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Same-Gender Marriage Legalization

Throughout history, researches indicate that between two to twenty percent of the population displays various degrees of homosexual sensibility. Although homosexuality is commonly encountered, many homosexual people would rather hide their feelings and activities out of fear of disapproval or aggression. In recent years, one delightful changing is that homosexuality has been gradually accepted, especially in the developed countries. For instance, Holland, Norway and Canada have already legally recognized gay marriages. Nevertheless, attention should also be attached on the fact that many gay or lesbian couples still suffer the discrimination to various extents. As the society improves, same-gender marriages should have the same rights as those of others, because it benefits both individuals and society.
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Debates over gay marriages never stop. One of the fiercest arguments concerns the LGBT adoption, which is the adoption of children by lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender. In France, single men and women can adopt children, whereas homosexual people are not allowed to do so. A lesbian couple, Emmanuelle and her female partner Lawrence—as Figure 1 displays—has fought for the adoption right for 11 years. The French court dismissed the case numerous times on the grounds that the absence of the male role model in this family. According to Deutsche Welle, the court finally gave in on Nov. 11th. It is the first time that LGBT adoption takes place in France. 

The main reason why some people oppose LGBT adoption is that they think children raised by lesbian and gay parents have higher tendency to be homosexual. In a study published in the January 1996 Issue of Developmental Psychology, London researchers Susan Golombok and Fiona Tasker once acknowledged that “by creating a climate of acceptance or rejection of homosexuality within the family, parents may have some impact on their children’s sexual experimentation as heterosexual, lesbian or gay”. In other words, a homosexual environment can model gay behavior to children. Supporters, on the other hand, strongly defend with the statement that all of the available evidence demonstrates that the sexual orientation of parents has no impact on that of their children, whether biological or adopted. One research in the book Homosexuality in Perspective published by William Masters and Virginia Johnson 
supports the above view. In the research, children adopted by lesbian or gay men constitute
 one group. By contrast, children in heterosexual families make up another group. The two groups make no difference on gender identity and role behavior. 

Besides, in the opponents’ point of view, lesbian and gay parents are more likely to molest children. However, there is no connection between homosexuality and pedophilia. Sexual orientation is an adult sexual attraction to others. Pedophilia is an adult sexual attraction to children. Actually, heterosexual men commit ninety percent of child abuse. In one study of 269 cases of child sexual abuse, only two offenders are homosexual people
. Another study involved molestation of a boy by a man, 74 percent of the men were or had been in a heterosexual relationship with boy’s mother or another female relative
. The studies came to the same unequivocal conclusion that “a child’s risk of being molested by his or her relatives’ heterosexual partner is over 100 times greater than by someone who might be identifiable as being homosexual, lesbian, or bisexual”.
Furthermore, people who disagree hold the view that homosexual partners simply cannot provide the stability that married heterosexual couples can give. "Children need a role model, both male and female”. On the contrary, the fact is that almost every family has problems, including the heterosexual ones. All of the legitimate scientific evidence unfolds that good parenting is not influenced by sexual orientation. The American Psychological Association, in a recent report reviewing the research, observed that “not a single study has found children of gay or lesbian parents to be disadvantaged in any significant respect relative to children of heterosexual parents”, and concluded “homosexual households are as likely as those provided by heterosexual parents to support and enable children's psychosocial growth”.
All of the research to data has reached the consensus on lesbians and gay men are fit to be parents. A person's sexual orientation cannot be the basis for ending or limiting parent-child relationships. The same-gender marriage legislation also has other significant meanings in the point of view of individual
 and society. 
Legalizing homosexual activities shows respect for human rights. Affected by the international movements fighting for civil rights of homosexuality, as well as the emancipation in mind, more and more homosexual people have disclosed their orientation. People’s reactions toward that vary. To sum up, more criticism than praise. It may even be seen as a sin or disease
. Some of them are forced to marry with opposite gender, which is dangerously harmful
, to the both sides. People may have no right to choose things like family backgrounds, but it is individual’s own right to choose the one to love, to marry, and to live with for the rest of the life. The factors such as age, gender, and nationality cannot
 have any impact on true love. Besides, it is not fair to regard them as abnormal simply because their sex orientation is different from that of the majority.

Imperfection of same-sex marriage law system causes fear, concealment, and irresponsibility in the relationship between gays and lesbians. Unstable uncommitted relationships are likely to cause random, rampant, sexual intercourse. In this case, the possibility of sexually transmitted diseases, such as AIDS, increases. Recent research demonstrates that HIV and AIDS have affected young gay men more than any other group of people. In the UK and USA especially, the percentage of young gay men who have been infected with HIV and the percentage with AIDS are much higher than those among other groups such as heterosexual people or children. In the United States, it is estimated that nearly 220,000 men who have sex with men were living with HIV or AIDS in 2006, and nearly 5,000 had died. Around 48% of men diagnosed with HIV or AIDS in America in 2006 were probably exposed to the virus through male-to-male sexual contact. Only if same-sex marriage were recognized, can short-term and casual relationships be reduced
, thereby decreasing the number of people affected by sexually transmitted diseases.
To conclude, same-gender marriage legalization is a respect for individual human right. Furthermore, it is beneficial for society. Firstly, diversity is largely developed. Secondly, it can promote the cultivation development in return. Legally recognizing legitimate rights in gay marriages is such a “win-win” solution that is greatly worth implementing. 
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Essay 3: Argument Paper 
	
	Levels of Achievement

	Criteria
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Introduction, thesis, and conclusion

(   8 x 5 =     )
	Intro is engaging and presents multiple positions of argument, argumentative thesis clearly stated and creatively developed, conclusion recasts thesis in a new light and makes connections to the larger world.
40
	Intro grabs attention somewhat, provides some info on other sides of the argument, thesis is implicitly stated but clear, conclusion reiterates thesis with little implication for the larger world.

	Intro provides little info about other sides of the argument and does little to capture attention, thesis is implicit and hard to find, conclusion makes little reference to thesis 
	Intro provides no info about other sides of the argument, does not capture attention, thesis is not explicit or not present, conclusion does not refer to thesis and does not add to cohesion of paper

	Argument
& organization

(     x 5 =    )
	Argument is identifiable, reasonable, and sound. Counter-arguments are included and successfully refuted. Every main point is supported by persuasive evidence. Paragraphs with clear transitions are clearly ordered with the argument progressing in a logical fashion.

	Argument is generally reasonable and identifiable but not always sound. Counter-arguments are included and defused somewhat.  Main point is supported by some evidence. Order of paragraphs could be better organized. Some transition sentences and cohesion markers are used but could be more effective 35
	Argument is barely reasonable and identifiable. Counter-arguments are included without defusing them. Few major points are supported by evidence and examples. The order of paragraphs doesn’t make sense in most of the paper, transition sentences and cohesion markers are rarely or inappropriately used
	Argument is not identifiable with no supporting evidence or examples. Counter-argument is not included. Paragraphs seem to be out of order and haphazard, no transition sentences or cohesion markers are used

	Audience awareness

(    8 x 5 =     )
	Targets specific audience. Engages audience effectively throughout paper. Has an academic and consistent tone throughout the paper. Provides sufficient background info about the topic to the audience 40
	The specific audience is generally identifiable. Engages audience through most of the paper, can capture but not sustain interest. Has a somewhat academic tone. Provides some background info about the topic to the audience
	The specific audience is barely identifiable. Has little engaging qualities to hold the interest of the audience. The tone is inconsistent and inappropriate through most of the paper. Provides little background info about the topic to the audience
	There is no specific audience. Does not hold audience interest. The tone is inappropriate and inconsistent throughout the paper. Provides insufficient background info about the topic to the audience

	Use of sources 

(     x 5 =    )
	Quotations,  paraphrases, and visuals are well integrated into the text and are adequately analyzed. At least 5 sources are referred to.
	Quotations. Paraphrases, and visuals are somewhat integrated into the text and analyzed. 5 sources are referred to. 35
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are scarcely used and analyzed or overly used. Fewer than 5 sources are used. 
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are not used or used incorrectly or inappropriately. Fewer than 5 sources are used.

	Language

use & mechanics

(     x 5 =    )
	Sentences are clearly written, economical, varied in structure. APA style correctly followed. Impeccable spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, and punctuation, good use of 
academic language.
	Sentences are generally clearly written except for some wordiness or repetition. APA style generally followed. Few errors in spelling, grammar, word usage, and punctuation. 35
	Sentences could be improved a lot. There are many cases of wordiness or repetition, and choppy sentences. APA style barely followed. Several errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.
	Sentences are poorly written, problems with wordiness, repetition, or choppy sentences. APA style was not followed. Many errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.


Dear Romando,
This paper deals with an important and controversial issue in many societies. In general, you made your position clear and supported your points well. However, for some of the claims/points you raised, there could have been more support using examples from outside sources.

I also highlighted some punctuation problems in yellow.

Overall, excellent job.
Your grade is 185/200
Figure 1. Emmanuelle, Lawrence and their children.


Source: http://www.taihainet.com/news/gjnews/2009-11-11/469885.shtml











�“Masters and Johnson (YEAR) support that …”


By the way, this source is not listed in your References. 


In-text citations and References have to match.


�Past tense


�Which study is this ? Cite the source.


�Source?


�individuals


�“by the people who oppose gay marriage”. Otherwise this statement sounds like your idea, and gets confusing


�Give an example to support this claim. Maybe a marriage story that ended sadly.


�You mean “should not”. Because they definitely can.


�Is there any proof for this idea of “marriage will reduce the amount of promiscuousness”? Any examples? Any interviews with gay people?





