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For my final project, I have created a photograph that reflects the theory of homosexual
orientation in humans as an evolutionary advantage, a theory best stated by biologist Joan
Roughgarden. Roughgarden posits that homosexual behavior in humans is a useful way of
building “…alliances through the exchange of pleasure” (261), and these relationships are useful
politically, socially and culturally. Also, Roughgarden says, “I conjecture that a polymorphism in
sexual orientation may indicate alternative strategies of same-sex relationships that are equally
effective in achieving access to net reproductive opportunity.” (260-61) Since homosexuals in
Westernized countries statistically reproduce at least half as often as heterosexuals (more for
female homosexuals) and is present in 5-10% of the human population, it is highly improbable
that homosexuality as any kind of genetic defect (given that such a defect is not rare or truly
impeding to reproduction). Diversity in the human family is desirable, and the adaptive qualities
of homosexual sexuality only contribute to that diversity. These concepts are reflected in the
photograph I have created. Though all four figures are connected spatially, the gravity of the
image is contained in the connection between the two same-sex couples. This emphasis reflects a
respect for this useful and relatively common adaptation within humans. My goals in creating
this piece were to emphasize the important adaptive qualities of homosexual relationships as
adaptive social alliances and to negate the conception of homosexuality in humans as an
evolutionarily defective trait.
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