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Fighting for Fairness: Last week, attorneys with the Alliance Defense Fund (ADF) filed suit in a federal court against the Oregon Secretary of State and several county clerks who invalidated (wrongfully, according to ADF) necessary signatures on a citizen referendum to allow voters to vote on the November 2008 ballot to repeal the state domestic partnership bill. The referendum only needed 5 signatures to pass.

The lawsuit is actually on behalf of 12 signatories to the referendum; these Oregon residents live in 12 different counties of the state. Several of the residents sought, in person, to have their signature revalidated since the clerks could provide no good reason for their rejection in the first place, but the clerks refused.
The clerks gave several reasons for this signature denial such as the signatures were illegible, the signers weren’t registered, or the signatures did not match the voter registration cards. ADF disputes all of these reasons. Attorneys for ADF also point out in the suit that even if these things were true, Oregon law allows clerks to contact referendum voters who have had their signatures denied for some reason to allow them to seek revalidation if they can prove the signatures are legitimate. The clerks rejected 254 signatures, yet they did not notify any of the signers to inform them of such denial.

ADF Senior Legal Counsel Austin Nimocks asserts, “In Oregon elections, where most citizens vote by mail, voters are routinely contacted about missing, old, or non-matching signatures, all in an effort to give the voter every chance to make sure that their vote counts.”

Not only does ADF question the rejected signatures, they also question the number of signatures that were acknowledged. The referendum signature count exceeded the required signature limit by over 6,000 names. Yet on October 8, the Secretary of State of Oregon announced that there were not enough signatures to sustain Referendum 303. 

A copy of the lawsuit filed at the U.S. District Court for the District of Oregon in the case Lemons v. Bradbury can be read at the following link: Click Here
Homosexuals in New Hampshire: According to the Boston Globe, 27 same-sex couples in New Hampshire have obtained applications for civil licenses in 19 state communities. Last year, the New Hampshire legislature passed a law allowing same-sex couples to participate in civil unions, which give them all the rights and legal benefits of marriage.
One of the homosexuals who plans to avail himself of the new law is New Hampshire Episcopal Bishop Gene Robinson. It was Robinson’s appointment that served as a catalyst for several Episcopalian churches to leave the U.S. Anglican communion over the acceptance of homosexuality by the Episcopal Church in America. 
The executive director of Cornerstone Policy Research in Concord, New Hampshire, Karen Testerman, believes that the new law will not only harm the institution of traditional marriage but will also have other terrible implications. Testerman contends that “one of the major concerns we have is that this will translate in the court, because there will be a court challenge immediately, [arguing that since people are] already getting all of the rights and privileges of marriage, why we can’t call it marriage—which will then dilute the total meaning of marriage.”

Testerman also feels that the homosexual movement’s desire to gain acceptance of their choices “means that these people—who are in a special interest group—are going to dictate to our families, in many ways that are fall-out type situations, what the meaning of a marriage is and also what’s the best atmosphere [in which] to bring our children into this world.”
Advocating Abstinence: Last week, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) released a report that showed an increased number of teenage pregnancies. The rate is the highest in a decade. Only last year the CDC had announced that the teen birth rate had fallen to its lowest level ever. 
The National Abstinence Education Association (NAEA) released the following statement regarding the report:

The alarming news today that U.S. teen birth rates are on the rise brings additional credence to the call for Congress to invest in abstinence education for America’s teens.
Abstinence education is a risk-avoidance curriculum that provides teens with information about contraception and sexually transmitted diseases, but always within the context that abstinence is the only way to avoid the physical and emotional risks of casual sex. Abstinence education provides young people tools for setting boundaries and building healthy relationships.

Nearly 75 percent of American students receive the so-called comprehensive sex-education curriculum. This approach tells teens high-risk sexual activity is safe as long as a condom is used. The report released today by the CDC reveals that this mainstream risk-reduction message is not healthy public health policy.

The Washington Flyer Staff Writer: Jennifer Groover
The Washington Flyer Editor: Maureen Wiebe
