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MARRIAGE: A PRIVILEGE AND RESPONSIBILITY
Selflessness: a requirement for stable homes and a stable country?

Marriage Protection Week showcased an historical institution
Recently Senator Rick Santorum (R-PA) addressed the Heritage
Foundation on the “The Necessity of Marriage.”  In his remarks he
talked of the importance of marriage as being the foundation of
any healthy society.  He approached this premise from two
aspects: a utilitarian aspect and its intrinsic good for society.
Marriage is good because by its very nature it is selfless.  When
people act in a selfless manner all society is served.  It is when
men act upon their own selfish desires that problems occur.  A
point that Senator Santorum raised is this: the institution of
marriage between one man and one woman is being threatened
by those who view “the right to privacy” as more important than
the promotion of the common good of society.  Those who
advocate homosexual marriage base their “right” to marry on the
recent Supreme Court decision in Lawrence v. Texas in which
justices upheld the right to privacy as an enumerated ‘right’ thus
giving acts of sodomy a constitutional right . . . the basis of a
homosexual union.  Senator Santorum stated in his talk that the
responsibility for government to promote the common good for all
citizens was paramount and that in addition, this obligation rests
with all citizens. Without that premise our form of government is
threatened.  The “right to privacy”, according to Senator Santorum
is “not about the common good, but about ME.”  Being free is not
about doing anything we choose, but about choosing those things
that will bring about the common welfare of the people.  He went
on to say that marriage promotes the common good by building
families and raising children.  Marriage benefits society by
allowing children to be cared for by loving families.  As a result
children are:
• 44% less likely to be physically abused; 47% less likely to suffer

physical neglect
• 43% less likely to suffer emotional neglect; 55% less likely to

suffer child abuse
• Children in married families have higher grades, higher college

aspirations and better attendance records
• One-half as likely to have emotional or behavioral problems
• One third as likely to use illegal drugs, tobacco, or alcohol
• One half as likely to commit a crime leading to incarceration

http://www/heritage.org/Research/Family/HL=804.cfm

“The Case for Marriage”
Marriage is so important that for centuries it has been protected
by law and culture.  Anthropologically speaking, marriage has
been known long before societies had formal laws.  It is the union
of one man and one woman for the purpose of the procreation
and rearing of children.  Scripturally it is a covenantal union; two
persons becoming one with mutual obligations of fidelity,
protection and provision of mutual benefits. Two people are united
before God as a witness to love, honor, cherish and obey in a
hierarchical ranking of submission to one another.  Children who
are born and nurtured in this arrangement are [ideally] nurtured,
taught, protected and loved in an atmosphere that will teach them
to reproduce the institution thus making a stronger and more
stable society.  Children learn by observing.  Children who
observe selfless sacrifice and love will grow up to be selfless and

loving themselves, perpetuating a culture that sacrificially gives for
the common good of society.

Why not homosexual “marriage?”
Homosexual marriage by definition can never be ‘marriage’ in the
truest sense of the word.  Two can never become one; nor can
they procreate.  Jan LaRue of CWA points out in her paper on
“Why Concerned Women for America Opposes the Federal
Marriage Amendment” that marriage “in name only” will never
work.  Any “marriage arrangement” other than the union of one
man and one woman is really a counterfeit arrangement that
dilutes the value of the real thing.  To recognize “homosexual”
marriage would undermine the very thing that marriage since
civilization has begun has sought to protect . . . the stability of
society and the welfare of children.
[www.cwfa.org/printerfriendly.asp?ide=44452&department=legal&categoryid=f
amily]

A case in point:  The Washington Times, Friday, July 13, 2003,
reports a study on homosexual relationships that found that they
last 1 ½ years on average.  The study of young Dutch
homosexual men by Dr. Maria Ziridou of the Amsterdam Municipal
Health Service published in May in the journal AIDS, mirrors past
studies.  The study shows that among heterosexuals 67% of first
marriages in the U.S. last at least ten years, and researchers
report that more than three-quarters of married people say they
have been faithful to their vows. [Family Research Council, Peter Sprigg,
quoting a 1997 survey] The Dutch study, which focused on
transmission of HIV, found that men in homosexual relationships
on average have eight partners a year outside those relationships.
Earlier studies have also indicated that homosexual men are not
monogamous even when they are in a “committed” relationship.

In their own words:
“A middle ground might be to fight for same-sex marriage
and its benefits and then, once granted, redefine the
institution of marriage completely, to demand the right to
marry not as a way of adhering to society’s moral codes but
rather to debunk a myth and radically alter an archaic
institution.”  [Emphasis Added] Michelangelo Signorile: “Bridal Wave” OUT
magazine, December/January, 1994 p.161]
“Because American marriage is inextricable from
Christianity, it admits participants as Noah let animals onto
the Ark.  But it doesn’t have to be that way.  In 1972 the
National Coalition of Gay Organizations demanded the
‘repeal of all legislative provisions that restrict the sex or
number of persons entering into a marriage unit; and the
extension of legal benefits to all persons who cohabit
regardless of sex or numbers.’  Would polygamy invite abuse
of child brides as feminists in Muslim countries and
prosecutors in Mormon Utah charge?  No.  Group marriage
could comprise any combination of genders.”  [Judith Levine,
“Stop the Wedding! Why Gay Marriage Isn’t Radical Enough,” The Village
Voice, July 23-29, 2003.]

It is time for all Americans to choose the marriage of one man and
one woman as the foundation of our society . . . to allow for other
“arrangements” is to alter the very fabric of our lives.   
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