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Should churches in marriage equality states be 

required to host same-sex marriages? 

YES: Halle Smith 
Guest Writer 

Hudson Therriault 
Co-Guest Writer 

Suppose you are a gay congregant at a mega-church whose pastor weds hundreds of 
people yearly. You and your partner have lived in Massachusetts your entire life, and 
as of May 17, 2004, gay marriage is legal in your state. The two of you have decided 
to get married, and wish to do so via a traditional ceremony at your church. However, 
your pastor of over a dozen years refuses to wed you two on the basis of your sexuality. 
Your immediate reaction would most likely be indignation, and after a bit of research 
you would find that 14 Supreme Court cases have decided that marriage is a Funda-

• mental Right. With the Supreme Justice Court ruling of Goodridge v. Department of 
Public Health, it would be easy to determine that this Fundamental Right no longer 
is denied to those of non-heterosexual orientation. In fact, it would be a sting to your 
pride knowing that Massachusetts was the very first state to legalize gay marriage, and 
now you and your Significant Other are being denied that right in the very same state. 

However, the pastor is this hypothetical situation, along with thousands of pastors 
around the United States are unaware of the potential financial harm that they could be 
posing to their church. US churches have received a profusion of privileges since the 
country's founding, such as an unofficial tax-exempt status thats was made official in 
1894 when they received federal income tax absolution. However, the recent Supreme 
Court decision on the Defense of Marriage Act (DOMA) makes is clear that, "religious 
institutions that receive non-profit status on the federal level but do not perform or ac
cept same-sex marriages in states where it is legal could have non-profit status revoked. 
Furthermore, should the IRS move to revoke federal non-profit status for churches, 
synagogues, and mosques that do not perform same-sex marriage more generally, the 
Court could easily justify that decision on the basis of 'eradicating discrimination' in 
religious education." (Breitbart.com) This clear and immediate threat to the tax-exempt 
status of churches should be an eye-opener to many pastors, who also currently receive 
the "parsonage exemption" from residency taxes. 

Today, it is thoroughly implied, due to the Supreme Court's recent decision regard
ing DOMA, that churches should consistently perform same sex marriages. 

NO: Koessler Tolleson Knee 
Guest Writer 

One of the wonderful things guaranteed by the United States Constitution is 
freedom of religion, and within this, the separation of church and state. For many 
people, this guarantees freedom from any sort of religious tyranny, especially due to 
the overwhelming majority of Christians in the US. Regardless of whether someone 
is a Hindu, Christian, Muslim, or without religion, they are to be treated the same in 
the eyes of law, because the United States government has no religion, under its own 
Constitution. The exact wording of the clause in the First Amendment that guaran
tees freedom of religion is, "Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment 
of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof." While the US government has 
breached the Constitution in the past, usually as a means of securing greater national 
security, I am not of the opinion that this illegal practice should become common. 
While the First Amendment guarantees that no religion can dictate government prac
tices, the converse is also assured. No matter how backwards, bigoted, and immoral 
the practice, the First Amendment assures that the practice, if in conjunction with a 
religion, is exempt from the arm of law. 

This Amendment is highly confusing, to be sure, because not only does it ensure 
that the government cannot discriminate against homosexuals simply because of re
ligious beliefs, but also that the same religions cannot be forced to perform same-sex 
marriages by the government. The problem lies not in the religions themselves, but 
the reliance of government on religion for a myriad of things; one of these being the 
practice of marriage. The simple truth is that marriage is a governmental practice, the 
union of two persons so that certain legal and tax practices come in to play is not the 
business of any religion. Likewise, however, any religious practices that do not harm 
the life, limb, or property of another person are no business of the government. The 
separation of church and state that exists is not only to ensure government is uninflu
enced by religion, but that religion is uninfluenced by government. Now this is not to 
say that the bigoted people who refuse to wed same-sex couples are justified, as Karl 
Marx said, "Religion is the opiate of the masses." But, it is the "opiate" guaranteed to 
them by the First Amendment, and it needs to be treated as such. 

Water Fountain Loss May Cause Death 
Mayzie Shaver The last few months have traumatized me to the core. The loss of the second floor water faun

Editorials Editor tain sent many, including myself, ir!to a spiralling darkness unlike anything else. For a period of 
time, my mouth was the Sahara and my insides were dry and shrivelled. The physical withdrawls 

of the absent fountain, however, were nothing compared to the collective loss felt by the student body. After watching 
our poor, broken fountain sputter out, it was quickly replaced with a trash can. Apparently that's all it was. Trash. Rather 

~ than provide support groups and services to cope with the death of one of our own, the school skirted around the event, 
literally trying to hide the absence. For months, students have been making the difficult trek up the stairs, or crying only 
salt from the dehydration. For months we have suffered. Finally, the school has responded. After the loss of our dear one, 
much like getting a new family dog, we are getting a new school water fountain on the second floor. It will, of course, 
never replace the one we lost, but it is a step forward. Our new fountain is a kind reminder of what we shared 
with the old fountain .. .it lives on as a memory, held dear in our hearts forever. An appropriate response to the loss of a 

community member depicted by Molly Gray 
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