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Quotes of the Week:

"This kind of statement is something we have been yearning for - at long last we have a
fair-minded progressive leader taking an ethical and moral stance. No hair splitting, no
waffling, no equivocating."

— Matt Foreman, executive director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force, commenting on Russ
Feingold’s statement supporting gay marriage.

Associated Press
April 4, 2006

“Matt Foreman has reinvented the Task Force.”
- Libby Post, syndicated columnist

Seattle Gay News
and other LGBT publications
April 2006

Sen. Russ Feingold comes out in support of gay marriage

1. Feingold says he supports gay marriage
Associated Press April 4, 2006

2. Feingold supports equal marriage
Boston Edge

3. Feingold supports same-sex marriage
Gay.com April 4, 2006

4. Possible '08 presidential candidate backs gay marriage
Southern Voice, Washington Blade Apr. 4, 2006
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Massachusetts

5. Massachusetts Court Limits Gay Unions
The New York Times March 31, 2006

6. Massachusetts Curb on Gay Marriage Upheld
Los Angeles Times March 31, 2006

7. For possible GOP presidential hopeful Romney, a gift from an unlikely source
Associated Press March 31, 2006

8. Romney eyes gay adopt exemption

Boston Herald March 14, 2006

Task Force demands humane immigration

9. National Gay and Lesbian Task Force demands humane immigration
GayWired.com, Alliance of the Genessee Valley March 28, 2006

10. Task Force applauds immigration measure
Common Dreams Newswire Mar. 28, 2006

IWR merger

11. Protestants Join Secular Task Force on Rights
Los Angeles Times (Religion Notebook) March 15, 2006

12. National Gay and Lesbian Task Force and the Institute for Welcoming Resources join
forces
Chuck Currie (http://chuckcurrie.blogs.com/)

13. Finding Our Religion: Strong allies await at church
New York Blade (Editorial) March 27, 2006

Other highlights

14. 140 for Spitzer: LGBT leaders back AG for Gov.
New York Blade March 27, 2006

15. Religion Notebook (on Youth in the Crosshairs report)
Calgary Herald (Canada) March 26, 2006

16. Activists confront Dem senators
Washington Blade March 17, 2006

17. Mayor-ESPA face off: What’s next?
Gay City News March 30-Apr. 5 issue

18. GCs caught in middle of culture wars

The Legal Intelligencer Apr. 7, 2006
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19.
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24.

25.

News (three mentions of Task Force)
Out in the Mountains April 2006 issue

All politics is loco: Equality Begins at Home
PrideSource.com Mar. 30, 2006

Talkin’ out loud
Bay Windows March 30, 2006

Marriage equality moves forward
TomPaine.com Mar. 29, 2006

Meet Leslie Thompson — lesbian leader and comic
Dallas Voice Apr. 6, 2006

Reader’s Pick — Task Force Leadership Awards
pageoneQ.com Mar. 31, 2006

“Homophobia™ is not the problem
Concerned Women of America Feb. 13, 2006
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AP Associated Press

Feingold says he supports gay marriage
By FREDERIC J. FROMMER

Associated Press

Tuesday April 4, 2006

WASHINGTON - Sen. Russ Feingold said Tuesday he supports giving gays and lesbians the right to marry,
becoming the fourth U.S. senator to take that position, according to a gay-rights advocacy group.

Feingold, D-Wis., issued a statement saying he was asked about his views on the subject at a listening session
with constituents Sunday night in Kenosha, Wis.

In an interview Tuesday with The Associated Press, he said he decided to express his support for gay
marriage at the session in response to what he called a "mean-spirited" Wisconsin constitutional amendment
to ban gay marriage and civil unions, which will appear on the state ballot in November.

"I will be voting against the harsh amendment that's been proposed in Wisconsin, and | thought it was an
appropriate occasion to indicate my feeling that if two people care enough about each other to get married, that
it probably is a positive thing for society," he said.

"Gay and lesbian people in our country are fighting a mean-spirited movement to harm them and to
discriminate against them," he added. "I stand with them against that movement, and I'm proud to stand with
them."

Asked if he would support federal legislation to legalize gay marriage, Feingold said he's not focused on that
now.

By supporting gay marriage, Feingold, a potential presidential candidate, has once again taken a position that
places him to the left of potential 2008 rivals. Earlier examples include his call for a timetable for withdrawing
troops from Iraq, his opposition to the Patriot Act renewal and his proposal to censure President Bush for his
domestic wiretapping program.

Feingold said presidential politics had nothing to do with his position on gay rights.

"l recognize that it will have some national implications as well, but what caused me to do it at this time had to
do with the Wisconsin proposal that | oppose,” he said.

Wisconsin state Sen. Scott Fitzgerald, a Juneau Republican and amendment sponsor, said Feingold's stance
shows how far out of touch he is from mainstream Wisconsin voters.
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"Russ Feingold, as usual, is playing to the fringe left,” Fitzgerald said.

As to Feingold's contention that the amendment was harsh and mean-spirited, Fitzgerald said, "We didn't go
looking for this fight. We're simply reacting” to attempts to change the definition of marriage.

"Marriage is not just about two loving and committed people,” said Julaine Appling, executive director of the
Family Research Institute of Wisconsin, which supports the amendment. "Marriage is a social institution that
provides a social good, and a public good."

Matt Foreman, executive director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force, praised Feingold.

"This kind of statement is something we have been yearning for - at long last we have a fair-minded
progressive leader taking an ethical and moral stance," Foreman said. "No hair splitting, no waffling,
no equivocating.”

According to Foreman, Sens. Ted Kennedy, D-Mass., Lincoln Chafee, R-R.l., and Ron Wyden, D-Ore.,
are the only other senators to express support for gay marriage.

Two other gay rights groups, the National Stonewall Democrats and the Human Rights Campaign, also put out
statements praising Feingold's position.

Feingold said he believes the country will one day support gay marriage, even in the most conservative states.

"It may take some time, but | think in the end the American people will see this as a human right that no one
should interfere with," he said.
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Feingold Supports Equal Marriage
by Peter Cassels, EDGE National News Editor
Wednesday Apr 5, 2006

WASHINGTON, D.C. - Two national GLBT advocacy organizations have praised U.S.
Sen. Russell Feingold, D-Wisc., for supporting marriage equality.

The National Gay and Lesbhian Task Force and the Human Rights Campaign
lauded the senator for his endorsement of legalized marriage for gays and
lesbians.

Feingold released a statement April 4 announcing his support. The senator said he
strongly opposes the proposed civil unions and marriage ban currently facing
Wisconsin voters.

Feingold is the fourth U.S. senator to support marriage equality. The others are Republican Lincoln Chafee of
Rhode Island and Democrats Edward Kennedy of Massachusetts and Ron Wyden of Oregon.

"Gay and lesbian couples should be able to marry and have access to the same rights, privileges and benefits
that straight couples currently enjoy," Feingold said in his statement. "Denying people this basic American right
is the kind of discrimination that has no place in our laws, especially in a progressive state like Wisconsin. The
time has come to end this discrimination and the politics of divisiveness that has become part of this issue."

"Senator Feingold’s announcement today is more than an important step forward in the struggle for
equal rights,”" NGLTF Executive Director Matt Foreman said in an April 4 statement to news media. "At
long last, progressive and fair-minded Americans have a leader taking the ethically and morally correct stand
for marriage equality-no equivocation, waffling or hairsplitting. And it comes as no surprise that the same
senator who long ago recognized and successfully battled the corrupting effect of out-of-control-money in
political campaigns has stepped forward to recognize and support a fundamental civil rights truth. This is the
kind of courageous, principled and clear leadership this country so desperately needs."

The NGLTF will present the 2006 National Leadership Award to the senator at its national dinner in
Washington May 6.

"Senator Feingold’s public support for marriage fairness is the type of leadership this country so desperately
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needs and deserves,” HRC President Joe Solmonese said. "Senator Feingold is taking a common-sense step
toward fairness. He understands that America is at its best when all members of our society are treated
equally.”

The National Stonewall Democrats also praised Feingold. "Senator Feingold understands that religious
institutions should have the freedom to marry adherents according to their interpretation of their faith, and not
the dictates of politicians," said Jo Wyrick, NSD interim executive director.

"American families will be strengthened by tasking couples with the legal responsibilities that come through
civil marriage. Americans are quickly moving towards full support for marriage equality, and we are seeing a
new generation of Democrats emerge whose leadership will help turn that support into law."

A recipient of the National Lesbian and Gay Journalists Association’s Excellence in Journalism award, Peter Cassels is a
member of the Online News Association. His e-mail address is pcassels@edgepublications.com.
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Feingold supports same-sex marriage
by Christopher Curtis

PlanetOut Network

Posted April 4, 2006

U.S. Sen. Russell Feingold, D-Wis., announced Tuesday that he supports marriage equality for same-
sex couples.

"Gay and lesbian couples should be able to marry and have access to the same rights, privileges and
benefits that straight couples currently enjoy," Feingold said in a statement opposing a proposed
constitutional amendment facing Wisconsin voters. If passed, the measure would deny marriage equality and block
recognition of civil unions or domestic partnerships.

"Denying people this basic American right is the kind of discrimination that has no place in our laws, especially in a
progressive state like Wisconsin. The time has come to end this discrimination and the politics of divisiveness that has
become part of this issue," the Wisconsin senator said.

Feingold becomes the fourth U.S. senator to support marriage equality, along with Lincoln Chafee, R-R.I., Edward
Kennedy, D-Mass., and Ron Wyden, D-Ore.

"I think it's terrific," said Evan Wolfson, the executive director of Freedom to Marry. "I think (Feingold) has given one more
indication that as people think this through, they realize, as he said, that it's time to end this discrimination.”

Wolfson did not think Feingold's announced position on same-sex marriage would hurt the senator's presidential
ambitions, even though a recent study from the Pew Center showed 51 percent of those Americans polled opposed
same-sex marriage.

"I think that the American people are grappling with this, but will respect leadership and will be willing to fight for a
candidate's convictions," Wolfson said.

Feingold has not formally announced a White House run. A year ago, though, he created a political action committee, the
Progressive Patriots Fund, to fund travel and to make campaign donations, according to the Associated Press. Politicians
often use such PACs to build support for presidential runs, and Feingold's has found backing in Hollywood and elsewhere.
"Sen. Feingold's announcement today is more than an important step forward in the struggle for equal rights,”
said Matt Foreman, the executive director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force.

"At long last, progressive and fair-minded Americans have a leader taking the ethically and morally correct stand
for marriage equality -- no equivocation, waffling or hairsplitting,” Foreman said.

"This is the kind of courageous, principled and clear leadership this country so desperately needs," he said.
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Possible ‘08 presidential candidate backs gay marriage
Friday, April 07, 2006

WASHINGTON (AP) — Sen. Russ Feingold (D-Wis.) said April 4 he supports giving gay
couples the right to marry, becoming the fourth U.S. senator to take that position, according to
a national gay rights advocacy group. Feingold issued a statement saying he was asked about
his views on the subject at a listening session with constituents Sunday night in Kenosha, Wis.
In an interview with the Associated Press, he said he decided to express his support for gay
marriage at the session in response to what he called a "mean-spirited" Wisconsin
constitutional amendment to ban gay marriage and civil unions, which will appear on the state

ballot in November. Asked if he would support federal legislation to legalize gay marriage,

Feingold said he’s not focused on that now. By supporting gay marriage, Feingold, a potential ~ Sen. Russ Feingold (D-
Wis.) is the fourth U.S.
senator to publicly support
2008 rivals. Feingold said presidential politics had nothing to do with his position on gay rights. 9ay marriage, according to
the National Lesbian & Gay
"I recognize that it will have some national implications as well, but what caused me to doitat  Task Force. (Photo by AP)

presidential candidate, has once again taken a position that places him to the left of potential

this time had to do with the Wisconsin proposal that | oppose,” he said. Matt Foreman,
executive director of the National Gay & Lesbian Task Force, praised Feingold. "At long last we have a fair-

minded progressive leader taking an ethical and moral stance," Foreman said.
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Massachusetts Court Limits Gay Unions
By PAM BELLUCK and KATIE ZEZIMA
March 31, 2006

BOSTON, March 30 — Massachusetts's highest court, which legalized same-sex marriage here two and a half years ago,
ruled Thursday that gay couples who live in states where such marriages are prohibited cannot marry in Massachusetts.
But the ruling left open the possibility that gay couples from states like New York and Rhode Island that do not explicitly
ban same-sex marriage might be able to marry in Massachusetts.

The justices sent the cases of three of eight plaintiff couples, one from New York and two from Rhode Island, back to
Superior Court to decide "whether same-sex marriage is prohibited in those states.”

But couples from the vast majority of states cannot marry here because those states have either laws or constitutional
amendments that bar same-sex marriage. The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force said the only other
jurisdictions that do not specifically prohibit same-sex marriage are New Jersey, New Mexico and the District of
Columbia.

The ruling, supported by six of the court's seven justices, upheld a 1913 law that says that no out-of-state resident can
marry in Massachusetts if the marriage would be void in the person's home state, unless the person intends to live in
Massachusetts.

"The laws of this commonwealth have not endowed nonresidents with an unfettered right to marry," Justice Francis X.
Spina wrote in one of two concurring opinions, adding, "Massachusetts can reasonably believe that nonresident same-sex
couples primarily are coming to this commonwealth to marry because they want to evade the marriage laws of their home
states" and "Massachusetts should not be encouraging such evasion."

Chief Justice Margaret H. Marshall, who wrote the Supreme Judicial Court's November 2003 decision making same-sex
marriage legal, wrote in the other concurring opinion, "It is rational for the legislature to take steps to ensure that
marriages performed here will hold up elsewhere, and that they will not be ignored by other states."

Only one justice, Roderick L. Ireland, dissented, writing that "the commonwealth's resurrection of a moribund statute to
deny nonresident same-sex couples access to marriage is not only troubling" but "also is fundamentally unfair."

The lawsuit began after same-sex marriage became legal in Massachusetts in May 2004 and Gov. Mitt Romney, an
opponent of it, invoked the 1913 statute, which had been originally adopted in part to block interracial marriages. Mr.
Romney refused to record out-of-state marriages, saying, "Massachusetts should not become the Las Vegas of same-sex
marriage."

The decision by Mr. Romney, a Republican, was backed by the state's attorney general, Thomas F. Reilly, a Democrat.
Eight couples from Connecticut, Maine, New Hampshire, New York, Rhode Island and Vermont sued, along with 12
Massachusetts cities and towns, claiming that the 1913 statute was discriminatory and had been invalidated by the
legalization of same-sex marriage here.

On Thursday, the clerk of one of those towns, Margaret Drury of Cambridge, said, "We really feel like we are being forced
to discriminate against out-of-state couples.”

According to the State Department of Public Health, 7,341 same-sex couples married in Massachusetts from May 17,
2004, to Dec. 31, 2005, but the state does not keep track of how many were from out of state.

Mark Pearsall, 38, of Lebanon, Conn., who married his partner, Paul Trubey, 42, in Massachusetts in 2004 after Mr.
Pearsall's mother, dying of cancer, gave them her engagement and wedding rings, said the ruling was "very disappointing
for us."
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"But ultimately we consider ourselves married," Mr. Pearsall said.

Although their marriage is invalid and they could have a civil union in Connecticut, Mr. Trubey said that would feel "like the
back of the bus."

Amy Zimmerman, 33, who lives in New York City with Tanya Wexler, 35, and their four children, said she was "hopeful
that the door seems to have been left open” for her marriage in May 2004 to be made official if the Superior Court decides
that New York State does not bar same-sex marriage.

An appeals court in New York is scheduled to hear arguments in May in a lawsuit challenging state officials' interpretation
that same-sex marriage is illegal in the state.

Governor Romney, in an interview Thursday, said, "This is an important victory for traditional marriage and for the right of
each state to be sovereign as it defines marriage. It's very important to contain a bad initial decision on same-sex
marriage by this court and not impose it on the other 49 states."

Peter Sprig, vice president for policy at the Family Research Council, called the ruling "gratifying" and said conservative
groups would continue to push for a federal constitutional amendment against same-sex marriage and for similar
amendments in states that do not already have them. Such an amendment will come before the Massachusetts
legislature in May.

Advocates for same-sex marriage said they were disappointed by the Massachusetts ruling.

"l had very high hopes about this decision," said Matt Foreman, executive director of the National Gay and
Lesbian Task Force.

Michele E. Granda, a lawyer for Gay and Lesbian Advocates and Defenders, which represented the plaintiffs, said that
while her side had the option of asking the United States Supreme Court to hear an appeal, it was much more likely that
her group would focus on the New York and Rhode Island cases, and would press the Massachusetts legislature to repeal
the 1913 law.

A bill to repeal the law passed the State Senate overwhelmingly in 2004 but was not taken up in the House of
Representatives, which at the time was led by a speaker who opposed same-sex marriage. It was recently reintroduced.
"This is a ridiculous, confusing and badly formed law," Ms. Granda said. "We live in a mobile society, and where someone
lives today may have no meaning for them when they go on vacation next month or relocate a year from now."
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Massachusetts Curb on Gay Marriage Upheld

The state's highest court rules that municipal clerks must heed a 1913 law that prohibits the issuing of licenses
to out-of-state couples.

By Elizabeth Mehren, Times Staff Writer

March 31, 2006

The highest court in Massachusetts on Thursday ruled that city and town clerks may not issue marriage licenses to same-

sex couples from out of state.

"The laws of this commonwealth have not endowed nonresidents with an unfettered right to marry," Justice Francis Spina
wrote for the majority in the 38-page Supreme Judicial Court opinion. "Only nonresident couples who come to

Massachusetts and intend to reside in this commonwealth thereafter can be issued a marriage license."

In two separate opinions, six justices ruled against eight same-sex couples and 13 town clerks who challenged a 1913 law
that bars couples from out of state from marrying in Massachusetts if their unions would not be recognized in their home
states. Only one member of the court, Justice Roderick Ireland, dissented. The little-known statute was drafted at a time

when Massachusetts permitted mixed-race couples to marry but most other states did not.

Gov. Mitt Romney, a vocal opponent of gay and leshian marriage, invoked the provision in 2004 when Massachusetts

became the only state to allow same-sex marriage.

"This is an important victory for those of us who wanted to preserve traditional marriage and to make sure that the mistake
of Massachusetts doesn't become the mistake of the entire country,” Romney said Thursday. The Republican governor is

widely expected to seek his party's presidential nomination in 2008.

Michele Granda, a staff attorney for Gay and Lesbian Advocates and Defenders in Boston, represented the couples who
sought to marry in Massachusetts. Granda said she was disappointed by the decision but called it an opportunity to

review a law that the court called confusing.
"The court made it very clear that this is an unworkable law," she said. "We do think that it would be appropriate for the
Legislature to repeal it now." Romney had tried unsuccessfully to circumvent the Supreme Judicial Court ruling that

granted gays and lesbians the right to marry in Massachusetts.

His use of the 1913 regulation was seen as a last-ditch effort to prevent his state from becoming what he called "the Las
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Vegas of same-sex marriage." Lawyers for the lesbian and gay couples from outside Massachusetts said the 48-word law

"sat on the shelf unused for decades" before Romney resurrected it.

In ruling in late 2003 that same-sex couples were constitutionally entitled to marry in Massachusetts, the court gave the

Legislature six months to craft a law that would accommodate its stipulations.

Debate raged for weeks in a special constitutional convention. Lawmakers ultimately approved an amendment barring
marriage by gays and lesbians but permitting civil unions. Under the cumbersome amendment procedure of

Massachusetts, that measure must face an additional vote by the full Legislature in the current year's session.

If approved once again, the bill would go to voters. In surveys, a majority of Massachusetts voters consistently have

voiced support for same-sex marriage.

Matt Foreman, executive director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force in Washington, charged Thursday
that in unearthing the 1913 law, Romney had "used gay and lesbian people for partisan political gain — that's
really what this is about." Foreman said he and his partner had intended to be married in Massachusetts during a
short window in 2004 when a handful of town clerks were defying the governor by issuing licenses to same-sex

couples.

Foreman said the clerk in Attleboro was processing their paperwork when he took a break for lunch. By the time
they all returned from lunch, the clerk had received a strongly worded order that kept him from granting the
license.

"So | personally felt the long and mean hand of Gov. Romney," Foreman said.

About 7,000 same-sex couples have married in Massachusetts.
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For possible GOP presidential hopeful Romney, a gift from an unlikely

source

By STEVE LeBLANC, Associated Press Writer

March 31, 2006 Friday 11:32 PM ; SECTION: STATE AND REGIONAL
[NOTE: Story was picked up by The APState & Local Wire]

Boston - For Massachusetts governor and GOP presidential might-be Mitt Romney, it was an unexpected gift from an

unlikely source.

This week's ruling by the state Supreme Judicial Court allowing Massachusetts to bar same-sex couples from other states
from marrying here handed Romney a prized political victory as he courts social conservative Republican primary voters

for the 2008 presidential contest.

Even more surprising for Romney is the source of the gift the same high court justices who became the whipping post of

the political right after making Massachusetts the first state to recognize gay marriage in 2003.
Romney, who opposes gay marriage, wasted little time seizing on the victory and casting it in a national spotlight.

Romney called the decision "an important victory for traditional marriage"
and said it would have been "wrong for the Supreme Judicial Court to impose its mistaken view of marriage on the rest of

the country."

"The continuing threat of the judicial redefinition of marriage, here and in several other states, is why | believe that the
best and most reliable way to preserve the institution of marriage is to pass an amendment to the U.S.

Constitution," he said in a statement.

Romney already supports a proposed change to the Massachusetts Constitution that would ban gay marriage by defining

marriage as the union of a man and a woman. The soonest that could go before voters is 2008.

National gay rights activists said they expected Romney to use the ruling to score points with GOP primary voters but said

it could ultimately hurt his chances of becoming president.

"Public sentiment is moving very quickly on this. | think this could actually backfire," said Matt Foreman,
executive director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force. "Most people are worried about the war, the
economy, jobs, the environment. We have real issues to deal with and these people are running around

demonizing minorities."
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Tom McClusky, spokesman for the Washington-based Family Research Council, credited Romney for being the first in
Massachusetts to cite a little-used 1913 law in the context of gay marriage. That law barred people from marrying in
Massachusetts if their marriage would be illegal in their home state.

McClusky tempered that praise, noting that Massachusetts is still the only state to allow same-sex marriage.

"Calling it a full victory for traditional marriage may be a little over the top. All you are doing is containing a firestorm," he
said.

Not everyone thinks the SJC ruling is a political win for Romney, even with conservatives.

Republican political consultant Jim Nuzzo said given Massachusetts' reputation as one of the most liberal states, Romney
probably wasn't badly hurt by the ruling allowing gay marriage, and won't be significantly helped by the ruling containing

gay marriage to Massachusetts.

"l don't think anyone believes that Mitt Romney's personal views had any influence on the court," Nuzzo said. "l don't think

this has really any political benefit for Romney."

The ruling may have even more mixed political news for another Massachusetts political figure, state Attorney General
Tom Reilly, who initially played a key role in efforts to fight gay marriage, including invoking the 1913 law, then later said

he favored gay marriage.

"What the court did today is really to recognize that it's up to each state to decide what their laws will be," Reilly said.
"Same-sex marriage has gone very well in Massachusetts...we've showed the rest of the country how to handle this

issue."

Reilly's actions have frustrated gay activists who faulted him for enforcing the 1913 law and not doing more to block the
proposed amendment banning gay marriage. Reilly is running for the Democratic nomination for governor against former
Clinton administration official Deval Patrick, a gay marriage supporter who said he was disappointed by Thursday's court
decision.
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Romney eyes gay adopt exemption
March 14, 2006 Tuesday

ALL EDITIONS

By BRIAN BALLOU

Gov. Mitt Romney is poised to file a bill allowing Boston's Catholic Charities to sidestep the state's anti-bias laws and bar
gays from adopting via the agency. Romney indicated yesterday he may file his religious exemption bill soon, possibly
within days. “I've asked for something very narrow," he said of the scope of the bill.

“Catholic Charities has done very special work over the years and there are many, many other agencies that can work
with gay couples on adoptions. Our responsibility to the children comes first. We want (Catholic leaders) to be true to their
religion," Romney said.

Boston Catholic Charities announced last week it is pulling out of the business of adoption. Its leaders cited a conflict
between the anti-bias law and Catholic teachings against placing kids with same-sex couples. The move sparked debate
in other states, but so far there have been no similar exemptions, said Carol Peck, director of family services for Catholic
Charities U.S.A., based in Virginia.

There are 104 licensed Catholic Charities in the United States that do adoptions, she said. In 2004, the latest year for
which statistics are available, those organizations facilitated 4,229 adoptions.

“It's such a complex and murky issue from state to state and it's really difficult to say which way this is going to go or how
many agencies are going to be affected," Peck said.

Matt Foreman, executive director of the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force in Washington, D.C., criticized a
directive from the Vatican instructing a San Francisco Catholic Charities to not place children for adoption in
homosexual households.

“These Draconian anti-gay policies are coming from the top and are completely different policies than what
comes from the grass roots. For along time there's been a chasm between the grass roots and the hierarchy,
and this is another example of it," he said.

The San Francisco archdiocese allows gay couples to adopt, but its archbishop said he would ““reconsider" that stance
given the directive.

U.S. Rep. Barney Frank (D-Newton) said he thinks Catholic Charities ~“found themselves bound by a policy with which
they don't agree," but added that those who protest gay adoption fundamentally misunderstand the issue. “"They act as if
it's a choice between a child being offered to the Cleavers to live with Wally and the Beaver and being sent to live with
Boy George," Frank told the Herald.

Denise St. Clair, associate director of the National Center for Adoption Law and Policy in Ohio, said, ~"We are concerned
because there are thousands of children that need help and eliminating an entire category of adoptive parents is just not
good public policy." She added, “"Even in Ohio, where it appears that a bill proposing to ban gay and lesbian adoptions is
dying away, that doesn't mean that it won't return.”

Kim Atkins and Jay Fitzgerald contributed to this report.
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National Gay and Lesbian Task Force demands humane immigration
Tuesday, 28 March 2006

WASHINGTON, March 27 - The Senate Judiciary Committee today adopted an amendment that would protect church
and charitable groups, as well as individuals, from criminal prosecution for providing medical care, shelter and other such
assistance to undocumented immigrants. The action essentially rebuffs a controversial House measure passed in
December that makes it a felony to provide nonemergency aid to undocumented immigrants. Today and over the

weekend, hundreds of thousands of demonstrators have rallied against get-tough immigration legislation.

Four of the leading national Hispanic advocacy organizations in the United States - the League of United Latin American
Citizens, Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund, National Association of Latino Elected and Appointed
Officials Educational Fund and National Council of La Raza — today released text of a letter to Senate Majority Leader Bill
Frist expressing their concern with his threat to bypass the Senate Judiciary Committee and introduce his own border
security bill. In the letter, the groups warned that the "colossal task of reforming our broken immigration system is too

complex, and the stakes too high, to be rushed."

The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force is urging federal lawmakers to enact humane immigration policies and reject

extreme measures that go so far as to criminalize humanitarian assistance to undocumented immigrants.

Statement by Eleanor (Eldie) D. Acheson Task Force Public Policy & Government Affairs Director

"The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force calls upon the leadership of the U.S. Senate to suspend today's arbitrary and
nonsensical deadline for the Judiciary Committee to send immigration reform legislation to the full Senate. The committee
deserves the time necessary to develop a comprehensive, fair and balanced bill that, as the National Council of La Raza

and other leading Hispanic groups so aptly noted in their letter, 'will restore the rule of law and enhance security, reunite

families, protect workers, promote citizenship and civic participation, and help local communities.'

"A reasonably paced and deliberative process in the Senate is critical to counter the politically opportunistic and
gratuitously punitive enforcement-only bill that emerged from the House. That piece of legislation is Exhibit A in mean-
spirited election-year pandering to the 'send them home' crowd and scapegoating of yet another group in our country
perceived to be unpopular and powerless.

"America can do much better than this and is looking to our Senate to lead us to that better place in immigration reform.
But the Judiciary Committee needs sufficient time, and the full Senate needs sufficient time, for this 'colossal' and

‘complex’ task. So, Senator Frist, dissolve your artificial deadline and let the Senate do its critically important work."
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Latest Mews from America's Prograssive Communily

National Gay and Lesbian Task Force Applauds Senate Committee

Passage of Bipartisan-Backed Immigration Measure
March 28, 2006

WASHINGTON - March 28 - The full Senate will now consider sweeping immigration legislation approved yesterday by
the Judiciary Committee by a 12—6 vote. The legislation embraces key elements of a bipartisan bill crafted by Democratic
Sen. Edward Kennedy and Republican Sen. John McCain. The measure, backed by four Republicans and eight
Democrats, provides a way for millions of immigrants who are currently in the country illegally to become U.S. citizens,
and creates a guest-worker program. In December, the House approved legislation that, for the first time, would make it a
felony to live in the U.S. without proper documents or provide non-emergency aid to undocumented immigrants. The
Judiciary Committee-approved legislation is expected to face acrimonious debate in the full Senate and vigorous

opposition in the House.

Statement by Eleanor (Eldie) D. Acheson

Task Force Public Policy & Government Affairs Director

“The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force applauds the Senate Judiciary Committee’s constructive work that culminated
in yesterday’s bipartisan vote to send a reasonable and fair immigration reform measure to the full Senate.

“Whether this rational and balanced bill advances or is trumped by the much narrower enforcement-heavy and visa
reform-light legislation proposed by Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist remains the question. We call upon the majority
leader and all Senate leadership to provide the time necessary for debate of this critically important legislation.

“To do otherwise would reveal the Senate to be as mean-spirited and politically opportunistic as the House — and our
nation simply cannot afford such irresponsible and contentious behavior by its politicians, especially when it comes to one

of the most pressing and complex challenges that we currently face as a country.”



Back to Table of Contents

fTos Angeles Times

Protestants Join Secular Task Force on Rights

BELIEFS | RELIGION NOTEBOOK;
Kelly-Anne Suarez, Times Staff Writer
March 15, 2006 Wednesday

A coalition of Protestant congregations advocating equality for lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender people joined
forces Monday with the secular National Gay and Lesbian Task Force.

Matt Foreman, task force executive director, said the merger with the Minneapolis-based Institute for Welcoming
Resources aims to bolster support for gay rights among Christian denominations with "new resources, training and
strategies.”

Founded in 1973 and based in Washington, the task force is the nation's oldest gay and lesbian civil rights group.

The institute says it represents 1,500 congregations with 1 million members.



Back to Table of Contents

Chuck Currie

Views on faith and politics from a United Church of Christ Seminarian

National Gay and Lesbian Task Force and the Institute for Welcoming
Resources join forces

Unprecedented joining of secular and faith-based organizing efforts
Posted at http://chuckcurrie.blogs.com/

WASHINGTON, March 13 — The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force announced today that the
Institute for Welcoming Resources (IWR), an umbrella organization for leading Protestant lesbian,
gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBT) welcoming church programs, has merged with and will
become a program of the Task Force. The move, an unprecedented joining of LGBT secular and

faith-based organizing, is designed to provide new resources, training and strategies that will

increase the number of people of faith supporting equality for LGBT people.

"We are extremely proud the Institute for Welcoming Resources, an essential leader in the effort to win support for
lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender people in key denominations, is joining forces with us," said Task Force Executive
Director Matt Foreman. "The more than 1 million individuals in the 1,300 congregations supported by IWR are some of our
movement's most valuable allies in the fight to reclaim 'moral values' from those who try to justify anti-gay bigotry as

'deeply held religious beliefs.

IWR works with the welcoming church movement in eight mainline Protestant denominations: the Presbyterian Church
USA, United Church of Christ, United Methodist Church, Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, Community of Christ,
Christian Church (Disciples of Christ), the American Baptist Churches and the Alliance of Baptists. Through this
movement, congregations decide — through a formal vote — to offer an unconditional welcome to people of all sexual
orientations and gender identities and their families. To date, more than 1,300 congregations — with more than 1 million
congregants — have adopted statements that explicitly welcome LGBT people to full inclusion in the life and ministry of

their congregations.

"Those of us in the welcoming church movement see it as our job to proudly claim the witness and language of our faith
traditions,” said the Rev. Rebecca Voelkel, executive officer of IWR. "Unfortunately for those of us who are Christian,
some of that language has been hijacked by the radical right and used to attack and abuse LGBT folk. We are determined
to change that." Voelkel, a minister in the United Church of Christ, will continue to lead the IWR program as a member of

the Task Force staff.

With new resources and expertise resulting from this move, IWR expects to place faith-based field organizers across
denominations in strategic locations around the country; produce new resources for welcoming congregations, seminaries

and other settings; train clergy and lay leaders to work for LGBT equality; and exchange lessons learned between faith-
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based organizing in the mainline Protestant churches and progressive people of faith in other religious traditions. As part
of the Task Force, the IWR program will continue to organize the "Witness Our Welcome (WOW)" conference as the

national convening of welcoming people of faith. It will also continue the outreach work of the Shower of Stoles project, a
visual and liturgical representation of the leadership gifts of LGBT people of faith and the loss that occurs when they are

banned from leadership.

"We are confident our becoming part of the Task Force will help us grow this critical movement and take us to a new level

of participation and effectiveness," said Voelkel.

Faith-based LGBT activism — a parallel stream

Like the Task Force, which was founded in 1973, many of the organizations with which IWR works have been in existence
since the early 1970s, with a substantial history of LGBT organizing. This "parallel stream” of faith-based LGBT activism
has grown alongside the secular political movement. For instance, Lutherans Concerned/North America, an organization
of LGBT and allied Lutherans, has been working within the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America and the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in Canada since 1974. Over the years, these faith groups have given spiritual strength to LGBT people,
bound up wounds caused by religious abuse, and advocated for full inclusion of LGBT people within their denominations
and in society as a whole. In the process, they have won hundreds of thousands of dedicated heterosexual allies in their

churches and achieved significant institutional change.

While extraordinary progress has been made within Protestant denominations, including the United Church of Christ's

recent General Synod resolution endorsing marriage equality for same-sex couples, it has been done with comparatively

few resources. A recent report released by the Task Force National Religious Leadership Roundtable, David v. Goliath: A
Report on Faith Groups Working for LGBT Equality (and What They're Up Against) found that pro-LGBT faith

organizations were out-spent by their anti-gay opponents by an average of 8 to 1.

"Much of the most important and heroic work to win hearts and minds on LGBT issues has been within religious
denominations," Foreman said. "It's long past time for the secular and faith-based wings of our movement to share

resources and expertise and advance as a united movement."

IWR as part of the continuing interfaith outreach of the Task Force

Working with faith leaders is not new for the Task Force. Since 1998, the Task Force has convened the National Religious
Leadership Roundtable, an interfaith collaboration of more than 40 faith organizations from across the spectrum of
American religious traditions. National Religious Leadership Roundtable members act as spokespeople, educators and
citizen advocates in order to change the public dialogue on religion and LGBT issues. In addition to the denominations
represented in the IWR, the National Religious Leadership Roundtable includes Episcopal, Metropolitan Community
Church, Catholic, Jewish, Hindu, Muslim, Missionary Baptist, Unitarian, Quaker, Mormon, Seventh-Day Adventist, Eastern

Orthodox and spiritualist representation.

A Muslim member of the Roundtable, Imam Daayiee Abdullah, spoke about the value of the Task Force working more

closely with the Institute for Welcoming Resources. "A rising tide lifts all boats," Abdullah said. "As churches become more
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welcoming, there becomes less of an idea that all 'people of faith' oppose LGBT equality. I'm glad to work with my
brothers and sisters in the welcoming congregations and learn from them, and | think they, too, will learn something from

me.

To find out more about the IWR, including a comprehensive and geographical list of all the welcoming congregations

around the country, visit www.welcomingresources.org.

IWR partner organizations include:
e More Light Presbyterians (Presbyterian Church USA)
e Open and Affirming Program(United Church of Christ)
e Reconciling Ministries Network (United Methodist Church)
¢ Reconciling in Christ (Evangelical Lutheran Church in America)
e Gay and Lesbian Acceptance (Community of Christ)
e Open & Affirming Ministry (Christian Church (Disciples of Christ)

e Association of Welcoming and Affirming Baptists (American Baptist Churches and the Alliance of Baptists)
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Finding Our Religion

Strong allies await at church

EDITORIAL

Mar. 27, 2006

For many of us, the pulpit has too often been the source of homophobic rhetoric justified in the name of God. But that has
been changing as more LGBT folks are making allies in the church and as our spiritual heterosexual brothers and sisters

are standing up for us in the realm of religious discussion.

As The Blade reported last week, The National Gay and Lesbian Task Force merged with the Institute for
Welcoming Resources (IWR). The Institute is a group of Protestants who are focused on creating more churches
that are welcoming and affirming of all congregants regardless of sexual orientation and gender identity.

"l know across the board among many progressive people of faith and especially LGBT people of faith, there is
this burning desire to really go on the offensive and talk about faith and values in an affirmative, positive way,"
Matt Foreman, executive director of The Task Force told the Blade.

Surprisingly, the LGBT community may affect more change—and faster—by making inroads in the church instead of
focusing on the secular world. The Empire State Pride Agenda and Human Rights Campaign have been doing this for a
while. On March 15, they sponsored the "Religion and Fairness" roundtable, in which Bishop Gene Robinson, the first
openly gay bishop in the Episcopal Church, spoke about ways LGBT members can become advocates in their churches.
"This is going to end with full inclusion of LGBT people in every community of faith and in this government,” Robinson

said.

Religion comes up again in this week’s story about the new People of Color and Allies PFLAG. Founding members Nila
Marrone and Yla Eason both explain that the church is an influential part of life for people of color and that the institute

poses a formidable hurdle.

Of course, part of the challenge when talking about religion and gay rights comes in interpreting scripture. And how many
of us are scholars when it comes to historical biblical passages? Yet even to that end, the LGBT community of faith is
getting educated and then spreading the good word. And so can you. The Marble College LGBT outreach ministry offers a
great learning opportunity 6:30pm Thursday, March 30, at The LGBT Center, 208 West 13th Street. Marble Collegiate
Church Resident Bible Scholar and Catholic nun Sister Carol Perry offers "Translation, Interpretation & Culture: A Biblical
Perspective on Homosexuality," in which she addresses the misrepresentations of the Bible so often used against us.

If these outreaches continue, it won't be long before the LGBT and religious communities will shout together a resounding,

"Amen!"

© 2006 The New York Blade | A Window Media Publication
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140 for Spitzer

LGBT leaders back AG for Gov.
By KERRY ELEVELD

Monday, March 27, 2006

LGBT leaders statewide are standing by their man for governor, Eliot Spitzer, who lined up a who's who list of key
endorsements more than 140-strong. Like standing on stage at the Oscars doling out thank-yous, one hates to start
naming names lest someone feels left out, but it's hard to resist naming a few: Sen. Tom Duane, City Council Speaker
Christine Quinn, Assemblymember Deborah Glick, Councilmember Rosie Mendez, David Mixner, Sean Patrick Maloney,
Jonathan Capehart, Emily Giske, Jeff Soref... from behind-the-scenes movers to front-and-center pols, the list goes on.
"It's a very impressive group that's coming forward at this juncture to endorse Spitzer from the LGBT community, and
deservedly so, because | don’t know that we've ever had—no, we've never had a candidate for Governor who said he or
she supports gay marriage," said Ethan Geto, a veteran gay activist, political consultant and president of Geto & de Milly.
Exactly what Attorney General Spitzer has said about same-sex marriage, other than he supports it, has been the source
of some debate. National Gay and Lesbian Task Force co-chair Jeff Soref, who is one of Spitzer's 140, said, "I'd

like to know, if he’s governor, does he plan to introduce legislation?"

As Attorney General, Spitzer has ruled that the New York State statute does not extend marriage rights to LGBT couples.
"That statute didn’t foresee or contemplate same-sex marriage," said Spitzer, at the January Stonewall Democrat’s

meeting. "That's what led me to say, the statute doesn't envision it, but we must change that law," he added. Pressed for
specifics by a participant at the meeting, Spitzer said he would "introduce legislation in support of same-sex marriage," if

he were elected governor.

Alan Van Capelle, executive director of the Empire State Pride Agenda, was also at the January Stonewall meeting. "
called the Attorney General staff the next morning to make certain that what | heard was exactly what the Attorney
General said and meant. It was confirmed to me that it was," said Van Capelle, who made headlines last month when a

confidential Pride Agenda memao surfaced in which he called Sen. Clinton a "disappointment” on gay marriage.

The Suozzi Factor

The Spitzer 140 stepped up to the plate just as his Democratic primary rival, Tom Suozzi, has been gaining momentum.
Suozzi supports domestic partner benefits but not same-sex marriage. Spitzer is still the odds-on favorite, leading heavily
in the polls and having raised $19 million to Suozzi's $5 million. But both candidates began airing television ads earlier
this month and Republicans seem enthused that they finally have a candidate with some traction, even if he’s not their

own.
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A New York Times article last week reported, "Thomas R. Suozzi, the Nassau County executive, is receiving a lot of
Republican love these days because he is trying to do what the Republicans have failed to do over the last year: bloody
the leading Democratic candidate for governor, Attorney General Eliot Spitzer, who sits atop a 50-point lead in the polls."
Ethan Geto, who has also signed on to support Spitzer, said that challenge should be taken seriously. "He’s got a real
base, which is the first thing you look at,” said Geto, noting the Suozzi is very popular in Nassau County and parts of

Suffolk County, which together constitute a substantial piece of the vote.

But Geto said Suozzi has been "badly marred" by the fact that a large part of his money has come from funders like Home
Depot co-founder Ken Langone, a powerful billionaire who has been the target of Spitzer's Wall Street investigations. "It's

all about retaliation against Spitzer for what | believe is doing his job very effectively," said Geto.

Maybe more important, Suozzi's appeal likely makes him a better general election candidate than a primary candidate.
"ltalians Catholics, and moderate-to-conservative voters who constitute his base are much more characteristic of the
general electorate that votes in November than they are characteristic of the Demaocratic primary voter that votes in
September,” said Geto, noting the Italian Catholics in New York State have migrated heavily over the years to the
Republican Party.

Geto called Suozzi an energetic candidate who has some credibility, but predicted that Spitzer would beat him fairly
handily. "And one of the reasons is going to be the gay vote—I think you're going to see a very big gay vote for Spitzer in
both the primary and the general election," said Geto.
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Religion Notebook
Sunday , March 26, 2006

The National Gay and Lesbhian Task Force has blasted Christian ex-homosexual groups with a report claiming sexual
orientation therapy damages teens. NGLTF director Matt Foreman singled out Focus on the Family and Exodus
International, claiming they "demonize young people," and he threatened lawsuits. Exodus International director Alan
Chambers, a former gay, said NGLTF has "force-fed teens a dangerous myth" that people are "born gay."

www. christianitytoday.com

LOAD-DATE: March 26, 2006
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Activists confront Dem senators

Private meeting brings call for more support on marriage, HIV/AIDS funding issues
By LOU CHIBBARO JR

Friday, March 17, 2006

Eight Democratic senators listened to complaints last week from gay activists that they and their party colleagues have
hindered progress on gay rights, according to several participants in the meeting.

The activists say that by remaining passive or by taking ambiguous and "tortured" positions on same-sex marriage and
other hot-button gay issues, the senators and other Democrats are hurting the gay rights movement.

The sometimes-blunt remarks by the activists came at a March 16 meeting on Capitol Hill organized by Sen. Hillary
Rodham Clinton (D-N.Y.) in her role as chair of the Senate Democrats' Steering & Outreach Committee. The meeting was
closed to the media and public.

Senate Minority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.) also attended, along with leaders of more than 20 prominent gay rights and
AIDS organizations.

"We talked about the way [senators] appear to be largely passive, doing nothing affirmative on LGBT issues S in ways
that actually are problematic for us and harmful to the work that we do," said Kevin Cathcart, executive director of Lambda

Legal Defense & Education Fund, who was among the those who
spoke at the meeting.

Cathcart said he told the senators the gay and AIDS groups
appreciated the Democratic senators' overall support on gay and
AIDS related issues. But, he said, he also told them that gay leaders
were worried that Senate Democrats and the party were not
responding in a visible and assertive way to attacks against gay
marriage and other gay rights efforts by conservative Republicans
and conservative religious advocacy groups.

Cathcart was referring to statements by most Democratic senators,
as well as most Democratic members of the House of
Representatives, that they oppose gay marriage but support civil
unions or domestic partnerships.

Howard Dean, chair on the Democratic Party and a former
presidential candidate, has also said he opposes gay marriage while
supporting civil unions.

Jim Manley, a spokesperson for Reid, said the meeting was part of
the Democratic senators' regular outreach efforts to constituency
groups, including gay and AIDS groups. He said the meeting marked
the third time the Steering & Outreach Committee has met with gay
and AIDS group representatives during the past four years.

"These are important meetings for Senator Reid and the committee,"

In Attendance

DEM SENATORS AT MEETING
Harry Reid (D-Nev.) (Majority Leader)
Hillary Rodham Clinton (D-N.Y.
Daniel Akaka (D-Hawaii)

Maria Cantwell (D-Wash.)

Tom Carper (D-Del.)

Mark Dayton (D-Minn.)

Barack Obama (D-IIl.)

Debbie Stabenow (D-Mich.)

GAY LEADERS AT DEM MEETING
Matt Foreman (NGLTF)

Kevin Cathcart (Lambda Legal)

Joe Solmonese (HRC)

Alexander Robinson (National Black Justice
Coalition)

Mara Keisling (Nat'l Center for Transgender
Equality)

Chuck Wolfe (Gay & Lesbian Victory Fund)
Jody Huckaby (PFLAG)

Eliza Byard (GLSEN)

Kathleen DeBold (Mautner Project)
Rebecca Haag (AIDS Action)

David Harvey (AIDS Alliance for Children, Youth &

Families)
Eric Stern (National Stonewall Democrats)
Richard Burns (New York City Gay Center)

Christine Quinn (New York City Council Speaker)
Danny O’Donnell (New York State Assemblyman)
Alan Van Capelle (Empire State Pride Aaenda

Manley said while declining to comment on the issues discussed at
the meeting.

Clinton's office did not return calls seeking comment by press time.
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Diana Bruce, director of policy and government affairs for the AIDS Alliance for Children, Youth & Families, said she and
other representatives of AIDS groups briefed senators on issues such as the pending reauthorization of the Ryan White
AIDS CARE Act.

Others briefed the senators on gay-related issues such as the status of a federal hate crimes bill and efforts to repeal the
Pentagon's "Don't Ask, Don't Tell" policy on gays in the military.

Talking before big vote

The meeting took place three months before a scheduled June 5 vote in the Senate on the Marriage Protection
Amendment, a proposed constitutional amendment to ban same-sex marriage.

The amendment is expected to be defeated, just as the Senate and House failed to pass the Federal Marriage
Amendment, a similar proposal, in 2004. But Democratic Party strategists have expressed concern that Republican
supporters of the amendment and their allies among conservative religious groups will seize on the issue to attack
Democrats in the upcoming 2006 congressional elections.

Cathcart said he understands the senators who attended the meeting don't believe they are advocating discrimination, but
he said their position for civil unions rather than same-sex marriage was similar to the "separate but equal” policies that
barred African Americans from attending public schools designated for whites only.

"One of our concerns as a group is that they don't necessarily hear enough back from the community on how we hear and
perceive the sometimes tortured and hair-splitting positions they try to take," Cathcart said. "We are tired of being seen as
the embarrassment to the party."

The meeting also follows complaints by gay Democratic activists that Dean, as Democratic Party chair, abolished the
party's gay and lesbian outreach desk as part of a party reorganization that eliminated all constituency "desks."

Dean's decision to eliminate the gay desk, along with his statements claiming the party opposes gay marriage,
prompted New York gay Democratic activist Jeff Soref to resign last year from his position as chair of the
Democratic Party's Gay & Lesbian Americans Caucus.

Eliza Byard, deputy executive director of the Gay, Lesbian & Straight Education Network, or GLSEN, said she and other
activists attending the meeting with the senators pointed out that negative rhetoric on gay-related issues, including gay
marriage, often has a negative impact on young people.

She said her organization, which monitors the nation's public schools, has found that anti-gay statements made by elected
officials and others in the public eye can lead to anti-gay harassment and bullying of gay students in high schools and
middle schools.

"When elected officials say negative things about us, it has an impact on young people," she said.

Joe Solmonese, executive director of the Human Rights Campaign, who also attended the meeting, said each of the
Democratic senators have been supportive of gay rights in general and have expressed support for a gay civil rights bill.
He said each has pledged to vote against the upcoming anti-gay marriage amendment.

"The conversation was more about the message and how to talk about the issues," Solmonese said. "l think that everyone
in that room was committed to us on the issues."

He said he and other gay and AIDS group officials called on the senators to begin "speaking out a little more vocally and
bit more extensively, not just supporting us on the marriage fight that is coming up in June but really being much more
vocal about calling it for what it is."

Evan Wolfson, head of the pro-gay marriage group Freedom to Marry, pointed to a new public opinion poll released this
week showing that support for gay marriage is increasing. Wolfson did not attend the meeting with the senators but said
he briefed the gay leaders on upcoming marriage developments in a telephone conference before the meeting.

"The Democrats are viewed as the party of gay rights because that's part of their historic tradition of supporting civil rights
for all Americans," Wolfson said.
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"They will never be anti-gay enough to satisfy their opponents" who strongly oppose same-sex marriage, he said.
Instead of pandering to voters whose support they are unlikely to get, Democrats should make the case for same-sex
marriage in a way that will move the issue forward, Wolfson said.
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Mayor-ESPA Face-Off: What’s Next?

Optimism Mixes With Critique of Van Capelle Snub at Marriage Confab
Volume 5, Number 13 | March 30 - April 05, 2006

POLITICS

BY PAUL SCHINDLER

Fulfilling a commitment he first made in an interview with Gay City News this past December, Mayor Michael R.
Bloomberg convened a breakfast for gay and lesbian leaders March 24 at Gracie Mansion to discuss how he can
contribute to the community’s efforts to win same-sex marriage rights in New York State.

Public statements from those in attendance, who numbered roughly a dozen, reflected several common themes—an
acknowledgment that the mayor appeared committed to lending his political capital to moving the marriage debate
forward, optimism based the on cooperation shown in the meeting between Republican Bloomberg and Demaocratic City
Council Speaker Christine Quinn, a lesbian, and recognition that the gathering was just the first step in a process that
could span years.

The apparent success of this initial meeting on gay marriage between the mayor and gay advocates—which ran to two
hours—stands in stark contrast to the buzz in gay circles in the 24 hours leading up to the breakfast. On Thursday of last
week, many in the community engaged in heated discussion about what proved to be a stark absence from the meeting—
representation from the Empire State Pride Agenda, the state’s LGBT political lobbying organization. The Pride Agenda
has played the lead role in enacting gay rights legislation in Albany for more than a decade—its most significant triumphs
coming with the enactment of the 2002 Sexual Orientation Non-Discrimination Act and the 2000 hate crimes statute.

The Bloomberg administration first confirmed that the meeting was taking place early Thursday evening, indicating that
the subject was marriage equality and that the Pride Agenda had been invited.

In a telephone interview late Thursday evening, City Council Speaker Christine Quinn told Gay City News that she had
first been invited to the breakfast early last week. She could not recall whether the mayor’s office had asked for
suggestions of people who should attend, but said that she had her staff pull together a list of names, which included the
Pride Agenda.

“We were told that the Pride Agenda was invited,” Quinn said.

But the devil in this matter was clearly in the details. In fact, the Pride Agenda was faced with an ultimatum from the
Bloomberg team—the group was welcome to send board members, but its executive director, Alan Van Capelle, would
not be invited. The Pride Agenda rejected the offer to send board representatives and withheld comment when first
contacted Thursday evening. Van Capelle struck back hard at Bloomberg Friday morning.

“Throughout this city, tens of thousands of gay and lesbian couples live with daily uncertainty because they are not
afforded the rights and responsibilities that come with a marriage license,” Van Capelle said in a written statement. “The
Bloomberg administration may have tried to punish the Pride Agenda this morning by excluding us from Gracie Mansion,
but in the end all they did was let down the tens of thousands of gay families that expect leadership—not politics—on this
issue.”

The meeting followed a year in which advocates had pressed the mayor to explain the seeming contradiction between his
appeal of a favorable gay marriage ruling in Manhattan last February and his simultaneous announcement that he
personally supports the right of same-sex couples to marry. At the December Gay City News interview, Anthony Crowell,
the mayor’s counsel, said the gathering would be “a legislative meeting,” but several community leaders contacted
Thursday evening questioned how serious progress could be achieved in the absence of the community’s surrogate in
Albany.

Some speculated that the snub of Van Capelle was intended as payback for the Pride Agenda’s endorsement of
Democrat Fernando Ferrer in last year's mayoral election. But others told Gay City News that there was a deeper issue of





