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SYNOPSIS

Generally this survey demonstrates that Guyanese are largely either tolerant or accepting of
homosexuals, with the quantity of persons that could genuinely be described as fhomophobico
amounting to approximately 25% of the population. Conversely this means that 58% of Guyanese are
e i t Holerantdoi @cceptingd o f h o maowhile £7%awere undecided. It is also immediately
noticeable that homophobia or alternatively tolerance of homosexuals correlates directly with age,
sex, race and to a lesser extent religion, place of origin and education. As such, women, younger
persons and Guyanese who were not born in Guyana tended to be more comfortable with
homosexuals, while active-Evangel i cal Christians, Afro Gueganese an
welldb educat ed t enhdneogholico be mor e

Notwithstanding the largely positive stance of the vast majority of Guyanese toward
homosexuals, it is also clear that fundamental misunderstandings exist among Guyanese regarding
several basis facts about homosexuality and it is entirely possible that these misunderstandings could
impact negatively on attitudes. Guyanese generally think that homosexuality is largely a male
phenomenon and mor eover chdicaat Thede aré svo misurfilerstandings that carry
substantial baggage. There is also a heavy religious overtone regarding the fpropero location of
sexual orientation and sexual expression, along with the presumption that the religious teaching
should continue to influence the Statebs agenda and t

With regard to discrimination (as manifested in violence) the survey demonstrates clearly that
Guyanese do dislike the idea of violence against minorities and discrimination in all its manifestations.
Moreover, Guyanese largely consider discrimination against homosexuals t owrdngd Afthe same
time; however Guyanese do not seem to think that homosexuals are currently being discriminated
against, or that the state needs to provide special protection for them. Interestingly, there is strong
support for the provision of special protections for Persons Living with AIDS (PLWA) and while some
of these persons might be homosexual, there is no strong desire on the part of the population for
specific protections for homosexuals against discrimination.

The general Guyanese reaction to the legislative environment that relates to homosexuals is
to say the least, conflicting. A slender majority of Guyanese support the retention of the fbuggery
lawg however further investigation reveals that many of these persons are both unfamiliar with the

specific provisions of this law and when advised of the specifics believe itt o Ilogica® i n s ome
instances. Notwithstanding there is a clear resistance on the part of the population to fiet godof these

laws which a majority o f persons believe are a <c¢clear expression
standards. | n t his regard, it is interesting to note the p

as it relates to the propriety of Common Lawo marriage, while the state is presumed to have an
obligation to project religious principles as it relates to homosexual acts.

Although there is no profound appetite for legislative change at this time, Guyanese believe
that a clear demonstration that these laws are impacting negatively on the physical or psychological
well-being of young people or adults would provide good grounds for change. There is also support
for change if it can be proven that the laws contribute to the spread of HIV/AIDS. It should be made
clear; however that in neither instance has the survey demonstrated that Guyanese are convinced
that either of these fperilsohave manifested themselves locally on account of the existence of buggery
laws.
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The actually stated legislative preferences of Guyanese at this time are noteworthy since
these speak to the activities that Guyanese wish to prevent. In this regard it is clear that Guyanese
desire mostpuliiosexpr ¥ e mtn ydresespectally camaerned about relations between
two or three men. Although there is a stated preference for the retention of the buggery law, there is
little interest in having the state prevent private sex between adults (of any sex) if that were possible.
This peculiarity suggests that Guyanese are perhaps really concerned about public manifestations of
sexual orientation, as distinct from private manifestations and appear to believe that the changing of
the laws would help to encourage these public manifestations.

The juxtaposition of Guyanese support for decriminalisation (of homosexual acts) with their
opinion on other major social issues does lend support to the suggestion that Guyanese are less
committed to the retention of these laws than they are to issues like corporal punishment which also
have a religious justification. This distance is significant, as is the finding in the survey that the
position of a political party is not likely to affect its chances at the polls.
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BACKGROUND

This study is a seminal exploration of the Guyanese attitude toward homosexuals from
different perspectives, but is also an individual component of a three-country research project that
sought to collect similar data in Trinidad and Tobago and Barbados. A similar study was first done by
CADRES in Barbados in 2004; however this was based on a small nhumber of questions that were
part of an omnibus UWI/CADRES study. In August of 2010 CADRES responded to an invitation from
the Society Against Sexual Orientation Discrimination (SASOD) to present the Barbados findings to
an OAS/LGBT Workshop on Human Rights in Georgetown and at this meeting discussions were
initiated to implement this 2013 study and expand the number of countries involved.

Having secured funding from the UK FCO for the execution of two identical studies in Guyana
and Trinidad and Tobago and from the Barbados HIV/AIDS Commission for a similar Barbados study,
CADRES solicited the assistance of a regional team that represented all relevant interests. Initially
electronic contact was established with representatives from SASOD in Guyana, Trinidad and
T o b a gGodition Advocating for Inclusion of Sexual Orientation (CAISO) and The United Gays &
Lesbians Against AIDS Barbados (UGLAAB) in Barbados as well as academics from UWI with an
interest in this issue. Thereafter a meeting was convened in Port of Spain with the principal
researchers, which reflected on the 2004 study and identified specific research issues and received
suggested questions which were later refined electronically.

A single generic instrument was agreed upon in March of 2013 and deployed in all three
territories around the same time; however it was agreed that it was unwise to rely on a research team
that was exclusively drawn from any of the three LGBTQI organisations since that would have
presented a clear bias. Instead the partners agreed to the identification of country specific managers
that were known to CADRES, who would in-turn recruit an independent team to collect and tabulate
data in each instance.

The report that follows represents what could be considered a comprehensive presentation of
data; however it was agreed that this report should not be seen or used as a strategic document.
Instead SASOD and other partners would be expected to draw information from it to either inform
their advocacy or to make pronouncements on specific aspects of any issue spoken to. The
document is large, technical and perhaps presents too much data to be placed in the public domain,
but should instead remain a resource for persons or groups interested in these issues.
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INTRODUCTION, METHODOLOGY AND LIMITATIONS

The survey employed a stratified random sample of Guyana which identified as primary strata:

1 Age; and
1 Gender;

In addition, other demographic information was solicited and collated; however the survey was not
designed to replicate these characteristics in a manner that was proportionate to the population of
Guyana. Data that are presented in these instances would therefore bear some relation to the
national scenario, but would not be a conclusive indicator of the extent to which that variable is

present in the population of Guyana.

Interviewers were each assigned areas based on a random selection normally associated with
Polling Divisions (PDs) in each administrative division. PDs are almost equal subdivisions of
Administrative Divisions which are normally used for electoral purposes. In this instance; however the
fact that PDs are numbered allowing for a random selection of specific divisions which were then

roughly translated into geographical districts or zones.

In each instance, interviewers selected 12, 24, 36 or 48 households in a random manner (one in
three) and conducted one face to face interview at each of 12, 24, 36 or 48 households. Interviewers
were specifically advised not to conduct interviews in public areas like bars, or among groups since
the intention was to replicate national views and opinions based on a standard geographical
distribution within households. The proportion o f persons interviewed from ea
Administrative Divisions is presented in Table 01 and Appendix Il presents comprehensive
information on the areas or districts in which interviews were conducted and the actual number of

interviews conducted in each instance.

Table 01:
Region of Interview

1 4%
11%
17%
36%
7%
14%
3%
3%
3%
4%

O O N oo O A W DN

=Y
o
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The survey was largely interviewer administered; however interviewers were instructed to
yield to the respondentds preferencesuth@arequesnpaset e t he
made. There was also a section that was set aside for self-administration since it explored
confidential issues. In that instance, the reverse instruction was given to interviewers who were

advised to complete these forms for the respondent if such a request were made.

The analysis that follows arises from these cases which were 1,034 in total and the specific
guestionnaire that was administered is presented in Appendix I. This survey was developed by a
regional team that included representatives from SASOD, CAISO, and UGLAAB, and submissions
were entertained from all three of these organisations with respect to the areas of interest at a
meeting in Trinidad during Octoberof 201 2. The extent to which this pr
deliberate since the partners were all regional organisations responsible for LGBTQI issues and
therefore had similar concerns. Since the legislative environment is similar and cultural environments
also roughly similar, it was considered prudent to take a similar approach which would ultimately also

allow for regional comparisons.

The initial survey planning meeting was held in Trinidad and Tobago (October 2012) and the
team agreed on the broad issues that the survey would cover. Thereafter two-drafts were circulated
to concerned parties for comment and revision and thereafter the final survey instrument was agreed
upon, printed and deployed in the respective countries. The design team agreed on broad guidelines
for the conduct of the exercise and among them was the critical agreement that the survey should be
executed by interviewers whowe r e p e r hobhvipusly gagot ofir  at exclesiaety ttonfimedtto
members of the LGBTQI Association in any of the countries involved. It was agreed that this

arrangement would enhance the credibility of the research exercise.

The analysis that follows speaks largely to national conclusions; however in select instances
comparative data has been presented which demonstrates the impact of demographic characteristics
such as age, gender or religion which appear to influence the opinion being presented. In scientific
terms these associations are known as correlations and throughout the report any instance in which
such influenced ommpactd i s me it tan benassdimed that the correlation referred to is
within a +/- 5% margin of error which means that CADRES is 95% confident that such a correlation
exists and is not accidental. The 95% measure is generally considered satisfactory within the
scientific community and the tool of measurement used i s  tChi &qudred t ersdll instances
where a demographic associati on i sChinsquaredtesthasbeen t can b
applied, but in no instance is the test statistic presented since the audience for this report is generally
not a scientific one. In instances where mention is made of a statistically insignificant association this

would mean that the measurement of such an association has fallen below the 95% confidence level.
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This study is seminal in the case of Guyana and there has only been one previous study done
regionally (Bar bados 2004) . As such the studyds main | imit
measurement of attitude and opinion and cannot speak to evolving attitudes in the Guyanese context.
The data is likely to be useful nonetheless since it can speak to contemporary views and opinions on
the issue. This study was conceptualised by CADRES and sought to build on a similar study
conducted in Barbados (2004). That study was limited since it was part of a larger omnibus survey,
while this one is specialised and focused exclusivel
homosexuality and attendant issues. This specialised focus is therefore advantageous and it is also

fortunate that this study was able to address several of the deficiencies of the 2004 study.

In this instance; however, some respondents complained about the length of the survey and
the occasional complex nature of it. Several of the issues explored were technical and legal and
although an effort was made to simplify the questions, there were instances in which the respondent
did not understand what was being asked. In the case of Guyana there was one question which is
identified specifically which was clearly not understood by a substantial quantity of respondents and

as such could not be used in the analysis.

Another concern identified in the course of interviewing relates to the demographic categories
used whi ch f aAreeandliansto Suchdersonsiinferview@d were therefore categorized as
fiMixedd and fOthersd Those that were i d e nt i fMixedd prefesed fo be referred to as such
instead of Oteisag tal t &eé @ anang Himdfis inrGayanagie apparently also
Christians and there was no option for a person to select both options. In both instances, the quantity

of people affected would appear to be small and would not affect the reliability of the survey.
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SURVEY DEMOGRAPHICS

In this section data are presented largely for purposes of information as these demographic
categories are used later in the analysis to determine the extent to which relationships exist between
the different variables. Tables 02 through 11 and related charts speak to a range of demographics
which are standard in surveys of this nature. It was intended that the fiAged and fSexo categories
should be almost similar to the national demographic spread; however it appears as though this
survey slightly over-represented young people at the expense of older people interviewed. This skew
is perhaps a result of the fact that older people would have had less interest this subject matter and
would therefore have been unwilling to respond to an interview this challenging. Su c hiasdsd0 ar e

not avoidable and would not impact negatively on the reliability of the survey exercise.

Table 02: Sex of Respondent Table 03: Race of Respondent
Male 47% Afro (Black) 37%
Female 53% Anglo (White) 1%
Sino (Chinese) 1%
Indo (East Indian) 26%
Portuguese 5%
Mixed 26%
Other 4%

The issue of race is of particular importance in Guyana and it would appear as though the
interviewers captured a slightly higher proportion of Afro Guyanese, which is no doubt related to the
areas that interviews were conducted. It should be stressed; however that the survey was NOT
designed to match the national racial distribution and moreover the selection of areas and
respondents was random and no special attempt was made to identify respondents based on their
race, but instead interviewers identified respondents and thereafter sought information about the

personbés racial <classification.

Table 04: Age Range of Respondent

18-30 Years 42%

Table05: Responden
31-50 Years 34%

Yes, Native Born 90%
51 and over 24%

Not native born 8%

Prefer not to say 2%
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In the case of income, CADRES is often sceptical of the information given, especially as close
to one-quarter of respondents did not provide this information which limits its utility.

Table 06: Respondent 6s

Less than $20,000 8%
Table07: Respondent
$20,000 - $40,000 18%
Single 39%
$40,000 - 60,000 19% Married 345
0
$60,000 - 80,000 12% .
Married (Common Law) 11%
80,000 - $100,000 11% :
$ $ ’ Divorced 4%
Over $100,000 9%
Separated 6%
Won't sa 24%
y ’ Widowed 3%
Won't Say 3%

Table 08: Respondent ds Emg

Employed (Full-time) 52%
: Table 09: Respondent s Qua
Employed (Part-time) 6%
0 29%
Housewife/Househusband 7%
1 20%
0,
Unemployed 5% 5 19%
0,
Student 6% 3 13%
1 0,
Retired 4% 4 8%
0,
Self Employed 16% 5 5%
' 0,
Other/Won't say 4% 6 3%
7 2%
8 1%
9 0.3%
10 0.3%
11 0.2%
12 0.1%
13 0.1%
16 0.2%

Table 10: Respondent s Highest Level

Primary 14%
Secondary 37%
Post-Secondary 8%
Technical/Vocational 10%
Tertiary 31%
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Sincet he survey inquired privately into the respond
t he o vSexua IPiofiledi o f Guyana i s presented i n Figure 01
assessment.  Although this information was tabulated based on a self-admission that was
confidentially collected, CADRES remains sceptical of this type of information because the issue of
sexuality is still very sensitive in Guyana and homosexual acts are still illegal there. As such caution
is recommended on the side of admitted heterosexuality, since homosexuals will be less likely to

admit to being this way inclined.

There have been very few studies that have attempted to scientifically estimate the quantity of
homosexuals resident in any country; however global estimates generally fall within the 1-10
assumption which would translate to a presumed 10% of any population being homosexual. In this
instance 3% have admitted to being homosexual (male or female) in Guyana with 4% admitting to bi-
sexuality. It is most interesting; however that 15% of persons indicated that they were unwilling to
answer this question and if we assume that a heterosexual would have no difficulty stating this, the
presumption is that an additional 15% of respondents could easily be homosexual or bisexual which
could make Guyanabobs offmeosexuwals and pisexuald rae li atnhighe | y n At he
especially if we consider global estimates. The most generous assessment of these data would imply

somewhere in the vicinity of 20% of Guyanese being either homosexual or bisexual.

Sexual Orientation (Declared)

Heterosexual = Ho\gnosexual i Bi-Sexual ®| prefer not to say

79%
7%
75%

80%

7%
76%

77%

66%
78%
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Figurel: Sexual Orientation (Declag

The issue of religious persuasion was also isolated in the demographic discussion largely
because it is both complex and prdrivesd iofi hbeophodyat
this instance respondents were asked to select a Religious category and thereafter to state whether
t hey wactveoe @assived wi t hi n t Aable llgpeaks tp thenigtial question of religious
orientation, while Figure 02 speaks to the respondent
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Table 11: Religious Orientation

Christian (Evangelical)

Christian (Non-Evangelical)

Hindu

Muslim

Other
Rastafarian
Agnostic
Spiritual Baptist
Atheist

Baha'i

Jewish

The

t wo

42%
20%
16%
10%
5%
2%
1.4%
1.3%
0.8%
0.6%

0.5%

ot her

Table 11 demonstrates that the single largest category
respondent s (42 %) ¢ Evangeilicdl e

59%

of

and of t hese

Christianso person

The secon

factve0 Evangelical s.
more traditional Christian worshipers that apparently accounted
for 20% of respondents; however more than half of these
persons (58%) satactivedt hieny Chrisbanityr
Naturally respondents might have various interpretations of the
me ani ngactved wii t hin rel i gi ouitsis
nonetheless noteworthy that it is only within this religious
grouping (Christianity) that the majority of adherents confessed
to not being active.

he

significant groupings in t

while all other groupings accounted for 2% or less of the population interviewed. There is no way of

knowing the extent to which the survey over or under-represents different religious groups within

Guyana and as such comments relating to the impact of religion should be read within the context of

the quantities surveyed.

Moreover the small size of religious groups that are neither Christian,

Muslim, nor Hindu would militate against any assessment of the impact of these beliefs on attitudes

toward homosexuals.
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In the confidential section of the survey, respondents were asked if there were persons who
they knew to be gay in any of 05 categories which were specifically chosen since these reflected
different proximities away from the individual being interviewed. There was no attempt made to
establish whether persons admitted being gay to the respondent or whether the respondents just
assumed the individual(s) identified to be gay. In this instance the basis of the assumption was
considered to be less relevant and the focus was placed on the quantities of persons who admitted to
b ei fagiliaf® wgay persons in some capacity.

Data suggests that approximately one-half of Guyanese admit to having a gay friend, while
one quarter believed that they have a gay family member. 30% of respondents believed that a
Business Associate or person they worked with was gay and 21% believed a Political leader they
know is gay. It is perhaps most surprising that 13% of respondents actually believed a religious
leader to be gay. This is a relatively small quantity; however the extent to which Religion is proven to
be a driver of homophobia in this paper implies the extent to which hypocrisy is pervasive (and

accepted) among this relatively small group of people.

4 N
"Gay Associations"
49%
30%
24%
21%
13%

| have friends who | have Gay familyl have Gay business| know Political | know Religious

are Gay members associates/people | Leaders who are Leaders who are
4 work with Gay Gay y

Figure3: Gay Associations
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ATTITUDE TOWARD HOMOSEXUALS

The initial attitudinal test was by way of a reaction to a simple question that is presented in
Figure 04 and asks respondents to sel ect a  whest dlesctibesdt tfei r toveatdt i t ude

homosexuals. The options i matadlTofesated na Acdeptd e awedr ehé@se sentir
are believed to transl ate dHomepbabitoyGdy Tolerantot haeGayg uial it at
Friendlyo . Nationall vy, it can be seen that the single |

cl assi baywldranbs whi | e 25 % c o u lfiomdpleobicbe s d r 1ghyefribmdigcs.

It is interesting that the Crosstabulation of main demographic categories demonstrates that
Women are more tolerant than Men, older people tend to be more homophobic and persons who are
more educated tend to be less homophobic and more tolerant. There is also a noticeable impact of
t he r espond e mgirh sincepNative-Born &liyanese also tended to be more homophobic.
It is noteworthy that these demographic variables appear not to impact on the extent to which the
r espondgayftiendyd d&r a c cgaystbutthere id clear impact on the extent to which a
person is naturally inclined to be homophobic or tolerant. Generally, this section implies that gender,
age, place of origin and education are the major variables that would make a person more accepting
of homosexuals, while the absence of Race from this category indicates that there is no statistically

significant impact of race on the attitude of a Guyanese toward homosexuals.

General Attitudes Toward homosexuals

H Hate ®Tolerate i Accept
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Figure4: General AttitudesToward homosexuals
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The issue of Religion was also identified as a major driver of homophobia and this is explored
inFigure05 which combines the response to this question
religious orientation. | f the respondentd®onr élsi gdiiosuaspctived igetntelal | nt
fpassived it can be seen that active evangéadmoghaik, Chri st
although active evangelical Christians are also more inclined to be tolerant of homosexuals. Certainly

the highest level of tolerance measured exists among Christians (Cumulatively).

Regarding Muslims and Hi ndusactvebheasnnae @mpepems droe beg
accepting but not necessarily more homophobic. There is generally less diversity in opinion among
Muslims and Hindus toward homosexuals and this could be related to the fact that more Christians

were captured in the survey or because the Muslim and Hindus interviewed were more homogenous.

One general observation of interest relates to the impact of the factived6 pur suit of a r e
orientation since it can be seen that active evangelical Christians are more inclined to be homophobic
and less inclined to be accepting or tolerant, while active non-evangelical Christians are significantly
more inclined to be tolerant, and also significantly less inclined to be homophobic and accepting. The
differences within the Muslim and Hindu groups are less dramatic and it can generally be argued that
factved0 Evangel i cal Chri sti ans isnhontdphpbichvah i appsgieda omt o be t

Evangelical Christians are the most accepting.

s N
Impact of Religion on Attitude
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Figure5: Impact of Religion on Attitude
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Since respondents were asked about their Sexual Orientation and fiGay Associationso it was
thought prudent to assess the ehhdmesexualityor hombsexudls a per s
would help to influence their opinions positively or negatively and Figure 06 helps to answer this
guestion. There was an obvious and perhaps predict abl e corr el ati on sdifet ween
identification as a homosexual or bi-sexual a nd t veeleamingdf a t ttaward ldomosexuals. It
was; however surprising in that section that as many as 15% of persons who self-identified as
gay/lesbian indicatedt h a t hatédehpmoSexuals which communicates the existence of some level

of self-hate within the Guyanese LGBTQI community.
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Impact of Association with Homosexuals
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Figure6: Impact of Association with Homosexuals

Among the other categories it can be seen that

Table 12: Scale of Acceptability _ . . o
persons with gay family and friends are more inclined

Association MOSTAcceptance

Eriend 1 to be tolerant and accepting, while those without are
Family Member > most inclined to be homophobic. The impact of other
Employee 3 associations is less dramatic but it can nonetheless be
Employer 4 argued that a person with some gay association on a
Teacher 5 personal level will be less inclined to be homophobic.
Child 6 It is also noteworthy that persons who have gay
Public Official 7 religious leaders in Guyana are more inclined to be
Religious Leader 8 accepting of homosexuals, but there is no other

significant impact that this association could have.
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In an effort to further probe this issue, respondents were asked to indicate what they would do
if a person known to them were to indicate that they were a homosexual and in this instance, specific
response categories were provided to respondents. Figure 07 presents the cumulative findings which
demonst r &dceptaricdda ti si t gopulammeaction in all instances if a person admits to being
a homosexual, although the level of acceptance does vary. Table 12 cumulatively presents this
i nformati on and Schle ofdAoceptabilayd e sshachii i denti fies family &
mo st acceptable to the respondeleasts a@ande prteabilgei.ous | tl e

interesting to note that only with respect to a religious leader would the ma j o rrejectio s Ipublicdi

whil e most rejections sdsggedsted would have been i
N
X X
S S X X
Te] Tel Tp) Te) < o
=~ S
< < » (=) =
X o))
(90] < \o (90]
© o o ™M o o o\c 87 =)
A o S > s X > © N
e O o S < g o N SN — o « by =)
S & S S X N & N N N L e
™ ™ ™ N — ™ 9
— — — — 1 O
‘ ]
5 8 >|8 8 >|8 © »|8 8 |8 8 8 6 € E =€ E >
o @ FTlo L FT|lo L F|lo L Tlo L Tglo L glo L glo & B
] [T o [T ] o = ] [T o [T ] o = £ = = £ = =
O =~ S| &= 3|6 = S| &= 3|06 = S| Qo = S|¥ o =S| o 3
€ > Tl > OT|«C > T > |« > OT|«C« > ©T|lg ©o T|lga © o
o = o = o = o = o = S z|o & =z|o & =
5 & 5 B 5 B 5 B 5 B 5 B|g & B|lg & &
S O S O S O > O S O S5 T | < > T | < > T
o £ o S o S o £ o £ o S S £ S =
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 =2 5 =2
a a
Homosexual Homosexual Homosexual Homosexual Homosexual Homosexual Homosexual Homosexual
Friend Family Employee | Employer Teacher |Public Official Religious Child
L Member Leader )

Figure7: Response to Homosexual Awareness
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UNDERSTANDING OF HOMOSEXUALITY

In this section, an attempt was made to establish what respondents understood by the term
fhomosexuald  w hin-terrwould explain several assumptions and attitudes that are impacted by the
respondent 6s u niglg thsmeanng of iheyword hdmosiexual was explored by way of a
close-ended question which sought to establish whether the term was understood to relate to fiMenod

fAVomeno or both. Figure 08 presents these responses along with key demographic variables and

demonstratesthat most Guyanese bel i ev dwotPhople df the Samda Sexor entha rl et o

27% believe that the term relates only to men and 1% believe the term relates exclusively to two
women. The correlations presented demonstrate that younger people are less inclined to think that
homosexuality refers exclusively to men, while older people are more inclined to think so. Similarly,
Men are more inclined to think that the term homosexual refers to them, while Women are more likely

to think that it is a term that relates to two people of the same sex.

4 N
- 1 [ 1]
Meaning of the word "Homosexual
B Two men (who have sexual relations)
H Two women (who have sexual relations)
9 i Two people of the same sex (who have sexual relatigms) R
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$ Age of Respondent | Sex of Respondent | All Guyana | )

Figure8: Meaning of the word "Homosexual"

In addition to the meaning of the word homosexual an effort was made to explore other
perceptions such as that which is presented in Figure 09. In this instance respondents were asked to

i dent isbupcedt hoef fih o myowhiehxsiclaskest to their own understanding from a list provided.

Most Guyanese argued thattheybel i eved homosehpiceal $t yc &wabodased xual s

to be that way. This was the case with regard to 31% of respondents, while the second largest group
(21%) argued that the origin of homos e x justborntthat
wayo . 't i s i nt e-largesttcategay (17%)stwggestéd ehat thdmiogexdiality was a result
of fphysiological traumad  osexualfiabused which is a perception held by a large number of

Guyanese. Interestingly enough, the majority perception is not influenced by age or gender; however

t heorréctd r esponse does show some correl at i oerpeaglet h

and men are | ess | i keborigindot o fu rmdoarosteaxnuda ltite .t r ue
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Origin of Homosexuality
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Figure9: Origin of Homosexuality

Having established the fact that a majority of Guyanese believe homosexuality to be a choice,

CADRES probed their perception further to establish whether they believed that it might have been an

il Il ness t haredoca@awmldd i me tifmi s i nstanc

wer e

e respondent s

they did not believe it was an illness, so the question was irrelevant to them. 46% or close to half of

di d believe that

and not surprisingly this response was influenced by age and gender.

respondent s not

h o maceredx waalsi trye | weavsa na

The belief that it was an

illness; howeverwas strongest amomiddle-pgedos gm © uipn t he @
& N
Is Homosexuality an "lliness" that can be cured?
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Figurel0: Is Homosexuality an "lliness" that can be cured?
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Although it is only 23% of Guyanese that believe homosexuality is an illness, it was still
prudent to ask everyone surveyed what type of remedy they would prefer and the results of this
guestion are presented in Table 13. This demonstrates that although most persons did not consider
homosexuality to be an illness, several of these persons offered an opinion notwithstanding and the
maj ority ar e mo eligious remaeryoe s(t3eldo) i nmedicalfpsychidtried fir e medy was

the second most popular.

Table 13: Preferred i r e nyedd f amosexlality

| do not believe it is an illness that can be cured 23%
Prefer a religious remedy 31%
Prefer a medical (Psychiatric)/psychological remedy 18%
| am not sure/prefer not to say 28%

Table 14 presents information from the question of the most important source of the
respondent 6s i onfiao saxualityi anch dernamstrates that the Holy Bible/Bhagavad
Gita/Holy Koran are the main sources of information on human sexuality for 53% of the Guyanese
population. The next most popular source was from interaction with friends and family, while popular
culture was only a source for 13% of the population. This statistic confirms the suspicion that religion

is easily the most prgm®r fawildngsdn folf u ehruarea no rs etxhuea I fi t y .

Table 14: Most important source in the formation of views and opinions on Human Sexuality

Religion (Holy Bible/Bhagavad Gita/Holy Koran) 52%
Socialisation (Family and friends) 23%
Popular culture (Music, literature, television and the social scene) 13%
| am unsure/prefer not to say 13%

In the final question in this section, respondents were asked about the inclusion of
homosexuality in the teaching of sex education in Schools and it should be noted that in this instance
respondents were askedfil FO homosexuality shoWHATbeabowt uldenhosaax!t
should be included. This question anticipated a potential response that would allow for the teaching
of homosexuality if that teaching were to say that it was wrong. The closest that respondents could
getto thistype of respons e was t o Itddpentdseon whhtdhe fadisare © and it is there
surprising that this was the response from the single largest group (37%). The second largest group
responding (33%) argued for the scientific facts to be taught, which admittedly also allows for a
persona | i nterpr et ascierwed onvouwhdats atyhenfd NODOct eat h22 Wesahdn
scientific facts about homosexuality. These responses cumulatively suggest that the Guyanese
willingness to allow the teaching of Scientific Facts about homosexuality is entirely dependent on the

t y p efactsd dimegopulation is therefore not yet ready to embrace this type of education.
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Table 15: Schools should teach children scientific facts about Homosexuality as part of sex
and sexuality education?
Yes, teach scientific facts

33%
No, dondét teach about homosexual ity 22%
It depends on what these fAfactso are 37%
| am unsure/prefer not to say 9%
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ATTITUDE TOWARDS DISCRIMINATION/VIOLENCE AGAINST SEXUAL MINORITIES

In this section an attempt is made to establish the extent to which respondents were familiar
with the concept of discrimination and if there was an awareness of the extent to which there was
discrimination against homosexuals in Guyana. In addition to the existence of discrimination there
was an effort to establish whether respondents were comfortable with this type of discrimination, as
distinct from any other type of discrimination. Initially the respondents were asked a direct question

whi ¢ h ifwheysbeliBved that violence against gays or sexual minorities is (can be considered)

discriminationd and the responses ar.eltipdearshatnthe evabt majorityefi gur e

Guyanese believe that violence against gays or other sexual minorities can be considered
di scrimination. 71%VYesd ®persbhs geepbnded fWhi
argued that such violence could not be considered discrimination with a further 12% indicating that

they were unsure.

It is significant that earlier in the fiGeneral Attitudesosection it was discovered that what could
be descried as homophobia or extreme dislike of homosexuals existed among approximately 25% of
Guyanese; however in this instance a slightly smaller quantity of persons (18%) is fapprovingo of
violence against gays or other sexual minorities. It is also consistent with the foregoing that younger
people are slightly more likely to see such violence as discrimination and also women are similarity
inclined. These correlations are consistent with earlier findings and imply that these groups are less
likely to be homophobic. In this instance CADRES also discovered a positive correlation between
race and opinion which is also presented in Figure 11 and implies that Afro Guyanese are less likely

to see violence against gays and sexual minorities as discrimination.
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Figue 11: Violence against Gays or Sexual Minorities "IS" Discrimination
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The next aspect of di scrimination that was explo
impact of homophobia, which essentially speaks to the harm that discrimination can do in real terms.
There was no effort made here to explain the relationship between these concepts but respondents
were asked a series of questions about the extent to which they believe that homophobia can cause a
series of social problems. The positive responses are cumulatively presented in Figure 12 which

demonstrates that a majority of Guyanese are aware that all of these social problems can stem from

homophobi a. It is interesting that Teéeh Suiciled g mendt Il ev
t h er e Al€ohobsm anil Substance Abuseo . The [ owest | evel Temporaggwar enes
or Permanent Absenced6 from school ; however even in this regar.

link to homophobia among close to 60% of Guyanese.

4 N
"Homophobia" can contribute to...
0
73% 69% 5606
61% 59%
Teen Suicide Alcoholism or  Mental DepressionIncreased incidence Temporary or
Substance Abuse of HIV/AIDS  permanent absence
-\ from school

Figure12: "Homophobia" can contribute to...

The responses presented in Figure 13 are indicative of a population that has to some extent
not identified sexual orientation as a basis upon which people do discriminate, or alternatively believe
that it is one of the more acceptable bases for discrimination. This finding is perhaps one of the most
central to understanding the nature of homophobia in Guyana. The question presented to
respondents essentially asked themtoc ompar e t he extent to whatpedplei t was
differentlyo on the basi s of five specific characteristic
discrimination at different times locally, regionally and internationally and moreover against which

there has been an international focus at different times.

The list included attributes that are easily identifiable and over which the individual has no
choice, such as age, sex and race. In addition reference was also made to religious discrimination
which relates to an issue of choice and one about which people are extremely sensitive. In this
instance, it can be seen that discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation is seen to be as
facceptabled as di scr i mi natAgewhichis intardstang sineesagesdiscaniination is a
relatively new concern and some amount of age discrimination has traditionally been tolerated in

Guyana.
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The other findings in this section are also compelling since these suggest that Guyanese
consider racial discrimination MOST unacceptable, followed by religious discrimination and thereafter
gender. The fact that race is not optional and is seen to be only marginally more sacrosanct than
religion (which is optional), implies that the Guyanese assumption that sexual orientation is a matter

of choice is not the only reason why they consider discrimination on that basis more acceptable.

Certainly ochomset amnhed s or é&il i gi on, but Guyanese appear
to make such choices, whileone has Irightstschoofed0 aofiebds sexual orientatdi
g N
Acceptable to treat people differently (Discriminate) on the basis of...
22% 22%
17% 0
15% 16%
-\ Race Gender Age Sexual Orientation Religion

Figurel3: Acceptable to treat people differently (Discriminate)hahe basis of...

The final aspect of this issue relates to the need for state involvement in the protection of
gays and other sexual minorities and this issue is explored by way of a series of questions which
asked respondents if they believed that different groups were in need of special protection by the
state against discrimination. These responses are cumulatively presented in Figure 14 and suggest
that Guyanese believe that Children, the Disabled and Women are in greatest need of protection by
the state, while persons living with AIDS (PLWA) should be only slightly less entitled to protection by

the state.

Reference to the remaining categories reveals that in all three instances, a minority of
Guyanese believe that the state has a responsibility to specially protect these groups. Minority racial
groups are identified by only 43% of Guy aappeardo
begayd0 and t h sef-identifyd o gafy are only seen to be in need of protection by 35% and

as i

n

t

(o]

r

37% of Guyanese respect i nedydy .c atTehgeosrei easr ea ntdh ei tl eiass ta lfis

t h o s e appéamgaii are seen as needing protection less than those who self-identify.
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These findings are interesting since there is no way of knowing whether the belief that a
group donesldo nopedi al protection arises from an opinio
whether this is because Guyanese believe that t his
distinction is not explored in the survey and emerges especially with regard to the question of special
protection for persons of different race, which is known to be a sensitive issue in Guyana. If then
there is no need for special protection,okayme clhnh iass
entirely possible that Guyanese see homosexuals similarly or alternatively their low level of interest in
special protection is predicated on the belief thatt hictoiced i s t o be frowned upon ai
protected. The dselsidemtifiedot i o o m obseet xwubaskensvhdiappdar as such
mi ght wel |l be r el aayeappeatancesd h femirbnéylisi aeofdablie hna shoufd not be

encouraged.

The State needs to provide special protection from discrimination to...
82% 80% 83%

70%
9
37% 35% 43% I
-

Figurel4: The State needs to provide special protection from discrimination to...
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ATTITUDE TOWARDS LEGISLATION

The issues surrounding the Guyane®thatcripinalséthec 6s atti
act bugdery®d@ are complex and this study amaneemtpatwodld t o unpa

provide an appreciation of;

. Theext ent to which there isaspatblic support for th
. The extent to which people arwguatad |y under stand
Il. The extent to which people are familiar with and support the perceived objectives of the

laws; and
IV.  The extent to which people are conformable with the unintended consequences of these

laws.

Initially therefore respondents were provided with the following brief and simplified explanation of the

Guyanese buggery laws:

fPresently the laws of Guyana outlaw the act of Buggery/Sodomy, whether between two men
or a man and a woman and regardless of whether this act is in public or private, consensual or

forcedo.

Respondents were then asked if they supported the law and the responses and relevant
correlations are presented in Figure 15. These demonstrate that 53% or slightly more than half of
Guyanese s up meisoand thdreforelogpase decriminalisation. In an effort to contextualise
this level of support, attention is drawn to Figure 16 which consolidates support for similar American
laws drawn from Gallup polls between 1977 and 2010. Although the questions asked are not identical
and neither is (was) the legislative environment, the proximity of these two data-sets help to facilitate
a useful analysis. Generally, it can be seen that in the USA public opinion has moved from a similar
level of disapproval as that which currently exists in Guyana, to a place where there is now majority

support for decriminalisation (or lack of support for re-criminalisation).
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Figurel5: General Support for the Guyana "Buggery" Law
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't is important to str esforcedberte tcloantmernd sgpmd d ehnet sL a
and the responses to later questions suggest that some respondents were somewhat confused
regarding the reality of the legislation as distinct from what they believed it to be and this could have
impacted on the level of support or opposition captured in this survey. Notwithstanding, it can be
seen that a clear majority of Guyanese support the laws and only 28% support some change, while
20% preferred not to comment and could perhaps reflect a lack of clarity on what the laws say and

intend.
4 N
Should Homosexual Acts Between Consenting Adults be

Legal/lllegal (USA 1972010)

H Should be LEGAL & Should be ILLEGAL

58%
56%
60%

X
)
o

- 2010 2006 2003 1999 1989 1977

Figurel6: Should Homosexual Acts between Consenting Adults be Legal/lllegal (USA2H0)

The correlations associated with this question are interesting since age is clearly a factor that
impacts on support for the laws and it is not surprising to note that older Guyanese are more inclined
to support the laws; however older Guyanese are also more inclined to be unsure of their opinion on
the matter. In this instance sex does not impact since almost similar quantities of males and females
expressed support for and disapproval of these laws and as regards race, it is ONLY Afro Guyanese
who support the laws in greater proportions. The other large racial group in Guyana, the Indo
Guyanese are not significantly more supportive and while Anglo Guyanese appear to be
overwhelmingly more supportive, the small qu ant iAnglosoo fsufr veyed woul d make coc

unscientific.

In this instance party support data is used as a basis for comparison to demonstrate that
there was no real significance between the opinions of political groups, as distinct from any
suggestion that there was a relationship. Certainly it would appear that PNC supporters are more
supportive of the laws and this could be easily explained by the demographic of the PNC supporter
and earlier observations that Afros are more inclined to be uncomfortable with the issue of buggery.
The levels of support are; however statistically insignificant and imply that any correlation is relatively

weak.
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Having establishedt hat t her e was s asgs @espbndents weretadivised that ws A

the laws were not being enforced and various related issues explored, which are reported on in Table
16. Generally it is noticeable that in all instances the level of uncertainty approaches 20%, which is
high for a social survey and suggests that Guyanese have not given the types of details explored in
this survey sufficient thought to arrive at a definitive position. Simply put, persons might believe
themselves to be supportive of laws, but when presented with an explanation of these laws and asked

to explore related issues, Guyanese become less certain.

As such a majority of Guyanese (61%) argue that the state foughtdt t o st art enfor c
buggery laws in their current form, although less than half (47%) believe that the laws in their current
f o r mmakefisenseo0 . The implication of this comparison i s |

support the enforcement of laws and the pr o s e c offtendersd @fl t fhay withér doubt the
logic of these laws, or agree that the laws are entirely illogical. Against this background, the
sugge ptnstoneni® f or  oid direstly dekevarst and respondents were therefore asked what
punishment they believed was suitable for someone convicted of buggery. In this instance
respondents were not advised what punishment was presently applicable to buggery, but were given
a mix of options.

The single largest quantity (29%) which does not represent a majority of Guyanese preferred
a medium-long mandatory prison term, while the second largest group opted for a fine or prison term.
In this question it is noteworthy that 18% of respondents were unsure of what punishment they would
prefer and 11% believed that the Death Penalty was an appropriate punishment for buggery. It
should also be noted that if the data in this section are cumulatively examined it becomes evident that
there is substantial confusion among Guyanese regarding these buggery laws, what they state, what
they intend and what is prohibited. Notwithstanding, almost 60% are prepared to support custodial
punishment (or worse) for the offense, while a similar quantity of Guyanese consider themselves
either ftolerantdor facceptingdof homosexuals.

Table 16: Views and opinions on existing Laws

I The State should enforce the Buggery/Sodomy laws by investigating and
prosecuting persons who engage in these acts

Yes, start enforcing laws 61%
No, continue with non-enforcement 21%
| am unsure/prefer not to say 19%
1T Do you think that the |l aws of Guy anmkewenseb ?
Yes, | think these laws make perfect sense 47%
No, | consider these laws illogical 28%
| am unsure/prefer not to say 24%

1 Punishment appropriate for someone convicted of Buggery/Sodomy
No punishment, (I do NOT support the laws) 9%
No punishment, (I support the Laws) 3%
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Table 16: Views and opinions on existing Laws

Light punishment/Community Service 5%
Monetary fine (no prison) 8%
Monetary fine AND OR short prison term 16%
Mandatory prison term (medium i long) 29%
Death Penalty 11%
| am not sure/prefer not to say 18%

Against this background of confusion it was appropriate to ask respondents why (they
believed) the buggery laws were in place or what was the rationale behind these laws. In this
i nstance r espondeclhdedendeddr eq usesskt & o na afmpbtential aptionsdveich f i v e
were suggested by the survey design team. Respondents were asked to identify the option that
appeared to be closest to their opinion of the rationale behind the buggery laws. This question was
especially relevant question since in the foregoing it is noted that the laws are not currently being
enforced, but a majority of Guyanese want them retained. In each instance respondents were given a
i st of possi bl e opresoo med #@nod eaasckhe dp ottoe nstaujbdinated ason an

that respondents were asked to comment on all five options presented Figure 17.

The fact that the highest response level was just short of half of all respondents indicates that
either none readonsd her ¢ hersteed were consistent with what
actual rationale for the buggery laws, or a majority of Guyanese did not have an idea what the laws
intended to achieve, or perhaps never even thought about the issue before. Among the most popular
optonswast he bel i ef t h a t fair taitd eeadorables expressiore of morafiand religious
standardso0 f ol | owed by the belief t hpublichehlttd | ppemss pmsbcrtei viemp o
t o pr yotng Guyandse from abuseo . ledsh popular rationale was the suggestion that these
| aws h e lsipmrttde spread 6¢f homosexualityd however t hat option was sti
popular rationale for close to one-third of Guyanese. The cumulative assessment of this question
should be made against the background of an assumption that none of these responses were
fcorrectq but were deliberately inserted to test extent of prevailing propaganda. Notwithstanding,
there was support among a substantial section of the population for all of these assumptions which
demonstrates that in the absence of a clear appreciation of the reasons for the existence of buggery
laws, Guyanese have fabricated a rationale for the existence of laws which a majority support the

retention of.
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Rationale for "Buggery" Laws
49% 49% 47% 49%
31%
A fair and A fair and Protect young Help to stop the  Important from a
reasonable reasonable people from abuse. G aLINSI R Public Health
expression of our expression of our Homosexuality" perspective
- moral standards religious standards

./

Figurel7: Rationale for Buggery Laws

In Guyana there is legislative and to some extent popular support for the existence of
fCommonLawd marri age which is essent i alpdoplewhichsddbeanoke sanct i
have the blessing of any religious entity. As such it was considered appropriate to test the extent to
which there was public support for this non-religious marriage and moreover to test the extent to
which this differed from gay marriage. The comparison is important because the two concepts are
similar in that neither is perceived to have a religious or spiritual basis, but the state sanctions one
and not the other. As such this comparison provides a hint of the extent to which the religious factor

contributes to the inclination to disapprove of gay marriage.

/ N
"Common Law" Marriage versus "Same Sex" Marriage
76%
62%
28%
10% 14% 9%
Yes No Unsure/Won't Yes No Unsure/Won't
say say
G/ 2YY2Y [l 6¢€ YINNALI 3 003 WABBRWILIFRRINZ 6 2B | {
different sexes) should be recognised by the state

J

Figurel8: "Common Law" Marriage versus "Same Sex" Marriage
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