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COMMENTARY: ROAD TO VICTORY LINED WITH LESSONS 
By Marsha Botzer (guest columnist) 
Weds, Feb 22, 2006 
  
 
On Jan. 27, simple justice won a victory in Washington state when the Senate brought legal equality to lesbian, 
gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBT) people.  

It took 30 years to win the right of LGBT people in Washington state to be protected by anti-discrimination 
laws covering housing, employment, insurance and credit. A few lessons learned on this road to victory:  

Never give up. Equal rights organizations have come and gone, but people have kept the history even when 
egos have raged, money has dried up and records have been lost. It's vital that we always keep general and 
specific history available to each generation or group that takes the lead on equality work. 

Build the base to last. Some say Washington ought to be two states because of the myriad perspectives (e.g. east 
side vs. west side, urban vs. rural) -- a reality that presents a challenge to sustaining the struggle for equality 
over the long term. We're glad to have groups such as the Pride Foundation that maintain statewide associations 
even in times of low activity or political loss.  

When LGBT rights are up for discussion, successful networks are critical because emotions run very high and 
very deep. For example, in Washington, the radical religious right does not have the same power as in some 
other parts of the United States, but it is still a very formidable and dangerous opposition to LGBT equality. 
Like all groups under attack, we needed many different ways of supporting and caring for one another. 

I praise the people who worked to include all parts of our community. Sometimes the conversations were 
frustrating and long, but one result was political strength. We have much further to go, but an example of 
inclusion comes to mind: In the late 1990s, I attended a meeting of LGB leaders discussing whether to include 
the T, transgender, in another of the statewide attempts to win our rights. A poll had shown that citizens would 
reject transgender, and the temptation was to go ahead with just the LGB designations. But at day's end we 
voted to move forward together; it was a moment that began the years of unity that ultimately led to our state's 
new law covering LGB and T. 

We needed to watch out for the different stances of what I'll call the Beltway and the grass roots. By that I mean 
stances that say the only way to victory is in focusing on leaders, legislators and other insiders, or the only way 
to success is in doing on-the-ground door-knocking organizing. We needed both. 

Finally, use the help that is out there. The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force is dedicated to assisting 
local groups working for LGBT rights. The task force helped Washington, as did other national groups, and we 
were all stronger together. Join all the organizations you can and bring their power to your own work. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak about Washington's victory, a win that already is under attack from 
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opposition groups. But we will fight on and we will keep our win. And we will build on that win to win again. 

Marsha Botzer is board chairwoman of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force and is a board 
member of Equal Rights Washington. 
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WASHINGTON STATE HOUSE PASSES LGBT CIVIL RIGHTS BILL 
  
 

The Washington State House on Friday passed a much anticipated gay rights bill by a 60-37 vote and 
kept the legislation on track for expected passage in the Senate. Advocates have worked for 30 years 
to pass the bill, which failed by just one vote in the Senate last year. 

The legislation adds "sexual orientation" and "gender identity" to a state law that already bans 
discrimination in jobs, housing and insurance based on race, gender, age, disability, religion and 
marital status.  

A Democrat from Seattle, Rep. Ed Murray took the lead on the bill. “This discrimination is a reality,” 
Murray said. He asked members to appeal to the "better angels of our nature" and send a message 
of inclusion by voting in favor of the bill. 

Washington becomes the 17th state to extend nondiscrimination protections based on sexual 
orientation, and the 7th state to extend such protections to transgender people. During the past year, 
Maine and Illinois passed similar legislation. Now, 48 percent of the nation's population will live in a 
jurisdiction with a sexual orientation nondiscrimination law. Just 15 years ago, less than 10 percent 
did so. 

The House has passed various incarnations of HB2661 many times over the years but the measure, 
which would outlaw discrimination based on sexual orientation, has languished for more than three 
decades because of a blockade in the Senate.  

With Friday’s House vote the bill proceeds to the upper chamber, where Majority Leader Sen. Lisa 
Brown, D-Spokane, has said the upper chamber will act on the bill quickly.  
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GAY MARRIAGE BAN GOES TO WISCONSIN BALLOT 
Ann Rostow, PlanetOut Network 
Posted Feb. 27, 2006 
  
 

SUMMARY: The constitutional amendment set for November is feared broad enough to subvert local partner benefits or 
even domestic-violence laws. 

Wisconsin has become the seventh state to place a constitutional amendment banning legal recognition of same-sex 
couples on the 2006 ballot. 

Passed by the state Assembly by 62-31 on Tuesday night, the amendment takes the familiar route of defining marriage as 
the union of a man and a woman, but goes on to outlaw recognition of "any legal status identical or substantially similar to 
that of marriage for unmarried individuals." 

If other states are a guide, the second part of the amendment can be used to block or challenge domestic partner benefits 
offered at such public institutions as universities, as well as local partner registries. In Ohio, courts have also split on the 
question of whether a broadly worded amendment passed in 2004 undermines state domestic violence laws by limiting 
their enforcement to married couples. 

The phenomenon of anti-gay constitutional amendments is a new one, however, and the full impact of these measures is 
yet to be determined. Of the 19 state amendments that target same-sex couples, 15 of them are less than 2 years old.  

State constitutions may not be amended without a public vote. So far, none of the 19 state marriage votes has been close, 
with the possible exception of Oregon, where voters passed their amendment by a 57 percent majority. Most recently, in 
November, some 76 percent of Texas voters passed a constitutional amendment to ban recognition of gay and lesbian 
families. 

Next up will be Alabama, in June, followed by November referendums in Tennessee, South Carolina, South Dakota, 
Virginia, Idaho and now Wisconsin. Efforts to put a measure on this year's ballot, including petition drives in Arizona and 
Colorado, are still under way in additional states, while several other states are targeting 2007 or 2008. 

Although most activists agree that these amendments will pass, community leaders are hoping to cut the margins of 
victory and pull out a save, perhaps in Wisconsin. Speaking to EJ Graff in The American Prospect, Action Wisconsin's 
executive director, Christopher Ott, said it's time to dispense with the poll-driven campaign messages about 
"discrimination" that have failed miserably in the past. 

"Research showed that no one bought it," Ott said. "We need to be up front and talk about marriage."  

In fact, Wisconsin activists have been talking about marriage for two years, ever since the Legislature began the 
amendment process in 2004. According to the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force, the coalition fighting the 
amendment under the banner of Fair Wisconsin has already trained hundreds of volunteers, won numerous 
organizational allies and educated tens of thousands of voters. 

If you'd like to know more, you can find stories related to Gay marriage ban goes to Wisconsin ballot. 



Back to Table of Contents 

 
 

LAMBDA BLASTS MARRIAGE BAN 
 
By Sarah McCarty, staff writer 
Monday, Feb. 20, 2006 issue 
  
 

The Lambda Student Union distributed flyers and articles on the pedestrian walkway Friday opposing 
the Tennessee resolution against gay marriage. 

The resolution in question, Senate Joint Resolution 31, proposes that Tennessee’s Constitution be 
changed to read, “The historical institution and legal contract solemnizing the relationship of one man 
and one woman shall be the only legally recognized marital contract in this state.” 

The resolution passed the state legislature in 2004, and in November the resolution goes to the 
voters for ratification, according to Beth Maples-Bays, board member of the Tennessee Equality 
Project. 

The resolution would mean that Tennessee would not recognize any same-sex marriages. 

The Lambda Student Union, a student group representing gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender 
students, is strongly opposed to the resolution. 

“Being in a gay relationship, there are so many benefits we don’t get the opportunity to use,” Indai 
Vasofsky, coordinator of the event, said. 

The Lambda Student Union handed out flyers from the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force 
that detailed certain benefits awarded to married couples that same-sex couples do not 
receive. Some of the benefits include access to life insurance in spouse’s workplace, domestic 
violence intervention, ability to file joint tax returns and burial determination after the death of a 
spouse. 

“We are not challenging anyone’s religious beliefs, but rather ask that our relationships be given 
equal status under the law,” Maples-Bays said. “We simply want the right to solemnize our 
relationships before the law.” 

The flyer stated that groups campaigning to amend the United States Constitution are trying to divide 
America and that everyone in their own communities, including those against same-sex marriage, for 
same-sex marriage or undecided, should voice their opinions and talk openly. 

They also dispersed a Parents, Families and Friends of Lesbians and Gays pamphlet and a list of 
books found in Hodges Library that address the gay and lesbian culture. 
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The Lambda Student Union chose to give out information as part of Freedom to Marry Week, which 
was Feb. 12-18, Vasofsky said. 

For information about Freedom to Marry Week visit http://www.freedomtomarry.com. For more 
information on the Lambda Student Union visit http://web.utk.edu/~lambda/. 

 



Back to Table of Contents 

 
 

 

FILM STEPS INTO SHOES OF KIDS WITH GAY PARENTS 
Friday, Feb. 17, 2006  
  
 

There will be a free screening of “In My Shoes: Stories of Youth with LGBT Parents,” Thursday, Feb. 23 at 7 p.m. at 
Meese Auditorium on the Southern Oregon University campus. 

The film was produced by Colage, an organization providing support and activism by and for people with lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, and transgender parents, according to event organizers, who describe the documentary as follows: “In a time 
when LGBT families are debated and attacked in the media, courts and congress, from school houses to state houses 
across the country, five young people give you a chance to walk in their shoes — to hear their own views on marriage, 
making change, and what it means to be a family.”  

Immediately following the screening will be a panel discussion made up of local LGBT families and facilitated by SOU 
students Matthew Reynolds and Katie Fitzmaurice.  

Members of the Queer Resource Center of Southern Oregon University first encountered this film at the National 
Gay and Lesbian Task Force Creating Change Conference in November of 2005. Since then, they have been 
showing the film in small group settings in the QRC.  

For more information on the screening, contact the SOU Queer Resource Center at 541-552-8328 or e-mail inquiries to 
qrc@sou.edu. For more information on Colage, go to www.colage.org. 
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MARITAL BLITZ 
This November, anti–gay-marriage bills will be back on ballots with a vengeance. But this time 
around, the gay and lesbian activist network is ready to play hardball. 
 
By E. J. Graff 
Issue date: 03.10.06 
  
 
Do you remember the fall 2004 gay-bashing festival? In 13 states, voters agreed to add to their constitutions a phrase like 
this one: “Marriage is between one man and one woman.” The gay-bashing came afterward, when Democrats and liberal 
pundits declared that greedy gay folks had brought those initiatives on themselves with their foolish pursuit of marriage 
equality -- and were therefore responsible for John Kerry’s loss. Political scientists have since debunked the claim that 
anti-marriage initiatives brought Kerry down. But here’s the bad news: The anti-marriage initiatives are back.  

This fall, Defense of Marriage Acts (DOMAs), which declare that “marriage is between one man and one woman,” and 
SuperDOMA amendment initiatives, which also ban “marriage-like” recognition of same-sex pairs, will be on the ballot in 
Alabama, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and Wisconsin. They’re also likely to qualify for the 
ballot in Arizona, California, and Colorado. At the same time, marriage-equality lawsuits are percolating up through the 
courts in California, Connecticut, Iowa, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, and Washington; at least one is likely to win 
soon, giving culture warriors an excuse to roar out still more marriage-protection proposals. Worse yet, once these 
initiatives pass, family-values folks will renege on their moderate rhetoric and use them to try to ban any legal recognition, 
no matter how small or even symbolic, of same-sex couples.  

Here’s the good news. First, 2004’s DOMA and SuperDOMA amendments were misread. They did not represent an anti-
gay backlash; in fact, public opinion toward lesbians and gay men is warming more every day. Second, the “gay agenda” 
now has a new plan for winning over the long haul. For years, lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender (LGBT) legal 
groups have been the most successful branches of what’s loosely called the gay movement. As a result, there’s been a 
winning air war -- but too few ground troops to solidify some of those wins. Now the political groups are catching up. LGBT 
organizations have developed a strategic plan to win marriage equality -- and along the way, anti-discrimination laws, 
zero-tolerance for school gay-bashing, and more.  

A 15-year strategy has been agreed to by all the major organizational players. Funding is in place, and new tactics are 
being developed and tested in this year’s biggest clashes with anti-gay groups. As a result, says Rodger McFarlane, 
executive director of the LGBT-focused Gill Foundation, “for marriage, there is a strategy, movement coherence, and 
funding at scale.” Along the way, LGBT groups are planning to change the political climate in ways that will force 
politicians to support gay rights.  

And the best news? As part of those tactics, LGBT groups are helping to build a new progressive coalition from the 
ground up.  

* * *  

Understanding that 15-year plan requires understanding the context: Despite the fact that Americans keep voting for 
DOMAs, there is no anti-gay backlash. Rather, each year more Americans think lesbians and gay men should be treated 
as full citizens. In 1977, Gallup found that 56 percent of Americans believed you shouldn’t be fired just for being lesbian or 
gay; by May 2003, that figure was 88 percent. In 1992, 59 percent of Americans thought lesbians and gay men should 
serve openly in the military; in 2005, that figure was almost 80 percent.  
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With this public support, in 2005 -- right after 2004’s putative anti-gay “backlash” -- there was tremendous LGBT progress. 
Illinois and Maine passed anti-discrimination laws. California’s legislature voted to gender-neutralize marriage -- a historic 
first -- despite Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger’s veto. Massachusetts’ legislators upheld marriage equality. 
Connecticut’s legislature passed a civil unions law. Cincinnati, Indianapolis, and Topeka -- hardly liberal bastions -- 
passed LGBT antidiscrimination laws; Virginia’s governor and Salt Lake City’s mayor extended health-insurance coverage 
to government employees’ same-sex domestic partners; and Alaska’s Supreme Court unanimously ruled that -- despite 
the state’s DOMA -- local governments must offer equal benefits to employees’ married spouses or same-sex partners. 
That’s why the religious right is so eager to run anti-marriage measures. “We were so close to winning completely on 
basic nondiscrimination that the discussion had to go to this completely new level in order to shock and create 
pause among the general voters,” said Thalia Zepatos, a National Lesbian & Gay Task Force field organizer in 
California.  

DOMAs are sneaky: They don’t mention lesbians and gay men. If Americans think about same-sex marriage at all, they’re 
torn between the basic American belief that “fair is fair,” and the gut sense that “marriage has always been this way.” 
DOMAs appeal to the latter idea. The pro-DOMA campaigners explicitly tell voters that the measure doesn’t insult 
lesbians and gay men, but merely protects the word “marriage.” After 30 years of running anti-gay ballot initiatives, the 
religious right has finally found a winning phraseology. After all, who’s hurt when you tell people who can’t get married, 
that they really, really can’t get married?  

DOMAs have been so successful that, like potato chips, no state can pass just one. Between 1995 and 2003, 40 states 
put DOMAs on the books -- before Massachusetts opened marriage, before 13 states in 2004 passed all-but-redundant 
anti-marriage constitutional amendments. Consider Virginia, where the legislature passed its first DOMA statute in 1997, 
beefed it up to a SuperDOMA in 2004, and now has a SuperDOMA constitutional amendment on the 2006 ballot.  

* * *  

The 2004 marriage initiatives and the subsequent Democratic gay-bashing had a salutary effect on LGBT organizations. 
“People had a strategic epiphany that [victory] wasn’t going to come in an avalanche,” said Evan Wolfson, founding 
director of the national group Freedom to Marry. “We would need a fifteen-year plan, not a two-year plan. That sunk in in a 
much more grounded way, with a sober awareness that it would be much longer and harder.”  

The 2004 votes woke the community up to the fact that the LGBT legal superheroes (Lambda Legal Defense and 
Education Fund; Gay & Lesbian Advocates & Defenders; National Center for Lesbian Rights; and ACLU’s Gay Rights 
Project) could not defend their marriage gains. “[W]ith all the brilliant legal scholars that we have -- and there are many -- 
for whatever reason, there’s been a blind spot on the political side,” said Marty Rouse, who as director of MassEquality 
helped stop the Massachusetts legislature from putting the Goodridge marriage decision, which opened marriage to 
same-sex pairs, up for a popular vote. At the same time, the LGBT community has been bitterly reminded that Democratic 
politicians will join in the anti-gay attacks -- unless LGBT groups make clear that doing so has a serious cost.  

It’s hard to convey the level of cold concentrated fury left by, say, Kerry’s backstabbing in Massachusetts in 2004 and 
2005, when he supported a state constitutional amendment that would undo the Goodridge marriages, or by Tennessee 
Democratic Congressman Harold Ford’s vote in favor of a Federal Marriage Amendment. In one interview after another, 
LGBT advocates emphasized that gay money is no longer flowing to just any Democrat who asks. “We will reward our 
friends and punish the wicked,” said Rodger McFarlane of the Gill Action Fund.  

LGBT forces have decided to bulk up politically. “What can we build now to win our freedom?” is the question of the 
moment, said Rouse. “We can’t wait for the Democratic Party. We have to do this for ourselves.” That’s possible in part 
because of money. A generation of frontline LGBT political activists are now in major funding positions, as they weren’t 
before. Consider the transformation of the important Gill Foundation, launched by Colorado software entrepreneur Tim Gill 
in 1994 after his state passed an anti-gay constitutional amendment (later overturned by the Supreme Court). In 2004, Gill 
hired a new executive director: the colorful and impatient activist Rodger McFarlane. Under McFarlane’s leadership at the 
Gill Action Fund, the foundation’s 501(c)(4) sibling, Gill has been funding in-depth research on opinions and voting 
behavior. McFarlane has also begun convening all the major LGBT organizational players in hopes of coming up with 
long-term plans on marriage equality, federal legislation, and faith-based organizing -- which he will then help fund.  
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Elsewhere, LGBT political activists Urvashi Vaid and Tim Sweeney have stepped into key funding positions at family 
foundations committed to LGBT issues. These players are rounding up still other funders -- progressive allies like Gara 
LaMarche at the Open Society Institute and wealthy individual lesbians and gay men -- to fill out the war chest. At the 
Arcus Foundation, Vaid just gave $3 million -- a record donation for LGBT rights -- to the Task Force’s 
movement-building, training, and organizing efforts. Others are funding the Equality Federation, a brand-new coalition 
of LGBT state groups that helps local activists meet and swap experiences, tactics, insights, and resources. All politics are 
local, especially LGBT-related politics. So, therefore, are the approaches to winning marriage equality. The strategy -- 
which has been developed and agreed to by people involved in every major LGBT organization -- is what Wolfson 
is calling the “2020 Vision,” as outlined at the Task Force’s Creating Change conference last fall. By the year 2020 
(give or take five years), the goal is for 10 states to have full-marriage equality; 10 states to have civil unions or the 
equivalent; 10 states to have nondiscrimination laws and be repealing (or peeling back the effects of) their anti-gay 
marriage amendments; and the final 20 states to show progress.  

An informed look at the national map shows that all these goals are achievable. Five state courts -- in Washington, New 
Jersey, California, New York, and Connecticut, probably in that order -- could easily rule in favor of marriage equality in 
one to five years. (Washington’s decision, expected for months, could come any moment.) All the New England states 
could move to marriage equality -- some by legislature, some by judiciary. That optimism is solidly founded: No New 
England state has passed a DOMA constitutional amendment; public opinion favors LGBT equality; the region shares 
Boston’s media market and has seen that married same-sex couples haven’t hurt Massachusetts; each state has a 
relatively well-organized LGBT presence; and each state’s constitution is hard to amend.  

New Jersey, a DOMA-free state, is also likely to get marriage equality sooner rather than later. Opinion polls consistently 
show 55 percent of the state’s voters favor full marriage equality. The legislature has passed and then beefed up a 
domestic-partnership law, and a marriage lawsuit is moving steadily through the state’s friendly courts. Oregon’s savvy 
and muscular LGBT group will almost certainly win civil unions, and by 2020 could even repeal its anti-marriage 
amendment -- and go the distance.  

In the bottom 20 states -- predictably the South and the northwestern plains states -- the goals are more modest. “Can 
every state support marriage?” Rouse says. “Absolutely not. Can they pass nondiscrimination bills? I think that’s possible. 
Alabama is the only state in the country where not one gay person has a right. Why not fight for a nondiscrimination law in 
Birmingham? Even if we don’t win but put up a good fight, that sends a message.” This kind of effort takes political muscle 
with local city councils and in state legislatures, precisely the kind of muscle that LGBT organizations are now building.  

* * *  

As in most progressive movements these days, LGBT organizations are moving staff and funding toward the states. 
There, the top priorities between now and November are holding the high-profile gains in Massachusetts and California, 
where a DOMA and a SuperDOMA may be headed toward ballot boxes, respectively. The key tactics in both states are: 
build progressive coalitions, invest in faith-based organizing, talk to voters one on one, and play hardball politics.  

California offers an outstanding political model. In 2000, its voters passed a simple DOMA. The state’s LGBT forces came 
up with an incremental strategic response: Year after year, the Democratic legislature added responsibilities and 
recognitions to its domestic-partnership registry. By January 1, 2004, California’s domestic partnerships became the 
equivalent of Vermont’s civil unions -- albeit for a citizenry of 34 million rather than 621,000, making it the most important 
same-sex partnership law in the nation. Since California courts have found that this registry does not violate the DOMA, 
two feuding religious-right coalitions are now circulating petitions trying to get enough signatures to ask voters to amend 
the state constitution by restricting marriage to different-sex pairs and by dumping the domestic-partnership registry.  

To date, no DOMA has been defeated in an open popular vote. On the other hand, the California electorate strongly 
supports the state’s domestic-partnership registry -- by 72 percent in one poll. So LGBT advocates in California have been 
working on the “Equality for All Campaign” since fall 2005. The key component: building progressive coalitions. Last year, 
LGBT organizers and volunteers helped progressive allies defeat Schwarzenegger’s initiative slate, especially the 
“parental notification” bill, which would have required teenage girls to tell their parents before getting an abortion. In return, 
those groups are already training their organizers and educating their members to fight the threatened SuperDOMA.  

Women’s groups and unions have been behind gay rights for quite awhile, although organizing for each other on the 
ground is a breakthrough step. But the coalition also includes groups representing people of color, which have been 
slower to embrace LGBT rights. For instance, California’s is the first national NAACP chapter to endorse marriage 
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equality; the NAACP has been using its lobbying power for marriage in the legislature, and will deploy ground troops in the 
campaign. The same goes for the United Farm Workers (UFW): Dolores Huerta, one of UFW’s founders, is a vocal ally, 
and is credited with winning over Democratic assemblymember Simón Salinas on the marriage equality bill; and the ufw 
has donated staff member Christine Chavez, granddaughter of César, to organize Latino and labor communities for 
marriage equality. Similar work is being done with Asian American and Pacific Islander groups.  

Progressive and moderate religious groups are stepping up to help defeat California’s SuperDOMA. Hundreds of 
congregations have been celebrating their members’ same-sex bonds, and are now helping defend those families via an 
umbrella group called California Faith for Equality. In Massachusetts, the Religious Coalition for the Freedom to Marry has 
been an essential partner in hanging on to the Goodridge decision. Ministers and rabbis in the Bay State have testified to 
their legislators, encouraged their congregants to write letters, persuaded fellow religious leaders to back (or not oppose) 
marriage equality, and told the media that their God thought marriage equality was morally urgent. Faith-based organizing 
worked so well in Massachusetts -- and is critical for LGBT success, since lesbians and gay men are regularly called 
sinful and immoral -- that it’s high on the organizing checklist nationally and for every other state.  

In California, activists have another strategic goal: two million conversations with individual Americans about why gay and 
lesbian couples need and deserve access to the sacred M-word. LGBT groups are helping train their coalition partners to 
talk to family, friends, neighbors, and colleagues. After measuring tactics in a wide variety of communities, from 
Anchorage to Houston to Atlanta, talking to likely voters one-on-one is “the only thing I know so far that works,” said Dave 
Fleischer, Task Force political director.  

The word “marriage” is an essential part of the message. That’s new. In previous years, many state groups have run their 
anti-DOMA campaigns by avoiding “marriage.” Based on polling, state groups put out variations of the messages “Don’t 
discriminate” and “Don’t amend our sacred constitution.” Research showed that no one bought it. “We need to be up front 
and talk about marriage,” said Christopher Ott, executive director of Action Wisconsin. “We need to make them feel that if 
they pull the wrong lever they are going to be hurting their friends and neighbors.” Organizers stress that even if voters 
disagree on marriage equality, the SuperDOMAs would do much more, barring families from any other legal recognition.  

But the biggest lesson of 2004 and 2005 may be this: Play hardball politics. Every LGBT organizer now agrees that 
Massachusetts is the model to follow -- because LGBT forces actually won. In November 2003, in Goodridge v. 
Massachusetts Department of Public Health, the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court handed down a decision that 
opened marriage to same-sex pairs. In March 2004, the Massachusetts legislature proposed a DOMA constitutional 
amendment that would overrule the court if it passed the legislature twice and then was approved by voters. In the first 
vote, the overwhelmingly Democratic Massachusetts legislature passed the DOMA 105-92. The political group 
MassEquality went all out to reelect friends and defeat enemies, the vast majority of whom were Democrats. “We spent 
more money on direct mail than the state Democratic Party spent in 2004 Massachusetts elections,” said Rouse. It also 
conducted polls, sent money and volunteers into the political campaigns that most needed help, and sat down with other 
progressive groups to talk about endorsements. MassEquality reelected its friends handily, even in contested races. And it 
replaced an opponent -- Democrat Vincent Ciampi, a longtime legislator whose seat was considered safe -- with an 
openly gay man.  

The legislature got the message. On the next round it defeated the DOMA, 157-39. A new citizen-initiated DOMA is 
threatened for the 2008 popular ballot. As LGBT groups are taking aim, Massachusetts’ legislators are far more helpful 
than they were before.  

LGBT groups are taking the Massachusetts show on the road. A year ago the Human Rights Campaign (HRC), the best-
funded LGBT organization, hired as its new president Joe Solmonese, who had spent 12 years at EMILY’s List (two-and-
a-half years as CEO) building coalitions and electing candidates, and who brought his politically savvy rolodex with him. 
Within six months, Solmonese had hired ministerial activist Harry Knox to help organize faith communities and Rouse as 
HRC’s national field director to help state groups create their own organizing plans. (All this has surprised observers, 
since the group has long been criticized for its singular inside-the-beltway focus, and since HRC’s commitment to 
marriage equality has often been considered suspect.) The Stonewall Democrats, who also replaced LGBT opponents 
with supporters in Cleveland Heights, Ohio, have been holding “Santorum retirement parties,” fund-raisers to take down 
the Pennsylvania senator who compared homosexuality to “man on child, man on dog” sex. They’re preparing the usual 
panoply of campaign tactics -- list enhancement, voter ID, get-out-the-vote methods -- in key Pennsylvania districts to tip 
the balance for Democratic candidate Bob Casey. According to Eric Stern, the group’s executive director, similar local 
efforts are underway to help gay-friendly Democrats win in such states as Arizona, Maine, Ohio, Virginia, and Wisconsin.  
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Progressives and Democrats must come to grips with the fact that “gay marriage” is not going away. “The right wing is 
driving this,” explained the Task Force’s Fleischer. “We don’t have the ability to pull it off the table, even if it were the 
wisest thing in the world.” In the U.S. Congress, Republicans may reintroduce a Federal Marriage Amendment at any 
time, dragging LGBT resources away from the states and back to DC. In the unfriendly states, most of this fall’s DOMAs 
will pass, as will most of those proposed for 2008. At the same time, in the friendly states, LGBT groups will keep winning 
their other battles (including marriage rights) via both legislatures and courts. Even in unfriendly states, newly hatched 
statewide LGBT groups are now working to expose and repeal the SuperDOMAs’ more extreme effects, and to move 
forward on more popular measures like antidiscrimination.  

At a minimum, advocates will begin to demand that nongay progressives and Democratic politicians refrain from the kinds 
of attacks they made in 2004 and to talk about progressive family values in ways that advance, rather than hobble, LGBT 
rights. After all, except for a few hard-right believers, most nongay voters rank same-sex marriage at the very bottom of 
their list of political concerns. There’s no point in pandering to the other side’s base and suppressing your own. So repeat 
after me: “I believe in fair and equal treatment for all American families. Now, why do you think my opponent wants to 
change the subject from … [pick one: Medicaid prescription disaster, Katrina aftermath, Iraq war, DC corruption, et 
cetera]?” Now you’re back on track.  

E.J. Graff, resident scholar at the Brandeis Women’s Studies Research Center, most recently collaborated on Evelyn 
Murphy’s book Getting Even: Why Women Still Don’t Get Paid Like Men -- And What to Do About It.  
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RADICAL ISLAM – IT’S ALL THE FAULT OF WOMEN AND GAYS 
By Gabriel Rotello 
Posted Feb 25, 2006 
  
 
Every once in a while you read something so spectacularly bone-headed and bizarre that you wonder 
how it made it into print. 

Witness today's LA Times op-ed by Catherine Seipp, who blames the coddling of radical Islam on - 
ready? - women and gays. 

Seipp describes how a friend recently stopped by San Francisco's City Lights bookshop and asked if 
they carried Orianna Fallaci's polemic against radical Islam, "The Force of Reason." "No," snapped 
the clerk. "We don't carry books by fascists."  

Seipp finds it strange that "a snotty San Francisco clerk" would condemn Falacci for criticizing radical 
Islam, "when one of the first things those poor, persecuted Islamists would do, if they ever (Allah 
forbid) came to power in the United States, is crush suspected homosexuals like him beneath walls." 

She does not say why she suspects the clerk was gay. Maybe she suspects that all bookstore clerks 
in San Francisco are gay. 

Seipp then describes a conference at USC in which a young Islamic women disputed the idea that 
the demonstrations against the Danish cartoons were "all that violent." Another woman "segued into a 
long, rambling position statement about just how little we understand the Muslim world." 

From these three examples - just these three - Seipp ends her column with this mind-boggling 
conclusion:  

"...one of the great paradoxes of our time is that two groups most endangered by political Islam, gays 
and women, somehow still find ways to defend it." 

Seipp's great paradox - based upon these three puny examples - is itself a great example of many 
conservatives' ability to filter facts that conflict with their prejudices.  

Consider: 

Some of the groups most opposed to radical Islam are feminist groups, who lead the global campaign 
against practices like honor killings and female circumcision. 
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One of the best-known campaigners against radical Islam these days is Yale's Irshad Manji, author of 
"The Trouble With Islam." Manji is a lesbian. Last time I checked, that means she is both a woman 
and gay. 

In Europe, Dutch politician Pim Fortuyn rose to prominence with his uncompromising stance against 
radical Islam. Fortuyn was openly gay. He was also murdered. 

Also in Europe, feminist Dutch politician Ayaan Hirsi Ali had to go into hiding after she collaborated 
with director Theo van Gogh on the film Submission, which criticized Islam's treatment of women. Van 
Gogh was murdered for making the film. 

British gay leader Peter Tatchell of the group OutRage! Is one of the UK's foremost campaigners 
against radical Islam's agenda of intolerance. 

In the US, gay groups like Human Rights Campaign and the National Gay and Lesbian Task 
Force consistently criticize human rights violations in Islamic countries. Indeed, the only way 
most people in the West are aware of atrocities like the hanging of two gay teens in Iran is through 
the work of gay groups. Ironically, most conservatives in the West ignore these stories.  

Gay talk-radio host Michelangelo Signorile of Sirius OutQ spends a large amount of time discussing 
and dissecting radical Islam and interviewing reformers like Manji. 

The gay blogosphere consistently reports about human rights abuses in radical Islamic regimes and 
against gays elsewhere. The big story this week is the one about Moscow's cancellation of a gay 
pride parade because of Muslim threats to attack the marchers. Most people would be unaware of 
these stories if not for sites like gay.com. 

One of the most consistent voices warning about the dangers of radical Islam is blogger Andrew 
Sullivan. Another is Bruce Bawer, author of "While Europe Slept: How Radical Islam is Destroying 
The West from Within." Both of these guys are conservative - and openly and famously gay. 

I could go on and on. 

The point is not that women and gays stand at the forefront of enlightened and intelligent responses 
to radical Islamists. Women and gays are as confused about radical Islam as most people in the 
West. 

But to write an entire op-ed in the LA Times that singles out "women and gays" as the main culprits in 
coddling radical Islam - and to call it "one of the greatest paradoxes of our time" - is downright bizarre.
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GAY ELDER CARE SERVICES OFFICIALLY LAUNCHED 
 
By Sarah McCarty, staff writer 
Friday, Feb. 17, 2006  
  
 

The Montrose Counseling Center and Legacy Community Health services has officially launched the Seniors Preparing 
for Rainbow Years, or SPRAY Program. 

Officials said now that outreach workers have been hired, the program can begin. The program is funded by a $1.2 million 
grant from the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration. It will be allocated in $400,000 installments 
annually for the next three years. 

"Outreach is a very important component of the program," said program coordinator Chris Kerr. "Older gay people 
remember when homosexuality was considered a mental illness. People were institutionalized, given shock therapy and 
had their behavior criminalized. They don’t trust therapy." 

Center officials also said that most elderly people grew up in an era when personal issues or problems were not 
discussed. 

Under the grant, the two agencies will provide counseling and case management as well as peer outreach, peer 
education and peer counseling for gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender persons age 60 and older. 

According to the National Gay & Lesbian Task Force, several studies of health care providers show widespread 
discrimination against gay senior citizens, resulting in them declining treatment in fear of rejection. 

The Gay & Lesbian Medical Association recognizes in its supplement to the federal document, Healthy People 2010, that 
there are "numerous, profound mental health issues that affect older [GLBT] populations." 

For more information on the program, contact Kerr, at 713.529.0037, ext. 330. 
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LETTER TO THE EDITOR; 
Fight for justice includes gay rights 
Friday, Feb. 17, 2006  
  
 
As our nation mourns the passing of another mother of the civil rights movement, Coretta Scott King, it is appropriate to 
honor her legacy and that of her husband's -- the Rev. Martin Luther King Jr. -- by recommitting ourselves to 
understanding the forces of discrimination and fighting against injustice. At the Gay & Lesbian Community Center in 
Honolulu, we are mindful that the struggle against racism has been a long, perilous and continuing journey. It is a struggle 
we know well, and it is one that Coretta Scott King called "a common struggle." 

In a keynote speech to the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force on Nov. 9, 2000, King said, "Freedom from 
discrimination based on sexual orientation is surely a fundamental human right in any democracy." And it was 
her husband who famously said, "Injustice anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere." 

In the coming year, the center will be recommitting itself to these ideals of the Kings, and we welcome the support of our 
brothers and sisters fighting for civil rights. 

Eduardo Hernandez 
Executive director 
Gay & Lesbian Community Center 
Honolulu 
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BUSINESS CALENDAR 
Posted Feb. 27, 2006 
  
 

Wednesday 
 
Job fair for health-care professionals, 8 a.m., Parrot Jungle Island, Miami. Call 800-546-4987. 
 
Inventors Society of South Florida, 1:30 p.m., LIGI Tool, 3220 SW 15th St., Deerfield Beach. Call 772-
287-2224 or 561-496-1140.  
 
Broward Hadassah Professional Women's Council, 6 p.m., Sterling Worth Café, Fountains Plaza, 801 S. 
University Drive, Plantation. Guest speaker: Andrea Greenbaum, editor of Jews of South Florida. $25-$30. 
Call 954-792-3258. 
 
Winter Party Festival kickoff, 6 p.m., Surfcomber Hotel, 1717 Collins Ave., Miami Beach. Event 
presented by The Out Traveler. Kicks off a series of events and activities presented in part and 
in benefit to the National Gay & Lesbian Task Force. Call 305-571-1924. 




