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Opinion #10

What the newspapers won't tell youl!

October 9, 2006

BAN GAY

MARRIAGE

Heterosexual Marriage Too!

We propose a bold
solution to the tragedy
of divorce.

BY GLENN CAMPBELL

It is a polarizing political question:
Should committed gay and lesbian couples
be alowed to legally marry? Should the
institution be restricted to “one man and one
woman,” or can it aso be “one man and one
man” ? For that matter, what about “one man
and two women” or “one man, one monkey,
three sheep and a donkey”? Where are we
going to draw the line?

In our opinion, everyone has the
guestion upside down. Instead of lobbying
the legislature or sponsoring voter initiatives
to promote one side or the other, we should
talking to each gay couple directly. We
should be sitting them down, perhaps in a
Christian setting, and counseling them on the
facts of life.

Why would you want to screw up a
perfectly good relationship?

Research shows that most divorces are
caused by marriage. Science can also prove
that gay marriage will inevitably lead to gay
divorce, just as nasty as the hetero kind.

Marriage, in fact, is downright danger-
ous. Itislike handing out gunsto teenagers.
Who among us, when afflicted by love, has
the mental capacity to comprehend “Til
death do you part’? Who among usiis truly
competent to say, “| have thought through all
the implications, and this is the only path |
will ever want for the rest of my life?”

Gay couples don't know how good they
got it. They can never make the Big Step.
They can never go down to the Chapel of
Love one drunken night and throw away all
future discretion. They can never just close
their eyesand jump.

They have to think things through. Due
to the protective restrictions in current law,
they can only take their relationship one step
at a time, in a process resembling reason.
They must explicitly choose to share
property, death benefits and child custody on
a thoughtful, case-by-case basis, not as a
single blind package. Yes, there are still a
few benefits like social security, that gay
couples can't share, but most are available a
la carte to anyone with some creativity.

Pity the poor heterosexual couple, living
together in sin. To them, marriage is always
the elephant in the room, the dark cloud
hanging over their heads When the relation-
ship isn't perfect and you wonder what's
wrong, it is easy to think that a lifetime
contract must be the missing piece.

You can ask a divorcee: When did the
relationship start to fall apart? A common
reply is: “On the day we got married.” Most
relationships don't need and can’'t support
the whole marital package. The most
dangerous part is that individuality and self-
responsibility often get suppressed, setting
the stage for an explosion later on.

If you truly love someone and want to
be with them, then why do you need the
contract? If you are drawn together, so beit;
if you grow apart, then you split up. Isn’t the
government contract, and all the legal and
socia baggage it carries, getting in the way
of your free expression? If you're unmarried
and you stay together, you know it’'s love. If
you're encumbered and you stay together,
you can never be sure.

If your particular insanity isto lust after
the opposite sex, then government should
tolerate your personal preference, but it
doesn’t need to sanction it. Marriage is, in
essence, a form of religious expression that
government ought to stay jolly well clear of.

Who is behind the marriage conspiracy?
It's the Big Corporations, of course! They
have fed us this delusion for years, because
they know it is easier to sell uselessproducts
to trapped married people.

Only the gays are still free.
—GC



