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IS IT “HATEFUL” TO UPHOLD MARRIAGE AS
THE UNION OF ONE MAN AND ONE WOMAN?

A recent committee hearing in the Kansas House
Federal and State Affairs Committee illustrated a
world-view clash that you and I will have to face in the
coming days.  The committee was considering HCR
5033, an amendment to the Kansas Constitution that
defines marriage as being the union of one man and
one woman.  Fifteen people testified in favor of this
resolution that, if passed, would place this issue on the
ballot either in August or November of this year.  As an
amendment to the Constitution, the resolution must be
passed by a 2/3 majority in both Houses for it to be on
the ballot for consideration by the people.

In the hearing, two people testified against the
amendment, using a strategy is to couch this issue as
“Hate v. Tolerance.”  In fact, one opponent’s testimony
mentioned “hate” over and over again while making the
case that people who followed the homosexual lifestyle
were a discriminated class of people.  However, an
impromptu testimony by an African-American member
of the audience disputed the discrimination claim by
reminding the audience and the legislators that a class
of people must prove that they suffer economic loss
and discrimination because of immutable
(unchangeable) characteristics.  He also addressed the
issue that the prohibition against inter-racial marriage
was not the same as those who ask for special
consideration under the law based on their sexual
preference.  In fact, all people are subject to laws that
prohibit marriage of close relatives and children and
with marrying more than one person.

The “spin”
Clearly, this is an issue that will be polarized more and
more by press coverage and by those who want to
frame this issue with “tolerance.”  We need to be ready
to defend marriage in ways that uphold the institution
and its benefits to society, not fall into the trap of
emotionalism.  Many on the other side are emotional
about this issue because they have loved ones, friends
or acquaintances with which they sympathize.  No
matter how sympathetic one is toward classes of
people wanting the privilege and the sanction of
government upon their union, we must not falter in
protecting an institution that predates law and provides
the legal basis for passing on the family name and for
rearing children.

Some things to consider:
• Marriage is a treasure that should be protected; it is

the crown jewel of our society.
• Sanctioning groups of people who desire to call

themselves married would change the institution of
marriage itself and in turn lessen its benefits to
society.

• Countries that have adopted an “anything goes”
mentality toward marriage have discovered that
people no longer bother to get married.  Most
children are born out-of-wedlock and parental
relationships have becoming a revolving door.
Marriage has been de-valued.

• Changing the definition of marriage devalues the
institution.  It’s like pouring counterfeit money into
the monetary system.  The whole system is diluted
and the real item loses its value.

• Establishing a “counterfeit” form of marriage is not
compassionate; it is a direct threat to marriage and
to the well-being of children.

• Marriage is already weakened by no-fault divorce,
unfaithfulness, and other factors producing all-time
highs of single parent households.  Children need
role models; men and women are different and
children need to see that difference for them to
identify their own gender identities.

• Earlier well-meaning ideas of welfare assistance to
women and families in poverty have resulted in a
breakdown of marriage and family with disastrous
results.  Women who need assistance were given
more if they were not married and men were not
forced to take responsibility for the children they
fathered, with disastrous results for children who
need more than food and clothing to thrive.

• Marriage is civilization’s primary institution.  If we
tamper with it we do so at our own peril.  The
ancient city-state of Sparta tampered with the
family unit, encouraging all sorts of groupings of
people and even sanctioned that behavior.  Sparta
fell to another city-state, Athens, the pre-cursor of
modern Greece.

• Marriage is a commitment . . . a solemn, binding
covenant between two people of the opposite sex
that produces children to carry on the hopes and
dreams of a society and to carry on the family
name.
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