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Marriage Equality USA is an all-

volunteer, national non-profit 

organization whose mission is to secure 

legally recognized civil marriage 

equality for all, at the federal and state 

level, without regard to gender identity 

or sexual orientation. 

For more information, go to 

www.marriageequality.org  

  

 

Marriage Equality USA Media Highlights 

You Can Quote Us on That! 

 

―One stroke of the President‘s pen 

enacting the Uniting American Families 

Act is all that is needed for all Americans 

to have the right to live in their country 

and keep their families intact,‖ said Chris 

Waddling Marriage Equality USA Bi-

national Outreach Director. 

 

―A lot of people are going to want to 

come to the Civic Center on Tuesday 

because we‘re going to find out what 

kind of California we have,‖ said Stuart 

Gaffney, Marriage Equality USA API 

Outreach Director.  ―Are we going to 

have a California where all people are 

treated equally, or where a fundamental 

right can be voted away?‖ 

 

―For Californians who are sick of 

hearing about gay marriage in the news, 

we are too,‖ said Pamela Brown, 

Marriage Equality USA Policy Director.  

―We don‘t want to be in your living 

rooms, we want to be in our own … But 

we will do whatever is necessary, for as 

long as necessary, to ensure that all gay 

couples can once again have the right to 

marry the person they love.‖ 

 

―(Gay couples being counted in the 

Census) will directly impact our ability 

to end discrimination by quantifying the 

number of people harmed by legal 

discrimination and lack of protections,‖ 

said Molly McKay, Marriage Equality 

USA Media Director. ―The data will 

show how we are raising kids and paying 

taxes and we exist all over the U.S., all 

without legal protections.‖ 

  

http://www.marriageequality.org/
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Gay Marriage Ban Inspires New Wave of Activists  

  
Stephanie Diani for The New York Times 

Matt Palazzolo, center, is among a new generation of advocates who were shaken 

out of their apathy by the voters‘ passage of Proposition 8 in California. 

Max Whittaker/Getty Images 

Proposition 8‘s foes have continued to rally since its passage, as at this protest in 

Sacramento. 

By JESSE McKINLEY 

Published: December 9, 2008  

SAN FRANCISCO — They‘re calling it Stonewall 2.0.Skip to next paragraph 

Outraged by California voters‘ ban on same-sex marriage, a new wave of advocates, shaken out of a generational apathy, have pushed 

to the forefront of the gay rights movement, using freshly minted grass-roots groups and embracing not only new technologies but also 

old-school methods like sit-ins and sickouts. 

Matt Palazzolo, 23, a self-described ―video artist-actor turned gay activist,‖ founded one group, Equal Roots Coalition, with a group of 

friends about 10 days ago. ―I‘d been focused on other things in my life,‖ Mr. Palazzolo said. ―Then Nov. 4 happened, and it woke me 

up.‖ 

Often young and politically inexperienced, the new campaigners include an unlikely set of leaders, among them a San Francisco chess 

teacher, a search-engine marketer from Seattle and a former contestant on ―American Gladiators,‖ who jokingly suggested that he had 

become involved in the movement as a way of making up for his poor performance on the show. 

―We‘re a gay couple in West Hollywood, neither of us involved in activism, but we just wanted to help,‖ said Sean Hetherington, 30, a 

stand-up comic who was the first openly gay contestant ever to do battle, however briefly, in the Gladiator Arena. ―And we were 

amazed at what happened.‖ 

Mr. Hetherington and his companion were among several people surprised by the strength of positive reaction after starting Web sites 

geared toward a demonstration planned for Wednesday, ―Day Without a Gay.‖ Its organizers are asking gay rights supporters to avoid 

going to work by ―calling in gay‖ and volunteering in the movement instead. 

Many grass-roots leaders say the emergence of new faces, and acceptance of tactics that are more confrontational, amount to an 

implicit rejection of the measured approach of established gay rights groups, a course that, some gay men and lesbians maintain, 

allowed passage of the ban, Proposition 8. 

“I think we are demanding as a community that we democratize our processes and ensure we all have a voice,” said Molly 

McKay, media director of the volunteer group Marriage Equality USA. “Because we are not a campaign. We are a 

movement.” 

http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/m/jesse_mckinley/index.html?inline=nyt-per
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/subjects/s/same_sex_marriage/index.html?inline=nyt-classifier
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The executive director of the National Center for Lesbian Rights, Kate Kendell, a member of the No on 8 campaign‘s executive 

committee, said the criticism was understood.  

―Even from my vantage point, I would have a wish list of things I would have done differently,‖ Ms. Kendell said, adding that she 

would have preferred ―to give our community a greater level of engagement.‖  

Now, however, the ballot initiative‘s passage has forced many in the gay community ―out of our stupor‖ and opened the door for new 

leaders, she said. ―It‘s totally legitimate to say that the normal way of doing things did not get us to the finish line,‖ Ms. Kendell said. 

―And now some of those groups need to move over a couple of lanes to make room.‖ 

On Tuesday, another group behind the failed campaign, Equality California, announced that it would add several new board members 

to reflect a surge in interest. The group has also added two ―faith leaders,‖ reflecting the opinion of many critics that the campaign 

should have courted the religious vote.  

The new activists have impressed some gay rights veterans.  

―They‘ve shown a clear ability to turn out large numbers of people,‖ said Cleve Jones, a longtime gay rights advocate and labor 

organizer. ―It‘s also clear that they are skeptical of the established L.G.B.T. organizations. And I would say they have reason to be.‖  

The ban, which passed with 52 percent of the vote, overturned a decision by the California Supreme Court in May legalizing same-sex 

marriage. The same court is currently considering a challenge to Proposition 8.  

But many activists seem unwilling to wait for a legal solution and have planned a series of events to keep the issue in the public eye, 

including a nationwide candlelight vigil later this month, a Million Gay March in Washington next spring and continued protests at 

county clerks‘ offices throughout California.  

―We‘re doing an end run around the mainstream organizations that run our causes,‖ said David Craig, a movie producer who is an 

organizer of Wednesday‘s ―call in gay‖ protest. ―And the Internet has given us the tool to create these events.‖ 

Indeed, in much the same way a previous generation used phone trees and megaphones, Amy Balliet used Facebook and Twitter to 

spread the word about protests on Nov. 15 that drew tens of thousands of people in scores of cities and towns across the nation.  

Ms. Balliet said the skills she used had been learned in her work at a search-engine marketing firm in Seattle. ―I‘m good at driving 

traffic to Web sites; that‘s what I do,‖ said Ms. Balliet, 26, who with a friend, Willow Witte, founded a group called Join the Impact 

last month. 

She added that their impatience with the status quo had played a part. ―We said: ‗Why are we going to wait for the organizations to 

have a protest? They‘re going to have to go through all their bureaucracies to get approval. Why don‘t we just do it?‘ ‖ 

The sudden burst of energy has drawn some comparisons to demonstrations during the early days of the AIDS crisis in the 1980s. But 

Larry Kramer, the playwright and founder of ACT UP, which used confrontational tactics to fight for money for AIDS treatment and 

research, said advances in treating the disease had, somewhat incongruously, robbed the gay rights movement of broader political 

momentum. 

―For activism to work, you have to be scared and you have to be angry,‖ Mr. Kramer said. ―Nobody‘s frightened anymore. The drugs 

have taken care of that.‖  

Still, many current activists seem to be enrolled in crash courses in protest politics, with almost daily organizational meetings in cities 

across California. Some also study the arc of the gay rights movement, which custom dates from the riots at the Stonewall Inn, a gay 

bar in Greenwich Village, in 1969.  

―I see a lot more people reading history books now,‖ Mr. Palazzolo said.  

Quite a few activists said they had also been inspired by the acclaimed film ―Milk,‖ which chronicles the fight by a member of the San 

Francisco Board of Supervisors, Harvey Milk (played by Sean Penn), to beat back a 1978 ballot measure that would have barred gay 

teachers from California‘s public schools.  

http://topics.nytimes.com/top/news/business/companies/facebook_inc/index.html?inline=nyt-org
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/k/larry_kramer_playwright/index.html?inline=nyt-per
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/m/harvey_milk/index.html?inline=nyt-per
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/p/sean_penn/index.html?inline=nyt-per
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Justin Lenzi, a 23-year-old chess coach who attends San Francisco State University, said he saw Mr. Milk, who was murdered inside 

City Hall here shortly after the 1978 election, as a model for activism. So do others in his social set.  

―I‘m seeing a lot of people at my university, either gay or straight, who want to be part of my cause,‖ he said.  

The new campaigners are also showing a willingness to learn. Robin Tyler, 66, a lesbian activist in Los Angeles, said she had been 

invited to speak at a meeting of grass-roots groups on Saturday and was inspired by the younger generation‘s efforts to take the 

movement ―into the streets.‖ 

―The grandchildren in the movement are like us,‖ Ms. Tyler said. ―I told them, ‗We just had to skip the generation above you.‘ ‖ 

Evan Wolfson, executive director of Freedom to Marry, a gay rights group in New York, said he applauded the sudden involvement of 

―people who were either complacent or not reached‖ during the campaign against Proposition 8. But he cautioned that the advances 

and methods of older groups should not be discounted.  

―Let‘s not throw the baby out with the bathwater,‖ Mr. Wolfson said. ―It‘s not so much a failure of leadership; it‘s an opportunity to 

bring more people in.‖  

Mr. Palazzolo, the activist-actor-video artist, said it had taken Proposition 8 to reawaken political consciousness that he and many 

peers abandoned during college. 

―We‘ve been spoiled,‖ he said. ―Because while we knew we‘d been discriminated against in the past, we‘d never felt it until now.‖ 

To view this article on-line, visit: http://www.nytimes.com/2008/12/10/us/10marriage.html?_r=1  

 

 

Report: Gay marriage campaign lacked diversity, human message 

by Roger Brigham 
EDGE San Francisco Editor 
Monday Jan 5, 2009 

 

The No on 8 campaign was found to be too white, too 

urban and too secular. Source: Marriage Equality 

After conducting an online survey with 3,000 respondents and holding community 

forums throughout California, Marriage Equality USA (MEUSA) issued findings 

this week that confirm what critics have been saying the past two months: The No 

On 8 campaign failed largely because it did not put on a racially or religiously 

diverse face early in the campaign, and it abandoned rural California almost entirely. 

 

MEUSA said the campaign to defeat Proposition 8 was doomed by its failure to 

"utilize the grassroots community to its potential" and was "run by political 

consultants without sufficient accountability or transparency to the larger 

community." 

 

"Our grassroots community is comprised of dedicated, insightful and passionate 

leaders and individuals who deeply care about marriage equality and our 

movement," Molly McKay, MEUSA spokesperson, said. "Today, we share their 

http://www.nytimes.com/2008/12/10/us/10marriage.html?_r=1
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viewpoints and voices through our summary of community forum and survey input."  

MEUSA summed up these "lessons learned" in its report: 

 

"Clergy leaders, identified as the most effective messengers for marriage equality, were underutilized in the No on 8 campaign.  

 

"People of color are part of our LGBTI family and we must promote their leadership and inclusion to inform and direct outreach to 

these communities. 

 

"No on 8 ads lacked heart and inexcusably excluded same-sex couples and their families. 

We didn’t need some focus group to tell us how to talk the language of faith. 

The official No on 8 field plan lacked visibility and ignored potential volunteers.  

 

"The official No on 8 campaign abandoned our LGBTI community and supporters in the Central Valley.  

 

"Empowering our grassroots community will help advance our national marriage equality movement." 

 

The report was particularly critical of the failure to use effectively clergy committed to marriage equality, saying the negative 

comments from focus groups led the No on 8 campaign to discourage participation in the prayer vigil at San Diego‘s Qualcomm 

Stadium the weekend before the November election, national organizers of Seven Straight Nights were asked to pull funding for 

proposed equality rights organized by local clergy throughout California, and initially balked at endorsing congregational house 

parties and movie screenings of "For the Bible Tells Me So." 

 

"We didn‘t need some focus group to tell us how to talk the language of faith," the report quoted one Sacramento respondent as 

saying. 

 

Seventy-five percent of the online responses were from California. Of the California responses, 30 percent were from the Central 

Valley, the enormous block of rural territory in which ads were seldom or never aired and messaging was seen as particularly weak. 

Twenty-five percent of the respondents identify as straight. Nearly 80 percent of the respondents are white.  

 

The report may be found online at www.marriageequality.org.  To view this article on-line, visit 

http://www.edgeboston.com/index.php?ch=news&sc=&sc2=news&sc3=&id=85430 

 

The Collective Wisdom of the LGBT Grassroots 

by Michael A. Jones  
Published January 06, 2009 @ 09:36PM PST  

Abolitionist Wendell Phillips once said, "What is defeat? Nothing but education, nothing but the first step to something better." In the 

wake of Proposition 8 and the defeat faced by marriage equality advocates after the vote in California, all thoughts have turned toward 

http://www.marriageequality.org/uploads/library/Report_One_-_Community_Input_on_Prop_8_Campaign.pdf
http://www.edgeboston.com/index.php?ch=news&sc=&sc2=news&sc3=&id=85430
http://gayrights.change.org/blog/view/the_collective_wisdom_of_the_lgbt_grassroots
http://www.change.org/profile/view/108774
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education and how LGBT rights supporters can learn from the failings of the No on 8 campaign to better prepare for the next round in 

the struggle for equal rights. 

This month, Marriage Equality USA (MEUSA) will be issuing three ground-breaking reports that address the fallout from Prop 8, and 

the opportunities that lie ahead for supporters of same-sex marriage. Their first report, "We Will Never Go Back - Grassroots Input on 

California's No on Proposition 8 Campaign," was released this past Monday, and offers a thorough assessment of the successes and 

shortcomings of the No on 8 campaign in the Golden State. The report is based on several community forums held across the state as 

well as an online survey, and was motivated by concerns that "California‘s No on Prop 8 campaign didn‘t utilize the grassroots 

community to its potential." So the report is a little bit of tough love, but the purpose isn't to cast blame; rather, it's to make sure that 

during upcoming fights for marriage equality, that the same mistakes aren't repeated, that there's accountability to the grassroots, and 

that the 'collective wisdom' of grassroots activists is captured.  

"We believe the California Supreme Court should overturn Prop 8 because no community should ever have their fundamental rights 

eliminated by a popular vote," the report says. "But if we have to fight an initiative again and if our LGBTI community members face 

the same struggles in other states, we believe this book of wisdom will help insure we do the right thing and don‘t repeat the same 

mistakes." 

Among the concerns and opportunities uncovered in We Will Never Go 

Back, MEUSA found the following: 

 Clergy leaders were underutilized by the No on 8 campaign;  

 Better efforts need to be made to make marriage rights 
organizations more inclusive and accountable to People of Color;  

 Many No on 8 advertisements excluded same-sex couples and 
families from their content;  

 The official No on 8 field plan lacked visibility and ignored 
potential volunteers;  

 Empowering grassroots communities will help advance the 
national marriage equality movement.  

Check out We Will Never Go Back, and watch for the two additional 

reports coming from MEUSA. Their next report will be released on January 12 and will look at stories of discrimination and harm that 

resulted from California's Prop 8 campaign, and mirror similar experiences of the LGBTI community and straight allies who have 

faced similar ballot initiative campaigns throughout the states. A third and final report will map out a plan for the future that looks at 

how to effectively run and win campaigns for marriage equality. 

To view this story on-line, visit http://gayrights.change.org/blog/view/the_collective_wisdom_of_the_lgbt_grassroots  

 

What went wrong with the No on 8 campaign 

Marriage Equality USA today posted the first of three reports based on community forums and surveys they‘ve been conducting since 

Proposition 8 — which changed the state constitution to prohibit same-sex marriage — was approved by voters in November. 

―We received input from community forums hosted across California and over 3,100 individuals across the United States and in 13 

foreign countries,‖ said MEUSA Police Director Pamela Brown. ―This report is the first of three to be issued in the month of January 

that will share the ‗collective wisdom‘ gathered by summarizing from this grassroots input.‖ 

http://www.marriageequalitymedia.org/
http://www.marriageequalitymedia.org/2009/01/marriage-equality-usa-releases-report.html
http://www.marriageequalitymedia.org/2009/01/marriage-equality-usa-releases-report.html
http://www.marriageequality.org/uploads/library/Report_One_-_Community_Input_on_Prop_8_Campaign.pdf
http://www.marriageequality.org/uploads/library/Report_One_-_Community_Input_on_Prop_8_Campaign.pdf
http://www.marriageequality.org/uploads/library/Report_One_-_Community_Input_on_Prop_8_Campaign.pdf
http://gayrights.change.org/blog/view/the_collective_wisdom_of_the_lgbt_grassroots
http://www.ibabuzz.com/politics/2009/01/05/what-went-wrong-with-the-no-on-8-campaign/
http://www.marriageequality.org/
http://www.ibabuzz.com/politics/wp-content/uploads/2009/01/report_one_-_community_input_on_prop_8_campaign1.pdf
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Among the findings, according to the group‘s news release:  

  Clergy leaders, identified as the most effective messengers for marriage equality, were underutilized in the No on 8 campaign,  

  MEUSA and like-minded groups must promote the leadership and inclusion of people of color as part of the LGBT family to inform 

and direct outreach to these communities,  

  The official No on 8 campaign ads lacked heart and inexcusably excluded same-sex couples and their families,  

  The official No on 8 field plan lacked visibility and ignored potential volunteers,  

  The official No on 8 campaign abandoned LGBT community and supporters in the Central Valley, and  

  Empowering the grassroots community will help advance the national marriage equality movement.  

The next report, scheduled for release next Monday, ―will share stories of discrimination and harm that resulted from California‘s 

Prop 8 campaign and mirror similar experiences of our LGBTI community and straight allies who have faced similar ballot initiative 

campaigns,‖ the release says. ―Finally, our third report to be issued later in January will provide MEUSA‘s plan for the future on how 

to win support for marriage equality in all 50 states.‖ 

To view this story on-line, visit http://www.ibabuzz.com/politics/2009/01/  

 

UPDATE: A Unite the Fight Report on the EQCA Summit 

Equality California's Equality Summit was defined as "a gathering of community leaders committed to winning back marriage 

equality in California to network, share information and resources, and plan next steps" on the organization's page, and though 

EQCA obviously spent a lot of time tailoring an agenda to meet this definition, the many grassroots organizations that attended had 

other agendas in mind. One in particular: holding the leaders accountable for the failure of the No on 8 campaign. 

After a peaceful invocation by Rabbi Denise Eger and Rev. Jonipher Kwong, the latter cracking the smart joke that he didn't need to 

define invocation after what happened with Rick Warren, the light mood quietly turned sour as the staff and Executive Committee of 

the failed campaign took the stage. (Panel: Chad Griffin of Griffin-Schake; Yvette Martinez, political director; Sarah Reece of the TASK 

Force; Kate Kendall, Executive Director National Center for Lesbian Rights; Geoff Kors, Executive Director Equality California; Lorri L. 

Jean, CEO of the L.A. Gay & Lesbian Center; Chris Maliwat, the campaign's web strategy director who came late in the game - others 

listed were Julie Davis, Delores Jacobs and Marty Rouse who were not on the stage.) 

After perfunctory summaries told by rote from the panel about what happened and what "might've" gone wrong, nothing that 

hadn't been heard before, a half hour had gone by and attendees were getting fed up and the tension was palpable. One note to 

mention was Chris Maliwat, who began his portion by saying he didn't begin his job until five weeks before the election and he was 

just a volunteer. Of course, this illicited shouted responses from the attendees as to why the committee had waited so long to put 

together the essential web campaign. It's no secret that the No on 8 website was a disastrous failure. 

http://www.ibabuzz.com/politics/2009/01/
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Lorri Jean responded that the campaign had essentially begun in 2005, and after the initial launch and death of the original site, by 

the time they really needed to relaunch, the money had dried up. They also said they used Black Rock, who they weren't happy with. 

The room really began to sizzle when Marriage Equality USA's Molly McKay and Pamela Brown took the stage, issuing an in-depth 

report with a power point presentation on the mistakes of the campaign, citing information that their organization knew before 

the election and that had been ignored by the campaign's executive committee, and what needed to be done next. (The reports 

can be found on the organization's home page) They really drove it home and received a standing ovation afterward. 

Many at this point wanted to hold the Q&A, interrupting the moderator with their demands, but David Binder of David Binder 

Research, presented his statistics on Proposition 8 Post-Election California Survey, an in-depth report that EQCA said will be posted 

on their site soon. 

So when a Q&A finally came up, it was pretty brutal. The event planners collected the questions on 3x5 cards and "organized them 

by topic." This section was moderated by Karen Ocamb, news editor of IN Los Angeles Magazine. Though she tried to begin by 

having each panelist member answer what went right and wrong with the campaign, and how to heal the rift between leaders and 

grassroots, the attendees became extremely vocal in overruling her, pressing for their questions to be answered. 

With neutral questions handpicked from the submitted cards being asked (such as comparing stats on those who voted for Obama 

and those who voted "No"), the attendees started speaking up, asking follow-up questions and not heeding the moderator. At one 

point, one of the event organizers grabbed a mike and said, "These people worked long and hard on the campaign. They did the best 

they could!" She got a standing ovation from another part of the crowd, but many people stayed seated. 

Robin Tyler, activist and one-half of one of the couples who fought in the courts for the right to marry, even had to stand up at one 

point and said, "Hey, we're all on the same side. We have to work together now." Lori Jean later in the session grabbed the mike 

said, "Hey, there were other people involved in the campaign as well. It wasn't just us!" (She was referring to Geoff Kors) She went 

on to mention that they had at least showed up to talk about the campaign. 

Karen, the moderator, did push for answers on using gay consultants for the campaign, and not handing it off to straight, 

professional political consultants who didn't understand the LGBT lifestyle. Lori Jean fumbled a bit, trying to find words to answer 

this question, agreeing that it was a mistake to hand everything over to the consultants and trusting them for the results. She added, 

"There were no LGBT consultants available." Someone cracked that they didn't even know they exist, and Karen quickly mentioned 

David Mixner. They didn't have a response. Geoff Korrs echoed Lori Jean, saying instead of the consultants, "It should've been us 

because it's about our lives." He says he lies awake at night thinking about it. 

Another mistake was admitted by Yvette Martinez when she said that the campaign headquarters should've been in Los Angeles. 

This was met with applause. 

It was a feat barely accomplished by the moderators to move on. Assemblymember Tom Ammiano spoke quickly but with great 

humor, quipping, "Thank you for not throwing a high heel at the panel." 

He was followed by Eva Paterson of the Equal Justice Society. Equally funny (she admitted to being extremely nervous about the 

tough crowd) but full of great insight, she talked about what it was like to be straight and black after the election. With the 

immediate exit polls saying that 70% of the African American community voted for Prop 8 (which was later disputed to be around 

58%), she said she would get hateful glances from gays and "felt for a nanosecond what it was like to be a progressive white" after a 

discriminatory initiative passed against African Americans. "That quickly passed," she joked. 

Her speech focused on trying to reveal why African Americans, especially church going members, voted the way they did. Reminding 

the crowd that a perversion of Christianity was once used to legitimize slavery, people still actually believe that gay people are going 

to hell, and after hearing time after time from the pulpit that gays are abominations, it's not hard to understand why they voted the 

way they did. 
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Eva opened her speech by repeating what Rev. Kwong did during his invocation - holding a minute of meditative silence to bring 

back the peace and calm to the group in order to focus on unity. 

Unfortunately, it didn't last. Half the attendees disappeared at the lunch break. 

To view this story on-line, visit http://unitethefight.blogspot.com/  

Equality Summit pt. 1 

So I got up early to be a part of the Equality Summit, an event involving community leaders in planning the next steps to winn back 

marriage equality in California. 

The first meeting was with: 

Staff and Executive Committee of Let California Ring (Geoff Kors & Vaishalee Raja) 

Staff and Executive Committee of, and Experts on, NO on 8 campaign and (Chad Griffin, Yvette Martinez, Sarah Reece, Lorri Jean, 

Kate Kendall, Geoff Kors, Delores Jacobs, Marty Rouse, Chris Maliwat, and Julie Davis) 

Staff from Marriage Equality USA (Pamela Brown, Policy Director and Molly McKay, Media Director) 

Proposition 8 Post-Election California Voter Survey, presented by David Binder, David Binder Research 

About 200 or more folks were there, eager to hear about what went right and what went wrong. 

Some of the info was pretty interesting. Like the 'No' campaign knew the polling results were not great for weeks, however they 

didn't release them until 5 weeks before the election. They felt that if they did release them, the 'Yes' campaign would use that info 

as a force against us.  Folks in the room were not happy about that. Most of us thought if we knew earlier we would have worked 

harder. Because we didn't hear about this, we thought were safe. 

Lorri Jean talked about the issues they had with the professional consultants. Apparently, it was their(consaultants) fault with their 

faulty advise and strategies. But that came off as an excuse, maybe the 'No' folks should have kept a watchful eye on these 

professionals at all times.  Other issues that popped up were: Where's the money from the campaign? Who's going to hold the 'No' 

campaign accountable, and will they reach beyond their private circle for help. 

The big story came from Molly McKay and Pamela Brown from Marriage Equality USA. Their passion and power point really hit 

home with the audience. They presented a power point that proved that maybe they should have been on the 'No' campaign.  

Their research showed that there should have been outreach to LGBT communities of color, clergy and religious groups, also they 

should have used LGBT families and people in their ads, more use of grassroots groups and better outreach to Central Valley. The 

truth probably hurt the 'No' campaign, but it was good to hear. 

People were wired after their presentation and demanded more answers from the 'No' campaign. Lorri Jean wasn't feeling it and 

became a little testy after a while. A little later, cards were passed out to every table for questions for the panel. 

At first, they wasn't going to address the questions right away, until the audience demanded that every question get answered on a 

website or some form of media. The 'No' campaign and the rest of panel agreed to follow up. I have to say the crowd were fierce, 

they wanted explanations and answers, and made sure that each issue of the failed campaign was addressed. 

David Binder, from David Binder Research talked about the Prop 8 Post-Election California Voter Survey.  We learned that we lost in 

LA county, there were more support for the 'Yes' campaign than 'No'.   Women opposed it, Men supported it (of course).   More 

educated folks voted no over yes.  The message that worked for the 'Yes' campaign was: marriage being taught in schools.  

http://unitethefight.blogspot.com/
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9% of the 'Yes' voters now feel that Prop 8 is unfair and would vote differently.  It was a lot more info but these were the pieces that 

surprised the audience. So that's pt 1. 

To view this story on-line, visit http://southern4life.blogspot.com/  

 

Marriage Equality Non-Profit Publishes Stories of Psychological Fallout from Prop 8 

By Ashley Harrell in Breaking News 

Monday, Jan. 12 2009 @ 6:51PM  

Since Proposition 8 passed, Marriage Equality USA, an Oakland-

based non-profit, has been surveying people online and around 

California about the effects of the initiative's campaign on their 

lives.  

Today, MEUSA published a report entitled, "Prop 8 Hurt My 

Family -- Ask me How," which documents the verbal abuse, 

homophobia, physical harm, and discrimination people reported 

as a result of the campaign. Some children with gay parents 

expressed fears that they could be taken away from their families, 

and some students and teachers reported Prop 8-related bullying 

at their schools. Many people said that Prop 8 divided their 

families and communities. 

Though the surveys aren't scientific, MEUSA tallied up the percentage of respondents that said they experienced homophobia, hate 

speech, threats or violence during the campaign, and broke those numbers down into age and sexual orientation categories. In total, 38 

percent of the respondents said they encountered at least one of the four.   

The report is the second in a series of three, the first of which was called "We Will Never go Back -- Grassroots Input on California's 

No on Proposition 8 Campaign."   

Although the report identified positive outcomes from the official No on 8 campaign, it also brought up concerns such as the 

underutilization of clergy leaders, the lack of outreach to people of color, and the exclusion of same-sex couples from the 

advertisements, which MEUSA found "lacked heart." 

http://southern4life.blogspot.com/
http://blogs.sfweekly.com/thesnitch/breaking_news/
http://www.marriageequality.org/uploads/REPORT%20TWO_PROP_8_HURT_MY_FAMILY_FINAL_VERSION.pdf
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The final report, coming later in January, will detail MEUSA's plan to win support for marriage equality in all 50 states. 

To view this story on-line, visit http://blogs.sfweekly.com/thesnitch/2009/01/marriage_equality_non-profit_c.php  

 

Report Details Psychological Toll of Prop 8 

by Kilian Melloy 

EDGE Contributor 

Tuesday Jan 13, 2009 

Proponents of California‘s anti-gay Proposition 8 argued that repealing marriage equality was necessary to protect children.  

 

But a new study indicates that Proposition 8, and measures like it, have served to harm children and their families, causing kids and 

their same-sex parents alike to fear for the safety of their families, and for themselves 

as individuals. 

 

The report, titled "Prop 8 Hurt My Family--Ask Me How," which was compiled by 

Marriage Equality USA, cited three reports from the American Psychological 

Association on the negative effect that anti-gay initiatives like Proposition 8 have on 

GLBT individuals, their children, and their communities, including their extended 

families and friends. 

 

In the case of Proposition 8 specifically, which was the most expensive and one of the 

hardest-fought battles over a ballot initiative ever, the report claimed that the anti-gay 

measure harmed society as a whole. 

 

In its Introduction, the report noted that, according to the APA‘s three studies, released earlier this month, residents of states where 

voters have approved anti-gay ballot initiatives have suffered elevated stress as "a direct result of the negative images and messaged 

associated with the ballot campaign and the passage of the amendment." 

 

Study respondents also disclosed that they were "alienated from their community, fearful they would lose their children, and 

concerned they would become victims of anti-gay violence." 

 

Associated effects involved not just gay parents and their children, but also other family members and "straight allies," who were 

subject to "secondary mionority stress," the report said. 

 

Marriage Equality USA conducted its own survey by means of town hall meetings and an on-line questionnaire that more than 3,100 

respondents answered. The study concluded that, "LGBTI people experienced increased verbal abuse, homophobia, physical harm, 

and other discrimination associated with or resulting from the Prop 8 campaign," and that "Children of same-sex couples express fear 

due to direct exposure to homophobia and hate and concerns that the passage of Prop 8 means they could be taken from their families 

and targeted for further violence." 

 

Also, "LGBTI youth and their supporters experienced increased bullying at schools as Prop 8‘s passage fosters a supportive 

environment for homophobic acts of physical and emotional violence." 

 

Furthermore, the measure, which was heavily promoted as "pro-family," had the exact opposite result: "Families are torn apart as 

http://blogs.sfweekly.com/thesnitch/2009/01/marriage_equality_non-profit_c.php
http://www.marriageequality.org/uploads/REPORT%20TWO_PROP_8_HURT_MY_FAMILY_FINAL_VERSION.pdf%3cbr%3e
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relatives divide on Prop 8," the study found. 

 

In a wider sense, society as a whole suffered from the measure, which revoked marriage equality and threw the legal marriages of 

18,000 families into doubt. The study found that "Communities are destroyed from the aftermath of abusive behavior towards them 

during local street demonstrations, neighborhood divisions, and the impact of "knowing your neighbor" voted against your family." 

 

The report cited the resolve demonstrated by gay and lesbian families and the GLBT community and its straight allies, who remain 

"determined to fight until every family receives the same dignity and protection that only marriage can provide." 

 

The Introduction continues, noting, "But the report also documents the inherent unfairness and strife that comes from putting the 

fundamental rights of some of the community up for a popular vote and points out the lasting harm and fear that is generated from 

these campaigns." 

 

Within the body of the report, specific harm to GLBT individuals, families, and the GLBT community, as well as society as a whole, 

was documented as resulting from the Proposition 8 campaign against gay families. 

 

"Not only did LGBTI people lose their right to marry," the report read, "but they were verbally assaulted, had property vandalized and 

destroyed, received death threats, and several people reported being terminated from their jobs because they were gay and/or due to 

their opposition to Prop 8." 

 

Personal stories were included in the report, among them accounts of harassment and property destruction that were suffered by 

opponents of Proposition 8 and by same-sex married couples. 

 

One such account read, "My employer received anonymous threats about me and implying personal risk for the children I teach. I was 

suspended with pay while the school district assessed the threat." 

 

The testimony continued, "My home was vandalized with anti-gay slogans and slurs. Our car was destroyed when someone put sugar 

in the tank. 

 

"All this because of an article about our marriage." 

 

The report summarized, "Living through this campaign exerted a high toll on the sense of well-being and connection within the larger 

community that affected everyone." 

 

Right-wing publications have highlighted a scattering of isolated incidents in which anti-gay demonstrators faced harsh treatment, but 

the overwhelming majority of the hundreds of anti-Prop 8 demonstrations that have taken place since the passage of the anti-gay 

amendment have been peaceful. 

 

Nor have anti-gay demonstrators had to wonder whether their personal safety was at risk in the wake of Prop. 8‘s passage to the extent 

that gay and lesbian people have; news of a California resident and lesbian being gang-raped by assailants yelling homophobic slurs 

weeks after voters approved Prop. 8 only served to sharpen the sense that the physical safety of GLBT people was less assured after 

the passage of the amendment. 

 

The report quoted a Santa Clara resident as saying, "Since Prop 8 passed, my wife had developed significant anxiety.  

 

"She feels like at any moment we will be hate crime victims. When she heard about the lesbian in Richmond who was gang raped, it 

was as if they were coming for us next." 

 

Added the contributor of that testimony, "I think a lot of the LGBTI community feels that way." 

 

As shocking as the success of the anti-gay ballot initiative may have been--one respondent said that "I never thought Prop 8 would 
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pass"--the effect on the children of same-sex parents was even more distressing. Testified one participant in the study, "My six-year-

old, the day after we lost Prop 8, asked me, with tears running down his face, if we were still a family."  

 

Another disclosed, "It has been so sad for all of us, but I feel the worst for our oldest daughter. She is 13. She was raised knowing that 

there are different types of families and that is ok. Our family was just normal to her because that is what she knew. Then Prop 8 

came." 

 

Continued the respondent, "For the first time, it was pointed out to her that our family was not okay with everyone, that people all 

around us felt we were not equal. 

 

"Hate was everywhere," added the respondent. "I wish she did not have to go through that." 

 

Another parent wrote, "During a rally, my son and I were called ugly names. He is eleven and I don‘t know how calling him a faggot 

is acceptable." 

 

Another parent recounted that at one rally, "Several groups of ‘Yes on 8‘ people repetitively came up and proceeded to scream 

obscenities and terrorize the children. 

 

"One person even got into my face and stated, ‘If it were up to me, I‘d kill all the fags.‘ 

 

"This scared the children so much, we had to leave." 

 

The report noted that the advertising promoting Proposition 8 also frightened children of same-sex families. "My eight year old 

daughter heard many of those radio and TV ads, and I can tell she is still reeling inside," wrote one parent. 

 

"We talk about it as she brings it up," the parent continued, "but she just ran smack into discrimination, aimed at her on TV." 

 

Another parent noted, "It‘s not gay parents that hurt our kids, it is homophobia." 

 

Children also suffered at school, where the anti-gay atmosphere fostered by the pro-Prop 8 campaign led to increased bullying. Wrote 

one study respondent, "I work in a high school and the students have begin gay bashing openly now.  

 

"They feel the majority has voted that being gay is not ok, thus they can make fun of [gay students]." 

 

An administrator at a school in conservative Kern County wrote in that, "I see Prop 8 harming my Gay Straight Alliance students 

every day. 

 

"And now that Prop 8 has passed, students are much, much more bold about bullying our gay and perceived day students." 

 

The Proposition 8 campaign also seemed to have brought other prejudices to the surface: one student wrote that, "...a hate crime 

occurred on campus, visually threatening with a noose and confederate [sic] flag and warning students that if they were black, queer or 

hippie that they were not welcome. 

 

"It was disturbing," added the student, a resident of San Luis Obispo County. 

 

Adults modeled anti-gay and disruptive behavior, noted several respondents, including a straight 16-year-old student who wrote, 

"Whole protesting outside my high school, many people gave me ‘the finger‘." 

 

The student, a resident of Orange County, went on to write that, "while this is something I see often, it was hard to see it from my 

friends‘ and classmates‘ parents." 
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A parent wrote that, "My 9-year old internalized the confusing message that the passage of Prop 8 was the equivalent of criminalizing 

out family." 

 

Wrote one parent of pro-Prop 8 advocates‘ claims that marriage equality would lead to children being taught about gay marriage in 

school, "They said that the ‘rights of children are more important than the desires of adults.‘ But here‘s a question: ‘What if your child 

is gay?" 

 

Indeed, the report‘s research yielded the result that 45% of respondents under the age of 18 "personally experience[d]... homophobia, 

hate speech, threats or violence." 

 

Far from being a "pro-family" measure, in actual practice Proposition 8 has harmed many families, perhaps irreparably. One survey 

participant confided that, "Prop 8 has split our family apart. 

 

"My husband‘s sister and her husband voted Yes on 8 and they told us they hoped it wouldn‘t affect our relationship while staying in 

our home for a week over Thanksgiving." 

 

However, "I am no longer their family and they will no longer be part of my life." 

 

Added the survey participant, "Prop 8 was hateful and destructive to families everywhere." 

 

Wrote another respondent, "My sister and I had a very painful argument when I found out she voted Yes on 8. This was two weeks 

after she said very loving words about my wife and me at our wedding reception. 

 

"The issue has created a split in my family as each person takes sides--it‘s just devastating." 

 

Families were not the only victims of the divisive campaign; neighborhoods, too, suffered. Wrote one straight respondent, "The large 

presence of Yes on 8 lawn signs in my neighborhood and the abundance of Yes on 8 bumper stickers in my community left me with a 

hostile feeling (and I‘m not gay). 

 

"I can‘t imagine how unwelcoming that atmosphere must have felt to any gay neighbors." 

 

In at least one instance, Yes on 8 literature was used by pro-Prop 8 canvassers as a deliberate insult: "My partner was in the hospital 

and I came home after 2 AM to find Yes on 8 stickers and fliers covering m door," wrote one survey respondent.  

 

"A neighbor saw them coming through the neighborhood and said we were a married gay couple and that the Yes on 8 people were 

not welcome on our street. They covered my door [with Yes on 8 material] and then left." 

 

Another respondent described standing on a street corner in his own neighborhood with a No on 8 sign--and being told by local people 

to "go home."  

 

"I replied that I am home," wrote the respondent.  

 

"I feel the pain of knowing that my neighbors.... couldn‘t bear the fact that I lived among them."  

 

Wrote another, "I try to be a good neighbor." But, "It doesn‘t matter who I really am when a $40 million smear campaign is launched 

against me and my family." 

 

With the passage of Prop 8 having created a precedent in which existing legal rights for minorities are repealed through a ballot 

initiative by majority vote, any sense of civic belonging has suffered: wrote one respondent, a resident of Solano County, "Two-thirds 

of my neighbors voted to take away my right to marry and that hurts, 
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"But now, I worry that other civil rights will be taken away from me and my family." 

 

The report concludes with a recommendation that the California Supreme Court, due to hear a challenge to Proposition 8 in March, 

should overturn the ballot initiative, which passed by a bare majority, and which plaintiffs say did more than amend the state 

constitution. According to the legal complaint Prop. 8, the measure went beyond its mandate and revised the constitution--a legal 

action that cannot rely upon a simple majority vote. 

 

The text of the Introduction reminds the reader of the words of William Howard Taft, who served both as President of the United 

States and as Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court. 

 

Said Taft, "Constitutions are checks upon the hasty action of the majority. 

 

"They are self-imposed restraints of a whole people upon a majority of them to secure sober action and a respect for the rights of the 

minority." 

 

The report included an appendix listing counseling services and other community resources, "due to the significant reports of 

harassment, verbal assault and physical violence experienced by LGBTI people and straight allies." 

To view this story on-line, visit http://www.edgenewengland.com/index.php?ch=news&sc=&sc2=&sc3=&id=85815  

 

MARRIAGE EQUALITY USA RELEASES REPORT: "PROP 8 HURT MY FAMILY, ASK ME HOW" 

National Desk  

January 12, 2009 

San Francisco - "Marriage Equality USA received hundreds of gut wrenching stories, particularly from children of same-sex couples 

and LGBTI youth, that describe harm and even threats and violence that resulted from California's Prop 8 campaign," said Molly 

McKay, Marriage Equality USA Media Director. "These stories mirror research released this month from the American Psychological 

Association that anti-gay initiatives create psychological stress 'as a direct result of negative images and messages associated with 

the ballot campaign and the passage of the amendment.'"  

 

"From our community forums hosted across California and our on-line survey, over 1,200 people shared specific instances of the 

harms they experienced as a result of these anti-gay initiative campaigns," stated Pamela Brown, Marriage Equality USA Policy 

Director. "In our second report summarizing grassroots input, 'Prop 8 Hurt My Family – Ask Me How,' we share a cross-section of 

these personal stories to illustrate how Prop 8 hurt real people, frightened children of same-sex couples, promoted bullying in 

schools, caused straight allies to experience homophobia, tore apart families and destroyed neighborhoods."  

 

A copy of this report can be found on our home page (http://www.marriageequality.org) or directly at 

http://www.marriageequality.org/uploads/library/REPORT%20TWO_PROP_8_HURT_MY_FAMILY_FINAL_VERSION.pdf Our report 

also includes a list of counseling and community resources to provide additional support to those harmed by Prop 8's campaign. 

 

A sampling of the stories in the report include: 

 

"It is frustrating and exhausting to go through the course of each day feeling like we somehow have to defend our marriage," a 

http://www.edgenewengland.com/index.php?ch=news&sc=&sc2=&sc3=&id=85815
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perspective from one same-sex couple; 

 

"My six-year old, the day after we lost Prop 8, asked me, with tears running down his face, if we were still a family" a story from a 

lesbian parent; 

 

"I work in a high school and the students have begun gay bashing openly now. They feel the majority has voted that being gay is not 

ok, thus they can make fun of them," a California school administrator; 

 

"My gay son and I started rallying on visible corners…. I was told I was going to hell… My son was spit on, called names, told he was a 

demon and a pedophile. It was hard for me, but all I could see was the pain on my son's face," one mother´s story;  

 

"My father and brother voted Yes on 8. It was a stab wound to my heart," a story from one gay daughter; and 

 

"The large presence of Yes on 8 lawn signs in my neighborhood…left me with a hostile feeling and I'm not gay. I can't imagine how 

unwelcoming that atmosphere must have felt on any gay neighbors," Placer County perspective.  

 

"These stories reveal the real-life impact that these divisive and hateful ballot measures have had on people," said McKay. "We are 

hopeful that in sharing these stories, fair-minded Americans will reflect on these harms and help us stop any future ballot campaign 

aimed at stripping people of their fundamental rights. Voting down the basic family protections and dignity of your neighbors, family 

and friends violates the most basic tenets of the Golden Rule which instructs 'Do unto others as you would have done unto you.'" 

 

Despite all these harms, same-sex couples, their children and other supporters have made it clear that we will continue to fight for 

the same dignity, respect and security that only marriage provides. The report concludes with stories that describe why the 

California Supreme Court needs to overturn Prop 8. Our hope in sharing these stories is that Californians, including those who voted 

Yes on 8, we will, upon careful reflection, come to the conclusion that no individual and no family should ever have to go through 

these painful experiences.  

 

This report is the second of three to be issued by Marriage Equality USA summarizing grassroots input. Our third report to be issued 

later in January will provide Marriage Equality USA's road map for the future on how to best harness the energy of grassroots 

supporters to engage in outreach and education in support of marriage equality in all 50 states and at the federal level.  

 

All three reports will be posted and available for download on Marriage Equality USA's home page (www.marriageequality.org).  

To view this story on-line, visit http://www.losangeleschronicle.com/articles/view/87624  

(02-15) 17:50 PST -- As gay marriage supporters prepare for a noon demonstration today in Sacramento, a growing number are 

planning their next ballot campaign. Their new strategy: "Obamify" the gay marriage movement. 

Obamification, organizers say, is more than just connecting supporters through social networking sites such as Facebook and 

building mile-long e-mail lists. It would involve pairing new media technology with old-fashioned, door-to-door outreach - two 

http://www.losangeleschronicle.com/articles/view/87624
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tactics that were not used well in the unsuccessful opposition to Proposition 8 in November, according to a report by Marriage 

Equality USA, an Oakland-based organization that supports gay marriage. 

The strategy means ditching scripted phone-bank calls and TV commercials that Marriage Equality say "lacked heart." Instead, gay 

families - and their friends and sympathetic clergy - would be encouraged to get out of the state's big cities and knock on doors in 

places where they have little support, such as the Central Valley. It would mean allowing supporters more leeway to tell their 

own stories.  

While gay marriage supporters wait to see whether the California Supreme Court decides in their favor, some of this new strategy 

will be implemented this spring. 

Next month in Fresno, gay marriage supporters will learn how to tell others why gay marriage is personally important to them at the 

second Camp Courage, a training event hosted by the Courage Campaign, a 400,000-member online hub that supports a variety of 

causes. Equality Camp, a volunteer-led event that will cover some of the same training ground, will take place sometime in April in 

Oakland. 

Online, social networking has intensified. The National Center for Lesbian Rights has commenced an online rally on Facebook to 

galvanize support in advance of March 5, when the California Supreme Court will hear arguments on the validity of the gay marriage 

ban. (The court has 90 days to issue a ruling.)  

In early February, a four-minute online video funded by the Courage Campaign featuring same-sex married couples was released, 

and in a week was viewed more than 537,000 times. The men and women in the video - some accompanied by their grandchildren 

and friends - hold up signs that read: "Please don't divorce us."  

On the ground, groups are focused on a pro-gay-marriage rally today in Sacramento and a lobbying effort Tuesday. 

In late January, the gay rights group Equality California started a "Tell 3" campaign in which it encouraged lesbian, gay, bisexual and 

transgender folks - or those who love them - to tell three people "what it's like to be LGBT."  

"These are difficult conversations to have, but at this stage, this is what is needed," said Equality California executive director Geoff 

Kors, a member of the No on Prop. 8 campaign executive committee. "When undecided voters get to know us, they will become 

comfortable with us, and that is what is going to push us over the top on this issue."  

It's that sort of grassroots outreach to undecided or opposition communities that helped the Obama campaign win longtime red 

states like North Carolina. 

"Barack Obama believed in the power of the people during his campaign, while the official No on 8 campaign relied on consultants 

and focus groups," concluded the Marriage Equality USA report. "We must support grassroots organizing today to ensure marriage 

equality tomorrow - it is the right thing to do and the only way to win."  

Adina Levin, a Palo Alto software company co-founder and gay marriage supporter who is not gay, recalled a friend telling her that 

Prop. 8 supporters were holding signs on a corner in his San Carlos neighborhood. When Levin asked the campaign if she could use 

the micro-blogging service Twitter to quickly gather a counterprotest, No on 8 organizers said no, because it might tip off the 

opposition to their movements. 

"But if we're talking about Obamification, we're talking about more than just using technology," said Levin, an Equality Camp 

organizer. "Personal connections are what change minds, not arguments." 

Jason Scott, Fresno County Marriage Equality USA Chapter Leader, tried for weeks to volunteer for the campaign, but the 29-year-

old Fresno Web developer didn't get calls or e-mails returned. When he eventually connected with organizers, he said his group 

of friends were told "to go to the No on 8 offices in L.A." 
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"The bottom line is that the No on 8 campaign had neither a competent nor an effective grassroots movement," said Torie Osborn, 

an Obama campaign volunteer whose activism in the gay community stretches back 40 years. "If we're going to do this again, we're 

going to have to do it radically differently." 

Gay-marriage opponents already have an organizing structure, largely through churches. Proponents, meanwhile, come from a 

patchwork of established gay-rights organizations, new online groups and straight progressive networks.  

The problem for Prop. 8 opponents wasn't money. They raised $45 million - $5 million more than the measure's supporters, 

according to campaign finance reports. It was how they spent it, critics say. 

"The (No on 8) campaign was a command-and-control, top-down campaign that was done by people who came from legacy LGBT 

organizations," said Rick Jacobs, founder of the Courage Campaign and a former Howard Dean organizer steeped in online, 

grassroots activism.  

But while Obamification is an intriguing concept, some who helped run the anti-Prop. 8 campaign say it is useful only to a point.  

"We are fighting deeply-seated homophobia against gay people," said Dan Hawes, director of organizing and training for the 

National Gay and Lesbian Task Force. "It isn't the same as getting people to vote for a candidate." 

Hawes, a member of the No on Prop. 8 Campaign Executive Committee, agreed with several of the criticisms in the Marriage USA 

report. But he said pollsters told campaign leaders that phone banking would be the most time-efficient way to reach swing voters.  

"Looking back, I would have provided more resources to build and train a team of volunteers there" in the Central Valley, Hawes 

said.  

The challenge now is to corral the grassroots organizations that formed in the wake of the passage of Prop. 8 last fall. Many of the 

anti-Prop 8 rallies that attracted thousands of supporters in Los Angeles and San Francisco were organized online. Levin is pulling 

together a Wiki-style database of pro-gay-marriage groups, so they will be able to better communicate in time for the next 

campaign. 

This article appeared on page B - 1 of the San Francisco Chronicle. 

To view this article on-line, visit http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2009/02/16/MNJ315NNG7.DTL#ixzz0VHBlh9IN  

 

Marriage Counter Action Held on Anniversary of Summer of Love  

By Dennis McMillan 
Published: February 19, 2009 

The day began on Feb. 12, 2009 - the anniversary of the very first same-sex marriages of 2004, and the one-year anniversary of the 

last flood of same-sex couples tying the knots - with present day couples and supporters of the Freedom to Marry gathering in the 

Rotunda of San Francisco City Hall, which is the very same place where exactly five years earlier marriage equality began in San 

Francisco - starting with Phyllis Lyon and the late Del Martin. 

http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2009/02/16/MNJ315NNG7.DTL#ixzz0VHBlh9IN
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John Lewis and Stuart Gaffney had been married at noon on that day, so being at that same spot where they first exchanged vows 

five years earlier was very fitting as they heard remarks from Supervisor Bevan Dufty and City Treasurer Jose Cisneros, and then 

welcomed the crowd. There were about 200 gathered inside City Hall, with not so many at the rally afterwards. It is no accident that 

National Freedom to Marry Day is marked each year on February 12, the actual birthday of one of our nation’s greatest Presidents 

and proponents of freedom and human dignity - Abraham Lincoln. “We are gathering here today just a few feet away from the 

statue of Lincoln in front of City Hall,” Lewis pointed out to the rallying crowd. “On this the 200th anniversary of the birth of Lincoln, 

we loving, committed same-sex couples, friends, and family are here to invoke and to rely upon the hope and promise – in Lincoln’s 

immortal words – that we are a ‘nation, conceived in liberty, and dedicated to the proposition that all persons are created equal.’” 

He concluded, “Our INALIENABLE RIGHTS are NOT subject to a popular vote and not subject to an electoral campaign, such as 

Proposition 8.   This principle of human dignity is the bedrock of our American democracy; and it is the principle to which we as a 

people have always, eventually, returned over a span of four centuries – to ensure, in the words of Lincoln, that ‘government of the 

people, by the people, and for ALL the people, shall not perish from the earth.’”  

Since placards are not allowed inside City Hall, couples had pinned 

on their persons hearts with their names and number of years 

together. Paulie Schreck from COLAGE (Children of Lesbians and 

Gays Everywhere), one of the speakers at the rally, had a heart-

shaped sign that read “Proud Daughter of a Lesbian Mom.”  

“We know that this office and this City Hall has been a place of joy 

and celebration for so many of us,” said Lewis, presenting a rose to 

a clerk. “And it is with high hopes that we come here today, 

hoping and with confidence that in a few short months, joy and 

the freedom to marry will again ring throughout these halls.”  

Molly McKay, media director of Marriage Equality USA, led the 

crowd in singing “What the World Needs Now, Is Love, Sweet 

Love” (which ends with the line “no not just for some, but for 

everyone”) as each couple and each supporter of marriage 

equality took a single rose from Marriage Equality organizer Alex 

Liu and presented one to each county clerk; thanked them for 

marrying so many of them last year (to a grand total of over 

18,000, which are all now at risk, thanks to anti-gay Prop H8); and explained why the freedom to marry is so important. The 

emphasis was on thanking the City for its constant support of marriage equality.  

McKay told Bay Times, “It is always amazing to see the response from the clerk’s office - sometimes mean, sometimes supportive - 

but either way - we confront the discrimination that is administered every day across those counters rendering visible the families 

who are refused service by our government every day and thereby denying them the security, protection, and dignity of marriage - 

that all other couples freely enjoy - no questions asked.” She added, “But I know it hurts to be turned away - so I thank everyone for 

standing strong!” She noted that similar marriage equality actions had been held that same day across the nation, and even in China. 

She told Bay Times that 25 states (half the country) and 60 cities nationwide had participated in such demonstrations – “And this is 

on a work day in the middle of winter - I think together we are beginning to thaw the hearts and minds of fair-minded Americans,” 

she said. “I feel the winds of change, and they are blowing our way.”   

Dr. Davina Kotulski married McKay eight years ago. Kotulski has been an activist for decades - famous as the author of Why You 

Should Give A Damn About Gay Marriage! “While justice may be delayed, we will not be denied,” she told Bay Times. “If the courts 

do not uphold our constitutional rights, we will go back to the ballot box and we will knock on every door until all our neighbors hear 

our stories and our pain and know our hearts; and if then we still don’t get justice at the ballot box, we will go back to the streets.” 

She added, “The time has come for us to undo the mental and social bondage of inferiority that we have worn. We refuse to be 
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second-class citizens any longer!”   

Activists heard a proclamation from the Mayor’s office declaring that week as Marriage Equality Week in San Francisco. Supervisor 

David Campos spoke, as did many couples and a wide range of supporters. They were also called to remember Lawrence King (who 

was a victim of anti-LGBT hate violence exactly one year earlier). Amos Lim and Chris Waddling called on everyone to support the 

Uniting American Families Act, reintroduced in Congress that day, which would grant immigration rights to bi-national LGBT 

couples.  

Joe and Frank Capley-Alfano were married during the Summer of Love. They articulated at the rally that domestic partnerships and 

civil unions are NOT the same as legal civil marriage. Domestic partnerships and civil unions are state or local ordinances that stop at 

the state line and are trumped by federal legislation, they said. Anything other than legal marriage does not address tangible real-life 

issues such as an employee’s union benefits, immigration, and taxes – governed by national laws. There are 1,138 legal rights, 

responsibilities, and benefits that are afforded through a legal “I do” and through no other means. “Joe is disabled and can only 

work part time,” said Frank. “As a result, he doesn’t qualify for healthcare through his employer, and private health policies cost too 

much for our working class family, because of his pre-existing condition.” He added, “What is more, he is disqualified from public 

assistance, because the State of California counts us as legally married.” He said the situation is devastating because he is watching 

his spouse slowly lose his ability to walk, and can do nothing about it. He says his union refuses to recognize his domestic 

partnership or legal civil marriage. “They use the Defense of Marriage Act to justify denying equal treatment to my family,” Frank 

said. “I am sick of being a second class citizen because of my spouse’s gender.” He concluded, “It is time all people are treated with 

dignity and respect, and we are not going to stop fighting for civil equality until we achieve it. Nothing more; nothing less!”  

“It is essential that our community continue public, visible actions as we fight on to overturn Prop 8; move hearts and open minds; 

and win full justice and equality for our lives and relationships,” National Center for Lesbian Rights (NCLR) Executive Director Kate 

Kendell told Bay Times. “In the coming weeks as the California Supreme Court hears oral argument to invalidate Prop 8, and we 

await a decision and then mobilize around our future, no one can sit idly by.” Kendell emphasized, “We must all be involved and 

engaged as never before. Our future depends on us!” 

McKay said activists are looking forward to combining efforts in “Marching Forth on March 4th” – with candlelight vigil marches the 

night before the oral argument in the California Supreme Court; and Tax Day Protests on April 15th; and the big court decision in 

May. Her advice? “Stand true, love warriors!”  

To view this article on-line, go to: http://www.sfbaytimes.com/index.php?sec=article&article_id=10121  

 

San Jose Mercury News Opinion: Obama can give gay families equal immigration rights 

by Chris Waddling  
Published April 08, 2009 @ 08:33PM PT  
Opinion: Obama can give gay families equal immigration rights 

The recent case of the deportation order against Jay Mercado's partner, Shirley Tan of Pacifica, and the deportation in 2007 of Tim 

Coco's partner, Genésio de Oliveira of Boston, make a clear point: Individual, time-consuming, last-ditch private bills such as the 

ones by U.S. Rep. Jackie Speier and Sen. John Kerry are not a realistic or viable solution to the blatant and cruel discrimination 

written into U.S. immigration law. 

http://www.sfbaytimes.com/index.php?sec=article&article_id=10121
http://www.change.org/ideas/2008/view_blog/san_jose_mercury_news_opinion_obama_can_give_gay_families_equal_immigration_rights
http://www.change.org/changes/blog/index/2741


21 
 

There is a proposal to deal with the larger problem. The Uniting American Families Act would fix a serious omission in our 

immigration system that blatantly discriminates against gay and lesbian American citizens and their families. It is moving through 

Congress, but President Barack Obama should make it law now through an executive order. 

These Americans are in long term, loving, and committed relationships with foreign-born partners. But because our federal 

government does not recognize their relationships, an estimated 36,000 Americans around the world are unable to permanently and 

legally keep their families together in the United States. Thousands have been forced to leave this country, often with their children 

in tow, to live in exile with the person they love. They leave behind brothers, sisters, fathers and mothers, simply to keep their own 

nuclear families together. 

Rep. Jerrold Nadler, D-N.Y., is the sponsor of the Uniting American Families Act (H.R. 1024) in the House of Representatives. He says 

this discrimination is "gratuitous cruelty." Sen. Patrick Leahy, D-Vt., the sponsor of S. 424 in the U.S. Senate, says that it forces a 

choice with which "no American should be faced — to choose between the country they love and the person they love." Marriage 

Equality USA is a national grass-roots organization advocating for access to all 1,138 rights and benefits of marriage for all 

Americans. We've called on the president to issue an executive order that will bestow just one of those rights, that of immigration 

sponsorship of one's life-partner, and make the Uniting American Families Act law. 

In a statement on the floor of the U.S. Senate in 2007, Obama said, "Where we can reunite families, we should." That's what this act 

is about. His agenda on the White House Web site commits his administration to fixing "the dysfunctional immigration bureaucracy 

and [increasing] the number of legal immigrants to keep families together"..." An executive order making the Uniting American 

Families Act law would be a simple yet powerful way to demonstrate his commitment to family unity and civil rights for all 

Americans. 

In his nascent administration, Obama has already used the executive order 18 times, many of them to right the wrongs of the 

previous administration. In 2004, Department of Homeland Security spokesman Chris Bentley was quoted as saying, "There are no 

immigration benefits available to [gays] based on their relationship. With that said, there's certainly nothing that says a U.S. citizen 

cannot move to another country." A policy of exiling Americans so that they might remain with their partners was as wrongheaded 

in 2004 as it is today. 

One stroke of the president's pen enacting the Uniting American Families Act is all that is needed for all Americans to have the right 

to live in their country and keep their families intact. 

Chris Waddling of San Francisco is binational outreach director of Marriage Equality USA. He wrote this article for the Mercury News. 

To view this editorial on-line, visit: http://www.mercurynews.com/ci_12101399?IADID  

 

By MEREDITH MAY 

John Calaway of San Francisco finds out Tuesday if the man he married last summer after a 25-year courtship will still be considered 

his husband in the eyes of California. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/ci_12101399?IADID


22 
 

Calaway is one of many - advocates and foes alike - who are waiting anxiously for the California Supreme Court to deliver its verdict 

at 10 a.m. Tuesday in the ongoing battle over same-sex marriage. 

Tuesday's ruling decides whether voters had the right, when 52 percent of them approved Proposition 8 in November, to amend the 

state Constitution to solidify the definition of marriage as the union of a man and a woman. 

If the justices uphold Prop. 8, they will also decide whether to dissolve the marriages of 18,000 same-sex couples who wed before 

the Nov. 4 election. 

That would include Calaway's. 

"It baffles me that a simple majority can dismiss people's civil rights," he said Monday as he enjoyed a book in the sun at Spike's 

coffee shop in San Francisco's Castro neighborhood. 

Andrew Pugno, general counsel for ProtectMarriage.com, the official proponents of Prop. 8, said in a statement on the group's Web 

site that the wait is finally over. 

"We are looking forward to the Court's decision, and we're confident that the right of the people to protect traditional marriage in 

the state constitution will ultimately prevail," he wrote. 

The ruling will come just over a year after the court's 4-3 decision declaring that state law limiting marriage to opposite-sex couples 

violated the rights of gays and lesbians to marry the partner of their choice and discriminated on the basis of sexual orientation. 

The ruling made California the second state, after Massachusetts, to legalize same-sex marriage. Since then, the supreme courts of 

Iowa and Connecticut have issued similar rulings, and legislatures in Vermont and Maine have also authorized same-sex weddings. 

Another such law is pending in New Hampshire. 

Majority vs. minority 

This time, the California court faces a different question: whether a majority of the voters can amend their Constitution to take 

rights away from a minority. 

Lawsuits challenging Prop. 8 were filed by two groups of same-sex couples and by local governments led by the city of San Francisco, 

joined by civil rights and feminist organizations. 

Stuart Gaffney, who was one of the plaintiffs in the same-sex marriage case that made it to the state Supreme Court last year, 

said it was nice to have the long Memorial Day weekend to emotionally prepare for the ruling - even if that meant several extra 

days of stress over the decision. 

"A lot of people are going to want to come to the Civic Center on Tuesday because we're really going to find out what kind of 

California we have," Gaffney said. "Are we going to have a California where all people are treated equally, or where a 

fundamental right can be voted away?" 

San Francisco police spokeswoman Sgt. Lyn Tomioka said the city has moved barricades to Civic Center Plaza and the Castro district, 

where police are preparing for large demonstrations Tuesday. 

"Whether it's a celebration or demonstration, we will have enough people to handle whatever comes," Tomioka said. 

Cautious optimism 

Leslie Stewart, a member of Marriage Equality USA who is helping organize rallies in Pittsburg, Calif., and Concord, Calif., said 

people are feeling both worried and cautiously optimistic about the decision, hoping recent rulings in favor of same-sex marriage 

in other states will make a difference in California. 
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"It's been such a roller coaster," she said. "We're feeling a little strung out at this time. Even if it's a positive decision, it's not a 

done deal, we're not going to have instant acceptance." 

Hundreds of people gathered Monday night for a Decision Day Eve interfaith prayer vigil at San Francisco's Grace Cathedral, where 

entering parishioners walk past an AIDS memorial chapel containing a block of the AIDS memorial quilt and an altar piece by pop 

artist Keith Haring, who died of AIDS. Dozens of clergy attended, representing multiple Christian denominations and Jewish, 

Buddhist and Sikh communities. 

Rabbi Sydney Mintz of Congregation Emanu-El in San Francisco opened the vigil with a dedication to the families affected by the 

looming decision. She pointed out 2-year-old Indigo Morgenstern of San Mateo, whose tiny T-shirt proclaimed, "My moms are 

married." 

One of those moms, Joy Morgenstern, echoed others' feelings of conflict between her own faith - the family attends the Unitarian 

Universalist Church of Palo Alto - and that of religious opponents to same-sex marriage. 

"More people need to understand that religion is not just the providence of conservative people," she said. "We believe that our 

religious beliefs are just as good as anybody else's. We're just not trying to get them made into law." 

The service was at times defiant, at times emotional, often celebratory, as the hundreds present joined with choir singers for the 

traditional South African song "Bambalela" - "Never Give Up." 

'We're a family' 

Eric Bustamante of Phoenix spent much of the evening with his head resting on husband David Rowe's shoulder. The couple are 

flying home Tuesday night, but will be carefully watching events in the city where they wed. 

"We've been together 22 years. ... We're a family, we raised two kids together," Bustamante said. His voice cracked as he added: 

"Whatever happens, we'll still be who we are. Whether they accept us or not - that's us." 

The Rev. Marc Andrus, the Episcopal bishop of California, said after the service that he hoped those at the vigil took away a feeling of 

support from the leaders of their faiths. He reminded them of the lessons from their faiths of those who stood up for what was right 

- even if they did not live to see their convictions made reality. 

"This is going to happen. Justice will prevail. Maybe not tomorrow, maybe not here, but eventually, yes - and everywhere," he said. 

"This is the arc of God's love." 

Reading the ruling 

The court's decision will be posted on its Web site, www.courtinfo.ca.gov/courts/supreme, at 10 a.m. Tuesday. 

To view this story on-line, visit http://www.seattlepi.com/national/406544_gayrights26.html 

 

 

California Upholds Gay Marriage Ban 

But 18,000 Same-Sex Couples Who Married Before Prop 8 Can Retain Rights 

by Susan Donaldson James 

The California Supreme Court has upheld Proposition 8 -- the controversial ballot question that banned same-sex marriage.  

http://www.courtinfo.ca.gov/courts/supreme
http://www.seattlepi.com/national/406544_gayrights26.html
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At the same time, the ruling will allow about 18,000 same-sex couples already married, to retain the rights they attained during the 

brief six-month period that gay marriage was legal in the state. 

Outside CA Supreme Court just before Prop 8 ruling. (flickr photo by Steve 

Rhodes) 

"There it goes," said Jim Schnobrich, who married his partner of 27 years in 

Pasadena, Calif., last September. "We have to keep going." 

Still, the couple, who have two children, aged 12 and 16, said that they are now 

in a "weird class," as the ruling preserved their 8-month-old same sex-marriage. 

"That's good news, but the bigger thing is that now we have this weird status that 

other people can't have. There is this kind of equality situation where people are 

maybe thinking we aren't really married." 

Christian groups that applauded retention of the ban say that the ruling on those same-sex marriages could create a conflict -- not only 

in the marital rights of Californians, but in adoption and income tax laws. 

"It's disappointing that the court will continue to uphold the legality of those who married during May to November of last year," said 

Bruce Hausknecht, judicial analyst for Focus on the Family in Action. "We don't know what the situation will be like, but it's likely to 

cause havoc in the courts as they try to deal with a class of individuals that look totally different." 

Gay rights advocates, disappointed with the ruling, said their next step would be to "take it back to the voters," said Jennifer Pizer, 

director of the marriage equality project for Lambda Legal. 

Lambda has already launched an educational campaign, Marriage Watch California, that will specifically target the communities of 

color and diverse church groups, which overwhelmingly supported Proposition 8. 

"We will give education and legal support as part of a broad effort all over the state to provide greater visibility on why this issue is 

important and why there is no basis in the fear mongering from the other side," Pizer told ABCNews.com. 

The contentious campaign pitted gay rights activists against Christian church groups including the Mormons, who raised a record $83 

million to pass the referendum. 

Justices considered a series of lawsuits to overturn the ban, which overruled a 4-3 June court decision that briefly legalized same-sex 

marriage. Those suits claim Proposition 8 was put on the ballot improperly. 

Gay rights marches began early this morning in California and have planned rallies tonight, preparing to be arrested in a mass 

demonstration of civil disobedience. 

The Family Equality Council, which has fought to overturn the gay marriage ban, said they will be organizing national grassroots 

protests in Day of Decision rallies. 

Putting a new question on the ballot to legalize gay marriage could take months, and many gay advocates say it might not be viable 

until 2010 or later. 

"We have a lot of educating to do to convince [voters] that gays and lesbians are equal," said Lambda legal's Pizer. " It's very 

important that people agree on that point and that the people of California share that belief." 

But Focus on the Family's Hausknecht said pro-Proposition 8 groups are already preparing their "talking points" for a new referendum 

on the issue. 

"How gay marriage effects my (tradtional) marriage is entirely the wrong question," he siad. "The right question is how is gay 

marriage going to effect society in general and religious liberties and the rights of conscience?" 
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"Across the country we've seen the impact on religious freedom, not just same sex marriage but nondiscrimination statutes," he said. 

Waiting for the decision "has been an absolutely gut-wrenching experience," Molly McKay, a spokeswoman for Marriage 

Equality USA, told the Associated Press. 

"As Californians, we are all under tremendous strain worrying about the economy, our jobs and our families," she said. "On 

top of that, gay families have been living for months with the fear that the court will allow a bare majority of voters to strip 

gay and lesbian families of their constitutional protections and eliminate our marriages -- or just as bad, eliminate new 

couples' ability to get married." 

Opponents of Proposition 8 argued that it revised the California's equal protection clause to such a dramatic degree that its sponsors 

needed the legislature's approval to submit it to voters. 

But several justices at a March hearing said they were skeptical of that argument and many legal experts say the Supreme Court would 

not likely undermine the state's citizen initiative process by reversing the gay marriage ban. 

Since the passage of Proposition 8, gay marriage has gained momentum around the nation. Iowa, Maine and Vermont have joined 

Massachusetts and Connecticut in recognizing same-sex couples. Similar proposals are under way in New Hampshire and New York. 

If California's court upholds the gay marriage ban, gay rights advocates hope to have it repealed in a 2012 ballot initiative. Groups 

have already begun raising money and airing television ads. 

Gay Marriage, Adoption 

If the justices strike down the lawsuits, Proposition 8 supporters could ask for a legislative proposal to limit marriage to between a 

man and a woman. 

The Democratic-controlled California Legislature has twice passed measures to legalize gay marriage, but they were vetoed by Gov. 

Arnold Schwarzenegger. 

With passage of Proposition 8, California amended its constitution to specify that only marriage between a man and a woman is valid 

or recognized. 

In June 2008, the state's Supreme Court overturned a gay marriage initiative. That decision allowed thousands of gays and lesbians to 

be legally married in that state; gay couples across the state decided not to take their chances, choosing to marry before voters took up 

the measure. 

The passage of Proposition 8 set off a backlash that rippled across state borders. Organizers used Internet sites such as Facebook to 

draw huge crowds from New York to Los Angeles and cities in between. 

Advocates turned the vote on Proposition 8 into a countrywide referendum on gay rights, calling it "the new frontier in the civil rights 

movement." 

The protests lining the streets were a contrast to the joyful celebrations of same-sex weddings at city halls throughout California last 

summer. Those ceremonies were filled with a sense of hope and acceptance. Now that has given way to anger, defiance, and a war of 

words. 

The Mormon Church has become one of the key targets of protestors after it was revealed that their members contributed millions of 

dollars to defeat gay marriage. 

Many like Tony Perkins, president of the Family Research Council, a conservative Christian lobby based in Washington, joined in the 

fight to pass the ban, saying it was "more important than the presidential election." 

"We've picked bad presidents before, and we've survived as a nation," Perkins said. "But we will not survive if we lose the institution 

of marriage." 
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Advocates on both sides of the issue spent $83 million on the ballot campaign, the most ever on a social issue in the nation's history. 

"It's a staggering amount," said Matt Coles, director of the LGBT Project at the American Civil Liberties Union, which opposed the 

ban. "California is a cultural trendsetter. If voters decide same-sex couples can marry, it has an enormous influence." 

Other states that had gay marriage on the ballot in 2008 included Arizona and Florida. Voters in both states passed measures to amend 

their constitutions to specify that only a union of one man and one woman shall be valid or recognized as a marriage. 

In Arkansas, residents approved a measure aimed at preventing gay couples from adopting children. The measure, Proposed Initiative 

Act 1, goes further than just barring same-sex couples from adopting. 

To view this story on-line, visit http://www.commondreams.org/headline/2009/05/26-7  

 

VIDEO: Same-sex marriage supporters rally at Mitchell Park 

Local gay marriage advocates gathered at Mitchell Park Tuesday to oppose the California Supreme Court’s ruling to uphold 

Proposition 8, the proposition passed last November that banned same-sex marriage. 

About 250 community members congregated for an event organized by the San Luis Obispo chapter of Marriage Equality USA. The 

6-1 ruling determined that the 18,000 same-sex marriages that took place before the vote remain valid. 

After the passage of Proposition 8, several same-sex couples took the vote results to the courts, stating that the ballot measure was 

unconstitutional under state law. 

The court rejected those claims, with the majority opinion stating that it is not the court‘s role to determine whether Proposition 8 ―is 

wise or sound as a matter of policy or whether we, as individuals believe it should be a part of the California Constitution,‖ but instead 

―is limited to interpreting and applying the principles and rules embodied in the California Constitution, setting aside our own personal 

beliefs and values.‖ 

According to public law and political theory professor Ronald Den Otter , the ruling was almost inevitable. 

―The decision wasn‘t unexpected,‖ Den Otter said. ―Very few people thought that the court would find that Proposition 8 constituted a 

constitutional revision and therefore, required approval of the legislature before being submitted to the voters. Very few people also 

thought that Proposition 8 was retroactive and therefore invalidated the approximattely 18,000 same-sex marriages that had been 

performed before November 4, 2009.‖ 

Some Cal Poly student organizations attended to show their support for same-sex marriage, including the Pride Center and Delta 

Lambda Phi, a fraternity for gay, bisexual and progressive men. 

The Supreme Court decision was a let-down for Delta Lambda Phi president Brad Purpura, who was optimistic about the possibility of 

Proposition 8 being overruled. 

―I‘m completely dumb-founded actually,‖ Purpura said. ―I was sure that it was going to get overruled. Given what the justices said last 

year when they originally allowed gay marriage, I thought there was no way they were going to go back on that, but the decision today 

lit a fire inside myself. Now I‘m fighting harder than I did prior because it‘s just a matter of time until I‘m afforded the rights of 

everyone else.‖ 

http://www.commondreams.org/headline/2009/05/26-7
http://mustangdaily.net/same-sex-marriage-supporters-rally-at-mitchell-park/
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David Kilburn, San Luis Obispo’s chapter leader of Marriage Equality USA, said that although he and his husband get to 

keep their marriage, it’s unfair that same-sex couples do not have the opportunity to marry.  “I’m not giving it up, but at the 

same time, it has a whole different meaning now that I know that we’ve been forced into a situation of having a special right,” 

he said. “We didn’t ask for a special right. We asked for marriage equality. That’s all we wanted.” 

The crowd at Mitchell Park waved signs supporting same-sex marriage at oncoming cars and members of various organizations 

dedicated their support. 

Helen Carroll, a clergywoman from the Unitarian Universalist Fellowship of San Luis Obispo County, offered words of 

encouragement to the crowd and led all participants in a prayer. Carroll emphasized that she is one of many church affiliates who 

supports marriage equality. 

―The court made the decision that they thought best met the people‘s wishes,‖ Carroll said. ―What the decision did, beyond 

disappointing me, was gave me a road map for how it is to go about making justice. That road map involved changing the constitution. 

I have already made a covenant that I will not sanctify marriages by signing certificates until I can sign them for everyone.‖ 

A few Proposition 8 supporters were present as well. Rather than approaching the matter from a religious angle, they argued that the 

group at Mitchell Park should respect the decision made by California voters. 

―People voted twice on this issue,‖ San Luis Obispo resident Dane Senser said. ―To me, it‘s not about equality. I believe there is 

plenty of equality. It‘s not about being homophobic or anything else … How many times do you have to vote on this? You have to go 

with the will of the people.‖ 

Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, Maine and Iowa have legalized same-sex marriage and Vermont will be added to the list in 

September. 

But supporters of gay marriage in California are hopeful, like Devin Ward, a teacher in Santa Maria, who was wearing a shirt that read 

―No More Mr. Nice Gay.‖ 

―There‘s a momentum. A momentum that cannot be denied that‘s happening slowly but surely throughout the country,‖ Ward said. 

Supporters from California and around the nation will meet in Fresno this Saturday for the Meet in the Middle 4 Equality conference 

— the next step at organizing grassroots efforts for legalizing gay marriage. 

To view this video on-line, visit: http://mustangdaily.net/same-sex-marriage-supporters-rally-at-mitchell-park/  

 

Court's Decision Inspires Prop 8 Rallies 

SACRAMENTO, CA - Supporters and opponents of Prop 8 rallied in the streets of Sacramento Tuesday night to voice their reaction to 

the California Supreme Court's decision to uphold the ban on gay marriage. 

Demonstrators against Prop 8 gathered at 20th and L streets around 5 p.m. and marched to the State Capitol. Those for the ban on 

gay marriage showed up to square-off with gay activists but overall, the demonstrations were peaceful. 

The same could not be said for protests in San Francisco. Police arrested 150 gay rights activists at a rally near City Hall. They were 

some of thousands of same-sex marriage supporters took to the streets to protest the ruling.  

http://mustangdaily.net/same-sex-marriage-supporters-rally-at-mitchell-park/
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"It's a real shame for all of us who just want equal rights, " said Prop 8 opponent Karen Fernandez, Marriage Equality USA 

Alameda County Chapter Leader. 

The decision was highly anticipated. Many camped outside the courthouse before dawn awaiting the ruling which came down at 10 

a.m. 

The day was marked with deep emotion for people on both sides of the issue. 

At a gathering at the Sacramento Gay and Lesbian Center Tuesday, same-sex couples were crying and hugging as they listened to the 

news. 

"It is not okay for the majority to vote on the rights of a protected minority. It's not okay," said Christine Allen of Marriage 

Equality USA. "It's not enough that we get to stay married legally. What about everybody else?" 

On the other side, people invested in the Prop 8 campaign were glad to see the court let it stand. 

"They've recognized the natural characteristics of marriage that it's between a man and a woman and that's just clearly from 

nature," said Albin Rhomberg, who calls himself a pro-family advocate. "We have equal numbers of boys and girls born, each has a 

mother and a father, they recognize marriage. Those who upheld it are to be commended." 

"The court recognized that this was a narrow, specific, very purposeful decision of the people to restore traditional marriage and 

that did not radically change our system of government," said Andrew Pungo and a attorney for the Prop 8 campaign. 

But those against the ban on sam-sex marriage say the fight is not over. Sacramento County Board of Education President Gretchen 

Bender said, "We will prevail. These are the winds of change that are coming." 

She spoke at a rally at the gay and lesbian Center. She and dozens of other gay rights activists said they believe voters of California 

will back same-sex marriage when the issue is put to voters again. 

"During a rally after the November election a man in a pickup truck drove by and went like this (thumbs down)," said Barbara 

Thalackher. "And his two daughters in the back went like this (thumbs up) and to me that was the quintessential snapshot of the 

progress that's going to be made over this." 

Thalacker and her partner Terry Reed, were married on Nov. 3, the day before voters approved Prop 8. "It's never been okay for the 

majority to vote to discriminate against a minority in America,"said Thalacker. "I know this will go our way eventually." 

Reed said the court's decision to recognize her marriage and the estimated 18,000 same-sex marriages that occured before the 

November election is bittersweet. "How do you say 'well, you 18,000 couples can be married, but the rest of you can't.' " 

"It's a personal attack against us," said Colleen King, who is married to another woman. "We're normal, healthy, productive, regular 

people." 

Prop 8 supporters celebrated the court's decision at their own rally in Sacramento. Karen England was there and said, "It's just great 

that the court is listening; that the people do have a right to amend the constitution. We do have a role in our government and it's 

not just the judiciary imposing its will on the people." 

News10/KXTV  

 

To view this video on-line, visit: http://www.news10.net/news/local/story.aspx?storyid=59935&provider=top 
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Prop 8 protest turns into a new movement 

Tuesday, May 26, 2009 

  By Lilian Kim 

SAN FRANCISCO (KGO) -- Around 6 p.m. on Tuesday evening, there was a big march underway in protest of the California 

Supreme Court's Prop 8 decision to ban gay marriage.  

Demonstrations wrapped up on Tuesday night and the Castro was the place to be after a long and emotional day. By the looks of it, 

you would never know same-sex marriage supporters lost in court Tuesday. Dancing in the streets, in this case on Castro Street, is 

how they deal with adversity.  

"We don't have time to be sad, we have time to just move forward and fight beginning tomorrow and that's what this message is 

about," said John Weber, a rally organizer.  

The Edict to Move Forward was articulated in more formal terms earlier in the evening where hundreds gathered for a pre-march rally 

at city hall. Leaders of the same-sex marriage movement say starting this weekend they plan to hit rural cities throughout the state in 

an effort to win over the hearts and minds of small-town Californians.  

"We're going to start to go very local with meetings in over 90 cities across the state of California to start developing regional 

teams to figure out who needs to be brought into the conversation, what stories we need to tell," said Pamela Brown, a pro 

same-sex marriage supporter.  

They're branching out because organizers believe a grass-roots campaign is the best way to ultimately overturn Prop 8 at the ballot 

box. It seems like they'll be getting a lot of help.  

"You don't have to be gay to support them and it's time for straight people to get out, there's a difference between tolerating and full-

tilt supporting the gay community and that's why we have to get out and start doing it," said Tammi Towarog, a protester.  

Despite the tough talk, there's no question, many supporters of same-sex marriage are feeling a profound sense of sadness. Supervisor 

Bevan Dufty was holding out hope that recent rulings in other states legalizing same-sex marriage would make a difference here.  

http://search.abclocal.go.com/search/results?station=kgo&search=siteSearch&q=same-sex+marriage
http://search.abclocal.go.com/search/results?station=kgo&search=siteSearch&q=Supervisor+Bevan+Dufty
http://search.abclocal.go.com/search/results?station=kgo&search=siteSearch&q=Supervisor+Bevan+Dufty
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"I think there was this glimmer of hope, that in light of everything happening in the country, that it's just fundamentally unfair to 

subject people's civil right to a majority vote," said Supervisor Dufty.  

There were several acts of civil disobedience throughout the day, but nothing violent. Mainly, there were only peaceful protests.  

(Copyright ©2009 KGO-TV/DT. All Rights Reserved.)  

To view this video on-line, visit: http://abclocal.go.com/kgo/story?section=news/local/san_francisco&id=6833280  

 

The Best Quotes from Today's Prop 8 Ruling 

by Michael A. Jones  

Published May 26, 2009 @ 12:21PM PT  

Organizations are sending out the press releases fast and furious, calling Proposition 8 out for what it is: a bogus effort to cement 

discrimination into the California Constitution.  But rather than moping, everyone is talking about fighting.  Below is a list of some of 

the best quotes from LGBT organizations that have come down the pike today.  Enjoy.  My favorite one is the last one, from 

Pamela Brown at Marriage Equality USA. 

Rea Carey, Executive Director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force: "This is a day of immensely conflicted feelings. We 

are profoundly disappointed the court has upheld Proposition 8. Banning the fundamental freedom to marry for same-sex couples is 

unfair, unjust and flies in the face of progress occurring throughout the country, from the Iowa heartland to the rocky shores of Maine. 

That California is taking a step backward at this moment in history is disconcertingly out of step with society's growing support for 

equality, and personally painful to committed couples who will be blocked from marrying in California. It is a travesty that the court 

has, for the first time in California history, permitted a simple majority to use the initiative process to strip a fundamental right from a 

minority group." 

SEIU International Executive VP Mary Kay Henry: "Equality is a value dear to our union's members.  We opposed Prop 8 and the 

forces of division and discrimination who produced it. This ruling merely delays the day of regaining an important aspect of equality 

in California. It does not diminish the dignity of our members and their relationships or our determination to win equality in this 

country." 

Rick Jacobs, Founder, Courage Campaign: "I am disappointed the Court ruled to deny marriage equality to Californians. These are 

fundamental constitutional rights that cannot be abolished by a ballot initiative. While we were hoping the Court would rule in favor 

of equality, we have been building the infrastructure to win marriage equality rights at the ballot box. Our members are ready to do the 

hard work needed to win." 

Jody M. Huckaby, Executive Director, Parents Families and Friends of Lesbians and Gays (PFLAG): "Today‘s ruling is out-of-

step with a growing consensus in our country that all loving couples should be treated equally in the eyes of the law.  It is also a 

reminder that, even in places where we have traditionally seen progress on equality, there is still work that remains to be done. Today, 

the California Supreme Court has dealt a blow to our families, but tomorrow, PFLAG‘s 41 California chapters will be back on the job, 

working in their communities to build support for moving marriage equality forward." 

http://abclocal.go.com/kgo/story?section=news/local/san_francisco&id=6833280
http://gayrights.change.org/blog/view/the_best_quotes_from_todays_prop_8_ruling
http://www.change.org/profile/view/108774
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Jennifer Chrisler, Executive Director, Family Equality Council: "Today's disappointing ruling from the California Supreme Court 

underscores how incredibly important it is for LGBT people, especially parents, to continue telling our stories, connecting with other 

families about our shared hopes, dreams and concerns, changing hearts and minds.  Our visibility and actions as a community have 

resulted in a seventeen point gain in just five years in support of marriage equality nationwide. Our responses to the Court's ruling will 

build on that momentum. LGBT parents know concretely how inequality hurts our families. We will continue working for full 

equality because our families deserve nothing less. It's a lesson we get to teach our children—through struggle comes progress—and 

so we look to the future and prepare to make marriage a reality for our families in California once again. As an ever-growing 

community of LGBT parents, family and friends, we will close this chapter on American history with justice and equality at the end." 

Neil G. Giuliano, President, Gay and Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation (GLAAD): "Today, we express our deepest 

disappointment in the California Supreme Court‘s decision, which continues to deprive an entire class of Californians the fundamental 

freedom to marry.  Thankfully, the court has protected the marriages of the more than 18,000 gay and lesbian couples who married 

before Nov. 5, 2008. It is vital that media outlets not only share these couples‘ stories, but also those of the many gay and lesbian 

people and couples in California who have again been denied the fundamental right to marry." 

Pamela Brown, Policy Director, Marriage Equality USA: "Californians who are sick of hearing about gay marriage in the 

news, we are too. We don't want to be in your living room, we want to be in our own. We want to go back to focusing on our 

lives, not fighting for our freedoms. But we will do whatever is necessary, for as long as necessary, to ensure all gay couples 

can once again have the right to marry the person they love and that our children can have the sense of security and 

protections that only marriage provides." 

To view this story on-line, visit http://gayrights.change.org/blog/category/marriage_equality 

 

SAN FRANCISCO -- Thousands of demonstrators took to the streets of San Francisco Tuesday night for a rally and march that 

followed the state Supreme Court's ruling upholding Proposition 8, the voter-approved ban on same-sex marriage, an event 

organizer said.  

Molly McKay, a spokeswoman for Marriage Equality USA, estimated that several thousand people took part in the event in which 

participants gathered around City Hall at about 5 p.m. before marching down Market Street to the Martin Luther King Jr. 

monument at Yerba Buena Gardens for a rally.  

She said the event remained mostly peaceful and didn't have a "component of civil disobedience" like demonstrations earlier in 

the day.  

"First and foremost, we turned up the level of urgency around marriage equality," McKay said of the march and rally.  

At around 7 p.m., the protestors faced off with police after officers arrested a woman demonstrator for allegedly being drunk in 

public. Otherwise there were no reported altercations between activists and police in the evening.  

http://gayrights.change.org/blog/category/marriage_equality
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She said the event at Yerba Buena Gardens started to end at about 9 p.m., but that a large group of people marched away toward 

the Castro neighborhood.  

San Francisco police Sgt. Lyn Tomioka said as of 9 p.m., no arrests were made in connection with the evening demonstration.  

However, earlier Tuesday some 175 people were arrested for being outside a crosswalk and failing to obey an officer in acts of civil 

disobedience, police and event organizers said. Tomioka said she was not aware of any injuries or acts of vandalism related to the 

protest.  

"Today, even though it seems like a really high number (of arrests), it was a peaceful demonstration," Tomioka said.  

Eventually, supporters of same-sex marriage rights gathered in the Castro District. The giant rainbow flag at the corner of Market 

and Castro Streets was flying at half staff, with a black banner attached above.  

In front of the Castro Theater there was a long line of people, many with children awaiting a special showing of the latest 

Disney/Pixar film 'Up.'  

Outside the theater, one man let his feelings be known about same sex marriage, carrying a sign calling for the right to marry the 

one you love, no matter who it is.  

People in line, many from outside the Castro District, had mixed emotions about the ruling.  

"I was raised that it should only be a man and a woman. But I have a lot of gay friends so you know, I don't have anything against 

them or anything," said San Francisco resident Ringo Johnson.  

Pamela Vary of Mill Valley said she preaches tolerance. "I teach my children that as long as people are good to each other then 

everything should be equal."  

A tourist couple from Texas happened by and hadn't heard about the California Supreme Court ruling.  

James Adams of Arlington, Texas seemed open to the idea of same-sex marriage. "I believe in personal freedom as long as you're not 

hurting anyone else, you have a right to do what you want to do."  

Barbara Adams said that Texas hasn't had the debate yet, and it will probably be a while before it does.  

Another tourist, from the Netherlands, said he found San Francisco is the closest thing to Europe in America, and he's seen quite of 

bit of this country on this trip.  

"We've been road tripping down from Chicago all the way down here. Well, San Francisco is a big change from the rest of America, 

absolutely."  

The state Supreme Court by a 6-1 vote Tuesday upheld Proposition 8, passed by California voters in November. The initiative was 

approved by 52 percent of voters as an amendment to the state Constitution.  

In its ruling, the court rejected three lawsuits in which same-sex couples and local governments claimed the measure could not be 

passed simply as an initiative because it was a constitutional revision rather than an amendment.  

But same-sex marriage will continue to exist in California because the court said unanimously that 18,000 previously performed gay 

and lesbian marriages will still be recognized. 

Copyright 2009 by KTVU.com and Bay City News. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or 

redistributed. 

To view this video on-line, visit: http://www.ktvu.com/news/19575275/detail.html  

mailto:frannews@ktvu.com
http://www.ktvu.com/news/19575275/detail.html
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Marriage supporters need 1,000 voters a day 

by Cynthia Laird 

Nearly 1,000 new supporters a day.  

That's the message from marriage equality supporters to the LGBT community as 

they embark on a series of town hall meetings to solicit input on when to repeal 

Proposition 8.  

Based on results of the private poll done for a coalition of LGBT and allied 

organizations in May, number crunchers at Marriage Equality USA have determined 

that if a Prop 8 repeal measure is on the November 2010 ballot, the campaign needs 

999 new supporters a day. That number drops to 453 new supporters a day should 

proponents wait until November 2012. 

Those figures are challenging, marriage proponents acknowledge, and show just 

how steep a hill there is as grassroots groups try to determine a campaign strategy, 

even as canvassing work has begun in several areas of the state. 

"We want people to be really clear," Molly McKay, media director for Marriage 

Equality USA, told the Bay Area Reporter last week. 

"If we all can get focused and use grassroots tools and technology, which we already 

have access to, we can totally do this," McKay said. "But it's a steep road." 

The town hall meetings, dubbed the "Get Engaged Tour," started this week with events in San Mateo, San Diego, and Santa Cruz. A 

San Francisco date has not yet been determined. South Bay meetings are planned for June 29 in Palo Alto and June 30 in San Jose. 

As previously reported, the poll was commissioned by Polling 4 Equality, a broad coalition of large and small state groups (including 

the Courage Campaign, Equality California, and MEUSA), and conducted May 9-13 by David Binder of David Binder Research and 

Amy Simon, a partner at Goodwin Simon Victoria Research. Overall, the poll shows that California is split down the middle when it 

comes to same-sex marriage, with 47 percent in favor and 48 opposed. Those figures mirror other statewide polls that have been 

done since last fall's election, suggesting that many voters' minds are made up on the issue and the percentage of persuadable 

voters is very small, about 5 percent, Binder said last month. 

The poll also shows the marriage equality side doing better in 2012 than in 2010. On a series of similar questions, the poll results 

show more support for reinstating the right of same-sex couples to marry (46 percent yes, 49 percent no in 2012, compared to 45 

percent to 51 percent in 2010), or a constitutional amendment to end California's ban on same-sex marriage (47 percent yes, 47 

percent no in 2012, compared to 47 percent yes, 48 percent no in 2010). 

A highlight of the Get Engaged Tour is a presentation of the poll information. The pollsters developed PowerPoint slides that shows 

key findings and messaging, in addition to detailed demographic information from the survey. The Binder-Simon poll was a random 

telephone survey of 1,794 Californians. That figure included oversamples of Latinos (172), African Americans (258), Asian Pacific 

Islanders (265), and labor households (105). The base number of people surveyed was 1,008. The margin of error was plus or minus 

2.8 percent. 

Geoff Kors, executive director of Equality California, said that he has looked at the MEUSA data, which details the numbers for every 

county in the state. 
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"Based on the Binder-Simon poll, which was a very large sample of voters, it is clear that a great deal of work needs to be done in 

order to change the views of enough California voters on marriage equality to be victorious," Kors said. "I am not aware of any 

credible poll ever showing a majority of California voters supporting marriage equality." 

Kors said that while the poll and number crunching by MEUSA provide important information, it's also worth noting that they are 

educated estimates that likely will change. For one thing, the poll is based on the opinions of those who were eligible to vote when it 

was conducted, meaning the voting population will change by the time of the 2010 election and even more by 2012. Additionally, 

the conclusions of the poll are based on assumptions about turnout in future elections based on looking at turnout in past elections. 

"The key takeaway is that a large majority of the electorate has made up their minds and we have to do the hard work of getting 

them to reconsider their position through one-on-one conversations, outreach to communities of color and faith, and sharing our 

stories on the ground, online, and on the air," Kors added. 

From marriage to marshals 

McKay and her wife, psychologist Davina Kotulski, will be grand marshals in Sunday's LGBT Pride Parade. Both women said it was an 

honor to be selected. 

The Oakland couple has been together for 13 years. They have had several marriage ceremonies to each other during that time, 

including the latest one last September before voters passed Proposition 8. 

McKay, 38, and Kotulski, 39, also were married in San Francisco on February 12, 2004 while participating in an annual marriage 

counter action. The couple was surprised that day when Mayor Gavin Newsom ordered city officials to issue marriage licenses to 

same-sex couples, in what became known as the "Winter of Love." 

Kotulski, who previously served as MEUSA executive director, said that no matter when a Prop 8 repeal effort is launched, 

community members and allies must reach out now. 

"Regardless of whether it's 2010 or 2012 I strongly believe we need to educate and organize," she said. "There needs to be an 

opportunity for people on the fence and on both sides to come together." 

She said that sustaining momentum is important, but that outreach work must be done "in a mindful way, not a reactionary way." 

For information about the Get Engaged Tour, visit www.marriageequality.org. 

To view this story on-line, visit http://www.ebar.com/news/article.php?sec=news&article=4013   

 

 

 

Same-sex marriage backers weigh ballot date 

By Joe Garofoli, July 26, 2009 

Nearly nine months after California voters banned same-sex marriage in the state, gay marriage supporters are ready to ask them to 

overturn Proposition 8. They're just not sure when to ask: In November 2010 or November 2012. 

Choosing a date involves more than sifting through the polling, community meetings and consultants' reports that have filled the 

time since last fall's election with soul-searching and finger-pointing among supporters, culminating in a meeting of the movement's 

leaders Saturday in San Bernardino.  

http://www.marriageequality.org/
http://www.ebar.com/news/article.php?sec=news&article=4013
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Generating enthusiasm for a grassroots campaign will also be a heart-based decision, one that has split same-sex couples even in 

Kern County, where 75 percent of voters backed Prop. 8.  

Bakersfield resident Jade Haley wants an initiative in 2010. Her partner Alee Gamino thinks that's too soon. Gamino's Catholic 

mother still refers to Haley as "she" and has no contact with them as a couple, who are raising Gamino's teenage daughter from a 

previous relationship.  

Churches' influence 

On Sundays, Gamino, 34, goes to church twice. She attends a Catholic service solo with her mom in the morning and goes to a 

Metropolitan Community Church with her partner in the evening. "The churches have thousands and thousands of people ready to 

go against us," said Gamino. She looked at 70 people who came to a Unitarian Universalist Church on Thursday to talk about the 

movement's next step. "All we have is what's in this room."  

Still, Gamino was among only a dozen people at the Bakersfield meeting called by Marriage Equality USA who supported waiting 

until 2012. The sentiment for a vote next year echoed one at a similar gathering in San Francisco, while gatherings in liberal 

bastions such as Oakland and Berkeley leaned toward 2012.  

"The reaction was really mixed," said Pam Brown, Marriage Equality USA's political director, who compiled information from the 

organization's "Get Engaged" tour of 40 California cities over the past several weeks. "A lot of people who wanted to wait until 

2012 wanted to see what the plan was first before they committed." 

A nonbinding straw poll of leaders gathered Saturday in San Bernardino to plan the movement's next step found that 93 people 

voted to go in 2010, 49 in 2012 and 20 were undecided. Organizers expect to officially decide when to return to the ballot in a 

couple of weeks. If they decide on November 2010, the deadline to have ballot language submitted to the attorney general is Sept. 

25. 

Faults not addressed 

This month, several groups of same-sex marriage supporters said not enough has been done to address the faults of last year's 

campaign in time to mount a winning drive next year. 

Three groups representing people of color said supporters must reach out more to African Americans and Latinos. Political 

consultants solicited by Equality California wondered whether at least $40 million could be raised or enough supporters recruited for 

what would be a lighter turnout next year than 2008's presidential election. 

The Alice B. Toklas Democratic Club of San Francisco, the nation's oldest LGBT Democratic club, said a 2010 measure "would require 

a rush that could cause our community to take shortcuts, miss important messages and fail to make critical connections. If we set 

the vote for 2010, we essentially need to net 1,000 voters per day, a theoretically achievable but extraordinarily ambitious goal." 

Whatever decision is made, Prop. 8 defenders will be ready. 

Ken Mettler, who led support for the ban in Kern County, said ties between the measure's supporters have only strengthened since 

last fall. People who hadn't connected much in the past - evangelical Christians and Mormons, Latinos and white conservatives - 

have remained connected on issues such as the anti-tax Tea Party. 

David Stepp agreed that same-sex marriage is a "firewall issue" for many conservatives in the area. Over the past 16 years, the 

Venezuelan-born evangelical Christian pastor built his Iglesia Hispana from scratch into a congregation that fills a converted six-

screen multiplex on Bakersfield's east side. 
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"If this would become OK, then why not marriage between three people?" said Stepp, who has a weekly radio show on a Spanish-

language station.  

If same-sex marriage supporters try to win hearts in California's agricultural heartland by appealing to their neighbors with personal 

stories, "that's the only way it could work," said Pete Baker, an evangelical pastor at a Bakersfield church whose members include 

Latinos, African Americans and whites. "But even then, what people say to someone's face is different than what they do at the 

ballot box." 

Same-sex marriage backers don't expect Kern County to back same-sex marriage by 2010 or 2012 - but they want to win 2 percent 

more voters to their side - or 63 people a week.  

Whitney Weddell, Kern County's Marriage Equality USA Chapter Leader, paused when asked if that would be doable. "That," she 

said, "is a very good question." 

To view this article on-line, visit: http://sfgate.info/c/a/2009/07/25/MNC118UVLJ.DTL  

To view this video on-line, go to: http://www.ktvu.com/news/21267727/detail.html  

 

MEUSA split over Prop 8 repeal 

Published 08/20/2009  

by Cynthia Laird  

While Equality California and the Courage Campaign were slugging it out 

last week over whether to mount a Proposition 8 repeal in 2012 (EQCA) 

or 2010 (Courage), one of the state's largest grassroots marriage equality 

groups was split down the middle. 

The membership of Marriage Equality USA, a national organization that 

has a strong California presence, is split on the timing of when to return to 

the ballot, spokeswoman Molly McKay told the Bay Area Reporter this 

week. 

However, members "are united in our commitment to continue the 

essential work of local, sustained, direct outreach and education that will 

eventually restore marriage equality in California," McKay wrote in an e-

mail. 

McKay said that MEUSA's California membership – between 25,000 and 

30,000 – and its leadership are split. Yet she sees progress that has 

resulted from leadership summits and meetings that have been held over 

the last several months. 

"There's a much better consensus around what we need to do, and that's 

important," she said. 

MEUSA, which has local chapters around the state, was unflinching in its 

critique of what went wrong in last year's No on 8 campaign. Through 

numerous town hall meetings and feedback from community members, it 

released a report earlier this year detailing the lack of grassroots 

involvement by the No on 8 campaign, the lack of same-sex couples in 

television ads, and the lack of outreach to communities of color and 

people of faith. Last week MEUSA was vindicated when EQCA's own 

http://sfgate.info/c/a/2009/07/25/MNC118UVLJ.DTL
http://www.ktvu.com/news/21267727/detail.html
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analysis recommending a return to the ballot in 2012 acknowledged many of those same issues. EQCA was one of the leading groups 

involved with the No on 8 campaign. 

"It is gratifying to see that Equality California has listened to and is actively addressing the shortcomings of the No on 8 campaign, 

previously identified in Marriage Equality USA's report, 'We Will Never Go Back – Grassroots Input on California's No on 

Proposition 8 Campaign,'" McKay wrote. 

She noted that EQCA's August 12 report, "Winning Back Marriage Equality in California" includes "outreach and support for regional 

communities that were previously underserved and networking and empowering organizations and leaders from the faith community, 

communities of color, and families with children." 

"This is the strategy that Marriage Equality USA has always believed in and has worked hard to implement through its all-volunteer 

county chapters throughout California," McKay said. 

At the same time, McKay praised the progressive Courage Campaign for its success in raising money that will be used to do research 

in anticipation of returning to the ballot in November 2010. 

"It may appear to the untrained eye that these two organizations are totally divided," she said, referring to EQCA and Courage. "I don't 

think that is true and I think MEUSA, in partnership with other organizations, can continue to move forward in a productive and 

synergistic fashion." 

"Everyone agrees we can't wait and should be in motion now to restore marriage equality," McKay added. 

McKay believes there are two key areas where marriage equality proponents can work together, regardless of whether they favor a 

ballot measure in 2010 or 2012. Those are: establishing a coalition leadership structure and research and focus group testing to refine 

messaging and ballot language. 

MEUSA is currently working to organize an effort aimed at evaluating what model of coalition leadership and organizational structure 

would "best bridge the span of a state as large and diverse as ours and discussing how to build a coalition leadership body that would 

be empowered to make strategic decisions" for the marriage equality supporter community in a timely manner while remaining 

inclusive and accountable. 

As for research, McKay noted that the messages of marriage equality opponents "are still slightly more persuasive than the messages 

we have tested to date," based on information from the Binder-Simon poll that was conducted in May for EQCA, Courage, MEUSA, 

and other groups. 

"We need to fine-tune our messages and engage in careful and culturally competent listening," she said, adding that other groups 

likely will also want to engage in the process. 

Perhaps most importantly given the current economic downturn, McKay said that financial resources need to be spent "smartly" and 

that groups need to collaborate "when it makes sense so we aren't re-creating the wheel." 

"That means reviewing and sharing what was learned from the No on 8 focus groups last year ... and working smarter, not harder." 

Courage's next step 

For its part, the Courage Campaign is moving ahead with research, including polling and focus group work on ballot language. 

Founder and chair Rick Jacobs told the B.A.R. Tuesday that Steve Hildebrand, the openly gay deputy campaign manager for President 

Barack Obama's presidential race, would be "conducting that next step for us." 

Jacobs said that he views the long-simmering 2010 versus 2012 debate as "a distraction." 

"Everybody wants to get our rights back," said Jacobs. "We have allowed, over the summer, a focus on a tactic rather than on a goal." 

Jacobs laughed when asked about the portrayal in the media as the debate being a slugfest between Courage and EQCA. 

"I'm not angry at Equality California. I read the report for a second time and it's a good report. I totally get it," he said. 

He also reiterated that Courage "is not an LGBT organization" but rather a multi-issue progressive group. 

In terms of resources, Jacobs said that Courage Campaign members raised $110,000 and that other donations have come in to bring 

the total to "well over $150,000." In an e-mail last week, Jacobs said a total of $200,000 was needed for the research phase. 

"Everybody has their own view. Our view right now is research," he said. 

While Jacobs said flatly that Courage "does not want to run a campaign," he said that "we would envision a campaign structure 

including Hildebrand, or someone like him, as a master of modern campaign technology and we envision somebody who does the 

day-to-day manager job who lives here." 

Hildebrand lives in South Dakota and while he has run campaigns on choice issues in that state, he has no direct campaign experience 

in California. When Jacobs issued an e-mail last month outlining Courage's "Four Principles for a United Movement," one of those 

stated the need for a "strong, experienced campaign manager who understands California politics and has won battles like this before." 

Hildebrand last week told reporter Karen Ocamb that he would not be in a position to move to California to manage a campaign day-

to-day. He also acknowledged that he has no extensive experience in the state. 

"He's openly gay and was high profile with the Obama campaign. I think he's a good choice" for the research phase, Jacobs said. "We 

did not say he's running the campaign." 

Jacobs said that the debate has been "very heated" over the summer, but that's part of movement politics. 

"Movements are messy and should not be controlled," he said. "There are people who want to go back right now and a lot of people 

who don't. I don't think we have enough information to say." 

To view this article on-line, visit http://www.ebar.com/news/article.php?sec=news&article=4139  

 

http://www.ebar.com/news/article.php?sec=news&article=4139
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Gay Rights Advocates Rally In SF, DC 

Posted: 6:56 pm PDT October 11, 2009Updated: 8:15 pm PDT October 11, 2009 

Thirty years after the first gay rights march, thousands of advocates took to the 

streets Sunday in events that spread across the country calling for full equality.  

Advocates told KTVU say the president's rhetoric gives them hope, but now they 

want to see action.  

Sunday’s same sex marriage rally and march in San Francisco was part of a 

nationwide effort to bring attention to issues that effect gay and lesbian people in 

the United States.  

Lydia and Anita Perez marched in San Francisco on Sunday. The couple has been together for 11 years, and will celebrate their first 

anniversary of marriage this November.  

They say it's bittersweet-- because while they're married-- there are thousands of others who cannot.  

“Yes, I have my rights, but only a select few got those rights,” said Anita. “If you didn't happen to be in love at that time, you can't 

get married. Really, it's not fair.”  

Sunday's march comes on the heels of a groundbreaking speech on gay rights by President Obama.  

One of the major issues-- the controversial “don't ask don't tell” policy for gays in the military.  

“I am working with the Pentagon’s leadership, and members of the House and Senate on ending this policy,” Obama told a crowd on 

Saturday. “Legislation has been introduced in the house to make this happen. I will end don't ask don't tell, that's my commitment to 

you.”  

And for some marching in San Francisco today-- that pledge shows promise for the future.  

Davina kutolski Same sex rights activist  

“It's an extremely important rule,” said activist Davina Kutolski. “The U.S. Government employs more people than any other 

employer. Without being able to serve openly in the military, LGBT people are denied the right to serve their country.”  

Organizers of Sunday's march in San Francisco said they’re working to overturn Proposition 8, the initiative that banned same sex 

marriage in November.  

“This is national coming out day,” said Marriage Equality USA’s Molly McKay. “There is a coast to coast day of action. We’re in 

solidarity with the national equality march in Washington D.C.”  

The day of action stretched from the Golden Gate to the gates of the White House.  
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Lawmakers on both sides of the aisle agree that getting the support of military leaders will be a vital step if “don't ask don't tell” is to 

be overturned.  

The president has also pledged to overturn the Federal Defense Of Marriage Act.  

Copyright 2009 by KTVU.com. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or redistributed. 

To view this video on-line, visit: http://www.ktvu.com/news/21267727/detail.html  

 

Census Will Not Record Same-Sex Marriages  

Published: July 18, 2008 

Same-sex marriage is legal in two states, but not a single one will show up in the 2010 census.  

 

The Census Bureau says the federal Defense of Marriage Act bars the agency from recognizing same-sex marriages, even though they 

are legal in Massachusetts and California.  

 

The agency's director, Steven H. Murdock, said Thursday that the marriage act, passed in 1996, affected the bureau because it was a 

federal agency. ''We are restricted by it,'' Mr. Murdock said.  

 

The Census Bureau does not ask people about their sexual orientation, but it does ask about their relationships to the head of the 

household. Many gay couples are listed in census figures as unmarried, same-sex partners, though it is an imperfect tally of all gay 

couples.  

 

Mr. Murdock said the bureau would strive to count same-sex couples in the 2010 census, just as it has in the past. But those people 

who say they are married will be reclassified as unmarried, same-sex partners.  

 

Same-sex couples with no children will not be classified as families, under the bureau's policy. Those with children who are related to 

the head of the household will be classified as families.  

 

Gay rights advocates complained that the Census Bureau was depriving them of a hard-fought legal recognition.  

 

''To completely whitewash us out of existence is hurtful, discriminatory and shameful,'' said Molly McKay of Marriage 

Equality USA, a California-based group that advocates for same-sex marriage. ''It's like the federal government is trying to 

say that we don't exist.''  

 

Ms. McKay said an accurate count of same-sex married couples would help policy makers determine the costs of providing 

benefits.  

 

Same-sex marriage was not an issue in the 2000 census because it was not legal in any state. The Census Bureau's policy on counting 

the marriages was first reported in The San Jose Mercury News.  

To view this story on-line, visit: http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9D05EFDF1E3BF93BA25754C0A96E9C8B63  

mailto:frannews@ktvu.com
http://www.ktvu.com/news/21267727/detail.html
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9D05EFDF1E3BF93BA25754C0A96E9C8B63
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"Sarah," an active-duty soldier in Iraq, can hardly be questioned for her patriotism or courage. But when it comes to filling out her 

2010 census form, her primary emotion is fear. "I keep real quiet about my partner," she tells NEWSWEEK. "Even this conversation 

is a violation of the law, but I've stepped away from the other soldiers so I'm not 'a threat to morale.' " Sarah is tired of the subterfuge 

and wishes she could use her real name for this article without getting fired under "don't ask, don't tell" legislation. She's anxious 

because she knows this census is a watershed moment for the entire lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgendered (LGBT) community, as 

it is for gay soldiers. "A lot of people don't want to believe there are 60,000 of us in the military. I don't believe it either. I think that 

number is bigger." 

For the first time in the centuries-long history of the census, the number of same-sex couples who self-identify as married—license or 

no license—will be tabulated and released to the public. The move is seen as both a friendly nod to the gay community—which had 

pinned its hopes on President Obama and has, at least in some quarters, been frustrated by a perceived slow response to gay-rights 

issues—and a boost to policy fights, from challenging laws that limit gay adoptions to the nationwide legalization of gay marriage. 

The release of the data also marks a major shift in the evolution of the Census Bureau. In 1990 it edited the answers of self-identified 

gay husbands and wives to make them appear as opposite-sex partners; in 2000, instead of editing the sex of a gay spouse it edited the 

data to describe the same-sex couples as "unmarried partners." While the Census Bureau doesn't make policy, its data will be 

instrumental to inform it. "This will not be a count of the gay population of the U.S., but it will be the biggest, most profound data set 

that anyone has ever had," says Timothy Olson, assistant division chief in the U.S. Census Field Division. "There will finally be good 

data for policymakers to engage in the issues with facts, not speculations." 

That upsets some conservatives, who argue that by releasing the data, the bureau is violating the 1996 Defense of Marriage Act 

(DOMA). "Federal law states that marriage is between a man and woman," says Wendy Wright, president of Concerned Women of 

America. "This is a denial of federal law." But she and other family-values leaders lost that argument this summer when Obama 

reversed the Bush's administration's refusal to release the figures. Since DOMA applied only to policymaking agencies, and since the 
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census asks only if a person is a husband or a wife, not if they are "married," the census, the Obama administration argued, does not 

violate DOMA. 

Nonetheless, some conservatives predict the census will do more harm than good for the gay-rights movement. "There are early 

indications from states that have allowed such unions that their numbers are not growing," says Wright. "The census count may end up 

being a bit of an embarrassment for gay activists." A 2008 census poll of 3 million households showed that 150,000 same-sex couples 

used the terms "husband" or "wife" to describe their partner (about 27 percent of the estimated 564,743 same-sex couples living in the 

U.S.). Yet only 35,000 marriage licenses had been issued by the end of 2008 in Massachusetts, California, and Connecticut, according 

to the Williams Institute, a UCLA law-school think tank dedicated to sexual-orientation law and public policy. So even without a 

license, many couples count themselves as married. 

This has angered gay-marriage opponents, who say gay couples are falsely boosting their numbers. But gay advocates are not swayed. 

"You can decide what lying is," says the Williams Institute's Gary Gates. "The census questionnaire doesn't ask if you are legally 

married; it asks [about] relationships, such as husband or wife. So you could have been married in a church or in a commitment 

ceremony but have no license." In part to resolve questions such as this, the census has asked specialists like Gates to advise a follow-

up project to improve data collection, including ways to track legal relationships like civil unions or domestic partnerships. 

Even if the data will not be a full count of all gays in America, the census is expected to shed light on underreported issues like gay 

poverty, especially given the common perception that gay couples are predominantly white and wealthy. According to recent research 

by the Williams Institute and the University of Massachusetts, some 20 percent of children belonging to gay couples live in poverty, 

compared with 10 percent of children of heterosexual couples. "The census," predicts Gates, "will be a boon for challenging 

stereotypes." 

Census officials expect a significant response from lesbian and gay couples in 2010, not just because gay marriage wasn't yet legal in 

any state before 2000, but because the Census Bureau has launched a first-ever outreach effort to the gay community—one that 

assures people their answers are confidential and cannot be shared with law-enforcement, military, or immigration officials.  

Matt Weinstein, one of 25 professional outreach staffers (out of 1,000 that target hard-to-reach communities) is working with gay 

organizations to spread the word and prevent a much-feared undercount in the gay community. "There are people who don't want to be 

'outed' and here they are getting a government form." He's welcomed by the gay community, he says, but with surprise. "At gay 

parades when I set up a table, people will walk up and ask, 'What is the census doing here?' " 

The census will only measure gay relationships and doesn't ask about sexual orientation. "There's no gay box," says Weinstein. If you 

are not cohabitating with a same-sex partner, there is no way on the census to indicate you are gay. "Neither DOMA nor 'don't ask, 

don't tell' mandates data collection," says Gates.  

On Wednesday President Obama will sign the Matthew Shepard and James Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act, which will make it a 

federal crime to attack an individual based on sexual orientation or gender identity. The bill is named in honor of two horrific 1998 

murders; that of Matthew Shepard, a gay white teenager tied to a fence and beaten to death in Wyoming, and James Byrd Jr., a black 

man tied to a pickup truck and dragged to death in Texas. "This is the first federal law that acknowledges LGBT discrimination and 

provides some protection," says Gates, who hopes that the passage of new federal laws will help give the census a mandate to have an 

ongoing government survey that asks sexual orientation so it can be tracked over time, and used in further policy efforts. "It's time to 

begin that dialogue," says Gates. "We have no way in federal statistics to comprehensively count how many gay people there are in 

the U.S." 

The Census Bureau's outreach, including posters and public-service announcements, is already generating excitement about 

high numbers of gay couples participating. "This will directly impact our ability to end discrimination by quantifying the 

number of people harmed by legal discrimination and lack of protections," says Molly McKay of Marriage Equality USA. The 

data, she says, "will show how we are raising kids and paying taxes and we exist all over the U.S., all without legal 

protections." 

As for service members, if asked, please do tell, is the message from the Census Bureau. "It has nothing to do with secretly trying to 

identify married [gay] people," says Martin O'Connell, head of the Census Bureau's Fertility and Family Statistics Branch. But "there 

is an ingrained fear of people knowing who you are, which reaches into the census," cautions Lt. Dan Choi, who is currently being 



42 
 

discharged from the Army for being gay. Choi is on the board of Knights Out, a group of West Point alumni, staff, and faculty 

working to fight "don't ask, don't tell," that is also taking up the census as a cause. "It is fascinating that numbers will not be based on 

individual identity, but on love," says Choi. "That's a clear message that we are not defined by our coming out, but by our 

commitments." 

To view this article on-line, visit: http://www.newsweek.com/id/219859/page/1 

 

America loses with DADT in place Guest Opinion 

Published 11/12/2009  

by Molly McKay and Pamela Brown  

In 1992, Molly McKay worked in a lesbian bar that catered to enlisted military personnel in San Diego. She remembers the military 

police –"MPs" – would regularly cruise the parking lot writing down license plates, taking photographs, and instilling a sense of 

constant fear, paranoia, and shame about being gay. The lights inside would flicker to red indicating the MPs were in the parking lot. 

If needed, we had a side gate that opened to the block behind the bar to get out instead of going through the front door. 

One evening, we gathered around the TV to watch President Clinton during his victory speech. We hung on his every word as he 

promised to "let gay and lesbian service members serve openly and proudly." McKay remembers watching super-tough women, 

decorated soldiers, many who had lived in the closet for decades, openly weeping with joy and pride in their country. She also 

remembers her courageous friend and gifted surgical nurse, Marcia, who believed Clinton would make good on his promise. At a 

demonstration we held in front of the Navy base, Marcia spoke with a reporter to put a human face on the issue. Her reward was the 

heartbreaking betrayal of the "Don't Ask, Don't Tell" policy and an involuntary discharge after 10 years of service. Eighteen years 

later and gay people still can't serve openly in the military; it's unbelievable.  

When President Barack Obama entered office in January, a CNN poll showed 81 percent of Americans favored gays serving openly in 

the military. In October, Obama pledged again to end DADT and restated his campaign promise to end the Defense of Marriage Act. 

But rhetoric is not enough and immediate action is needed. With the stroke of a pen, Obama could halt discharges under DADT, but 

instead he has done nothing and under his watch, another 265 dedicated gay service members have been discharged under this 

discriminatory policy.   

Everybody loses with DADT, from the service members to the service itself. Since DADT was enacted in 1994, over 13,500 gay and 

lesbian service members have been discharged for their sexuality. Marriage Equality USA is collecting stories from the front lines, the 

front lines of the battlefields abroad where gay Americans continue to serve their country in compulsory silence and the front lines of 

the national battlefield where gay Americans are fighting for the right to love, to protect our families and to be true to ourselves at 

www.marriageequality.org. 

Juan Walker, an Air Force veteran from Oakland, shared his story: "I had a promising career as a Judge Advocate General in the Air 

Force and it was my responsibility to conduct interviews with members who were discharged under DADT policy and prepare reports 

to be used in their discharges. In all these cases, service members who came out to say they were gay because they could not handle 

the stress of a double life. I, too, had to leave the military as soon as I could because I couldn't take that stress. The military spends a 

great deal of time and money training these service members. That investment is wasted and military missions suffer every time these 

highly motivated and well qualified service members are discharged or leaving the service because of this DADT and gay service 

members are harmed because they are unable to continue to serve the country that they love." 

According to the Servicemembers Legal Defense Network, there are 24 countries that allow gays to serve openly in the military. As 

for NATO countries, the United States stands with Turkey as the only two to have open service bans. Furthermore, 19 of these 24 

countries provide some form of relationship recognition including marriage or civil unions. These two federal policies – DADT and 

http://www.newsweek.com/id/219859/page/1
http://www.marriageequality.org/
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DOMA – are inextricably linked because when one chooses to join the military, the entire family sacrifices for our country and gay 

families remain invisible and unprotected. 

The following story from Cheryl Carney, an Army veteran from San Antonio, Texas illustrates the strain and risks of living under 

DADT: 

"I served 20 years, five months, and 18 days as an enlisted active duty Army service member and served one combat tour of duty in 

Iraq. While I was in the service, I had to live a double life. If I was asked about my personal life when on duty, I described a 

completely fictitious heterosexual life. But in reality, when my partner or I were sick, neither of us could be there for one another, nor 

even speak about it. Not being able to speak about my partner and keeping secrets really kept me on edge and created an environment 

where I could never trust or share with other soldiers anything personal about me. Now I worry about my partner and our five kids. 

This year, my partner was laid off. Her unemployment benefits have run out and I have no ability to cover my significant other under 

my hard earned benefits because of current laws. I really wish I could cover her under my Tricare retired medical insurance, 

otherwise we will have to pay out of pocket."  

Let us honor Veterans Day by enlisting as civilian love warriors who can and will pledge to serve openly and proudly in service of our 

service members who cannot speak for themselves.  

Molly McKay is media director for Marriage Equality USA; Pamela Brown is MEUSA's policy director. 

To view this article on-line, go to http://www.ebar.com/openforum/opforum.php?sec=guest_op   

 
A Veteran’s Day View On Why DADT and DOMA Must Go  

By Eric Forbes 

I joined the Navy to serve my country, but left well before my time. 

In March 1987 I was stationed in Orlando, Florida where I completed Navy Boot Camp, Navy ―A‖ School (Electronics  

Technician), and Naval Nuclear Power School.  I transferred to Idaho Falls, Idaho to continue 

training at a Nuclear Prototype located in the Department of Energy DOE site in central 

Idaho. While there, I became a section leader for my group and was asked to stay on as an 

instructor upon graduation.  Instead, I decided to ask for an assignment to an active submarine 

based in the Pacific Fleet. I was shortly transferred to my first submarine, the USS 

Indianapolis (SSN-697) where I worked on my boat-specific certifications on becoming a 

Nuclear Reactor Operator.  

While in Hawaii aboard the Indianapolis, I had become more anxious about being discovered 

for being gay at a time when service members were routinely called a ―fag‖ and other names 

used to degrade homosexuals. To them, it was a harmless game; to me, it was a wake-up call. 

I saw a close friend of mine get treated harshly for being gay and felt a great deal of anxiety 

around being discovered someday myself, especially after witnessing what he went through.  I 

reached a point where I was unable to balance my paranoia about these ―witch hunts‖ with all 

of the negative consequences that could result, starting with time spent in a Marine brig and 

ending in a dishonorable discharge for being a homosexual - as if being gay is a crime.  I 

developed a medical condition which kept me from being able to perform my duties. I was 

 

Living in fear of discovery while he served in 

the Navy was too much for Eric Forbes. 

Finally, after our country invested heavily in 

his training as a specialist in nuclear reactors 

on submarines, he felt he had to resign. 

http://www.ebar.com/openforum/opforum.php?sec=guest_op
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processed out on a service-connected medical discharge by the end of 1989, a short career in what could have been a longer tour of 

duty had I been able to just be myself without fear. 

Then along came Don‘t Ask, Don‘t Tell (DADT). It seemed like such a great idea at the time. I remember thinking that somehow it 

might lessen the blight faced by gay servicemen and women, but that was not the case.  LGBT service members still are forced to lead 

a double life, hiding their true identity.  Why there should be a law that makes being gay a crime is beyond me. There have and always 

will be men and women serving in the military who are gay. It is just a fact of life and always has been.  DADT is an antiquated notion 

that came at a time when we were misunderstood as a community. It pandered to the religious right and battered gays who wished for 

equal treatment and respect for the work they could do. It needs to go away, and in its place, the same rules of conduct need apply to 

all service members. Serving one‘s country is a privilege and a high honor, and most of the men I worked with while serving in the 

Navy were smart, respectful and hardworking. Having known I was gay would have done nothing to change our work relationship. 

But having to hide it always and at all times became more than I could take. I suspect it is more than most gay men and women can 

take as well. 

Anything that divides us makes us weaker as a community and as a nation.  The mere idea of enacting a federal law against certain 

people consummating their union and having it equal in every way in the eyes of civil law is short-sighted and wrong. It‘s time to end 

the so-called Defense of Marriage Act (DOMA).  We are Americans. We are born free and responsible as any other citizen of the 

United States. And as service members of military, who we love when we‘re not on duty should not be a matter of interest to anyone. 

Being reduced in rank, stripped of certifications, assigned janitorial duties when one could be better used for his skills as a nuclear 

reactor operator (for example) is tantamount to waste and abuse of government resources. Why should this persist?  Both DADT and 

DOMA should be eliminated immediately.   

Don‘t marginalize and criminalize our love and unions. Treat us with respect and dignity and we will serve our country and each other 

well. 

Marriage Equality USA (MEUSA) is committed to sharing personal stories, like Eric‘s, that illustrate the importance of marriage 

equality and harm with discriminatory policies like DOMA and DADT. If you are a veteran or in the military and would like to share 

your story, please visit our website at www.marriageequality.org to fill out our online survey. MEUSA is also collecting stories from 

same-sex couples who got married or were touched by that experience and if you want to share your perspective, please go to 

www.marriageequality.org/marriagestories. 

To view this article on-line, go to http://www.sfbaytimes.com/?sec=article&article_id=11827  

http://www.marriageequality.org/marriagestories
http://www.sfbaytimes.com/?sec=article&article_id=11827

