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By its very nature, truth exists independent of our beliefs, opinions, prejudices and superstitions. It does not
bend to our will and is not subject to a majority vote. We may reject truth, we may rage against it, but truth
remains, unfazed. “Facts don’t care about your feelings,” as Ben Shapiro put it. It is curious, then, that the
conservative National Review would publish an article calling for a societal rejection of biological truth in
the name of compromise. Conservatism, after all, is a philosophy rooted in the pursuit of objective truth.
In “Time for a Compromise on Transgenderism,” NR’s J.J. McCullough calls on conservatives, in the name
of compromise, to set aside rational thought and biological reality and embrace the delusion behind
transgenderism; namely, that sex/gender is not rooted in our DNA, but in our feelings. Though laudable in
its attempt to strengthen social cohesion, it is nevertheless a study in falsehoods and contradictions.
McCullough declares, “Homosexual people are unavoidable and common. … Through education, and
especially exposure, homosexuality is no longer regarded as bizarre, threatening, or mysterious.”
First, homosexuals and transgenders are actually only a tiny subset of the population. According to ULCA’s
Williams Institute, just 1.7% of the U.S. population identifies as homosexual, and just 0.3% as transgender.
Other studies put the number of homosexuals at 3-4%. But fewer Americans identify as transgender than
have heterochromia (two different colored eyes). It should also be noted that both homosexuality and
transgenderism are behaviors, not biological traits.
Second, social acceptance of a behavior does not convey moral validity. The Communist Chinese
implemented the one-child policy, but social acceptance of the policy does not make the tens of millions of
abortions it brought about any less murder. Or you could go the Nazi Holocaust route. Enough said.
McCullough declares resistance to the normalization of deviant sexual behavior is an “immature,
demagogic phase” of American life, ignoring the fact it is the LGBT proponents who are aggressively
trying to overturn thousands of years of social order and proven biological science.
Americans who hold to traditional morality and biological reality are accused of hatred and bigotry, forced
by the state to deny reality and violate deeply held religious beliefs, or face hate-crimes charges, public
vilification and even the loss of their livelihoods.
McCullough’s “compromise” is for the reality-based population (i.e., “cultural conservatives and
traditionalists”) to extend “broad tolerance for the reality that transgender men and women exist, and are
entitled to basic human dignity, just like everyone else.” This is a straw man. No conservative calls for

mistreating transgenders or denying basic human rights. Just the opposite; Christians proclaim the eternal
worth of every soul as a child of God.
However, dignity is a subjective term. It flows outward from dignified people, and cannot be granted.
Despite being mocked, cursed and spat upon, Christ could not be robbed of his regal dignity by the
offending Jews. On the other hand, those engaged in the most flamboyant displays of sexual deviancy
during LGBT parades cannot obtain dignity, regardless of the coercive power of the state.
Though McCullough claims transgenderism is a “persistent aspect of humanity,” that is demonstrably false.
Examples of effeminate homosexual men, or “butch” lesbians, have long been with us, but the claim that a
biological male is an actual woman, or vice versa, is very recent, not to mention delusional.
More important than these battles in the culture wars are the implications for life itself. According to Johns
Hopkins University, the first U.S. institution to perform “sex reassignment” surgery, “The belief that gender
identity is an innate, fixed human property independent of biological sex — so that a person might be a
‘man trapped in a woman’s body’ or ‘a woman trapped in a man’s body’ — is not supported by scientific
evidence.”
Furthermore, studies show a staggering 41% of transgendered people attempt suicide in their lifetimes, and
that suicide rate is relatively constant regardless of other variables, like living in an area where
homosexuality/transgenderism is widely accepted. Nurturing their delusion, rather than providing
treatment, is cruel and deadly. Even McCullough admits, “The risk of psychologically and physically
damaging children by encouraging or enabling them to embrace transgender identities before pubescence
must be acknowledged as a valid concern backed by credible evidence.”
Yet if the first phase of the compromise is for conservatives to accept the delusional altered reality of
transgenderism, then on what basis does one then reject allowing a sexually confused child to “transition”?
The problem with McCollough’s entire argument is that the Rainbow Mafia is not interested in
compromise; they simply demand our surrender. Prior to the Supreme Court’s Obergefell ruling, LGBT
proponents mockingly asked conservatives to tell them how our lives would change if same-sex marriage
was legal. As we predicted, so they have done. Christians are being persecuted by the state, ostracized by
society and denied their constitutionally protected rights to freedom of religion, speech and association.
Their livelihoods are being destroyed.
So while McCullough’s intentions are worthy, his approach is completely wrong. No person should be
forced to accept biological falsehoods, nor violate their moral and religious beliefs, to appease a few
militant, biologically confused people. We should never, ever allow the compulsive power of the state to
silence debate, especially when one side is rooted in delusion.

