
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Quotes of the Week: 
Matt Foreman, executive director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force, said, "The fact that that she 
is so proudly a born-again evangelical Christian belonging to the Valley View Christian Church makes my 
blood run cold." (from “Gay advocates partly positive on Bush’s nominee,” San Francisco Chronicle) 

 
"There's no relationship between child sexual abuse and homosexuality," said Richard Lindsay of the 
National Gay and Lesbian Task Force. "Those are completely different issues. There are thousands of 
priests who happen to be gay and served the church without reproach."  (from “Clergy will scrutinize 
seminary,” The Detroit News) 
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OCTOBER 7, 2005, FRIDAY, FINAL EDITION 
Gay advocates partly positive on Bush's nominee; 
 
White House shifts tactics, emphasizes Miers' credentials as evangelical Christian 
 
Carolyn Lochhead 
 
Harriet Miers is finding friends, or at least sympathy, in strange places. 
 
    Gay and lesbian advocates are providing some of the rare positive response to President Bush's new Supreme Court 
nominee, who finds herself under a barrage of hostile fire from nearly the entire conservative establishment in 
Washington. 
 
    A startling tactical shift on Miers, in contrast to Bush's first high court nominee, Chief Justice John Roberts, has 
developed in less than a week since Bush announced the choice of the 60-year-old White House counsel. 
 
    The White House sought to paint Roberts as a moderate, moving rapidly, for example, to distance him from his 
association with the conservative Federalist Society and tamping down any inferences to legal policy positions that could 
be drawn from his Catholicism. 
 
    Now, administration surrogates are scrambling to tout Miers' credentials as an evangelical Christian. 
 
    "One of the great ironies of this nomination is that it requires the White House machine to stop and spin in the opposite 
direction than they did in Roberts," said Manuel Miranda, chairman of the Third Branch Conference, a coalition of 
conservative grassroots group lobbying on judicial appointments. 
 
    The administration sought to cast Roberts as "someone very, very acceptable to the middle," Miranda said. The White 
House would like to do that again, "yet their problem is they're out there portraying Harriet Miers as pro-life, they're out 
there saying that she can be counted on because she's an evangelical Christian. It's very bizarre. All this I could not have 
imagined." 
 
    To be sure, the positive comments from the gay left, based on a 1989 questionnaire Miers filled out while running for 
the Dallas City Council, are far from ringing endorsements. 
 
    But they are unusual given the denunciation these same groups heaped on Roberts, even though Roberts -- as one of 
the top private lawyers arguing before the Supreme Court -- helped pro-gay litigants prepare for Supreme Court 
arguments in Romer vs. Evans. The court's 1996 decision in that case struck down a Colorado ban on anti-discrimination 
protection for gays and lesbians. 
 
    In the questionnaire by the Lesbian/Gay Political Coalition of Dallas, Miers gave conflicting and sometimes ambiguous 
answers. 
 
    Oddly enough, Miers filled out the questionnaire even though she was not seeking the group's endorsement. 
 
    She stated she agreed that homosexuals should have the same civil rights as heterosexuals. But she did not believe 
that Texas's sodomy statute -- which outlawed gay sex -- should be repealed. That law was later struck down by the 
Supreme Court in the landmark 2003 Lawrence vs. Texas decision, which decriminalized homosexuality. 
 
    Miers, at the time a prominent corporate lawyer, also stated that she supported increasing city funding for AIDS 
education and patient support, adding, "I do consider the AIDS illness as a serious total community problem." 
 
    Asked whether she believed lesbians and gays should be denied city employment, Miers said, "I believe that employers 
should be able to pick the best qualified person for any position to be filled considering all relevant factors." 
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    Joe Solmonese, president of the gay Human Rights Campaign, said Miers' 
answers more than 15 years ago indicated "at the very least maybe she's sort of open to the idea of fairness." 
 
    He said the responses should be viewed in the context of Dallas in 1989, when many national Democratic politicians 
refused contributions from gay groups. 
 
    "If you go back to 1989, her answers around AIDS were forward thinking, and she said she believed gays and lesbians 
deserve the same civil rights, even though she was not for overturning sodomy laws," Solmonese said. "Those answers 
were not all that out of line with people who were inclined to be fair at that time and who developed into fair-minded 
individuals over the years." 
 
    Hilary Rosen, former head of the Recording Industry Association of America and a leader in the city's gay politics, wrote 
in a blog Wednesday that when Miers served on the Dallas City Council, she had appointed an openly gay man, Don 
McCleary, to the Dallas Board of Adjustment. 
 
    When McCleary died of AIDS in 1996, Rosen said, Miers, then managing partner of a large Dallas law firm, lent public 
support when his funeral made prominent mention of AIDS, noting that "it caused a stir." 
 
    Rosen said she found the story "seemingly comforting," but not comforting enough. 
 
    Tony Perkins, president of the Family Research Council, which has withheld its endorsement of Miers, responded in a 
statement that he had "a concern that Miss Miers was helping to legitimize the drive of homosexual organizations for 
power and influence over our public policies." He predicted that Miers would be closely questioned on the topic in her 
Senate hearings. 
 
    Other conservative groups have remained silent on the gay issue. James Dobson, head of the large evangelical 
organization Focus on the Family, was lobbied by the White House last weekend, then backed Miers immediately after 
Bush announced her nomination Monday. 
 
    Miers' overtures to the gay community may sow doubt on the right without winning endorsements from gay advocacy 
groups. 
 
    Solmonese called an endorsement from his group unlikely, and Matt Foreman, executive director of the National 
Gay and Lesbian Task Force, said, "The fact that that she is so proudly a born-again evangelical Christian 
belonging to the Valley View Christian Church makes my blood run cold." 
 
    Evan Wolfson, head of the group Freedom to Marry, said the questionnaire responses were "tea leaves." 
 
    The questionnaire itself is "inconsistent and elliptical," Wolfson said. "In some ways, the most positive aspect is that she 
filled it out."E-mail Carolyn Lochhead at clochhead@sfchronicle.com. 
 
GRAPHIC: PHOTO, Supreme Court nominee Harriet Miers walks past the media on her way to meet with Kansas Sen. 
Sam Brownback on Capitol Hill. / Doug Mills / New York Times 
 
LOAD-DATE: October 7, 2005 
 



Back to Table of Contents 

 

  
Philadelphia Daily News 
October 3, 2005 Monday 4STAR EDITION 
 
HEADLINE: Debbie Woodell / Gays hit hard by storm fallout 
 
 
   WHAT DO Louisiana, Mississippi and Alabama have in common? All three states have laws against same-sex marriage 
that will make recovery from Hurricane Katrina that much harder for gay and lesbian couples. 
 
   Mississippi and Alabama have passed defense-of-marriage acts; Louisiana's constitution bans same-sex marriage. 
Same-sex couples will have great difficulty obtaining "family" assistance from either their states or the federal government. 
So, while nature does not discriminate, gay men and lesbians must bear this extra burden in the wake of the destruction. 
 
   Because of bigotry at the highest levels of government, Katrina survivors do not automatically have the right to return to 
their homes, when and if they choose. If their home was in their dead partner's name, they could be left homeless. 
 
   Because of bigotry, survivors do not automatically get pensions or Social Security benefits, and might not even be 
allowed to bury their loved ones. 
 
   Survivors are struggling in other ways. Katrina has displaced a reported 8,000 people with HIV/AIDS, who now are 
without adequate health care. 
 
   Those forced to stay behind for any length of time undoubtedly were exposed to diseases. 
 
   Still, we must help. This list is nowhere near complete, but it's a start: 
 
   In Louisiana, Acadiana CARES, an HIV/AIDS services group, is seeking contributions (acadianacares.com). 
 
   The Rainbow World Fund is joining with Second Harvest to provide food assistance (rainbowfund.org). Rainbow Relief 
(rainbowrelief.org) has information about mostly housing. 
 
   Also, the Unitarian Universalist church, long at the forefront in the fight for gay civil rights, reports that its Gulf Coast 
congregations need relief. 
Visit uua.orgfor more info. 
 
   Some of our most vulnerable community members are youths. The National Youth Advocacy Coalition 
(www.nyacyouth.org 
 
   Finally, national organizations have many local and regional links. Check out the National Gay and Lesbian 
Task Force (thetaskforce.org), Human Rights Campaign (hrc.org) and the Gay and Lesbian Alliance Against 
Defamation ( 
glaad.org) for info. 
 
   Debbie Woodell is a Daily News sports desk editor. Send e-mail to woodeld@phillynews.com 
 
LOAD-DATE: October 3, 2005 
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Copyright 2005 Daily Illini via U-Wire 
University Wire 
 
October 10, 2005 Monday 
 
U. Illinois student organizations address LGBT issues 
 
BYLINE: By Mary Zemaitis, Daily Illini; SOURCE: U. Illinois 
 
DATELINE: CHAMPAIGN, Ill. 
 
 
   Two new registered student organizations, Greek Allies and Colors of Pride, are seeking to counteract homophobia and 
address Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender (LGBT) issues in communities that commonly ignore them. 
 
   Greek Allies, an organization comprised of people in and outside of the greek system, wants to break the homophobic 
stereotype of greek life and the LGBT community, said Brenda Lo, member of Alpha Delta Phi and junior in LAS. 
 
   "Greek Allies is not an activist program; it's an educational program," said David Stefanski, member of Phi Sigma Kappa 
and sophomore in LAS. 
 
   Members of the organization, which began last year, receive training on how to be an ally; they then facilitate workshops 
with greek houses, Lo said. 
 
   Stefanski said that Greek Allies has activities to simulate the experiences of someone who is coming out, in order to 
gain a respect and understanding for LGBT people. 
 
   "(They) reenact what you have to give up when you come out," Stefanski said. 
 
   Colors of Pride provides a safe space for LGBT and questioning students of color to discuss what people of color face in 
society, said Sara Clemons, graduate student and assistant at the Office for LGBT Concerns. A questioning student is 
one who is not sure of their sexual orientation. 
 
   Colors of Pride is an informal, discussion-based group. Any student can come to the meetings, which take place on 
Mondays from 8 to 9:30 p.m. in the Office for LGBT concerns. Clemons said the group goes to hear speakers and will be 
attending "New Age Racism," a program from Allen Hall's Guest-in-Residence Elaine Brown, at 8 p.m. on Monday. 
Colors of Pride will also send students to the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force's Creating Change 
conference. 
 
   "The focus (of the conference) is creating an antiracist movement (with in the LGBT community)," said 
Khristian Kemp-Delisser, the assistant director of the LGBT office. 
 
   Colors of Pride started at the beginning of last year when it noticed that the needs of LGBT students of color were not 
being met in existing LGBT support groups. 
 
   "In communities of color, high stigma is attached to being LGBT," said Clemons. "For example, in the African American 
community, there is high stigma due to hyper-masculinity issues and sexism." 
 
   The two groups may have different strategies for their common goals, but members of both groups notice the 
homophobia inherent in society. 
 
   Words people commonly use are often offensive to LGBT people, Stefanski said. 
 
   "Nobody says 'that's so straight,'" Lo added. 
 
   Hip-hop culture also has underground rap battles in which derogatory words describing homosexual people are used as 
insults, Clemons said. 
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   "I'm not blaming hip-hop, but that's just one of the aspects of it," she said. "People who listen to that constantly might 
follow it." 
 
   Greeks Allies also wants to improve the greek system as a whole. 
 
   "Greeks have so many bad stereotypes," said Lo, "and we want to break that too." 
 
   When people think of greek members, they often think of drunks, offensive people or someone from Animal House, 
Stefanski said. 
 
   "We're trying to make our system better because you can't take on the whole world," said Lo. 
 
   Greek Allies plans on expanding by running workshops in the dorms, Stefanski said. They also plan to do more 
fundraising for possible speakers and sponsor awareness events with the Illini Union Board, Stefanski said. 
 
   Colors of Pride defends criticism that it is segmenting the LGBT community. 
 
   "We have not broken off ... we're a branch of (the LGBT community)," Clemons said. "We're just providing what was not 
there." 
 
   (C) 2005 Daily Illini via U-WIRE 
 
LOAD-DATE: October 10, 2005 
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Marching to the Altar 
Courts and state legislatures are promoting same-sex marriage -- but not without opposition 

By T.J. DeGroat 

Connecticut legalized gay civil unions last week, becoming the latest -- but 
certainly not the last -- state to grant same-sex couples most of the rights 
married couples receive. Does the move suggest that the tide of public 
opinion is turning or will it set the stage for another battle between gay-
rights activists and so-called traditional-values proponents? 
 
From tax benefits to hospital-visitation rights, gay couples in Connecticut, 
whose Legislature passed the law without pressure from the courts, now 
are on par with their counterparts in Vermont, New Jersey, Maine, Hawaii, 
California and the District of Columbia. 
 
Massachusetts remains the only state where gay marriage is legal. In the Bay State, gay couples receive federal benefits, 
something civil unions don't provide.  
 
But Massachusetts' historic marriage law is under attack. Immediately after taking effect in 2004, opponents launched new 
legal challenges and put pressure on lawmakers. Gov. Mitt Romney supports a ballot initiative that could give voters a 
chance to ban both same-sex marriage and civil unions in 2008. 
 
Still, it's been about a year and a half since same-sex couples began tying the knot and the world has spun off its 
axis. "The reality of thousands of our marriages in Massachusetts showed the utter fallacy of our opponents' 
arguments and dire predictions," said Matt Foreman, executive director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task 
Force. "Not only did the crops not wither, the Red Sox won the World Series and the Patriots took the Super 
Bowl." 
 
Gay-rights groups hope that this realization will prompt other states to follow suit. But just last week, California's 
Republican governor, Arnold Schwarzenegger, vetoed a bipartisan bill that would have made way for gay marriage in the 
state. The legislation, authored by openly gay Assemblyman Mark Leno, D-San Francisco, marked the first time that a 
marriage-equality bill passed a state legislature. 
 
And in the past year, voters in 13 states approved constitutional amendments banning same-sex marriage.  
 
Conservatives argue that same-sex marriage is an attack against traditional family values. Tony Perkins, a spokesperson 
for the Washington, D.C., based Family Research Council, described a California judge's ruling against the state's 
heterosexual-only marriage law as having the potential to "wreak havoc on our society, redefining the institution of 
marriage and denying children a mother or a father." 
 
"If it's not a man and a woman, it's not marriage," said the California-based Campaign for Children and Families' 
president, Randy Thomasson. 
 
That's true for a majority of Americans, but the country's views of gay marriage have softened in recent years. In an 
ABC/Washington Post poll released in January, 41 percent of respondents said gay marriage and civil unions should be 
legal. The poll also showed that opinions vary by age group. Among 18- to 29-year-olds, 55 percent supported gay 
marriage. 
 
With Washington State, New Jersey, New York and Maryland courts expected to hear cases on gay marriage, one thing's 
for sure: This issue isn't going away anytime soon. 
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Can Hate Crimes be Cured? 
The proposed Children’s Safety Act, intended to protect children against violent and sexual crimes, might scare 
pedophiles, but there is reason for law-abiding Americans to be wary of this bill. An amendment by Representative John 
Conyers, Jr. (D-MI) would distort our time-honored American conception of justice.  
Conyers, Ranking Minority Member on the House Judiciary Committee, offered an amendment – denominated the Local 
Law Enforcement Hate Crimes Prevention Act of 2005 -- to require that crimes based upon “actual or perceived…sexual 
orientation [and] gender identity” be covered by the Federal Hate Crimes Statistics Act.  
 
The House approved the Conyers Amendment, 223-199. It passed the Children’s Safety Act, with the Conyers 
Amendment, 371-52. Pro-family leaders were extremely disappointed having received untimely late notice that the 
Conyers Amendment would be considered.  
 
The Children’s Safety Act has been referred to the Senate Judiciary Committee. Senator Arlen Specter (R-PA), 
Committee Chairman, may favor expanding the Federal definition of “hate crimes” to include sexual orientation and 
gender. Senator Specter, with the support of Committee Democrats, and possibly that of some Republicans, such as 
Senators Mike DeWine (R-OH) and Orrin G. Hatch (R-UT), could send the Children’s Safety Act with the Conyers 
Amendment to the Senate Floor. Many Conservatives are worried because the Senate approved last year a “hate crimes” 
amendment covering gender although it lapsed without House approval. It remains to be seen if the 2004 election of 
seven new GOP Senators, five of whom are considered solidly pro-family, would suffice to defeat the Conyers 
Amendment.  
 
Many well-intentioned Americans probably would say the Conyers Amendment signifies “progress” because it would 
protect people from abusiveness and hatred. What right-thinking Americans, particularly observant Christians and Jews, 
would want to excuse the commission of crimes committee by “haters” based upon race, religion or sexual preference?  
 
Enhancement of the Children’s Safety Act with the Conyers Amendment would be a victory for influential lobbies 
seeking special treatment for their constituencies. Matt Foreman, of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force, 
proclaimed the vote to be historic because “Never before has the House of Representatives voted to protect 
transgender people in any way.” Furthermore, it was the first time that the House “outside of procedural 
motions…affirmatively voted to extend full hate crimes protection to lesbian, gay and bisexual people.”  
 
Many House Members appear to have let their good intentions override the common sense principle that is the 
underpinning of our criminal case law. Creating new categories of “hate crimes” would be a significant departure from 
“equal justice under law.” The phrase is more than an appealing platitude engraved over the entrance to the Supreme 
Court; it is the ideal to which our nation aspires in its system of justice.  
 
The act, not the motive, has long been of supreme importance in determining whether a law has been broken. Adding 
penalties for infractions due to the criminal’s ill-favored perception of his victim drastically would require that “equal justice” 
be determined by influential special-interest groups.  
 
Representative Jeff Miller (R-FL) argued that hate-crimes laws are not in accord with a society that aspires to “equal 
justice under law.” He told the House on September 14, 2005:  
 
“Federalizing hate crime law will not increase tolerance in our society or reduce intergroup conflict. I believe hate crime 
laws may well have the opposite effect. The men and women who will be administering the hate crime laws (e.g. police, 
prosecutors) will likely encounter a never-ending series of complaints with respect to their official decisions. When a U.S. 
Attorney declines to prosecute a certain offense as a hate crime, some will complain that he is favoring the groups to 
which the accused belongs (e.g. Hispanic males) And when a U.S. Attorney does prosecute an offense as a hate crime, 
some will complain that the decision was based upon politics and that the government is favoring the groups to which the 
victim belongs (e.g. Asian Americans.” 
 
Crimes implicating interstate activity and crimes against Federal Government lawfully may be subject to Federal 
legislation. The intrusion into States’ rights should not further. The Tenth Amendment provides, “The powers not 
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delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States 
respectively, or to the people.”  
 
Every State in the Union has laws against assault, murder and other crimes of violence. There is no need to enact new 
federal crime laws.  
 
An equally pernicious impact of “hate crime” laws and one understood by observant Christians and Jews is that we are 
starting down a slippery slope, hurtling toward the day when Politically Incorrect thought would become a crime. The 
alleged criminal who attacked a member of a specially protected group could have his past life raked over by investigators 
who intended to identify hateful attitudes toward others. 
 
Will quoting Biblical verses against homosexuality one day be considered a crime? Recall that last year Christians in 
Pennsylvania were prosecuted for having run afoul of State hate crime laws. Their crime? They preached and sang 
hymns at a homosexual event and the Pink Angels, a homosexual defense group, surrounded them. The charges against 
the Christians ultimately were dismissed but not before the Christians had been jailed.  
 
Any legislator, State or Federal, evaluating the element of intent in a proposed statute should consider the deprivations of 
Free Speech already manifest in Canada and Sweden. More fundamentally, legislators should adhere to the basic intent 
requirement in our traditional criminal law: A defendant must intend to commit the crime; other motivation is not germane.  
 
The Children’s Safety Act probably will be considered by the Senate. Grassroots pro-family groups will urge the Senate 
Judiciary Committee to uphold “equal justice under law.” They will confront well-funded lobbies representing groups 
seeking special protection based upon gender, sexual orientation and perhaps, ethnicity. The determinative factor in 
whether we uphold the American Way or take a decisive step toward repression could be which side could best deliver 
grassroots sentiment to Senators and Representatives in Washington.  
 
Hate crimes laws whether at the Federal or State level undermine our most valued legal principle. All lawful Americans 
oppose crimes, particularly premeditated acts, whether they have occurred because of greed, passion, hate or thrill-
seeking. We have State laws to deal with murder and assault. There is no need for federal “hate crimes” legislation, which 
is “thought crimes” legislation, given its destructive impact upon one of our cherished ideals.  
 
Stephen M. Lilienthal is a policy analyst at the Free Congress Foundation.  
 

ω ω ω ω ω  
 

Posted by: Free Congress Foundation on Oct 14, 05 | 5:31 am 
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Conference offers gays hope  

'Gaybie boomers' facing many legal, economic hurdles  

By Fernando Quintero, Rocky Mountain News 
October 14, 2005  

When John Crisci, of Evergreen, lost his partner of 32 years in 2003, he discovered just how much of a difference being 
gay makes.  

"I found out I was not eligible for survivor's Social Security benefits. As a non-spousal beneficiary of his 401(k) plan, I had 
to pay taxes right off the bat," said Crisci, 64.  

"It hit me right then and there: As a gay man, you're treated differently," he said. "I became very bitter and angry over that. 
It isn't right."  

In response to the concerns and needs of people like Crisci and the impending bubble of "gaybie boomers," the third Gay 
and Gray in the West conference will be held Saturday in Denver. Its focus is to help aging gay men and lesbians make 
better and more informed decisions about their financial, medical and social futures.  

"GLBT (gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender) baby boomers, many who have been out of the closet much of their lives, 
are increasingly unwilling to hide their identity when they encounter homophobia in services for seniors," said Paul 
Luzetski, an organizer of Saturday's event.  

"Gay men and lesbians face the prospect of aging with a set of unique obstacles that have, until recently, long been 
ignored."  

There's no reliable estimate of the number of gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender seniors because sexual orientation 
or gender identity is not included in most research on this population.  

According to studies by the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force, many seniors may have difficulties finding 
affordable housing or receiving adequate health care or social services because of either perceived or actual 
homophobia.  

In a 2000 task force survey of nursing home social workers, more than half said that their co-workers were 
intolerant or condemning of homosexuality among elderly residents.  

A 2003 survey by Boulder County Aging Services found that gay and lesbian seniors were five times less likely to access 
social services.  

"This isn't only sad, it's dangerous," said Teresa DiAnni, program manager for the Boulder County agency. "When elderly 
people become isolated, their health spirals downward. Their mental health is also very much affected, with depression 
and thoughts of suicide."  

Also, several federal programs and laws treat unmarried couples differently from married heterosexual couples, according 
to the task force. For example:  
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• Social Security pays survivors benefits to widows or widowers, but not to an unmarried partner of someone who dies.  

• Medicaid regulations protect the assets and homes of married couples when a spouse goes into a nursing home or long-
term-care facility; no such protections are offered to same-sex partners.  

• Tax laws and other regulations of 401(k)s and pensions, the group says, are discriminatory against unmarried partners.  

• Hospital visitation or the right to die in the same nursing home as one's partner can be denied to same-sex partners.  

Luzetski, who had worked as a nurse's aide, recalled a gay couple who had been in a 33-year relationship. When it came 
time for them to enter a nursing home, their families separated the two because they were ashamed of their relationship.  

"They were not allowed to be an honest, open couple. Conferences like Gay and Gray gives hope to people like them. It 
gives them a future to look forward to, instead of one to dread."  

Denver residents Sandi Armstrong and her partner, Rose Eagar, have made a number of preparations for their future.  

"As a breast cancer survivor of 10 years, I have had to take steps to make sure my partner is OK," said Armstrong, 55.  

"We've had to be very careful about our investments and retirement funds. We have wills. We've made medical power of 
attorney arrangements. It's very clear who's allowed to make medical and financial decisions," she said.  

Another problem faced by gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender seniors is that they often lack the same family support 
as heterosexuals who may have children to care for them.  

Seniors, whether gay or straight, often must deal with age discrimination and social isolation. But for gay people it can be 
worse.  

"The stereotype of a gay man is a young, attractive person doing the club scene. The perception that if you're not a 
certain age, you're worthless seems to be more pronounced in the gay community," Luzetski said.  

About the conference  

• What: Third Gay and Gray in the West Conference  

• When: 8:45 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. Saturday  

• Where: Denver Merchandise Mart, 451 E. 58th Ave.  

• Cost: $75 (includes meals and entertainment)  

• Of note: Check-in and continental breakfast begins at 7:45 a.m. The program includes 21 break-out sessions; an 
evening reception begins at 5:30 p.m.  

• Information: 303-380-2342.  

Copyright 2005, Rocky Mountain News. All Rights Reserved. 
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Sunday, October 16, 2005 
Clergy will scrutinize seminary 
Priests, bishops will visit Detroit's Sacred Heart as part of response to sex abuse scandal. 

By Kim Kozlowski / The Detroit News 
DETROIT -- Sacred Heart Major Seminary will be under scrutiny this month as teams of priests and bishops examine 

whether the state's largest institution that trains Catholic priests is doing its job, including what it teaches men about 
homosexuality and celibacy.  

 
The visit, to be conducted by a team of three to four bishops and priests, is among 200 seminary reviews nationwide 

and is another step in the church's attempt to address the clergy sex abuse scandal.  
 
But the visits have stirred some controversy because they will examine homosexuality. Critics say even though the 

scandal exposed widespread sexual abuse of boys by priests, the move to look into homosexuality inappropriately links a 
criminal behavior with a lifestyle.  

 
"There's no relationship between child sexual abuse and homosexuality," said Richard Lindsay of the National 

Gay and Lesbian Task Force. "Those are completely different issues. There are thousands of priests who happen 
to be gay and served the church without reproach."  

 
Archbishop Edwin F. O'Brien, who is coordinating the seminary visits nationwide, said homosexuality will be one of the 

issues the teams look at because it is "one of the issues of our times."  
 
"Within this cultural environment, there can develop, even among men preparing for the priesthood, an ambiguity both 

about the Church's teaching with regard to homosexuality and even whether some homosexual activity could be 
compatible with celibacy," O'Brien said in a statement. "Such ambiguity is not consistent with helping men to develop a 
mature commitment to living out celibacy every day for the rest of their lives."  

 
Monsignor Francis Maniscalco, spokesman for the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, said it is not the only issue 

that the teams will be examining.  
 
"They will be looking to see if the seminary is doing its jobs in preparing men for the Catholic priesthood, to convey the 

teaching of the church fully and accurately, especially the moral aspect," said Maniscalco.  
 
"They will also be looking into how they are preparing men to make a lifelong commitment to celibacy. It is an 

assessment of the institution, not of the individuals inside."  
 
When Pope John Paul II summoned U.S. cardinals to Rome at the height of the clergy sexual abuse scandal in 2002, 

they suggested to him that an examination of U.S. seminaries be part of the healing response.  
 
Archdiocese of Detroit officials say they aren't worried about the visit, which will include interviews of seminarians, 

faculty and administration. That's because the seminary began examining in 2002 how it helped men prepare for a life of 
chastity, and offered recommendations how to best pursue that. About 80 seminarians are currently enrolled at Sacred 
Heart, along with about 400 lay students.  

 
"They have had a program in place for several years," said Ned McGrath, archdiocese spokesman. 
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California Assemblyman Mark Leno, Author of Marriage Equality Bill Vetoed by 
Schwarzenegger, to receive National Leadership Award From National Gay and Lesbian Task 
Force 

 “We have not lost faith, and our struggle continues” 

 The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force will present its National Leadership Award to California Assemblyman 
Mark Leno at the 9th Annual Miami Recognition Dinner on November 5th, at the Loews Miami Beach Hotel.  The 
award will honor Leno for his extraordinary role in championing the cause of marriage equality. 

 Leno made history in November 2002 when he was elected as one of the first openly gay men to 
the California State Assembly. During his first term, Assemblyman Leno was successful in getting 
28 bills passed by the legislature and signed into law, including laws that protect Californians from 
gender-based discrimination in housing and employment. 

 This year he became the driving force behind the California legislature's passage of a marriage 
equality bill — making it the first U.S. legislative body of duly elected representatives of the people 
to support equal rights for lesbian and gay couples who want to enter into the civil institution of 
marriage. Only a veto by California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger on September 29th 
prevented California same-sex couples from achieving marriage equality. The bill would have 
ensured equal treatment under the law by allowing same-sex couples to marry, with the same 

rights and responsibilities as different-sex couples.  

 Despite the veto, Leno remains undeterred.  “While we are extremely disappointed, we have not lost faith, and our 
struggle continues,” he said.  “We will continue to fight until our relationships are treated equally and we gain access to 
the rights and responsibilities of marriage, so that we may create loving, committed, stable homes for ourselves and our 
children.” 

 Last year, Leno received of the Award of Courage from American Foundation for AIDS Research, and he was honored by 
the Lesbian and Gay Lawyers Association of Los Angeles at their 25th Anniversary Gala for his commitment to marriage 
equality. In July of 2003, he was honored as Housing Hero of the Year by the San Francisco Housing Action Coalition. 
Additionally, Leno was proud to receive honors from the American Heart Association, the California Association of Food 
Banks and Parents, Families & Friends of Lesbians & Gays. 

 Assemblyman Leno joins an esteemed list of individuals who have been honored at the Recognition Dinner, including 
U.S. Sen. Hillary Clinton, U.S. Rep. Richard A. Gephardt, actor Sir Ian McKellen and playwright Terrence McNally. 

 The Recognition Dinner also will feature the presentation of the 2005 Miami Herald Humanitarian Award to Richard C. 
Milstein, a Miami native and a partner at the law firm of Akerman Senterfitt. Milstein's contributions to the South Florida 
community are legion, and his philanthropy cuts across South Florida’s political, social and cultural landscape.  His 
devotion to helping individuals has impacted the lives of thousands. 

 Two-thirds of the proceeds from the event will be returned to the Miami-Dade LGBT community through philanthropic 
grants distributed by the Dade Community Foundation (DCF) for its Lesbian and Gay Community Projects Fund. The 
remaining one-third will support the Task Force’s efforts to achieve full equality for LGBT people.  Earlier this year, the 
Task Force donated more than $150,000 to DCF, representing proceeds from the 2004 Miami Recognition Dinner and 
this year’s Winter Party Festival. 
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 The 9th Annual Miami Recognition Dinner takes place on Saturday, November 5, at 7:30 PM.  The evening features a 
pre-dinner cocktail reception, with entertainment and dancing to follow the evening’s program. Tickets are available for a 
donation of $175, or $250 for VIP preference, and are available at www.theTaskForce.org/miami.  The Loews Miami 
Beach Hotel is located at 1601 Collins Ave., Miami Beach. For more information, please call (305) 571-1924. 

 About  the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force:  

Founded in 1973, the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force was the first national lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender 
civil rights and advocacy organization and remains the movement's leading voice for freedom, justice and equality. The 
Task Force builds grassroots LGBT political strength from the ground up by training state and local activists and 
organizing broad-based campaigns to defeat anti-LGBT referenda and advance pro-LGBT legislation. Its Policy Institute, 
the community's premier think tank, provides research and policy analysis to support the struggle for complete equality. 
As part of a broader social justice movement, the Task Force works to create a world that respects and makes visible the 
diversity of human expression and identity where all people may fully participate in society. Headquartered in Washington, 
D.C., offices are also located in Miami, New York City, Los Angeles and Cambridge, Mass. 
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Gays fight Texas marriage amendment 

Christopher Curtis, PlanetOut Network 
published Thursday, October 13, 2005  

The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force (NGLTF) unveiled a new approach Wednesday in fighting a proposed 
constitutional amendment banning same-sex marriage in Texas, where voters will decide the matter next month. 

The LGBT advocacy group is airing seven television advertisements featuring same-sex couples and their 
parents. 

"We've had 19 consecutive votes on same-sex marriage bans," NGLTF Executive Director Matt Foreman said. 
"Eighteen states have passed them." 

"We feel it's important to speak directly and honestly to voters why marriage matters," he said. "Many of the 
messages used in past campaigns have simply not worked." 

Five of the ads feature same-sex couples. 

In one ad, Charlotte Simmons, a state social worker, says, "What we have, all I can say, is the real thing. If something 
were to happen to me, I would want her to be taking care of me," she says of her partner, Anita, sitting right next to her. 

"I love Charlotte, no matter what," Anita responds, "no matter what." 

Words appear on the screen: "You know people just like this." 

Two other ads feature Mary Jo Dupre and her husband, Ron, a self-described "redneck," talking about their two gay sons. 

In one spot, Mr. Dupre admits he asked, "What did I do wrong?" when he learned his children were gay. Now, however, 
he says, "I didn't do anything wrong." 

In another spot, Mrs. Dupre says, "I did not expect my daughter-in-law to be named Jeff, but I love him." 

The advertisements are only airing in Houston, a city the NGLTF believes to be crucial to winning the Nov. 8 
election. 

"Houston is responsible for 30 percent of the vote in an off-election year like this," Foreman said, adding his 
organization would be interested in airing the ads in other urban centers in Texas if more funding becomes 
available. 

The ads cost the NGLTF $200,000 to run. 

Kelly Shackelford, chief counsel for the Liberty Legal Institute, which supports the same-sex marriage ban, told the 
Associated Press (AP) the ads will help conservatives, by making the issue more visible to them during an off-election 
year. 

"We disagree with the ads. We think that marriage is very clearly between a man and a woman," he said. "But we think 
most Texans know what's true, and an ad will not dislodge their understanding about what marriage is." 
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Evan Wolfson, executive director of Freedom to Marry, believes fighting the proposed ban on same-sex marriage will be 
difficult. 

"Any minority faces an uphill challenge in asking the majority just to vote to change discrimination, which is why as 
Americans we don't believe equality and basic individual freedoms should be put to a vote," he wrote in an e-mail to the 
PlanetOut Network. 

"We should see this brief election period as part of a longer march toward ending discrimination," he said, "and should use 
the campaign to help the reachable middle understand who these gay families in Texas are, how the denial of marriage 
harms them while benefiting no one, and lay a foundation for the inevitable next battle to bring this discriminatory and 
pointless exclusion from marriage to an end." 
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October 18, 2005

Defining Marriage in the Lone Star State 
by: Miss Rachel Hanson  
On November 8, 2005, the Texas electorate will have the 
opportunity to vote on Proposition 2, an amendment to their constitution that would define marriage 
as between a man and a woman. However this amendment has the potential to be voted down 
because of pressure by homosexual rights activists and a lack of awareness among Texas 
constituents. In August of this year the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force launched a 
campaign to air ads on CBS, NBC and Fox affiliates in the Houston area. The ads are in 
opposition to Proposition 2. Because this is an off election year, voter turnout will most likely be 
low, meaning that the outcome rests on approximately three and a half percent of Texas voters. 
Meanwhile, homosexual rights activists are pouring all of their time, money, and energy into defeating 
Proposition 2 in hopes that they can begin to sway public opinion on homosexuality and same-sex 
"marriage."  
 
It is crucial that the voters approve Proposition 2 because it would take the issue out of the hands of 
activist judges, allowing the people to decide once and for all, on the definition of marriage. In other 
states, judges are striking down the traditional definition of marriage and opening the door for civil 
unions and the legalization of same-sex "marriages." Marriage between a man and a woman, as it is 
traditionally defined, is the only relationship that unites the sexes, produces life, and can provide the 
best possible home for children, one with both a mother and a father. 
 
Therefore, conservatives in Texas must work hard to encourage voters to get to the polls. The people 
who reside in the Lone Star State have the chance to show the rest of the nation that they are life 
affirming and have a strong desire to protect the sanctity of marriage. 
PV05J02 
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Texas gays denounce marriage amendment 
 
JUAN A. LOZANO 
Associated Press 

HOUSTON - Gay and lesbian rights groups unveiled a series of television ads on Wednesday using same-sex couples 
to speak against a proposed constitutional amendment to ban gay marriage. 

The ads, which began airing in the Houston area this week, show local gay and lesbian couples talking about their 
relationships and their need to have recognized marriages to protect their families in times of illness or death. Some 
ads also feature the parents of a gay man who is married. 

Proposition 2 would amend the Texas Constitution to ban same-sex marriage. It's already banned by state law in Texas 
and more than a dozen other states. 

Supporters of the amendment say it would safeguard that law from judicial challenges by defining marriage as between 
one man and one woman. There are an estimated 43,000 same-sex couples in Texas. 

Dave Fleischer of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force said the ads were unusual in featuring gay couples. Ads in 
other states with similar campaigns avoided direct use of the words "gay" or "marriage." 

"We're going in a different direction here," Fleischer said. "If we're honest with voters, that's how we'll earn their votes."

Kelly Shackelford, chief counsel for the Liberty Legal Institute, which supports the ban, said he thinks the ads will bring 
much needed attention to next month's election. He believes if there is a large voter turnout, the proposition will be 
approved. 

"We disagree with the ads. We think that marriage is very clearly between a man and a woman," he said. "But we think 
most Texans know what's true and an ad will not dislodge their understanding about what marriage is." 

Fleischer said the ad campaign, which cost about $200,000, would run in Houston this week. There were no immediate 
plans to run the ads in other Texas cities. 

Charlotte Simmons, a case worker with the Texas Department of Health and Human Services, appeared in some of the 
ads with her partner, Anita. 

"This amendment is wrong and it gives you no right to tell me who I love, who I want to marry," Simmons said. 
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Groups announce ads opposing same-sex marriage amendment in Texas 
 
BYLINE: JUAN A. LOZANO; Associated Press Writer 
 
DATELINE: HOUSTON 
 
   Gay and lesbian rights groups unveiled a series of television ads using same-sex couples to speak against a proposed 
Texas state constitutional amendment to ban gay marriage. The ads, which began airing in the Houston area this week, 
show local gay and lesbian couples talking about their relationships and their need to have recognized marriages to 
protect their families in times of illness or death. 
 
   Proposition 2 would amend the Texas Constitution to ban same-sex marriage. It 's already banned by state law in Texas 
and more than a dozen other states. Supporters of the amendment say it would safeguard that law from judicial 
challenges by defining marriage as between one man and one woman. There are an estimated 43,000 same-sex couples 
in Texas. 
 
   Dave Fleischer of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force said Wednesday that the ads were unusual in featuring 
gay couples. Ads in other states with similar campaigns avoided direct use of the words "gay" or "marriage." 
 
   "We're going in a different direction here," Fleischer said. "If we're honest with voters, that's how we'll earn their votes." 
 
   Kelly Shackelford, chief counsel for the Liberty Legal Institute, which supports the ban, said he thinks the ads will bring 
much needed attention to next month's election. He believes if there is a large voter turnout, the proposition will be 
approved. 
 
   "We disagree with the ads. We think that marriage is very clearly between a man and a woman," he said. "But we think 
most Texans know what's true and an ad will not dislodge their understanding about what marriage is." 
 
   Fleischer said the ad campaign, which cost about $200,000 ([euro]166,555), would run in Houston this week. There 
were no immediate plans to run the ads in other Texas cities. 
 
   Charlotte Simmons, a case worker with the Texas Department of Health and Human Services, appeared in some of the 
ads with her partner, Anita. 
 
   "This amendment is wrong and it gives you no right to tell me who I love, who I want to marry," Simmons said. 
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Foes launch TV ads on gay marriage ban 
Citing state's size, group focuses on Houston in fighting amendment  
ROBERT T. GARRETT Austin Bureau   
Published: October 13, 2005 
 
AUSTIN - Opponents of a constitutional amendment to ban gay marriage have launched the first TV ads of the campaign, 
even as new reports show both sides struggling to raise money.  
 
The first spending reports filed with the Texas Ethics Commission suggest that campaigns for and against Proposition 2 
mostly will fly under the radar - using mail, the Internet and phone banks to turn out their voters. A barrage of television 
ads appears unlikely. 
 
Still, a national gay rights group began airing TV spots in Houston on Wednesday, spending $15,000 for ads on three 
stations. 
 
"Texas is a big state. No way we could have done it statewide," said Dave Fleischer of the National Gay and 
Lesbian Task Force. "The way we could contribute ... was do something well in one place." 
 
Proposition 2, on the ballot statewide Nov. 8, would define marriage as between a man and a woman. It also would 
prohibit state and local governments from creating or recognizing "any legal status identical or similar to marriage." 
 
Two major Republican donors are backing the amendment. San Antonio businessman James Leininger, a leading 
supporter of school vouchers, gave $100,000 to Texans for Marriage in August. 
 
Another pro-amendment group, the Texas Marriage Alliance, received $10,000 from Houston homebuilder Bob Perry in 
June. The group's latest report was unavailable Wednesday. 
 
National and Texas gay rights organizations gave the most to the leading opposition group, No Nonsense in November, 
and the national task force's spinoff group that is running the Houston TV ads. 
 
Gay philanthropist Tim Gill of Denver contributed $100,000 to the national task force's efforts, and the Washington-based 
group chipped in nearly $60,000. 
 
While No Nonsense has said the amendment could jeopardize job benefits shared by same-sex partners and their wills 
and end-of-life medical arrangements, the 30-second spots by the task force feature gay and lesbian couples and their 
families who speak of discrimination and same-sex couples' desire for the protections of marriage. 
 
"There's a lot of room in a campaign for a variety of arguments," said the task force's Mr. Fleischer. Amendment 
opponents shouldn't "talk around" gay marriage, he said. 
 
In the 26 days that remain before the election, the two sides' efforts to identify and turn out voters are likely to be crucial. 
Since 1991, the average turnout for constitutional amendment elections has been 12 percent of registered voters. 
 
Underscoring the turnout battle, the Texas Freedom Network took aim Wednesday at a group that amendment opponents 
fear will mobilize a huge number of conservative Christians. 
 
The Texas Restoration Project should have to register as a political committee and reveal the sources of its funding, the 
network argued to the Ethics Commission. 
 
Modeled on last year's successful effort in Ohio to rally conservative Christians around President Bush's re-election, the 
Texas Restoration Project has attracted hundreds of pastors to meetings at hotels in major cities in recent months. Gov. 
Rick Perry attended two sessions. The group has vowed to enlist 1,000 "patriot pastors" and register 300,000 "values 
voters" this election cycle. 
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The Texas Freedom Network, which advocates church-state separation, urged an investigation of the Restoration Project, 
saying one of its main goals is passage of the marriage ban. 
 
Also, it surely has spent more than $500, the threshold for reporting, the network said. 
 
Dr. Laurence White, chairman of the Texas Restoration Project, said the group simply urges pastors to conduct voter 
registration drives and urge parishioners to "vote on Election Day on the basis of their Christian convictions." 
 
"We make it very clear that we do not endorse candidates or ballot propositions, said Dr. White, senior pastor of 
Houston's Our Savior Lutheran Church. 
 
Focus on the Family, the Colorado-based group founded by Dr. James Dobson, has created a Texas group to support the 
ban. 
 
The group has sent mailers urging a vote for the amendment, an effort that cost about $3,200, according to a report filed 
with the Texas Ethics Commission. 
 
E-mail rtgarrett@dallasnews.com  
 
CHART(S): FUNDING ROUNDUP. 
 
 
 
Copyright 2005 The Dallas Morning News 
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October 13, 2005 Thursday 
 
Ads featuring gay couples aimed at marriage vote; In TV commercials urging 'no' 
vote, people talk about love and devotion 
 
Gardner Selby, AMERICAN-STATESMAN STAFF 
 
   Less than a month before Texas voters act on a proposal to add a ban on gay marriage to the state constitution, a group 
opposing the amendment unveiled TV ads on Wednesday featuring gay and lesbian couples and a man and woman 
presented as having gay sons. 
 
   The seven spots, financed by a political action committee organized by the Washington-based National Gay and 
Lesbian Task Force, put a personal touch on the debate over whether Texas should follow other states in defining 
marriage in the state constitutions as between one man and one woman. 
 
   Lawmakers put a similar marriage definition into state law in 2003. 
 
   Roberta Sklar, spokeswoman for Houston-based Vote Against the Amendment, said it purchased $15,000 worth of air 
time this week on three network affiliates in Houston. Each station will run the spots 11 times a day, she said. 
 
   In the commercials, backed by a gently tinkling piano, two women speak of their devotion to each other. Two men talk of 
their desire to raise children together. And a man and woman speak of warming up to having gay relatives. 
 
   "I had not planned on my daughter-in-law's name being Jeff," the mother says. 
"But I love him." 
 
   Each ad urges a no vote on Proposition 2, among the constitutional tweaks on the Nov. 8 ballot. 
 
   The commercials emerged without any sign of a similar TV campaign from proponents. 
 
   "We fully expected to be outspent," said Dave Welch executive director of the Houston Area Pastor Council and an 
organizer of Texans FOR Marriage, a pro-amendment group. Welch said the group will pay for mailings and radio ads for 
now. 
 
   Campaigns for and against the amendment are raising hundreds of thousands of dollars. 
 
   Vote Against the Amendment raised and spent nearly $160,000, with the biggest contribution -- $100,000 -- coming 
from Denver software entrepreneur Tim Gill. 
 
   No Nonsense in November, an Austin-based anti-amendment group led by former Travis County Rep. Glen Maxey, 
raised nearly $161,000 from late July through Sept. 29, spending nearly $86,000, according to its report filed this week 
with the Texas Ethics Commission. The group had nearly $75,000 on hand entering October. 
 
   Top contributors included the Lesbian/Gay Rights Lobby of Texas Calkin Fund and Joe Solmonese, president of the 
Washington-based Human Rights Campaign, each giving $25,000. The human rights group describes itself as the 
nation's largest gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender civil rights organization. 
 
   County elected officials giving money to the No Nonsense effort include Travis County Commissioner Karen Sonleitner, 
state District Judges Gisela Triana and Stephen Yelenosky, Travis County Constable Bruce Elfant and Reps. Elliot 
Naishtat and Eddie Rodriguez, all Democrats. 
 
   No Nonsense in 2006, a related group, reported $13,155 in contributions in hand after spending nearly $26,000. 
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   Texans FOR Marriage, a group supporting the amendment, raised more than $108,000, spending $20,000. Its top 
contributor was San Antonio businessman James Leininger, who gave $100,000. 
 
   The Focus on the Family Texas Marriage Amendment Committee reported $3,213 in contributions described as letters 
and postage donated by Focus on the Family in Colorado 
 


