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Marked text




In the United States, several scholars and lesbian and gay activists have argued that establishing a genetic basis for sexual orientation will help make the case for lesbian and gay rights.  The idea is that scientific research will show that people do not choose their sexual orientations and therefore they should not be punished or discriminated against in virtue of them.  1 This general argument is flawed in two ways.  First, 2 we do not need to show that a trait is genetically determined to argue that it is not amenable to change at will.  3 This is clearly shown by the failure rates of conversion “therapies.”  4 These failures establish that sexual orientation is resistant to change, but 5 they do not say anything about its ontogeny or etiology.  6 Sexual orientation can be unchangeable without being genetically determined.  7 There is strong observational evidence to support the claim that sexual orientation is difficult to change, but 8 this evidence is perfectly compatible with nongenetic accounts of the origins of sexual orientations.  More importantly, 9 we should not embrace arguments that seek to legitimate homosexuality be denying that there is any choice in sexual preference because 10 the implicit premise of such arguments is that if there was a choice, then homosexuals would be blameworthy (527-8).

Diagram










Sentence 1 is the topic sentence and main conclusion.





I struck these two sentences as background information; they explain what “this general argument” is in sentence 1.





I see sentence 3 as summing up the argument given by sentences 4-8 for sentence 2.  So I treat it as background information and strike it.





“But” in these two places is not a discount word but a synonym for “and.”





Premise indicator





“Because” is a premise indicator.





The support for the main conclusion breaks into two parts, which the author indicates with the words “First” and “More importantly.”





I saw sentences 8, 7, and 6 as restatements of 5, 4, and, 2, respectively.  This enabled me to make a simpler diagram.  If you didn’t see these restatements, your diagram will be more complex, but not necessarily wrong.





8 This evidence is perfectly compatible with nongenetic accounts of the origins of sexual orientations; [in other words,] 5 the failure rates [of conversion “therapies”]do not say anything about its ontogeny or etiology.








Notice how I supplied the meaning of the pronouns “this,” “these,” “they,” and “such” in sentences 1, 4, 5, and 10 to make the meaning clear.





7 There is strong observational evidence to support the claim that sexual orientation is difficult to change; [in other words,] 4 the failure [rates of conversion “therapies”] establish that sexual orientation is resistant to change








10 The implicit premise of arguments [that seek to legitimate homosexuality by denying that there is any choice in sexual preference] is that if there was a choice, then homosexuals would be blameworthy





1 This general argument [namely, that establishing a genetic basis for sexual orientation will help make the case for lesbian and gay rights--the idea is that scientific research will show that people do not choose their sexual orientations and therefore they should not be punished or discriminated against in virtue of them] is flawed in two ways.





6 Sexual orientation can be unchangeable without being genetically determined; [in other words,] 2 we do not need to show that a trait is genetically determined to argue that it is not amenable to change at will.








9 We should not embrace arguments that seek to legitimate homosexuality by denying that there is any choice in sexual preference.








