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Gav Life No Progressive Step
' . .,-—1 on 'Snfer. sut>reme cottrt beld tlia.supreme court held that marriage

"manifestly is more deeply
than the asserted contemporary con
cept of marriage and societal inter-
es^ for which petitioners intend.
Adams and Sullivan argne. meffect
that nothing is, or should b®.
founded in modem i®'!' - f "/''
of course, their nghts, as they ..ee
tbem.

sex marriages, Z
«>nre" of permission, ine juoge ^repUed that the silence of Color^s toa
law on same-sex mamages permits c^no s^Si Sference and, besides, con- f
gre '̂ond intent, easily surmised. Ad
' Tne'̂ love^ent argued that "the fo'
basic structure of societv- and SKial of
values rely upon the
woman marital relationship.

That proposition is precisely what
Adams and SulUvan deny. They say „
the government itself has acted in ^
waj-s that legitimize doubts about
that proposition. They argue mat^^ntiquated notions" about male^d t
female roles are falling away f^t.

ri—;
SiKrJsKSg
Srimmunities enjoyed under VS.
'̂ Xcourt has held that even if one .
accents ps\'chiaU-ic testimony that

' ?SuMOgnitionbyauniversi^of
! a homosexual student organi^non
* would tend to perpetuate or expand
^ homosexual behavior, snch evidencee Hoes not justify auniversitj srefusal
K to grant such formal recognition.

This is congruent with the policy of
1. the U.S. Job Corps, which ^las

to issue amanual on "sexualit;,« S respect for differing sexua
« •Svles" and stipulating
" hUrosexual and homosexual activi-
es " Sullivan and Adams say the "dis-
of crLination" agamst them is nnccn-
lat stitutional because courts no longer

allow "stereotyped and/or antiqua^
i a ed assumptions about homsexuality,,d andgenderrole^
i,w constitutionality of laws prohibimg

ByGEOBGEF.WIlX SM
WASHINGTON - .When first 1

heard about Richard Adams and ms
"spouse" AnihOBy SuUivan, word.
failed me, and il is probably good
they did. Their story, still unfolding,
says something about modem sensi-
hilities.

Australian, came w
to America in 1973
on a visa permit- a
ting tini to stay tl
until Jan. 7, 1974. v

I _0n Jan. 5.1974, be t
[ married a lady in

Las Vegz^._He • 1
£ promptly petition* • Vfni — i
t ed for permanent y^iH (
I residence as an
I "alieii relative." But by Septemte^
k 1974 he was living alone, his vme s
I whereabouts unknown. He was told
I to demonstrate tbat bis was abona
L /jde marriage. He didn't.
I On April 25. 1975, Adams filed af petition on
I ^hflt he Adams, with the help of aI compUant clergyman, bad
r married to Sullivan in Colorado, 'me
• K^mment replied that a same-sex
S Carriage" is invalid for immigra-
; tion purposes because it is not real,
t. and certainly Congress never intent
^ ed a union of thai sort to be abaas
I, lor atisa petition. So the „
fwent to court to assert their -rights.
{ THEY SAID the validity of a mar-
I riage for immigration
\ should be determined by
\ •the place where il occurred, and that
i. Colorado law says:
I "A marriage between a
I woman licensed, solemniwd an .I registered...isvdidin^s^te.

They say:

"There is no ^important' govera-
mental interest in preserving the
moral statusquo."

Hence, there is no
the "discrimination that denie
them the legal benefits
preferential tax
Other advantages (such as societal?«pLtability'') of state-sanctioned
marriages. "Times." they admonish
ed the judge (unsuccessfully; nowthef^11 admonish a Federal Ap-
,peals Court) "are chan^ng, and the}are changing very rapidly.

ONE THING DOES indeed l^d to
another The fact of change, filtered
through the modern
charged with value: One thingSou^leadtoanother™^^^
vous proposition is what Lewis ,
railed " . the fatal serialism of the"odeV(magination-th^
infinite unilinear progression whicn
so haunts our ve •
have to use numbers so much,fend to think of every proces^

he like the numeral series,
whfre every step, to all eternity, is

; ,he same Xind of step as the one be-
^ore." . , ^

; But the life of society « not »
' numeral series. Infinite uniUne^
^ Tiroeression is a chimera. It is noi
' Sflt ends, with what Uwis
t called "the abolition of man.


