race
would not cause a problem
You have to also factor tomRicanand r ace f ac
most Puerto Ricans live indNr t h - Phi | | y. So, we’  re Kkino

two Puerto Ricans on my entire block. It was just a matter of where do we
feel comfortable. So, that was partitof

The profile of East Passyumk Chapter 2, Table 2, suggests that the neighborhood has a
much higher proportion of Hispanic residents than most other neighborhoods popular
among gays and lesbians. While Carlos may not have felt that there were many others
like him around, it is posie that his sense of comfort was informed by the presence of
people in a similar racial group in more subtle ways.

Nadinewas a 57yearold, Hack lesbian liing in West Philadelphigbut she did
not livenearUniversity City She | i ved in a neighborhood si
city’s borders, primarily bl -alasgfamiliasilds whi c h
was theneighborhoodn whichshehad growrup, because she was helpingéte care
of her aging motheiShehadneeded to move after ending a relationship almost a year
prior, and returning to her former home in West Philadelphia was the transition that made
the most sense to her at the tirBhe worked two jobs, one at a community service group
that she bd founded hersetind another in retaiso she was busy with her work
schedule most of the weekil§ shefelt as though she was connected with her neighbors
andthelocal community.

Nadinehas lived there long enough that she said her neighborsadawt her
sexualidentity, but she also told me thagotiatingthis was not always easy lohack

neighborhoodske hers Nadine did not want to eliminate her neighborhood as a



169
residential optionhowever, because she Hadhily and friends thereandatthe time it
provided for her needs$n her story about the safety risks at the intersection of race and
sexual identity, she focused on managing her expectations in Afkizemican
neighborhoods

Therearedifferences in how people are treated in ourigsinAmerican
neighborhoods. There is a difference between how a gay or lesbian man or
woman is treated vsus if you were in Drexel Hilk I'm just saying use

that as an example or even South Philly, and how a white family or
primarily white community andles their gay or lesbian neighbors, there is

a difference. | think, for some reason is there's a lot more aggression, and
not necessarily positive aggression that's dealt with...in the black
community. Black men think you are taking their women. Nowthea i n’ t
ever talked to them before, but now th
only had a small margin anyway, so now you really, you took away
yourself, now you're takin' away someone else. So, and | could be wrong,
but in my experience, Johnny and I'misgyJohnny as in European white
atmosphere and family, has never been a threat... Unless you have the real

knuckl eheads. I mean they're just, “You
have that same kind of aggression, it is harsher on the black side. Cause
now we've “ruined the whole family struc

While race clearly plays a role hedéa d i meighibgrhood is mostly working
class, which could alsafluence her observationBrexel Hill isa more affluent
neighborhoodbut she shifts her ergleto use South Philly, where many of the
neighborhoods are both white and working or loweéddle class areas. This suggested
thatshe wanted to find a more comparable white neighborhood.

While safety concerns are a common topic in urban sociologgawsee here
that there i®ften an identityspecific element to the evaluation of safety in particular
neighborhoods=ven race did not just mean race when it came to evaluating
neighborhoods. \Wle neighborhoods were nalwayseliminated as options because

sexual identity was perceived as problematic, they s@metimedeing eliminated
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because “safety” was. T Thisdeenmcowdde relatqu otsexualt i al p
identity, however, or it could be linked with othermdiées likegenderor racewhen

thinking about mor@eneral concerns about crinferassmengr violence.

Family and Children

Those with children spoke a great deal about the ways in which their
responsibility to their families took precedence over otomcerns when choosing a
place to live or work. Often, when discussing their families, these individuals were quick
to note that their identity as a paranid the needs of their childreanperseded their
identity as gay or lesbian when it came to deteimg factors inwhere theywere going
to live.

Gracenotede ar | i er t hat a great deal of her a
neighborhood was in thinkg about their familyMount Airy, where they lived, not only
had comfortable homes and high propertipgs, but also a high proportion of other
families living there as welHere she points out thdteir sexual identities were also
clearly a part of their considerat®rbut their identities as mothers and the needs they

perceived for their son won out

l'ts hard for me to sort of disentangl
except that, it’s not that | ever think
and then, |l go, “Oh yeah, we’'re |l esbian
who hate us.'l1TiBaet weitées mommse That'’' s mo

family is about is catering to a tall and extremely energetic small person
who needs to be constantly socialized.

Dianneand her wife hadwo youngchildren.Dianne had the children during her
previous marriage toman, but she now had primary custo8iie and her wife acted as

equal parents to the childréwhile she explained in chapter 3 that she and her wife often
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came into Philadelphia and visited the Gay
community, when it cam® choosing &ouse and a good neighborhosdhools for her
childrenand a convenient commute to work every tk priority.
It's probablya more affluent house. We chose that because of the kids.
Because it was close to the school, and it was, it wgmod place for, it
was good place to get the kids to school and for us to get to work where
we were working at the time we bought it. We didn't really take our
sexuality or lifestyle really into concern all. If we had, well | mean I
shouldn't say that. tnean we kind of were thinking about it, but sort of
affirmatively decided to pick the place that was least conducive to that.
Because, being close to the kids’ schoo
trumped all of that. At the time wewere looking for ahouse we were
looking in the city... where we thought we would b¥ou could be more
out and more open, or we would really ultimately like to be down in
Rehobothnear the beach housd®ut the schools down theraren't good

and the schools uporth are btter. So we kind of let the kids trump all on
that.

Considerations for children were always placed in the forefront of narratives
about decision making, evémcases where sexual identity was stifluential. In the
caseof Rick, who | also introduceith Chapter 3his childrendid not live with him in his
Center City apartmemn the northwestern outskirts of tRétenhouse neighborhooHe
had moved in with his partner after living directly in Rittenhousehbuteeded to live
somewhere that heould easy travel to his kids or them to hinHe felt his sexual
identity* was a factor to the extent that | want
couldn't see myself in the suburbs as a direct result of how | identify myself as being gay.
It wouldbemor e di fficult.” However, he had to b:
In his case, Rick did not want to move to a farpibpulated neighborhood away from

the heart of the city like Mount Airy or West Philly. For him, the compromisant

living accessible to his kids because he was near regional public transportation
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Vic, meanwhile, @l not have childrebut he and his partner of 28 years were
responsible for a great deal of the care and effort in raisingdue He was in his late
fifties, and he was white and identified as gay. He had not always been out of the closet
to his family or in his neighborhood, but he told me that in recent years he was out in
most areas of his lif¢de and hispartnex | so needed to help take ¢
parentauntil they passed away a short time before the interdantold me thathat they
might live somewhere different, but his obligations to his family members simply
precluded that possibility for them.
My mom, my dad were getting up in years, drichew the time would
come when they would need my help. Which they did. My mom died in
" 05. My father died in "09. And | don’t
for that, and | suppose that | could honestly say if | had to do it all over |
would. But the thought does now cross my mind, that, you know... we are
free now, to go and live where ever we choose. And, I'm sure as the year

or years, as they start to go by, we probably will eventually live in a like, a
more gayfriendly [neighborhood].

It seems likely that many couples can choose to refocus their residential choices
on their personal wants and needs after their family obligations have passed, and this has
little to do with their sexual identity. The potential costs of this tafiduring family
years can be very high for gays and lesbians who cannsef@et or eliminate
neighborhood choices because of their families, however. This could mean paying costs
or putting in additional effort to make up for their sexual identity differences in

unfriendly territory.
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Managing in Unfriendly Neighborhoods

It was not always possible to eliminate the choice to live in a neighborhood that
might be unfriendly or unsafe for gays and lesbians. This might mean that the only work
gay and lesbian people cduo was taopewith the potential ramificationsf direct
oppression. In some cases participants faced discrimination or violence, while in others
they did not but their narratives included strategies for anticipating this kind of reaction
and attemptingo minimize their risks.

Vic lived in a workingclass neighborhood e southern part &outh
Philadelphialt did not have the relatively high property values or typical income of a
neighborhood like East Passyunk, nor did it have the same proxm@gnter City as
Point BreezeHe told me that peopkherecould sometimes be intolerant or even hateful.
He said that there were times in his neigh
because he did not feel comfortable thé&&he mentione@éarlier, he and his partner
lived there because of his family obligatiokmfortunately this meant managing how
they acted so that they would not solicit aggression from ledatsmight perceive them
as gay

| think the thing that is not so good is, teeare a lot of nights when [I'll

say to [my partner], “Let's go out for

be able to walk down my street and hold hands with him, you know? But
that's something in this neighborhood that you can't do.

He did not destbe this narrative in the simple blaekdwhite terms of the
closet. He saw himself as out of the closet, but that did not mean that identity
management was not necessary. He knew there could beHestkdd meabouta time

thatheand his partner wergtadked in their previous apartment in the same
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neighborhoodThiswas the catalyst for why they had recently moved into the apartment
they were living in at the time of the interview.

To make a very long story short... There was a neighbor that liveditg

that was an absolute hater. He came down to our place. He tried to break

in. He had a gun. We called the cops... | hate to use this phrase, because it

sounds so rcho... But we ended up beating the living hell out of the guy.

You know. And, | thinkit was more from just fear than just revenge or

anger. ... We were the ones that got arrested for it. We were the ones that

had to go to court for it. We were the ones that got tiireea r s’ probation
for it. And, that kind of really disrupted my life, berse | lost my job

through that, like whole bit.

Carl, the 4%yearold, workingclass, gay, white man who spoke in Chapter 3
about racial differences in the LGBTQ community, also recognized that many
neighborhoods in South Philadelphia, especially those dxem Center City, were not
very tolerant of gays and lesbians. He knew that people there would be more likely to
hide their sexuality in their neighborhoods, unlike some other places in theeityld
me about hismeighborhood, which was also on $muth side of the city

Everyone that | know who is in South Philly lives a closeted life.. s

[arealwoul d f al | down there, as far as | 'n
some sort of totem pelea,i yepdu'weerteal kil
down here where moss is growing, -othis area this neighborhood |

find there’s nothiing ewmhjadysaolelvergaylhab e
moment where you could sit'ltherdi&med sa
“t1’' s [gaglmoment ! ” 1t just doesn-It happen,
never expect to see a fairy slide by here. WheiaaSenter Cityyou v e

gotho i dea what's going te hawpénl bokyatu.
Tinkerbellis not going by anyone here, in South Philly. In Center,City

knowl " | | see. a Tinkerbell

This did not mean that gays and lesbians were not there, however. Carl did know
other gay people in the neighborhood, and he knew that they met other gay people there.

He said that it was not out in the open, however, and people did work to hide it there.
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I hate the fact that it is so, so homop
da e anything but South Philly, l'talian,
to a bar, and the first dude to turn ar
is the dude he ends wup going home and f
The hypocrisy of it all in SoutPhilly-and t her e’thaa 'Isotwhaft it

| hate. Truly, truly.
Rubyhad rules about limiting public displays of affection with other women
outside her hom® manage these kinds of risk&hile she noted that this might be
different if she were & bar or club, another social event, or just in a different place in
the city, she deliberately limited her behavior outside her house so that she could mitigate
potential problems.
The perfect example of that is the “no
the street?” kind of thing. .. That's so
parade around the neighborhood. Also, people are just watching, and I'm
just concerned somebody in this neighborhood would see that, and even if
they weren't gonna harass me on tiees, they'd make a note that there's
two women that live in that house, and only two women, and the maybe

they'd watch the house and then some violence could come upon us
because of that display, but it's not worth it.

Sometimes, the other factors invetl in choosing a place to live meant that
participants would end up living in a place that they could not elimfrate their list of
optionseven if they were unsure if their sexual identity would be problematic. When it
was unclear how difficult assitation might ban neighborhoods like thesparticipants
oftenresponded bhavingrules or strategies to govern how they managed their identity
in different kinds of contexts.
Dianne explained that haffluent, suburbaresidential neighborhood was reot
“gay” or “lesbian” neighborhood at all. Ra

meant that they had to place the importance of schetoégt safetyand the availability
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of amenities above any desire to be in a more lednmmdly or lesbian ocupied
neighborhood. “Be that as it may,” she tol
Shehad a nadestraightforward rule about living in her neighborhood

We bring it up. We constantly bringing up, so there's no
misunderstanding. Because we have kids, | think you have to be really

open and upfront about that, because | never wanted to give the

impression that this is something anybody is embarrassed ofknt?

This is how it is, this is what it means. You know. We say to them

constantly. We're gay. That's what that means. So when | introduced

mysel f, I al ways <crowbar I nto the conyv
force it out there. | always force intotheaver sati on. At the ki
you know, everything.

Furthermore, Dianne explained that making their sexual identity known to their
neighbors and other parents in their community was something she saw as a
responsibility to herself and her family. Rathhan reacting to a possible scenario after
the fact, she chose to take matters into her own hands.

You always have that sort ef you know there are people that | come

across that | fear that I'll have a reaction to because | know they're really

religious or something like that and | don't really know very well. So |

least kind of feel something with that, but | denltforce myself to do it.

I'm not a confrontational person, so | force myself to do it because | know

| have to do it. Because the wothking that could happen is if they say

something about my husband and | have to correct. So | always force

myself to bring it up. But I've never felt pressure from anybody to keep it

to myself. You know | mean? Not that | can think of.

Kate had a differdrtake on managing her identity irfaa-West Philadelphia
neighborhood that others might not think would have a good attitude toward gays and
lesbians. Shevasthewhite lesbiarwho wasliving in a predominantly blackworking
classneighborhoodwhich wa not at all like the West Philly neighborhoods that were

more popular among other participare had moved into the neighborhood several

months prior to our interview, and skaid that she had deliberately moved there because
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she liked the idea of limg among minoritiesWhile she was a sexual minority and her
neighbors were often racial minorities, she viewed them as similar.
She worked at a nearby school whose population she also described as mostly
Black. She told me that she did not make her tdgrknown to her neighborsr students
and did not initially describe eithers gay or | e bdioldanathdtter i end | vy .

sexualityhad not been an isstmr those around her.

From the experience | ’'ve had with the
youdo your gay thing somewhere el se. Y oL
home. And that’'s jJust somet hing that I

predominantly... black school in a black neighborhood. All my students
were black, so you know. | think, from interaction¥ e had wi th parer
you just don’t talk about it They ki nc
“Hmm.” But they don’t bring it up . So,
friendly, j ust because it’s kind of no
maybe that idriendly.
While | might have initially viewed Kate’s
the closet, she did not see it this way. Her interpretation was that some people might have
been able to guess (she had also told some of her coworkethle fact that they did
not bring it up or make an i sslhisdidodmei t con

along with not bringing up or pointing out her identity, however.

Workplaces and Closet Narratives
There was one everyday context in whilcl blackandwhite identity
managementarratives of the closet sometimes returiedhe workplace, itvas
common for most participants to woaknong people who weteterogeneous in terms
of sexual identity, at least as far as they were av&mme staes maintained assimilation

narratives in workplaces, but it was far more common than in neighborhoods to
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del i berately hide one’s sexual identity. T
talked about the passive processes of simply not mentioexugikidentity or the more
dynamic identity negotiation that was a part of typical assimilation narratives.

In some cases individuals simplymada poi nt to be “out” in
order to clear up any confusion or circumvent the surpriseanitiaipated problems,
much like Dianne did in her neighborhoadd said she also did at wofkome people
also picked workplaces that they knew would be friendly based on their percetions
indicators like samsex partner benefitbecause it wa®cated in a place like the
Gayborhoodor because it was affiliated with the LGBTQ community directly

It wasvery commorfor participants to pick and choose the people they walild t
about their sexual identityr to haveclearrulesto govern who would knownd the
people from whom they would deliberately hide their sexual identitiesse stories
more closely mimickedarratives about living inr coming out of the closét wasthe
only context in which s ucgillcameupdugingeny “ i n or
research with adult gays and lesbians.

Michael who appeared in the earlier section about safeigked in a healthcare
facility in North PhiladelphiaThat areavas not viewed by many as a particularly gay
friendly neighborhood, unlike vére he lived in Northern Libertieghich was quite
popular among gays and lesbia@sir interview took place at his officand | did not
observe anyotable indicatorsf hisgay identityot he of f i ctevardgaystardi t ude
lesbians.

| asked Michakif he came out at work, and la@swered:
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Yes, | always do, but | think that some things make it easier. So my first
week, my first day that | was here, my boss gives me a summary of a few
different meetings that | need to attend and one of them was B LG
meeting. I was | i ke ,dhngsadsumdlasithatt have to
And then later on [a coworketglls me something about friends... and
something about his partner, and the fact that they had gotten married.
And he tells me later on that aeeek that they actually gave him like a
check, like congratulations on your wedding, and everyone signed a card
around the office. But wultimately it’s
right? And that at work, righttc ause there’ s allée. day, eV ¢

You constantly make decisions about w h
ongoing process.

This negotiation is not quite like an assimilation narrative in that he did not let people
make their own assumptions or feel like he was out if he was deliberatelyg hidi
identity.

Not every workplace provided participants with signals that gays and lesbians
would be accepted therdic, for example hadsimply remained in the closet at his last
workplace UnlikeMic hael ' s " al ways c¢ome hoaudt "a nr u‘l ael w aoy
st ay i rWhilepbenadenqy specific statement about it, his stories about work
suggested that a high presence of blue collar or working class people made hka feel
his sexuality might not be accepted.

Katerelied upon other indators to determine if her identity might be accepted at
work. She mentionedarlierthat hemeighborhoodind her workplagea secondary
school, weranostly populated by people that were blagke felt thathe tendency for
black communities she was araumot to ask about sexuality coldd considered
“friendly” fr ontwismet made to bepme isstaiervse, Katdpatta

lot of work into managing her identity.
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While shefelt neither the need to disclose ohide her identity in her
neighborhoogdshe put quite a bit of effort into decidimghom she would telat work
Katetold meabouthow she thought of herself as out of the closet at work, but only
among coworkerand with some indication they would be accepting

| think that | piked and chose who | told. But, | would identify myself as

out at wor k, because if someone asked m
there, | never wore my engagement ring. | would wear it to professional

devel opment days. | ddedwas inappopraate, it [t ea
and it was a pretty significant rock. So, when we had a professional

devel opment day, I i ke, Il > d wear it bec
beautiful, you know? And people would ask me, are you married? And |

would say yeah, and ihey went further | would tell them more details. |

wore my wedding ring, which was a band with diamonds, and my students

would ask me but |l " d say no, |l " m not mi
students, but the coworkers that were my age | told. It toolariitle

while with the older women, especially a lot of them are Muslim, so |

di dn’t know enough about-lkehamcel t o know
eventually understood that | ike.. |I"m th
knew she was cool and Muslim, likehe wasn’t going to be |
for me, so once | knew that | kind ef | usually just drop it in a

conversation.

Grace was much farther along in her cathan Kate was, and Grace felt she had
some security at worlShe also talked about how slpesifically chose only to work at
places that she knew would be accepting and likely to offer institutional benefits like
domestic partner insurance coverage. Even in her case, though, she needed additional
rules about when to be out and when not tdvhich like Kate, be talked about being
out with most of her colleagu@s higher educatiorNeither Grace nor Kate were dot
the students that they taught, and this kind of intentional hiding of identity with students,
clients, and customers was not uncoonmGrace, Kate, and others did not see the effort

of assessing or taking these risks as worthwhile in such atehortelationship.
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Grace added that being in a different kind of place, especially because of work,
could cause her to be deliberate abduoding her identity Grace told me about a trip she
took on which she met a gentleman who she believed might become a helpful contact for
a workrelated projectbut she did not know how risky it might be for him to know about
her sexual identity
We actudly ended up having an incredibly lively helang conversation,
and |I"m hoping that his [workpl ace] mi g
my [projects], but maybe 45 minutes into the conversation, he looks at my
wedding ring and shgsd dovhat Adoes!| ymade
those orthe-spot decisions that | was just going to lie to him. It ssgm
I i ke, j ust, y ou know, t here was every

partner, SHE i s a therapist.” And so, I
answered Is questions truthfully, just using the wrong gender

Narratives about being in or out of the closet were not the only stories about
workplaces, but they were very common in discussions about work in ways that they
were not when people talked about theighborhoodsintuitional indicators of
acceptance or possible risks could give contexinfdividualsto make more informed
decisions, but given that the potential costs could be very high and risks could be
unknown, assimilation narratives had not yetrpeated stories about the workplace like

they had in stories about neighborhaods

Queer Neighborhoods amkjected Assimilation
It was not until about halfway through the process of interviewing that 1 first
heard about the queer enclaves in West PHpade Participants had mentioned that
parts of West Philadelphia were gay or lesbian friertaliy,only afew describedhe

details of the neighborhoad detailwith respecto its queer residents. Residential
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narratives for most gays and lesbians dehséomove towardhemes ofjeograptzal
integration andocial assimilatiomn mixedsexuality neighborhoogdand ambient
community’ when relating to other LGBTQ peoplEhere were some communities in
Philadelphia that very intentionally tried to maintgeographic proximityo one
another, even residentiallgn the basis aheir gender and sexual identitiés these
cases, participants did not rely on assimilation narratives. Instead, they relied on the kind
of marketplace narratives that typicallysdabed organization into enclaves for gays and
lesbians in the past.

In the previous chapter, | described smaller gatherings of groups in transitional
private spaces. In these cases, spiceprivate homesould be transformed to become
open to sociafjatherings of radical queershis style of gathering in We#&hilly was
most common among those who felt they did not fully identify with the LGBTQ
community at large, or who still expressed strong feelings of marginalization because
they did not align with more normative or
(including their association with normative male and female gender roles).

Terry was30 years oldvhen we met for our interviewerry was biologically

femal e, but preferred to use the pronouns

7 Ambient community is defined by Japonica Bre®aracing201l)as “a sense of bel ongi |
connection that arises from informal voluntary and affective ties forged among a heterogeneous collection

of proximate i ndi vi du agklsfashionel lmreunchsbared wmstes dnd activities ase s ar e
well as a sense of safety and acceptance.
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neutrality rather thahaving gender assign€dThey preferred to identify as
genderqueer, bdterry explained that they spent many years identifying as lesbian and
still felt a connection to the lesbi@ommunity. Terry identifid as queerhoweverand
they primarily spent mewith queer communities that prefer to reject more normative
gender or sexual identities.

Terry described the difference betweenah#&ientLGBTQ community
associated with the GayborhoodGenter City Philadelphia and the queer enclaves of
West Phillyas they understood it.

| think that especially in Center City the gay neighborhoods look very

different than West Philly. It's mostly white men, it's less of an emphasis

on the political aspects and more about partying or gyms are huge for that.

It looks different and | wouldn't even say there's very much of a lesbian

community in Philadelphia. Maybe like a small enclave in South Philly

but not really in West Philly or Center City that | know of. | went to
school in a very lesbian community in North Hamptmnd it was similar

to the queer community but a little bit different. | think there is definitely

more of an emphasis on pride, which the queer coniy doesn't really
partake inYou don't see rainbows anywhere in West Philly.

When | asked Terry how mch of a factor gender or sexual identity was in
determining where to |live, they Insteasdgfonded
having an interest in assimilation, an enclave or marketplace of shared queer identities
and radical politics was momaportant. Two other radical queer participabisth

preferring to identify as queer in terms o

¥To respect Terry's preference for gender neutr al p
reference to Terry. These are used in the singulardred not in the plural unless a specific group is clearly
indicated.
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assessment. The enclaves were described to me as ypeongér who bonded because
of these identitiedbutthe groups there werdso fractured.

Terry told me about their own recognition that moving toward social assimilation
might mean moving toward sockabhnd thus geographicalexclusion from the queer
enclavedecause of the radical identity politics thanhded the marketplace thdnet
rejected assimilation as a social gdalthe event this happened, people might look for
another neighborhood with similar diversity and costs of liumgnother part of the city.

| am engagedand | do plan on getting legal marriage. But | also

recognize that marriage is complicated and | think that's, that's something
that's really coming down on our community as we age and are starting to
think about our relationships and what kindrefationships we want to
have.l ’ tartirgg to feel like quite a few of the couples who decided to get

married did not feel like they could live in West Philly anymore and they
just do Germantown. So it's a struggle.

It seems here as though the appearance of these enclaves mimitisahssme
gay communities and many lesbian communities were described as having in the latter
half of the 28 century. As gay and lesbian identities become more accepted by the
general population in some areas, those who identify more comfortably witiatnee
versions of gay or lesbian identities may be abksgimilate intather communities in
any neighbor hood per dyddleramt df thairpresecaa f e” or
Meanwhile, tlose whose communities are not veisible, not verynormative,or
that are nointerested in assimilation ¢ may still rely more heavily on geographically
located enclaveand use marketplace narratives to describe their experiences living there
These can be difficult to identify for outsiders, of couRsesearchersometimes rely on
census dataurveys, or information from insiders to iaitiy locate hidden communities.

As | pointed out in Chapter 2, West Philly is characterized by an interesting mix of high
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property values, low rents, moderate racial mixing,\&@hdt is most likely a very large
populationof students and young professiondleese demographic indicators are easy
enough to sedut indicators of a queer presence there are not so simple to identify.

Groups like the queer circles in West Philadedgain be difficult, if not
impossible, to locate unlegsu area part of the grougsiven the fluidity of queer
identities and complex politics, people are not always easy to iddfwén those who
are a part of the group do necessarily allow outsigerssdo information. | asked Terry
how | would find out where a queer party or event would be if | were interested. They

told me quite frankly, “You would probably

Living Beyond the Closet and Shifting Narratives

All of my gay and leslain participants described their adult lives as out of the
closet butthey were nboftenliving in the Gayborhood or looking for areas they knew
they would have gay or lesbian neighb&#& can see in earlier chapters that the idea of
a symbolic LGBTQ community can persistven without residential proximity. Sexual
identity does not seem threctly dictate the specific neighborhoods where gays and
lesbians will live but itshows up as dactor inin narrowing down choices about possible
neighborhoodsThis is often accomplished by excluding neighborhoods where
assimilation is not perceived as possible without significant effort or at all.

Research on the influence of sexual identity in choosing a place wnibee
placed a high level of importance on the proximity of gay and lesbian networks in what
have been referred to as *“ gayforthdbenefitsos” or

that can be found there. These decisions were also sometimes made with the
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determination of the places that allowed one to be out of the closet versus the places
where gays and lesbians would intentionally hide sexual identities. Neither marketplace
nor closet narratives were used as much as assimilation narratives when talking abou
these dally life contexts with my participants. The legacy of these prior narratives was not
completely absent either, thougrfhese stories about choosing everyday places in our
supposedllysepdstworl d do not shobltomn excl us
While assimilation narratives dominated these discussions, competing narratives about
marketplaces and even the closet that appear in some contexts when assimilation seemed
impossible, impractical, or undesirable.

Only a fewof the people of colathat | interviewedand an even smaller number
of whites,claimed that they made a nblgprhood choice that was influenced by race
While we saw irthe previousthree chapters thaibth gay men and lesbians of color often
thought about the implications tfeir raceas did many white lesbians and some white
gay menyery few cited it as a factor in neighborhood cho@ely 8 of my 27 white
participants lived in neighborhoods that might be considered reasonably racially mixed,
like Mount Airy, West Phily, or some areas in Center Cifynother 4 white participants
lived in Point Breeze, which was majority black, but only 2 of them made statements that
suggested the race of their neighbors was a factor in their choice to live there.

This does not necesdgrmean racavas not a factofor the othersof course. It is
possible that racial dynamics wenisible in these narratives because they were
expressed instead as class or family dynamics, which are often associated with racial

segregatiorfMoore 2011)lt is also possible that those most likely to make these
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deci sions based on their race are | ess |
likely to be captured by a research project focused on these sexual idéBtdigs-

Saracino 2014; Cohen 1996, 1999; Namaste 199®&rnatively, it may be the case that
de facto racial segregation in the United Stdtese s t h ethiSpaof k7 o f
neighborhood selectipmemoving it from a narrative about the work thabple will do
whenchoosing(Charles 2003; Logan 2013; Massey and Denton 1993; Shapiro. 2004)
Just because it was not a part of the deeisiaking narrative discussed hedoes not
mean that race did not have an influence on where people would or could choose to live
but it does tell us that there was at least one facamd there are likely othersthat are
not easily or consciouslyisible.

This discussion of neighborhoods shows other ways in which some gays, lesbians,
and queer people are entering the mainstregnassimilating into mixed
neighborhoods- but we also find that some of these people are not making this shift. The
bariers that stand in the way of assimilation are still sometimes cultural and intuitional,
but in some cases they are about the political projects of individuals and groups who do
not want to assimilate. If nothing else, | can say there is at least oeetidell conflict in
these narratives. In spite of all of these poin@nynparticipantéiving in the
neighborhoods popular among gays and leslstihgnsisted that sexual identity was not
a major consideration in tlrechoice of neighborhood, even whi contradicted their
own statements.fieygo on totell me about hovthey lived in areas where they saw

other gays and lesbians, felt comfortable in their communities, were able to access
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LGBTQ resources or social networks, or did not feel they wengyhtrisk, as if these
happened by coincidence.

Meanwhile,onethird of my participants did not live in a géyendly
neighborhood, or one notably popular among gays or lesbians. With just one or two
exceptions, all of these people had one or more rtiitg#actors like family, career, or
finances that affected the neighborhoods that were viable choices for them. Sometimes
this eliminated many or even all of the neighborhoods popular among gays and lesbians.
Sometimes the remaining choices were affluenghborhoods; sometimes they were
poor or workingclass neighborhoods. Sometimes these other areas were mostly white;
sometimes they were mostly black. This seemed to depend largely on the intersectional
context of each per saages, lsowever,ipaopleealvayashad | n al |
strategies for navigating their neighborhoods with their sexual identity in mind.

Another key process that was often absent in narratives about neighborhood
choices and even about marketplace navigation in the Gaylwbwesthe way that gays,
lesbians, and queer people learned about different places, what they meant, and how to
navigate themPeople could tell me a great deal about their neighborhoods, communities,
and where they socialized, but this did not necesdatllyne how they went about

finding those places drlearning when and where to go.
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CHAPTER 6

FINDING GAY AND LESBIAN PLACES
Research has pointed to the pivotal role of social networks in many
aspects of | ife.. Al't hougthtavedemaohly es of r e
discussed networks in the housing search, the role of networks has not
been sufficiently elaborated in terms of the formation of preferences. Nor
has there been attention to how in the residential housing search social

networks can intersestith members; cultural tastes, habits, and status
preferences. Anette Lareay{2014)

Locating LGBTQPlaces

Even in the earliest studies of gay and lesbian geographiesialeserelied
upon several different measuiadocating gay and lesbian communiti€siantitative
measureand many qualitative assessmestiswed some interesting possibilities, but
measuringsexuality andsexual identity can often be problematic for various reasons
including invisibility, hidden identitieand behaviorspassing, incorrect identification,
conflicting identities, lying on the part of participants, rejection of identity categories, and
a potential lack of understanding on the part of resear¢Berastein 2007; Brown
Saracino 2014, Ericksen 2001; Lance, Anderson, Croteau 2010; Moore 2011,

Valentine 2007; Warner and Shields 2013)ese issues have been no less a problem in
relating sexuality and sexual identity to urban landscapes.

I n wor k | i(leg8)a@as tAall les ' <1892) thBu e n@efr " sk ey
informants” fr om t publisheconmaterialike adyertiserments ané | | as
guideswere instrumentadditions to other measurestheir attempts ttocategay and
lesbian geographies. This process of information gathering receives relatively little

attention, however. While these methods do make sdresealsarely upon the situated
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knowledge of these informant§ researchers have h#ds difficulty, even when many
of them are welinformed or LGBTQ community insiders, then how did these informants
come to know so much? This process seemed to behdedkenfor-granted among my
participants who could supply me with a great de#bcdl information but often
struggled to tell me where they learned it in the first plRodlished information
appeaedto contribute to this at least in part, but sboetworks— especially the use of
new technolograppeared to have a great deal of in
about local neighborhoods, communities, and places to go.

Participants often mentioned the usefulnessmpke strategies likéntemet
searches or looking for physical mark&sfinding the Gayborhooth general When
namingspecific names glaces like bars, clubs, and organizations in the Gayborhood,
however people could not easifyrovidedetails about how they came to learrhod
specific placeshey were telling me they visited or knew exist®ther than mentioning
Internet searches, participatddd met hey si mply knew because of

Aimee was 25 years old and lived with straight roommates in West Philadelph
She was a white, lesbian woman who talked in chapter 4 about her experiences trying to
meet other lesbians. Since she had only moved to Philadelphia about six months before
the interview, shevas able to tell me how she locditesbian placesShe sawa paradox
in how difficult it was for her tdind information aboubther lesbiang the area

All these lesbians, | see them but | don't know if | can actually go over and

talk with them. Where to find them socializing? It is tough to knooy y

might find out word of mouth. ®ur friends might say there's this party

going on here do you want to go to it? You have to make friends with

lesbians before you can do the things you want to do with lesbians. A little
bit of a catch 22.
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Dianne had been living imé area for more than ten years. | noted in chapter 3
that she had identified as a lesbian only a few years prior, however, and she left her
marriage with a man. She began to explore the LGBTQ community in Philadelphia, and
she was also able to remembédewa more details.

| only knew the-to be honest with you | only knew the one place to go,

and that was from a woman that | had gone out with you know when |

thought | was straight. She knew it, and we went there. And then after that

| was just crazy otthe Internet looking stuff up to see what was going on.

Philly Gay Calendar and all those list serves and all that kind of stuff. | go
bananas with it to find out where people go, what's going on.

The Philly Gay Calendatis a website where groups and angations can list LGBTQ
related events in the area.

Ai mee’ s and Dianne’'s comments suggested
social ties were a major factor in finding out about pla€hey also mentioned looking
information up onlineSome participastcasually mentioned the marked spaces in the
Gayborhood with things like rainbow flags or stickers, but these were usually as if they
had already known where to find them. I looked for common trends in the use of social

networks andtommunication technoty, given that these were my main leads.

Social Networks and Residential Information
The process of finding gay and lesbian friendly neighborhoods in Philadelphia
was somnewhat more invisible than finding social spaces like the Gayborhood or bars

Some participants could only name a few neighborhoods they thought were gay or

19 A website for listing LGBTQ events in Philadelphia: PhillyGayCalendar.com
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lesbian friendly, while others had many det&lshare. Many of those who had been
living in Philadelphia for more than one or two yetlsl methat theyjustknew where
many gay or lesbian neighborhoods in the city werdahat they could not remember
how they learned. With regard to residential neighborhoods, the only other hints were
suggestions that friends or acquaintances had informed pébptdifficulty making
sense of the apparent absence of a narrative here, though upon reflection | realized |
could not provide details about how | learned the information | knew prior to starting this
research either.

Annette Larea2014) quoted at the start of the chap&tamines the process of

choosing residential neighborhoods within her population of famili€&oosing

Homes, Choosing SchooMer participants were concerned with many of the same
decision making factors as mine, like safety, cost, amenities, and the quality of school
system&. She found, however, that participants did not always do very much work
actually researching these siiiedopics. A few did, but most simply relied upon the
knowledge of their collective social networks to help inform them about the safety or
guality of neighborhoods that were within their seeamnomic means.

This did not mean that the information these t wo r k s knew” was
accurate. Some did more work researching or getting involved with schools, but many
contacts had relied upon their own social networks to help with the work of learning

about neighborhoods as well. As long as people trub&socialnetworks, information

% Lareau focuses her research on families with children, and the discourse about schools was always
presentOnly about a third of my participants had children or other family ties that would suggest particular
interest in schools, though some of those who commented on this were planning families in the near future.
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about sexuality, sex markets, and marketplae

slso conveyed throughemin a
similar way.Laumann(2004)explained:

Social networks have distinct effects on sexual partnering through two

major mechanisms: information and control. As for information, because

social networks tend to be composed of people with similar charackristi

and, therefore, structure contact between members, information of

necessity circulates among members. This information includes where to

go, whom to approach for introductions, and proper manners once

introduced. For example, because the lesbian sexaaketplaces are

widely dispersed and not easily identified, one of the most important

functions of lesbian social networks is the dissemination of information

about which bars or clubs are the most likely places in which to meet other

lesbians. Social nebrks also convey information about the intentions of

potential partners. For example, potential partners may be more likely to

trust one another if they are introduced by a mutual friend than if they

meet througha personal ad.

Lareau(2014)argues in part that the narratives and experiences of her participants
do not necessarily reflect a complex process of gathering knowledge about these factors
in choosing neighborhoods. Instead, she sugdkat sometimes the knowledge
participants have is simply a reproduction of the knowledge that exists in their social
networks, and their neighborhood choices simply reflect the common discourise that
embedded in these networks.

Ralph was a 2fyearold, white universitystudentwho identified as gayHe lived
in East Passyunk, and had moved there earlier in the year. Before hethereetie had
he had lived inNest Philly with a friend and roommate while he was trying to figure out
plans to work andeturn to school to complete his degree. He was living on a budget and

needed to make sure that his residence gave him access to school and work. However, he

still wanted to live in a gajriendly neighborhood.
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While many participants had a great deadayg about how they chose the
neighborhood they lived in, Ralph was able to tell me how he narrowed down his choices
from any neighborhood to the ones he looked at most closely.
| guess originally, it was just cause of the bars and restaurants in the area.
Also, my best friend, or some of my best friends, live in South Philly, but

have since moved away. And they seemed to like South Riolfgthan
other places in Philly. So, I thought it would be better.

Social networks contribute to knowledge aboughborhoods among my
participants, though their networks often provided information that was structured by
sexual identity concerns into account even if this was not overt. Given that most gays and
lesbians in the research lived in just a handful of neigfbam o ds out of t he ci
possibilities, i1t is plausible that my par
of their | ocal soci al network’'s collective
though they often did not view them as gayesbian identified neighborhoods and did
not believe sexual identity was their primary decision making factor.

This is ultimately an assumption, however. Since the narrative was so difficult to
identify, | cannot say with certainty that this is the cétss.worth speculating, however,
to the extent that helps us to considéne assimilation themes that guided narratives in
the last chaptett would have been helpful to ask participants more aimat
information they researched before moving ititeir neighborhood, asking them to
reconstruct the process, or perhaps even observing those searching for a new place to live
during their process.

In the event that social networks are predisposing certain neighborhoods to gay

and lesbian interest in hsing, then these networks would be a potent tool in invisibly
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replicating social and sexual marketplaces tied to the interests of these networks. | cannot
offer more here, but this does provide an interesting avenue for possible future
investigationPerhgs a follow up to this work could revisit interviews, conduct surveys,
or engage in a process of participant observation to better understand how gays and
lesbians choose places, rather than simply relying on explanations of how they believe

they have cham these places.

Social Networks and Marketplace Construction

Discussions about social networks with regard to social spaces and communities
showed me that people could say the most about how they formed networks when they
were newer to the area had less knowledge aboutWhen Aimee first moved to
Philadelphia, she tried to connect with social networks that already existed in order to
develop her own. She relied primarily upon technology at first, then she moved to relying
on the people sheald met when possible.

So what | did was | just found Meet&igroups and | showed up and then

| have ones that | would go back to and ones that | wouldn't. And then

when you are therghey will recommend other MeetUp groups... It is

really, social media ishe big thing. But again, you don't necessarily

know. Until you have been to a city it is really intimidating. | know a lot

of lesbians that just use OkCupid. They use it to date, to make friends and
they use it just to find lesbians...

If she was lookg for a smaller gathering or private paymee told me thait
might be diffcult to know what kind of place to tiyr if shewould be interested in the

kind of community there

% Meetup.com is a website for arranging oflimeetings of people with a listed, shared interest.
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| would rather go to a gay restaurant or a gay bar most of the timée
don't know where these things are, and they areeta |l | y advert.i
on CouchSurfing>. Have you heard of them? It is a website where you
can stay with strangers for free, and they have message boards and things
as well. So a number of the queerstgahis group, and when | go into a
new city | will just post, “A femal

the good places to go to?” and al
suggestions.

Aimeeidentified three specifizvebsiteso me,CouchSurfing.om, MeetUp.com, and
OkCupid.com, but these were not the only sites or programs that participants used to
connect with others.

Tanya was 28 years gldlentified as a white lesbiaand workedas a laboratory
researchein University City. She lived in SoutRhiladelphiaa short distance south of
East Passyunlbuts he frequently stayed at her gi
They were not always in touch with other lesbidecause they did not live in the
Gayborhood or another area where their lesiiiands were close by, they relied upon
other means of connecting with social networks.

Tanya mentioned social networking websites that vi@resed more on
maintaining existingocial tiesand networkshan finding new network$/1any of these
websites Bow users to shiscribe to groups or eventsven though Tanya was not a big
social media user, she still relied on it as her primary means of tapping into social
networks for information.

Facebook. | don't really go on Facebook ewer my girlfriend te me

pretty much.. pretty much everything ifcoordinatedjon FacebookI'm

not on Twitter but that could be it to, but pretty much my girlfriend tells
me. | try to disconnect a little bit from social media.

%2 Couch Surfing is located at Couchsurfing.com

sed.

e go
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None of thewebsites mentioned so far targespecifically gay or lesbian
audience. Anyone can use thesgardless of sexual identittiowever, gays and lesbians
could set up private or public groups to post information and communicate with other
gays and lesbian3his was helpful locally, but ppte mentioned that this was also
useful when drawing upon online contacts who lived in or had visited other areas.

Social networks did not just providepassiveool for information gathering.
Networks also engaged in the collaborative constructigiiace on both large and small
scalesOrganizing house parties, large events, softball games, or dinner pagtials
examples of the ways that members of networks communicated in order to identify times
and places for gay and lesbian gatherfgpther exampleéhat appeared iohapter 4
came from Victoria, who had helped to organize the large events for lesbians that took
pl ace each month in transit iWerndiditalmouglt es .
social media ... word of mouthwhen peple discussed these activities with each other,
they traded a sense of what the events and places were about, who was meant to
participate, and whether they were positive or negative.

These social networkinigiternetsites, as well as the interpersonahgections
that already existed between friendslped to facilitate all kinds of plageaking They
passed along information, but in doing so they also facilitated the constructiso@éh
and sexuaiarketplaceWhile there are many general usestfos kind of information
passing, like advertising or event planning, what is especially important to the stories that

were presented in chapter 4 is how social networking technology can help to create places
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and utilize transitional spaceBhese toolseemed to have become a key player in the
marketplace narratives of gays and lesbians in Philadelphia.

Even though many of these networks involved people living in the same city or
sometimes the same neighborhood, connecting with others, coordinatingnggthe
making social plans, and even soliciting dates or sex were almost always done through
technology Obviously ople spentime together in physical space. Participants
mentioned casually talking about upcoming plans or events, coordinating social
gaherings, or even trying to get a date in person. These were treated as incidental
interactions, though. When asked how people found information about gay, lesbian,
gueer, or LGBTQ events and communitiegen older participantsld me that the bulk

of thework was done with communication technology

Technology and Ambient Communities

Communication and social networking technology played an interesting role in
the narratives that people told about developing social networks, meeting people, and
navigatingtheir connections with other LGBTQ people. The Gayborhood provides a
place for the LGBTQ community to symbolically reside, but it also provides the
expectation of a sexual marketplace that people could rely upon. In this way, the
development of an ambieadmmunity seems to conflict with the desire for a
marketplace, because the exodus from gay and lesbian enclaves might suggest that the
concentrations that compose a proximal community would disperse.

My participants told me that one option for maintainmegworks was through the

use of technologyPeople could connect online to artificially enter a market without
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needing to enter an actual place existing in a physical space. They did not have to go to a

bar, club, community center, event, or bathhousadet other gays and lesbians.

Carlos explained to me thtite need for some communities to rely on
coordinating gatherings in physical space to develop their markets and connect with
others like them was diminishing because of online optidegold me oe story in
particular about a friend involved with
meninterested in meeting other large men with body. hair

You know | had a friend who’s one of
last bear convention anatsaid that the numbers were rapidly shrinking
because nobody goes to those conventions anymore because you can find
them online. You know, back in my day if you really wanted to be bears

you had to go to the convention especially if you were in central
Pmnsyl vania, you just weren’t going
piece, that’s what | think about now

Carlos saw this gsositivebecause it provided more opportunities in exchange for
relatively little work or cos

The internet has really changed the way we interact and find each other.
And even, you know, you find parties
was thinking, that helps us. You know, that would be the only place where

you can find them. Then you carst get online, people have parties, and

you go into their house and it’'s the
pay. You Kknow. So, wherever t here’s

t h

t h

t o

w h

al

S a
an

probably find a community. That’'s prett

Many participantsalked about using websites to find other people with similar
sexual or social interest&regory, for example, discussed his use of social networking
websites angdmart phon@pplications to find other gay men both near home and while
he was awayraveling. He felt that most of his networking to meet other gay men was

being done this way now, though it was not always the case.
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Yeah, this has been an ongoing issue. A lot of it has been from Manhunt,
or Grindr. A guy | had a date with last night | met him@rindr... Yeah,
this is probably the first normal conversation I've had in a very long time.
(laughter) There's nothing sexual. It's actually very refreshing. So yeah we
met on Grindr. How else? How long? | mean years ago | had done
volunteering... or goinvolved in certain gay organizations. Yeah, | made

friendships. Seemed to be more the case in the 90s and early 2000s than
now.

Gregorymentionedwo optionsfor gay menManhunt, a website featuring online
profiles for gay men to connect with othersialéy for dating or sex, and Grindr, an
application for smart phones that only links the profiles of men in your current
geographical area and then allows you to chat with them utinealtext.Gayscould use
thiskind of technologyo find out a varietyf localinformation, to meegayfriends,to
set up dategr to find sexpartnerdn their areaall without the need to step foot into a
shared social space.

The ability to connect with others onlican connect members of an ambient
community withoutrequiring proximity in geographliven so, lhe interest in having
LGBTQ-affiliated space in cities has not disappeaktdich asthe Gayborhood
facilitates assimilation by allowing gays and lesbians to live throughout the city without
sacrificing a marketplze, the ability to interact online, meet others online, and find

opportunities onlinall provide a similar opportunity

NavigatingUnfamiliar Territory
Many publications, community organizations, and LGBI®med websites
related to Philadelphiput up nformation or guides to help direct people to particular

placesAs we saw in @Gapter 3, one readily available example was tourism information



201
about the Gayborhood posted online by the City of Philadelphia. This was meant to
specificallycatch the attentioof newcomers interested in LGBTQ places and direct
them into this neighborhooéfforts like these provide readily available information
about gay and lesbian places, but the information is limited to what is made available by
content providers. This cdimit the ways that people perceive and understand the
LGBTQ community and its constituents in Philadelphia.

Both locally and when traveling peoge onlineto find LGBTQ or LGBTQ
friendly destinations. They may want to verify the safety and comfort of the place, or the
ability to verify that a sexual marketplace exists in their destinatrahvidual reasons
for seeking gay and lesbian placesild easilyvary from individual to individuaj but
this was a process that came up over and over for about half of my participants who
traveled or took recent vacations they could remenibexamining these cases, | found
that people were able to more readily describe thegsises by which they sought gay
and lesbian places and their motivations for doing so

It was not always important to participants that their destinations be LGBTQ
focused or friendly locations, especially when they were attending things like family
reurions, traveling for work or business purposes, or when the reason for their travel was
not tied to their own personal goals or recreation. However, when it came to traveling for
leisure, or even taking personal time during a trip taken for other reasotcippnts
frequentlywanted to find LGBTQ places to visit

Sometimegpeoplefelt that theirminority sexual identitynade them outsiders in

generally straight placedennifer was a white, lesbian woman in her early twenties. She
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had a girlfriend of sexral years who lived with her in a townhome in South Philadelphia
just south of East PassyunKkhey visited a resort in Mexico that was not specifically
known for catering to LGBTQ people, and even without a serious incident she said her
girlfriend was uhappy.
We went to Mexico a couple months ago, and we were in ancilisive
beautiful... resort and, couples onlyAnd as you would imagine: all
straight couples. So we were the ofigsbians].. and it like made her like
so upset when we got hom&nd | didn't even know... Nobody bothered
us at all. A few of younger couples wer
were like stupid... like... drunken guys, but yeah. Like, it made her come
home and just would be upset imand was |
more.” But w-ecluaiestaight resorg mo, wae'te Inot going
to fit in in that situation. So yeah, in that kind of situation, it kind of sucks
that we're not part of the norm.
Concerns | i ke Aimee’s gir linferestiefimdingax pr e s
gay or lesbian marketplace when &hlng. These interests were only sometimes related
to finding possible sex partners, especially among couples. These were more often related
to the desiréo know thathere would b@pportunitiedor relaxation (without much
effort), a comfortable social atmosphere, ancheed to explain their relationship
situation
Kate,thewoman from South Philadelphmporked in places every day that she
did not see as particularly gay or lesbian frienthen she traveled, she looked for the
opportunity to spend her time among other gays and lesbians. She told me about her
holiday trip to Rehoboth Beach in Delaware, which was known among locals as a gay
and lesbian friendly town to visit.
To “ Re hYeahoRehoboth. We did that a few years for July 4th
weekend. It s 1i ke, l et’”s make all of t

do, do love a gay beach. | do like to be away from straight people on a
beach, becaus e yuagato the eadchou ke paople
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from everywhere. | like having a designated beach where if my girlfriend
wants to wear cargo shorts, she can wear cargo shorts and no one will say
anything about her cargo shorts.

| introducedMichaelin chapter 5 as &l1-yearold, gay,Latinowho lived in
Northern Liberties. Michadtavelled somewhat frequently. He too thought that vacations
should require minimal effort and a higtwards When | asked why he might look for a
gay place wHe traveling, he told me about an overseasheifpook.

Well | was just thinking... It depends on where... | think people will
probably | et |l oose a I|ittle bit more if
catch my drift... Like, | went to Barcelona for three weeks this summer.

Quite a different expeence than | planned for. Oh my God... My

motivation is to hang out with my friends and have a good time. Probably

have a couple of drinks, dance, maybe meet people, if | meet people that

would be fun, if | make more friends, better, if | score a date ymwk

that' s fun too. But I think one thing t
to meet people if |I"m in that mood.
Hisdesiretd | et | oose” in a place away from home

insinuation that semight be a part of this meetinglany people, straight and gay, look
for these kind of romantic or sexual opportunities as a wawjty themselves while
away from the typical constraints they faced at h@Ryan and Kinder 1996 o do this,
however, people needed to find a marketplace in which they were likely to meet a
partner.

Somecouplessuggested that they looked for opportunities to invite others into
their sexual relationships with their partners from time to time, but they were often
reluctant to discuss the topic. Carl, who | introduced in Chapter 3, was older and had
been with hiswusbandf many years. He was very open in his discussion with me, and
hehadto look in advancéor opportunities to find a kind of marketplace for his particular

sexual interests along with his leteyrm partner.
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| love getting naked in public. | am not kidding you. Four o'clock in the
morning you might find me out there havingxs| don't know why | do
these thingsl just cant help myself and | drag[my] poor [husband]
along So, wherever | am | am going to make sure that there is a place for
me to have sex outside.

Rubyalso felt it wagmportant for her to find an LGBT pia to stay while
vacationing if possibleéShe was more concerned with safety than sex, however

Oh god, so that absolutely has to do with LGBT inclusivity and an
accepting environment, usually because it's me as a woman traveling, or
Il " m with ana ta boapie ofwothen avomen, and even though
me and my partner are feminipeesenting and some others are feminine
presenting. But the thing is still, you are women traveling alone, and then
if you are on a romantic vacatienif you want to something roantic. |
definitely look at Travel Ad i ser ' s | i st i thagaelGBT LGBT pl a
inclusive So it is limiting in that sense, but it is incredibly important to
me. It's a fricking vacatidn am not trying to get into any kind if brawls

or anything or BSwith somebody being 4,000 miles away from home.
There's no way that's going to happen... | am really conscious of that. |
will pay extra money to stay in a gay hotel or LGBiEndly hotel and do

what are LGBHriendly activities. If | can't find anythinghat is LGBT
friendly I will just be really careful when | am there.

When | aske/Rubyh ow her experiences had been, s
because | am so hyper vigilant &ahdut it. N
experiences for other parti@pts did not tend to involve things like violence or crime,
but very simple forms of exclusion or mieaggression could spoil an experience.

Timothy told me about his experiences traveling to the Bahamas with his partner.
Timothywas45 years old antlack and he explained that some aof Family grew up in
the Bahamas. He now worked as a medical doctor in Philadedpitidie lived with his
partner in an affluent neighborhood just past the southwest border of tHeéetayse of

his family history,Timothy and his partner had a particular interest in visithrey
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Bahamasvhen their busy work schedules allow&dhile they had many positive
experienceslimothy told me that their first timesiting was a bad experience

And we just asked, we said waow that, you know, the Bahamas has had

a history of, you know, being somewhat intolerant but, you know, will we

be safe there? And they said, “Oh, you
care of everybody.” So that's. kind of
took our chances, and we went to this place and it... The first time we

stayed at this other resort and again some of the people were a little...were

a little distant and they asked us about three times when we first got there,

they asked us, threetime “ Do you want a room with t°
“No, we want one bed.” They said, " Ar e
two beds." We said, "No we want a room with one bed." So you know it

was a little ridiculous, and so we ended up not liking that resort.

Finding a marketplace for LGBTQ inclusiaequired work Especially for people
who were not | ocals or who didn’t have a s
these places might remain hidden or the effort in finding them might exceed the benefits
Michaelremembered a time when he was youngerteantling for a conference. While
it was not a trip for pleasure, tald me that hetill wanted to find ayayplace to go in
his down time

| went to Rhode Island once for a conference. And it took anevér to

find a gay bar. And then, I didn't want to go. Now, | would have gone by

myself, but then | wouldn't. | didn't want to go by myself. Finding these

holes in the wall are just so difficult sometimes. But | think that as time

has gone on it's beemser. Certainly, if going to vacation, I'm not going

to vacation in a place where I'm not going to be able to go to a gay bar.

When | asked him how he woudp aboufinding a place likehis today he said,

“Online. But | i ke -thosethimngse,. | Bkt, wipiaaelp
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Travel Research and Local Knowledge
In order to minimize the amount of work that would need to be done while on
vacation or away from home, people needed to do research in ad&anee.usually
started like mny people today, gay or straight. She began her search on the web.
Usually I just Google it and then depending on the quality of the site | will
sort of... It is tough when you do it that way there is no quality control. |
really feel like | depend on wdr of mouth. Like, | look for
recommendations. Like if I find your website for your gay bar, | can't
really tell what | am going to get when | go there. Or | look at an
About.com article about the gay destinations in that city and to see what's

worthwhile doing on that list... | just prefer it even if | am not looking for
anything romantic.

Tanyaalsosuggested that search engines and review websites could help to
provide information on establishments in a given destination, including whether or not
they mght be focused on gay or lesbian clientele or have a friendly atmospheteldshe
me how she might typically start this kind of process.

Usually like, kinda do a Google search. Or, like for a town I'll like look on

Yelp and see what's there. I'm tryirgythink what else. | might look up

some stuff like is there a bed and breakfast. Like is it a gay bed and
breakfast. It would probably be easier than trying to explain stuff.

This is not something th& exclusive t@ays and lesbianthough in caseske
Ai mee’s and Tanya's, they told me it was i
indicate how theisexual identitymight be receivedSites like About.com and Yelp do
not just providecompiledinformation. These siteaso allow other peoplegging a to
provide feedback and comments. This means that Aimee and Tanya could tap into the
knowledge okverydaypeople who knew local information about their destinations that

they did not.
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I n Ti mothy’ s case, he andreskarcstofmagay ner d
or gayfriendly places they could visit during vacations, but instead of relying exclusively
on the web, they tended to ask questioingcalsdirectly. He believedthat if there was a
gay community “presence” then | ocals woul d
him and his partner to choose places to stay or to visit.

| think we ask, and if it turns out that it's a place that's not very, that's not

inclusive o gayfriendly or accepting, we're not going. We really

diligently do the research to find out, if there's a, you know if there's a gay

community there or | would say a presence, | would say. More like a gay

presence there, if they're accepting of gay peoWe definitely ask the

guestions. When we make the gaeservatior

friendly? Ar e [ you] comfortable with same s

travel anyplace with my partner where we can't be ourselves with each
other.

Ruby gave m@muchmore detailed explanation of her own process doing
research on LGBTQ travel destinatioB$ie describes how doing research on potential
destinations would often lead her to seek local knowledge from the people there. She
assumed they would hawmoreknowledge because they lived or worked in the area on
an everyday basis.

Travel Adviser is a good place to go and you know, the Advocate always

puts out a || ist. Curve Magazine, it s a
all the different magazines will pwut good lists. And so, | usually, like,

take the lists and do like creese f er ences. That'’'s how | p
then once you pick a place it’s a good

it’s generally pretty accaédmgtoutnfg, t hen
other people have been there. You can usually call around; you know, call

hotels and see what they know becatissy know theirlocale. So see

what they know about the places. And if
accepting and if the ngazine hooked you up with a place that you go to

give you an idea of accommodations. From the hotel, you get an idea of

where the gay bars are or like the gay outings and things like that... and a

local will give you a run down.
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Locals were notpartohte s e partici pants’ soci al net\
did draw upon their social networks for information about travel destinations. Ruby told
me that because she traveled so often, her networks had come to rely on her for
information about a variety ¢dcations they knew she had visited.

So they are all the things women do. | think it is pretty realistic to be

honest. So yeah, it has a lot to do with how | pick where to vacation.

People know that | vacation and they will ask me for recommendations of

places to go that were really nice in terms of making accommodation for
or were also LGBT friendly. It's important.

Rat her than going directly to | ocaid s, Ruby
hand travel experience.

Social networks still proviedd information when seeking gay places, though they
were more difficult to access when people traveled outside their local &osas.of the
people who traveletb destinations near Philadelpliamade their plans with locals
could still rely ontheir néworksfor information.

Grace was a kiacial mom who discussed how her identity factored into her
neighborhood and workplace decisiamghapter 5Here she describes how she and her
wife used to travel to Rehoboth Beach in Delawiire same place thKiate talked
about) She explained that Rehoboth was a common summer vasptitor them
before their son was born, and she said that it was well known for having many gay and
lesbian places @ahan LGBTQ friendly atmosphere.

Grace was able to rely omihown local knowledge in this case, which she had
learned from her friends and acquaintances when she lived in Washington DC as well as

in PhiladelphiaShe raises some of her concerns here, but because her social networks
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had informed her of the LGBTQiéndliness of the area, she already knew about the
marketplace of opportunities to enjoy without being worried about sexual identity.

So vacations, we definitely think abotit Were can we go where we're
going to feel safe as a fanfy’And | think, beforegfmy child] was born,

we definitely used to go a lot to Rehoboth. Which is a place in common, |
think, that a lot of Philly people go down to Rehoboth and a lot of D.C.
people go over to Rehoboth... It is just really nice to be in that really queer
atmosyhere, and kinda know everyone here is cool with this. We don't
have to think about anything at all. You know, you can walk in a
restaurant and hold hands and nobody's ... going to ask any questions. |
mean, nowadayswb women go out to a restaurantnobaly thinks
anything of it, you know?tl’ s a c o-igspd. But, & youn sathand
held hands, you have to think about it like, is this... cool with everybody?
Are we going to make an issue? If somebody's been drinking are they
going to get nasty abou®i You know, whereas there [in Rehoboth], like,
woohoo!

Diannetold me that she, her wife, and her childwsited Rehoboth Beachften
in the summersShe had a social network there as well, but she still found ways to
continue to connect with locgbys and esbiansShe told me how she knew about
comfortable places to visit there, but she still sought out more local contacts.

Probably through like a friend of a friend type of thing... | met a woman

at, | went to a, there's a Methodist church down there that lyssra

friendly service at 9:30. | went to that. It was teeming with gay people,
and | ended up talking to another waret the little coffee afterwards, so

| met her at church and we went out with them once... But | think it's just

that kind of thing, | would say, like friends of friends and that one lady at
church.

Gregory thewhite male in his late fortiesho lived n an apartment in
Fairmount liked to travel out of the city when heas ableHe prefers to take trips
outdoors, go hiking, or visit other faraway locations.wéat so far as to let his local
network take care of the work of choosing some of his destimsator him because he

knew they would pick the kind of vacation he would like
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A friend is thinking next year of going on a trip to Iceland and it's with a
gay group. And the reason this time it's more than okay to, is that there

will be three people foa fact that | have to like who will be going, so, it's
kind of, yeah, a no brainer...

Both research and local knowledge helped participants Igestplaces when
they were traveling. In some cases, they could access the knowledge of local networks by
talking to individuals willing to share what they knew. In other cases, this became
possible by using websites where people could ask questions and share answers no matter

where each of them lived.

Epistemology of LGBTQ Places

Participants had a great dedldifficulty describing the processes by which they
came to know about gay, lesbian, and LGBTQ places. Especially in the context of
Philadelphia, those who had lived here for a while seemed to treat their knowledge as a
matter of course. While it was clethat social networks armbmmunication technology
played a key role in helping to discover or distribute information, the kind of knowledge
that comes with residency seems to be irreplaceable. It also often seems to reflect the
knowledge that people leathrough their prexisting networks, which is likely to
reproduce particular narratives about places in the city and LGBTQ communities there.

In not knowing how they knew about the gay and lesbian friendly neighborhoods,
but in knowing and in employingssimilation narratives in those places, participants are
creating a de facto marketplace by replicating the information that other gays and
lesbians have collected and disseminated among themselves. While their stories suggest

that assimilation is the mbsommon narrative in residential areas and proximity to other
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gays and lesbians is not a major concern, the hidden story about social network
replication means that these networks do the work of ensuring a markesgdlkeby to
exist in those neighbodods

When all else fails, however, marketplaces seem likely to persist because of the
technology now available. People are able to contact others in the ambient community
across distances even without negotiating the space in between. This meansgoeople ¢
share information, expand their social networks, expand their opportunities to meet other
gays and lesbians, meet friends, find sexual partners, find dates, and even figure out
where to go in their own city or another city. Anyone can use technoldpisiway, not
just gays and lesbians. In the past, however, these groups had to congregate in the
geography of a city or another spatial context with situated knowledge about the sexuality
of those around them, otherwise they risked sacrificing their ripdales. Based on
these discussions of how people find gay places, information about gay and lesbian

communities, and networks of other gays and lesbians, this is no longer the case.
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CHAPTER 7

CONCLUSIONS, LIMITATIONS, AND FUTURE RE&EARCH
Taking such critically queer perspectives runs the risk of giving
Philadelphia a bum rap and taking 4sbibts at LGBT cultures. But | was
convinced whel€ity was published, and remain convinced today, that we
are strong, smart, and savvy enough to recegtiie difference between

constructive and deconstructive criticism, and that we need to do so as we
imagine queer futuresMarc Stein(2004)

Staying n the Margins or Entering the Mainstream?

| return to my original question: Have gays and lesbians entered the urban
mainstream, or are they still relegated to ttergins? The answer can be summarized in
a word:both.In many ways, gays and lesbians are assimilating into the dominant culture
of the city. As individuals and communities, there is a high level of acceptance. However,
this acceptance comwith conditiors. Some places in the city are more accepting than
others, or at least they seem that way to many queer people. Even in accepting places,
only some gays and lesbianthose who face the fewest barriers based on their sexual
andotheridentities— are ableo assimilate and take larger strides toward full citizenship
and the benefits and opportunities that come with it.

The assimilation narrative shedup in two major ways, which are quite
different. The first overarching assimilation narrative is abesitlential neighborhoods.
The number of gays and lesbians who are no longer interested in living in enclaves with
other sexual minorities was high. Meanwhile, they often view the barriers that have kept
them out of residential neighborhoods that are pilgnaeterosexual as diminishing, at

least in certain neighborhoods. The potential opportunity here is for gays and lesbians to
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gain the potential benefits of more freely negotiating their individual needs by having
many options for places to live.

The seond assimilation narrative is on an intuitional scale. The gay and lesbian
places becoming not just visible but also acknowledged and accepted in the city
landscape are a signal of the assimilation of LGBTQ communities into the fabric of the
city. As promnent symbols of community, this ambient, umbrella LGBTQ community

and the Philadelphia Gayborhood district heegun to facilitate the assimilation of gays

and | esbians into the fabric of the city’s

through theeinforcement by institutions like the city government and the local media,

and this institutional reinforcement reproduces discourse around these symbols such that
they take on a life of their own. They no longer require that gays and lesbians gather
together in those spaces as a residential community. Instead, many gays and lesbians are
able to live in mixed neighborhoods, but they know that a stable marketplace and an
ambient community are waiting for them when they want it.

Marketplace narratives, we¢h focus on ensuring that there are opportunities
available (like sexual partners, relationship partners, support resources, community
inclusion, and urban space for example), were once frequently used with narratives about
t he “cl oset . ”inglirMiceushan gay argl eesbiargeactaves where people
could do less identity management work to deal with the implications of their sexual
identity, while also ensuring that they had a marketplace available fopfuetunities
they wanted, which could natways be found elsewhere in the city. As gays and lesbians

are moving out of enclaves, however, marketplace narratives lose their relevance for
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many in determining where to live. The narrative of the closet has largely disappeared,
and instead marketplagarratives are used in tandem with assimilation narratives

These narratives are not monolitbicuniversal They suggest some of the more
potent themes that guide discourse about everyday gay and lesbian life in a city like
Philadelphia. They do nafffer the only explanations, however, nor do they exist as the
only narrative 100% of the time. The closet narrative is still evident when many gays and
lesbians talk about work, which might suggest to us that either the possible costs of a
problem at worlare too high or the perceived risks that a sexual identity related problem
can develop at work are too higfhe assimilation narrative also breaks downsfame
individuals andgroups, like those who still face significant barriéiisere are also people
and groupshat are not interested in assimilation socially or geographically, like the queer
communities found in West Philly for example.

Meanwhile, groups with multiple and intersecting marginalized identities often
drew more heavily on marketplacerraives in describing their experiences. Since the
most readily available, stable, and visible marketplaces were also associated with the
most visible and powerful groupsusually whites and mengroups like lesbian and
gueer women, people of color, lbésn and queer women of color, and those with more
radical and queer gender and sexual identities sometiitie®mt always feel that they
belonged in supposedly shared, community places. These peggled to do more work
to find or create marketplacesi8etimes this meant putting in a great deal of additional

effort. In other cases, it meant sacrificing the option of assimilation. These narratives
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suggest some inequality within the LGBTQ community, but they also suggest that not all

people within that cmmunity share the same goals or strategies for achieving them.

Implications for the LGBTQ Community

In some ways, this work is a critique of the LGBTQ community. While this
community is very important to my participantscannot cater tall of the divese wants
and needs of those under thenbrelld atall times. Some peoplare likely togain the
benefits of progressive social change, while otheedikely to continue to face barriers
and reap fewer rewardshis is not a newhenomenon, nor is it@atternthat is
exclusive to LGBTQ communities. In this case, however, there are prausiale and
negative lesson®r the LGBTQ communityand for nichesexualcommunities that might
fall under this umbrellaMy goal here is not to say that the coomity, especially in
Phil adel phia, i1s doing a “bad job.” I n man
up a similar goal to mine in his quote at the start of this chapter, however. | think that
even if we are doing well in many ways, there still rhayissues to address, and we may
be able to do better yet.

It is apparent that there are many people who feel that it has been difficult for
them to find acomfortable, safe, hapmtace in the citghat meets their diverse wants
and needslin many wayshaving a very public and visibleighborhoodhat represents
the LGBTQcommunitycan open up door&ven so, people of color, womemd people
expressing variety of less commagender presentatisrmay find it difficult to belong
in this place Awareness of this and the desire to act in a way that will encourage

inclusivity might help some. An acknowledgment that these places might never feel
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inclusive to some groups and the provision of urban space that can be utilized to help
create places even temporary onesfor niche groups and communities is another
possible way to address this inequality. If nothing else, what became abundantly clear to
me after conducting this research was that the Gayborhood and the LGBTQ community
in Philadelphia has great potential compared to the hidden enclaves and struggling
communities in the past or in other places. The power that comes with this can be just as
effective at excluding as it is at including, and if we do not make managing this an active
and engagd process then the structural inequalities that exist at so many other levels in
society are |ikely to reproduce themselves

The LGBTQ communityherein Philadelpla does seem to be making efforts to
be inclusive in organized wayisocal community groups, marches, and social events
have advertised their interest in inclusivity. Some groups have published statements to
encourage participation from people with many types of backgrounds. These trends are
encouragingandl hope that thesefforts only continue to grow and develop as our
understanding of the situation grows and devel®ps work oflocal and national
organizations, activists, and political bodies camifiaential in these efforts.

A more widespread cultural change isoateeded, however. It is easy for us to
bond with those we see as like us, and easy for us to feel distant from those we perceive
asdifferent Inclusivity needs to happen not just among our organizations, but also
among our circles of friends, and withchaof us as individuals. As women, people of
color, those among the working class, and people who wear their gender in unexpected

ways continue to encounter exclusion even within the LGBTQ community, it will take



217
effort on behalf of this very community fas to try to extend the olive branch of social

justice in the same way that we hope society at large will continue to do for us.

Implications forPolicy andResearch

The work of those within the LGBTQ community is of course only a part of
continuing to vark on issues involving inequality and experiences of marginalization.
Whether you identify as gay, straight, male, female, black, white, Latino, trans*, asexual,
or anything else, the ability to feel like a fikdged member of society, both in terms of
participation as well as gaining the rights and benefits of participation, requires effort at
every level. Many perceive the progressive-digcrimination policies enacted in the
City of Philadelphia in recent years to be a good step toward this,raitar giolicies
may help to guide social change.

The attempt to define people by particular identities and to enact policy protecting
or providing assistance just for these identities has obvious limitations. The less obvious
limitations come when we fe#lat policy exists, but either our social environment or the
simple reality of everyday life cannot facilitate the intended daal example, we can
create policy that says that people can use restrooms that best fit their gender, or we can
mandate the égblishment of gendareutral facilities, but if people do not feel
comfortable or safe using these then the effort will provide limited returns.

In terms of research, it will continue to be important for urban studies to consider
that sexual identity ia factorin terms of the kind of geographic and demographic
variables we often look to examine first. In fact, what is perhaps more tricky is to

consider that sexual identity is likely already a factor in some of these variables, so a
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measurement of the tmomes alone may cloak the influence of sexual identity. People
often claim they simply want to live in a liberal or safe neighborhood, but they may be at
the same time trying to tell us that thegs a person with a minority sexual identity
want to mnimize their risks and the additional strategic work required to simply live at
home on an everyday basis. Thus, there are really two stories being told here. One might
have to do with crime or politics, while the other has to do with how people may see
themselves as insiders or outsiders in their neighborhood and community.

It is also certainly possible that some of these issues also apply to those who
identify as something other than gay, lesbian, or queer. This may apply to many
heterosexual or mixedsexuality groups, like those in BDSM or furry
(anthropomorphismgommunitiesand subculturefr example. These groups may also
be doing very subtle work on a dayday basis to manage how they consider their
sexual identity in the context of place andhe geography of the city. While | did not
discuss those groups in this particular work, this does provide a basis for asking similar
kinds of questions, and it also gives us the basis for thinking about how the particular
character of certain communities neighborhoods may carry invisible meanings for the
people that live in thenif in fact people replicate the influences of their social networks,
then the thoughts, feelings, and interpretations of those in these networks about things
like jobs, schoolsneighborhoods, government, local business, and so on are invariably
going to be affected.

Exactly how we sort out these stories methodologically speaking is not an easy

task. The first step, however, is to acknowledge that this is a possibility. Thgheem
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cases in which it is impossible to be sure, especially given the possibility of change in
terms of identities, communities, and neighborhoods over time. It is an academic and
intellectual disservice, however, if we render the issue invisible eithief agnorance or

because it is inconvenient.

Research Limitations

There were often times that | found it difficult to solicit participation in the project
from people. This happened with all groups, and at least some lack of response is to be
expectedn research. People often feel they do not have time, they cannot provide quality
answers, or that they simply do not have any interest in participating. There were many
occasions where prospective participants were contacted by telephone or email after
being referred by someone else or providing their contact information to me directly,
presumably because they found my recruitment materials. Even with these efforts, these
prospective participants did not always follow through with scheduling or on
appointmats even with reminders.

These typical issues in research are likely to have some impact here, though |
have no way to know for sure. It is possible that monetary compensation as an incentive
to participate could have helped with some of these typiaadssdut funding for this
was not possibldt is also possible that alternative methods of recruitment could have
helped, though | faced limitations on time, funding, and exposure. | relied heavily upon
snowball sampling through community organizatioresspnal contacts, and former

participants. This type of wordf-mouth recruitment was clearly the most effective,
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though | would estimate about a quarter of the participants came to me through other
means like fliers or online postings.

Among those whalid participate, most seemed glad to be a part of the project and
happy to help with the research. People were often concerned with their answers and
asked if they were able to give me "what | was looking for" or something along those
lines. However, thisuggests they had some personal investment in the process. Several
people also expressed that they wanted to help because they saw it as participating in
something connected with the LGBTQ community. In at least one case, a respondent
referred me to a coatt through email and referred to me as "family,” suggesting an
insider connection as a gay man myself. Thus, there could certainly be some bias among
my participants in that many of them may have personal investment in gay, lesbian,
queer, or feminist isges, and these were among the sort of interests that participants
expressed to me. | may be missing the involvement of some people who simply feel they
have little connection or investment in the community at large or in their own sexual
identities.

Someparticipants also spent time talking with me more casually after interviews,
and they often expressed interest in knowing the results of the project. This suggested to
me that "compensation” for some participants may have come in the form of a reciprocal
relationship with the research. | only talked about the details of the research project after
interviews, however, so as not to introduce any bias into the responses of respondents
beyond what may have come from explaining the premise of the project @& pa

participants' informed consent.
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Even with the wide variety of participants who | interviewed, | feel fairly
confident that there were some h#mereach populations that may not have been
adequately represented. | put effonto oversampling on thieasis of racepften by
attempting to solicit participants from community groups, online groups, and social
networks where gay, lesbian, and queer people of color were likely to see my requests. |
also asked my own networks as well as previous partidpgargass the word on to
anybody from these groups that they happened to know. This was somewhat successful,
though | am aware that | did not get access to some potential participants. After one
interview, a participant confided in me that he knew somekliday men that likely had
interesting stories, but because | was a white, mididies researcher from a university,
they were not likely to talk to me. He was quite blunt, which | appreciated, in letting me
know that | might have better luck gaining thieust by finding people with an insider
status in these groups to work with, but | did not have that opportunity during this
research.

| did not howeveryealize thdimited diversity in socieeconomic class
representation until late in the projelcasked about participants' income, but other
measures of social class may have given better informaltiout class statu3hus,
while | feel | was able to obtain diverse racial participation, | have limited responses from
those who might be considered Wwimg class. | also haweery little participation from
participants who werparticularlywealthy, with few household incomesver $100,000

per year ancioneover $250,000 per yeddnly one participant noted that she believed
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she came from a soceconomeally wealthy family, though their wealth does not
necessatrily reflect how she lived at the time

| also would like to have gathered additional data on participants, especially after
reviewing and coding our interviews. It would have been helpful to kmove specific
information about where respondents lived within their neighborhoods. As | point out in
Chapter 2, there are social and demographic differences within the neighborhoods as
respondents conceptualized them. It would also have been helpfuktonoae specific
information about each respondent’s <c¢cl ass.
job, and most provided information about their education. If | had more specific
information for each respondent, however, it would have been much teadéne class
and how each person was able to draw upon social or economic capital in the context of

my research topic and questions.

The Future of This Research

In the future, | would like to see this research continue to devafapl also hope
thatother research on these types of topics can grow out of this nmekeve this
makes a contribution to the field in termsdefveloping tools and theories, as well as
general knowledge on the topic of LGBTQ communities and plécgshis also has the
potential to provide more overall insight into how contemporary sexual identities
intersect with other particularly salient factors in everyday interactnmhsding the kind
of contexts that we often take for granted around us

During this project, ibecame apparent to me that there are other marginalized

sexual identities that also warrant attention, especially as gay and lesbian identities are
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becoming more able to assimilate in many ways. Meanwhile, several participants
commented on the difficultyithinking about the place of bisexuality. | had chosen not
to include those who identified primarily as bisexual due to logistical limitations on time
and resources. | do believe that bisexuals would be able to contribute another compelling
perspective tehis kind of research given the suggestions by prior research and personal
experience that bisexuals are often included in name under the LGBTQ umbrella, but in
reality many do not feel as though they are accepted by gays and lesbians since they are
ableto pass as heterosexual in many instances.

| also had the opportunity to speak with a number of trans* identified people
during the researc¢land a number of participants in the research told me that they felt
that while gays and lesbians may be seeihgler level of acceptance than in the past,
this was likely not the case for trans* people. Many of those who preferred to identify as
gueer or who did not prefer to identify within binary gender terms when possible told me
that they saw these more radickentities that challenge not just heteronormativity but
also gender roles and identities as the persistently marginalized. Thus, while | attempt to
examine gender in this project, my conceptualization was largely based within binary
gender classificatius. | think that the research would be much more robust with the
inclusion of more trans* people and the ability to move away from gender classification
to allow for a more radical, queer, and open discussion about how atypical gender
identities and preséation may be much less visible and very important ways in which
placebased marginalization and inequality still occur. Furthermore, even within the

LGBTQ community, those who identified as more radically queer or as trans* may, like
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bisexuals, experien@sense of being outsider to the larger gay or lesbian identified
population.

Critiquesoff homonor mati vi ty?” thatare gfotviogmmogueart i o n a
studiescoulddevelop research like this as wells | described with the West Philly queer
communities and enclaves, it seems likely that those whg choice or by structure
have the lowest chances of assimilating into and being accepted by dominant culture in
the United States are the ones most likely to remain in the geographical fringes of the
city. Even if they are not on the physical outskirts, they may still be less likely to have
access to space, less likely to be visible or acknowledged, and less likely to feel as though
they belong to the communities around them including the LGBTQ coityratiarge.

This could explain why we see these kinds of smaller communities continuing to develop
local enclaves or clusters within the geography of the Giayys and lesbians may have

the opportunity to adopt a more ambient sense of community as EBavacing2011)
describes, while these more radical groups still require a more focused local sense of
place since they may not feel that the central, visible LGBTQ community prdiaelas

with the opportunities they need, much as gays and lesbians expressed these feelings as
they are written in studies during the 1980s and 1990s.

Finally, it is important to note that this kind of research of a type that needs to be
able to adapt ovdime. Local circumstances, local geographies, local economics, and
even coincidental local events can have a profound impact on communities over time.
Many participants discussed topics like gentrification, development and developers, the

economic and soaipolitical changes in the City of Philadelphia. These will undoubtedly
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continue to change over time, and these can act as push or pull factors driving migration
into or out of particular neighborhoods. We have already seen that few of the participants
in this research live in the Gayborhood, most citing that he rising costs due to the
increased desirability of the real estate makes living in the area impractical for all but the
fairly wealthy. This does not mean the Philadelphia Gayborhood has disapjpeiaasd.
however, changed in terms of its function and interpretation for people in Philadelphia,
and similar changes are being observed in other cities throughout the country. We must
assume that these kinds of changes will continue, and thus we mumseadbkatiover time
the specific details about where people live, work, socialize, ocngmunity will
change as well.

The premise underlying the research, however, seems less likely to chtiege.
all, a key theme in this research has been that nesdtave already shifted@he sexual
identities of individuals and communities, in context, are likely to play a role in these
changes along with these various other micro, macro, and structural factors. Among those
whose identities are integrated, atsieia some ways, into the mainstream culture of our
society, we may see some limitations or strategies change to require less work or impose
lower costs. Meanwhile, for those whose identities remain farther into the margins
resources may remain limitedsks may remain high, and the need for research to pay
closer attention to the changing meaning among sexual identities becomes paramount if

we hope to address experiences of persistent inequality.
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APPENDIX A

RESEARCH INTERVIEW @IDE

Interviewer instructions, notes, and prompts are in italics. These are notes for the
interviewer only. Suipoints initalics are meant to act as probes only if these topics are
not mentioned by participants as part of the general questions. Any items in quotation
marks are meant to be mentioned to participants as they are written here.

“The goal of mngtang mow gag men and Esbiang thiokraloset the places
they live, work, and interact. | would like to talk to you for a little while about these
places, and how you think they might relate to your sexuality, if at all. Please feel free to
talk aboutanyti g you think might be i mportant,
with your sexuality.”

SECTION 1: Current Residence and Living Situation

“1 would Ii ke to begin by talking about
neighborhoodaswelsa your current residence.

l. Let’ s by talking about your neighbor
a. Can you tell me about what 1t s |
b. Why did you choose to live in this neighborhood?
c. What do you think were the most important factorgour decision to live
there?
2. How do you like living in your neighborhood? | am interested in the good things
and the bad. Let’ s talk about the go
a. (Next)What about the bad things?
b. Do you think of your neighborhood as a safe place? Whyhgrnot?
c. What things about your neighborhood would make you recommend a
friend live there or not live there?
I. Would your recommendation change if the friend were
gayl/lesbian?
3. What do you call yourself with regard to your sexuality?
4. Some of t h alkeg te bapel sa&d being\gay ortlesbian is important to

them and that it influences the deci
important. Some say it is not very important at all. How important would you say
it is to you?

a. In what ways do you think is more or less important, if at all?
b. Going back to the place you’'re |
your decision to live there?
5. How much do you think your neighbors know about your sexuality?
a. Can you think of any times you felt that you hadide it?
b. What about showing it off?
6. What does the idea of a “gay

or “1 e

hov

h
|

oo
i ke

s bi
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a. Do you think you I|ive in a “gay” or
b. (If not) Would you call it gay or lesbian friendly?
c. What thingamakeyou think of it that way?
7. How mixed is your neighborhood in terms of the people in it?
a. What factors are you basing this judgment @a@e, income, jobs, family
type)
8. What kind of home do you live inA house, townhome, apartment, etc.)
a. Do you live with anyone else? Canuwtell me about the people that you
live with?
i. Why are you living with these people?
ii. Do they know about your sexuality? Do you think it matters to
them?
b. (If not mentionedpre you in a relationship? For how long?
i. Do you have any children, or are you thimiiabout having
children in the future? (How soon?)
ii. (If so) Do you think that <having or planning for> children <has
changed/will change> what you look for in a place to live? How?
9. Have you ever had a friend moving to the city ask you for advice on where t
live? What did you tell them?
a. What was your friend’s sexuality?
b. Did you consider their sexuality when giving your advice?
c. How did you figure out for yourself the sort of information you gave
them?

SECTION 2: Past Residences and Living Situations

“ {vant to move now to talking about your past situations for a while, like the earlier
parts of your | ife, and where you’'ve I|ived

1. How “out” woul dfriepds,dameyshgmeyword) ar e ?
2. How old were you when you first came out?
a “l ' d ddskeydw about places that you I
3.1l m interested in the places you have |
you grew up, and you can move on from there.
a. Can you tell me where that was, and what your experience thereke/s li
b. What people did you tend to interact with a lot while you lived there? Did
they know about your sexuality?
c. At what point did you come out? What prompted this for you? Did your
living situation change as a result?

SECTION 3: Work

“Now | woask affewlquesgtiens @bout your occupation, and what you do for
work or income.”
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1. What would you say is your occupation?
a.ls that what you’'re doing for work r
b. (If not) What are you doing for work?
c. (If yes) Is there something else you would rathedlei ng, or t hat
working toward doing as a career?
2. What is your interaction with people like through your job?
3. Is there a patrticular place you go every day for work?
a. (Ifnotcleay Are you “out” at work?
b. Do you tend to tell the people you work withaaut your sexuality? Under
what circumstances do you or do you not tell them?

c. Can you think of any times you’'ve do
think about your sexuality?
SECTION 4: Community
“Now I 7d Iike to ask you toaamibwhich ohels @&e ncostmmu n i

i mportant to you.

1. Can you tell me about the communities you are a part of?
a. Which ones are most important to you? Why?
2. If I were to ask about the gay or lesbian community, what would that mean to
you?
a. What purpose do you thirtke community serves generally?
b. What purposes does it serve for you personally?
3. What have your experiences with the gay/lesbian community been like?
4. In what ways, if any, do you feel especially connected with this community?
a. Can you tell me any particulantoments or events where you felt like a
part of the community?
5. Are there any ways in which you feel disconnected?
a. Can you think of any particular incidents where you felt distanced?
6. What do you think are the good and bad aspects of the lesbian or gay mity@mu
a. What brings these specific aspects to mind for you?
7. Do you ever have any interest in meeting new people from or through this
community? Why?
a. How do you go about doing this?
b. Has this situation ever been different for you at other points in your life?

SECTI ON 5: AVisitingo Places in Philadel ph

“1"d |l ike to move o

n to talking more speci
| esbian places you know of in this area.
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1. Can you tell me what you consider to be the gay or lesbian neighborhoods in
Philadelphia?
a. How did you learn about which neighborhoods were gay or lesbian areas?
2. Do you ever visit gay neighborhoods in Philadelphia like the ones we just
discussed?
3. Do you ever go to particular gay/lesbian places to shop, relax, or socialize with
peope?
a. Where do you usually go? What do you do there?
b. How often do you go?
c. Isthere any place you only go occasionally?
4. How do you choose where to go? What factors are important to you?
a. How might someone new to or visiting the area find out about the places
they should go?
5. Returning to the places that you like to spend time, what would a typical time out
be like for you?
a. How much do you feel like you can act how you want to act when you are
there?
b. Can you think of a time where you ever felt pressured to behaegain
way, or made to feel bad for the way you were acting?
c. Do you think your interactions in these places have changed the way you
think about your sexuality?
i. (If so)What has changed?
li. What caused it to change? Were there any specific moments or
expeiences?
6. Have you ever had an experience where you felt like your gender was a problem?
a. What about the gender of people you were with, or that you saw?
b. Have you ever experienced others treat someone unfairly because of their
gender?
7. Have you ever had an parience where you felt like your race was an issue?
a. What about the race of the people you were with, or that you saw?
b. Have you ever experienced others treat someone unfairly because of their
race?

SECTION 6: Visiting Places Outside Philadelphia

“ N o want to ask you about spending time in places outside of Philadelphia, and what
your experiences there have been |ike.”

1. Have you been able to go on a vacation or a trip outside of Philadelphia any time
recently?
a. (If not recently) What about at some pdintther in the past?
b. What sort of trips have you gone on most recently? Where to?
2. How did you decide on your destinations?
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a. When you've visited these places, di
lesbian places?
b. What was that like?
c. Howdid you figureoutwher t o go whil e you
d. Have there been any times this worked out well for you?
I. (Follow up with)What about bad experiences?

re ther

SECTION 7: Demographic Information

Could you tell me your date of birth?

What racial category or categories do you identdyrgelf as?

What is the zip code where you live noff@r possible use with census data)
[Hand the respondent a card with lettered income catedd@iesld you tell me
which category most closely corresponds to your total yearly income? You can
just tell me the letter.

PpwpnPE

At the completion of the interview, thank the respondent for his/her time. Record notes
about how the interview was conducted, the demeanor of the participant, and any other
potentially important information about the interview processerinterview

participant.
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APPENDIX B

SUBDIVIDED NEIGHBORHOOD PROFILES

Table 7 SubdividedNeighborhood Population and Density

Total Population Land Area Population Density
Region Neighborhood (peoplg (sq. mi) (1,000 persqg. mi)
Northwest
Mount Airy, East 18,516 1.54 12.04
Mount Airy, West 12,635 1.93 6.54
Germantown, East 10,688 0.93 11.50
Germantown, Morton 6,338 0.36 17.52
Germantown, W. Centra 7,382 0.61 12.09
Germantown, Penn Kno 2,018 0.18 11.02
Germantown, Westside 4,467 0.23 19.09
Germantown, Southwes 8,834 0.52 17.13
Manayunk 7,470 0.48 15.56
Near Northeast
Fishtown 16,307 1.00 16.31
Northern Liberties 5,966 0.62 9.64
Center City
Society Hill 7,162 0.24 29.25
Old City 6,197 0.44 13.93
CenterCity East 1,473 0.15 10.05
Logan Square 11,213 0.64 17.39
Washington Sg. West 12,353 0.33 37.68
Rittenhouse 21,582 0.52 41.86
Graduate Hospital 11,228 0.50 22.53
Hawthorne 3,460 0.15 22.75
Bella Vista 5,071 0.15 33.22
Queen Village 7,113 0.24 29.47
West
University City 17,578 1.28 13.77
Spruce Hill 9,935 0.33 29.92
Walnut Hill 5,538 0.24 23.01
Cedar Park 8,653 0.33 26.45
Garden Court 2,902 0.11 25.24
Woodland Terrace 1,577 0.05 33.87
South
Point Breeze 16,977 0.61 27.88
East Passyunk 9,377 0.23 39.99
Source 2010 Cesus block level data
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Table 8 Racial and Ethnic Proportion$ Subdivided ighborhood Population

White? Black | Hispanic® | Asian® Other®
Region Neighborhood (percen) | (percen} | (percen} | (percen) | (percenj
Northwest
Mount Airy, East 15.32 78.43 3.38 0.86 4.54
Mount Airy, West 47.57 44.93 3.22 1.57 4.54
Germantown, East 3.95 92.01 2.74 0.38 3.28
Germantown, Morton 3.12 91.75 3.66 0.35 4.21
Germantown, W. Centra 26.00 65.62 3.39 2.74 4.66
Germantown, Penn Kno 17.00 76.66 2.58 0.89 5.00
Germantown, Westside 18.18 74.55 3.74 1.70 4.81
Germantown, Southwes 7.51 87.51 2.61 0.65 4.17
Manayunk 89.33 4.99 2.62 1.57 2.29
Near Northeast
Fishtown 86.92 3.00 5.99 2.32 4.78
Northern Liberties 71.34 12.03 9.47 4.98 7.54
Center City
Society Hill 86.20 2.64 3.31 6.02 2.81
Old City 66.55 15.31 7.15 9.42 3.53
Center City East 23.08 46.16 5.09 23.63 5.16
Logan Square 70.01 9.89 4.66 13.31 3.61
Washington Sqg. West 70.12 9.69 471 12.81 4.43
Rittenhouse 76.11 5.65 4.55 11.45 3.41
Graduate Hospital 54.26 33.05 5.11 5.07 4.99
Hawthorne 50.26 33.38 6.04 8.64 5.00
Bella Vista 76.61 3.16 9.94 8.32 7.36
Queen Village 68.14 20.33 5.38 4.11 4.61
West
University City 50.67 12.29 4.98 28.67 5.14
Spruce Hill 51.35 18.81 5.77 20.53 5.81
Walnut Hill 9.97 81.46 2.74 3.16 4.60
Cedar Park 39.05 49.04 4.66 4.01 5.97
Garden Court 39.18 47.93 4.34 5.62 5.44
Woodland Terrace 50.60 16.23 2.22 27.84 4.44
South
Point Breeze 9.86 79.48 4.67 4.12 5.51
East Passyunk 67.10 2.43 13.86 14.93 10.05
Source 2010 Census block level data
& Includes NorHispanic whites only
® Includes all identifying with Hispanic ethnic origin
¢ Includes all identifying with Asian or Pacific Islander racial categories
Includes all identifying as multiacial or with a category not previously mentioned
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Median Gender Family Status
Age Male Female Family | Nonfamily
Region Neighborhood (year9 (percen) | (percen} | (percen} | (percenj
Northwest
Mount Airy, East 39.5 43.8 56.2 79.5 20.5
Mount Airy, West 44.2 47.4 52.6 70.0 30.0
Germantown, East 32.1 41.3 58.7 87.3 12.7
Germantown, Morton 36.8 42.4 57.6 72.9 27.1
Germantown, W. Centra 37.3 45,7 54.3 55.4 44.6
Germantown, Penn Kno 45.5 44.5 55.5 55.2 44.8
Germantown, Westside 29.9 49.3 50.7 64.4 35.6
Germantown, Southwes 32.3 40.8 59.2 80.7 19.3
Manayunk 31.4 48.9 51.1 47.5 52.5
Near Northeast
Fishtown 35.0 50.5 49.5 67.4 32.6
Northern Liberties 34.5 51.3 48.7 51.0 49.0
Center City
Society Hill 46.8 46.2 53.8 61.9 38.1
Old City 42.7 49.4 50.6 44.2 55.8
Center City East 32.9 59.3 40.7 45.6 54.4
Logan Square 39.5 43.0 57.0 34.5 65.5
Washington Sqg. West 32.6 49.1 50.9 28.0 72.0
Rittenhouse 35.1 48.2 51.8 38.0 62.0
Graduate Hospital 31.6 51.3 48.7 52.5 47.5
Hawthorne 34.5 51.6 48.4 66.2 33.8
Bella Vista 36.1 54.6 45.4 59.7 40.3
Queen Village 34.3 47.9 52.1 59.8 40.2
West
University City 20.9 52.9 47.1 16.3 83.7
Spruce Hill 26.3 52.1 47.9 40.6 59.4
Walnut Hill 33.9 41.0 59.0 68.0 32.0
Cedar Park 33.9 51.8 48.2 57.3 42.7
Garden Court 37.5 45.3 54.7 52.8 47.2
Woodland Terrace 23.5 44.9 55.1 19.9 80.1
South
Point Breeze 36.0 43.4 56.6 70.3 29.7
East Passyunk 35.8 47.2 52.8 71.3 28.7
Source 20082012 American Community Surveyyear estimates for Census block groups
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Median Poverty Line Status Family Status
Income Below Above? Family | Nonfamily
Region Neighborhood Category (percen} | (percen) | (percen} | (percenj}
Northwest
Mount Airy, East $50,00059,999 15.7 84.3 57.7 42.3
Mount Airy, West $60,00074,999 14.1 85.9 47.0 53.0
Germantown, East $25,00029,999 31.2 68.8 65.3 34.7
Germantown, Morton $25,00029,999 33.0 67.0 52.7 47.3
Germantown, W. Centra $30,00034,999 19.9 80.1 32.3 67.7
Germantown, Penn Kno| $10,00014,999 53.6 46.4 30.3 69.7
Germantown, Westside | $25,00029,999 37.4 62.6 40.0 60.0
Germantown, Southwes| $30,00634,999 21.3 78.7 55.7 44.3
Manayunk $50,00059,999 14.1 85.9 33.6 66.4
Near Northeast
Fishtown $35,00039,999 18.5 81.5 46.1 53.9
Northern Liberties $75,00099,999 9.2 90.8 32.8 67.2
Center City
Society Hill $75,00099,999 5.8 94.2 42.1 57.9
Old City $75,00099,999 10.6 89.4 29.4 70.6
Center City East $45,00049,999 14.6 85.4 28.7 71.3
Logan Square $45,00049,999 18.8 81.2 20.7 79.3
Washington Sq. West | $50,00059,999 23.1 76.9 16.9 83.1
Rittenhouse $60,00074,999 13.9 86.1 24.6 75.4
Graduate Hospital $50,00059,999 18.8 81.2 36.6 63.4
Hawthorne $60,00074,999 11.9 88.1 47.6 52.4
Bella Vista $50,00059,999 9.6 90.4 40.2 59.8
Queen Village $60,00074,999 14.0 86.0 39.7 60.3
West
University City $15,00019,999 53.7 46.3 16.4 83.6
Spruce Hill $30,00034,999 31.6 68.4 28.9 71.1
Walnut Hill $25,00029,999 32.6 67.4 41.1 58.9
Cedar Park $35,00039,999 18.3 81.7 35.3 64.7
Garden Court $35,00039,999 26.5 73.5 31.3 68.7
Woodland Terrace $15,00019,999 41.8 58.2 16.6 83.4
South
Point Breeze $25,00029,999 29.1 70.9 45.9 54.1
East Passyunk $40,00044,999 19.2 80.8 48.2 51.8
Source 20082012 American Community Surveyygar estimates for Census block groups
#Includes households at the poverty line as well as those above
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Median Median Owned Rented | Occupied®
Region Neighborhood Home Value | Unit Rent | (percen} | (percen} | (percenj
Northwest
Mount Airy, East $198,605.17 $678.00 65.4 34.6 90.7
Mount Airy, West $297,332.53 $732.05 54.1 45.9 92.9
Germantown, East $101,378.39  $591.36 59.1 40.9 85.8
Germantown, Morton $118,781.5(  $555.08 40.8 59.2 88.0
Germantown, W. Centrd $213,292.42 $761.15 27.0 73.0 86.3
Germantown, Penn Kng  $78,076.56  $465.42 19.5 80.5 88.2
Germantown, Westside| $149,173.87  $671.70 24.8 75.2 87.2
Germantown, Southweq $112,277.84 $672.03 53.3 46.7 87.2
Manayunk $208,378.64 $1,076.79 49.4 50.6 90.3
Near Northeast
Fishtown $157,528.33 $713.60 66.5 33.5 88.7
Northern Liberties $321,265.1] $1,351.10 48.6 51.4 84.4
Center City
Society Hill $607,808.75 $1,348.50 60.7 39.3 90.5
Old City $497,015.87 $1,423.60 46.6 53.4 86.5
Center City East $263,524.24 $898.39 23.9 76.1 86.8
Logan Square $296,859.99 $1,391.08 28.9 71.1 91.7
WashingtorSg. West $414,683.26 $969.42 22.8 77.2 91.8
Rittenhouse $501,214.94 $1,324.92 31.4 68.6 88.1
Graduate Hospital $356,360.24 $867.76 50.4 49.6 86.8
Hawthorne $357,116.13 $976.29 52.6 47.4 80.6
Bella Vista $324,968.3"5 $924.26 53.7 46.3 92.0
QueenVillage $401,073.2] $758.84 44.9 55.1 92.5
West
University City $222,340.43  $1,065.38 1.8 98.2 94.2
Spruce Hill $400,211.54 $876.09 17.8 82.2 93.6
Walnut Hill $148,468.06 $636.84 29.1 70.9 82.0
Cedar Park $295,616.21 $755.74 32.9 67.1 86.4
Garden Court $230,215.07 $650.11 30.9 69.1 90.9
Woodland Terrace $361,100.0¢  $802.87 3.4 96.6 88.6
South
Point Breeze $97,123.47 $610.05 52.3 47.7 80.0
East Passyunk $200,550.14 $653.83 61.2 38.8 91.0
Source: 20082012 American Communitgurvey 5year estimates for Census block groups (values
rents, ownership, renting); 2010 Census Block level data (occupancy)
2 All units not counted as occupied are considered to be vacant
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APPENDIX C

FULL-COLOR MAPS OF POPULR LGBTQ NEIGHBORHOOL[3

Philadelphia Neighborhoods by Region
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Figure 26. Color Map of Conceptual Philadelphia Neighborhoods
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Philadelphia Neighborhoods by Region
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Neighborhood Neighborhood

1 Mount Airy, East 15 Washington Sq. West

2 Mount Airy, West (Gayborhood)

3 Germantown, East 17 Rittenhouse

4 Germantown, Morton 18 Graduate Hospital

5 Germantown, West Central 19 Hawthorne

6 Germantown, Penn Knox 20 Bella Vista

7 Germantown, Westside 21 Queen Village

8 Germantown, Southwest 22 University City

9 Manayunk 23 Spruce Hill

10 Fishtown 24 Walnut Hill

11 Northern Liberties 25 Cedar Park

12 Society Hill 26 Garden Court

13 Old City 27 Woodland Terrace
0 1 2 4 Miles 14 Center City East 28 Point Breeze
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Figure 27. Map of Subdivided Philadelphia Neighborhoods
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