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The Knot Is Only for a Man with a Woman: On November 4, 2008, the people of California, Arizona, and Florida voted that marriage was between a man and a woman. Frank Schubert, the co-manager for the “Yes on 8” campaign in California, said, “People believe in the institution of marriage. It’s one institution that crosses ethnic divides, that crosses partisan divides . . . . People have stood up because they care about marriage and they care a great deal.”
Though this is a huge victory for conservatives, the fight against same-sex marriage is not over for them. Upon hearing the outcome, Kate Kendell, the executive director of the National Center for Lesbian Rights, said, “We pick ourselves up and trudge on. There has been enormous movement in favor of full equality in eight short years. That is the direction this is heading, and if it’s not today or it’s not tomorrow, it will be soon.”
Already the National Center for Lesbian Rights filed the law suit, Strauss v. Horton, along with Lambda Legal and the American Civil Liberties Union, saying that the amendment is an illegal revision of the constitution rather than a change to policy. 

Alliance Defense Fund Senior Counsel Glen Lavy said, “This lawsuit is a brazen attempt to gut the democratic process. The people of California have spoken yet again, but that doesn’t mean anything to radical groups that want to impose their will at all costs.  Once again, they are attempting to use the courts to push their agenda since they can’t achieve it legitimately at the ballot box.”
The California amendment, called Proposition 8, passed with 52.5 percent to 47.5 percent with 99.7 percent of the precincts reported on Wednesday. Proposition 8 stated, “Only marriage between a man and a woman is valid and recognized in California.” 

Arizona’s Proposition 102 passed with 56.6 percent of the vote to 43.5 percent with 99 percent of the precincts reported on Wednesday morning. The amendment stated, “Only a union of one man and one woman shall be valid or recognized as a marriage in this state.” 

Florida passed Amendment 2 with just over 62 percent when it needed at least 60 percent of the vote. This amendment reads, “Inasmuch as marriage is the legal union of only one man and one woman as husband and wife, no other legal union that is treated as marriage or the substantial equivalent thereof shall be valid or recognized.” John Stemberger, chairman of the pro-Amendment 2 campaign, said, “It was a long, hard fight. The ramifications are huge. It shows that the vast majority of people in Florida support marriage as between a man and a woman . . . and they did not buy the scare tactics put forward by amendment opponents.”
 
According to Maggie Gallagher, president of the Institute for Marriage and Public Policy, “This vote, like earlier votes in Wisconsin, Oregon, and Michigan, affirms that when it comes to marriage there is no such thing as a blue state or a red state.  Americans support marriage as the union of husband and wife.”  

Citizens in the state of Arkansas also recognized the importance of marriage by voting on November 4th to pass the Arkansas Adoption Act, a law that prohibits non-married couples (heterosexual and homosexual) from adopting children. 
Preschool Rating Systems Need Some Tweaking: The RAND Corporation in Santa Monica, California, researched the pre-school rating systems that have been implemented in Colorado, North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, and Pennsylvania. Researchers found that their systems are not collaborated with each other, which is necessary for comparison. Within the individual states, the study revealed that the rating systems can improve the learning environments for children; however, more research is needed to determine whether the scales improve children’s school skills. “While it makes sense and holds general appeal that improved quality will translate into improved child outcomes, the many factors that shape children over time may swamp the association at least in the short term,” wrote the researchers earlier this year. Juliet Torres, an assistant director of the Department of Early Learning in Washington State, said, “What we’re hoping to learn from this process is that the system is viable. We’re also looking to see how parents view this information that they receive [from the rating systems].”
Conservative Opinion Compared to Pornography: Senator Chuck Schumer (D-NY) said Tuesday that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) should demand conservative radio talk shows to present both sides to major issues just like the FCC limits pornography on the air. The policy that Senator Schumer desires to instate is called the “Fairness Doctrine.” He said, “The very same people who don’t want the Fairness Doctrine want the FCC [Federal Communications Commission] to limit pornography on the air. I am for that . . . But you can’t say government hands off in one area to a commercial enterprise but you are allowed to intervene in another. That’s not consistent.”
 
The Fairness Doctrine was enacted in 1949 to protect the “right of the public to be informed” through broadcasting “the different attitudes and viewpoints” on divisive issues. Supporters argued that radio waves were a “scarce resource,” and that presenting one side was unfair and unbalanced. The result of the policy was a complete avoidance of the major issues. So, in 1985, the FCC decided that the policy hushed public debate and was unnecessary due to the expansion of cable television. In 1987, the FCC repealed the policy under Chairman Dennis Patrick’s supervision. Congress attempted to reinstate the doctrine in 1987, but President Reagan vetoed it.
 
After the repeal of the Fairness Doctrine, statistics showed that the amount of radio stations featuring public affairs jumped from 7 percent to 28 percent from 1987 to 1995.
 
However, once again, the Democrats are looking to reinstate the Doctrine. “It’s time to reinstitute the Fairness Doctrine. I have this old-fashioned attitude that when Americans hear both sides of the story, they’re in a better position to make a decision,” said Senate Majority Whip Dick Durbin (D-IL). The Senator is a close collaborator of Senator Barack Obama (D-IL).  The Senate Rules Committee Chairwoman, Dianne Feinstein (D-CA), said, “I believe very strongly that the airwaves are public and people use these airwaves for profit. But there is a responsibility to see that both sides and not just one side of the big public questions of debate of the day are aired and are aired with some modicum of fairness.”
 
Congressman Mike Pence (R-IN) said, “Bringing back the Fairness Doctrine would amount to government control over political views expressed on the public airwaves. It is a dangerous proposal to suggest the government should be in the business of rationing free speech. Congress must take action to ensure that this archaic remnant of a bygone era of American radio does not return. There is nothing fair about the Fairness Doctrine.” The President and Chief Executive Officer of the National Association of Broadcasters, David Rehr, also said, “Free speech must be just that—free from government influence, interference and censorship.”
 
Some question the motives for the Democrats’ push for the Fairness Doctrine to be reinstated. Two former FCC Chairmen, Dennis Patrick and Thomas Hazlett, wrote in a July 30, 2007, article in the Wall Street Journal that  the “fairness doctrine brought a federal agency into the newsroom to second-guess a broadcaster’s editorial judgments at the behest of combatants rarely motivated by the ideal of ‘balanced’ coverage.” 
 
 
 
