SB8 Defense of Marriage

SB8, the Constitutional Amendment sponsored by Senator Jim Forrester(R) 42nd District is creating quite a stir across North Carolina.  The bill states:  “marriage is between one man and one woman at one time, and this is the only marriage that is recognized as valid in this state.”  This same bill was introduced in the last session of the N.C. General Assembly but was not allowed out of committee, even with substantial public support. The reason given by Senator Marc Basnight was that SB1487 (also sponsored by Senator Forrester), ratified in June 1996, declaring that only traditional marriages are recognized in North Carolina, was all that was necessary to address the issue.  

However, that may not be the case. Activist judges in Massachusetts, and then followed by other states, often in direct opposition to the will of the legislatures and the people, ruled that these state laws were unconstitutional.  As a result, to date 17 states have already added Constitutional Amendments to protect the sanctity of marriage and prohibit liberal judges from forcing their viewpoint rather than adhering to state law. As of mid 2004, more than 35 states have introduced legislation aimed at preserving the definition of traditional marriage and 39 states already prohibit homosexual couples from marrying with laws modeled after the Federal Defense of Marriage Act. 

SB8 is a Constitutional Amendment that will protect traditional marriage in North Carolina.  Senator Forrester states that,  “Over 70% of the people in North Carolina believe that marriage is between one man and one woman and I believe the people of North Carolina have the right to add this amendment to the state Constitution.”

The homosexual activists have expressed their agenda for marriage as “equal rights.”  Many say they already have them.  They are guaranteed in the Declaration of Independence:  “that all men are created equal and endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.”  All are free to pursue happiness and live with anyone they choose under whatever arrangement and division of property they so decide. Thomas Sowell in NewsMax, Feb. 2005, describes it saying:  “Marriage is not a right extended to individuals by the government.  It is a restriction on the rights they already have. People living together can make whatever arrangements they want, whether homosexual or heterosexual.”

 But homosexuals want special rights in order to have total acceptance of their particular lifestyle even though homosexuality is classified as a deviant and unhealthy lifestyle that often shortens life. (The heterosexual average life span is 77 years as opposed to the average lifespan of 55 years for the homosexual.) The homosexual lifestyle has been disapproved of by every society, every culture and every religion for over 5000 years. The term, banning gay marriage,  is media hype.  One cannot ban something that  never existed.  But, redefining the universal definition of marriage for social acceptance of a minority group (which makes up approximately 1-3% of the US population) is the real and important issue.

Homosexual activists believe that public attention must be used to intimidate individuals and institutions that simply won’t conform to their demands.  The New American Magazine, November 18, 2000, refers to a book entitled   ”After the Ball: How America Will conquer Its Fear and Hatred of Gays in the’90’s” by Marshall Kirk and Hunter Madsen and describes a calibrated outline for psychological warfare. It quotes Kirk and Madsen’s book saying, “It is necessary to portray gays as victims, not as challengers but as victims in need of protection so that straights will be inclined by reflex to assume the role of protector.”  That concept justifies the activists’ concerted and direct effort to manipulate attitudes, teach tolerance of deviant sexual behavior and demand acceptance of it.  If successful, that will undermine and could detroy the sanctity and structure of the traditional family, as we know it. 

Therefore conservatives believe it is in the interest of the universally accepted institution of marriage and family that was designed by our Creator for the procreation, nurture and social stability of our species since the beginning of time to have a Constitutional Amendment that will preserve marriage as between one man and one woman, at one time and that is the only marriage recognized as valid by this state.

Mary Frances Forrester

Media/Legislative Coordinator

Concerned Women for America of North Carolina

· 50 state run down on ‘Gay ‘ Marriage Laws: (4/7/2004) Statelin.org, Kavan Peterson

· The New American Magazine, Nov. 18, 2002 Page 13-14

· NewsMax Magazine Feb/ 2005 Page 45

Concerned Women for America is the largest women’s public policy organization in the nation. It’s headquarters is in Washington, D. C. and it has over 500,000 members across the nation.  It is non-partisan and non denominational though its main emphasis is promoting Judeo-
Christian family values through education, community action and prayerful inspiration.

For Your Information:

As the first order of business for the 2005 Session, Republicans tried to amend the Democrat's new Senate Rules, but attempts to reverse the autocratic direction of the majority were defeated along party lines, as Democrats circled their wagons. The effect of all this on Senate Republicans will likely be minimal, but the effect on popular bills being heard and voted on may well be significant.
In years past, when a Republican bill disappeared into a committee chairman's attic, hope was still not lost. All bills filed were required to be sent to at least one Senate committee, and the possibility remained of a "discharge petition," signed by three-fifths of the 50 Senators, forcing the bill to the Senate floor for a vote. The latest Senate Rules, however, say only that the Rules Committee chairman "may" refer a bill to a committee, meaning bills can remain in limbo, literally in a single senator's pocket, creating a new way for one legislator to veto any bill and destroy any hope of it ever being considered or of their constituents obtaining any record of how their representatives actually vote on controversial issues.

If the new "option" of referring a bill to a committee, the new Senate Rules also increase from three-fifths to two-thirds, from 30 to 33, the number of Senators required to enforce a discharge petition.

It's speculated these new restrictions are directed at the Defense of Marriage Act, a proposed constitutional amendment defining marriage as being between one man and one woman, filed by Senator Jim Forrester (R-Gaston) last summer, and already reintroduced this session by Forrester and Sen. Fred Smith (R-Johnston). It is estimated that better than 70% of North Carolina's voters would support the measure; it is not, however, popular with liberal Democrats.

Last summer, there were not enough Senate Democrats willing to join Republicans in discharging the Defense of Marriage Amendment when only 30 were needed. If the Defense of Marriage Act is sent to Committee, the need for 33 rather than 30 signatures needed for discharge makes it more difficult to override liberal Democrat leaders who don't want a Defense of Marriage Amendment to actually reach the Senate floor.
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