Editorial

The Kelsey Fisher file: strident letter stirs trouble

Fisher’s letter did
violate ODE policy

When the Oregon Daily Emerald published a series
ob articles about same-sex relationships during Gay and
Loshion Pride Week two weeks ago. we expected it to
be controversial. Indeed. we hoped peaple would talk
about the series and debate the sull unsettied matter ol
gy and lesbian rights

Hut we must admit we were a little ||||])m||.|l't'{1 for
thee response that we got from one reader, Kelsev Fish-
e and the furor she would cause

In the last week, there has been a constant, ever-
swelling outery over the Emerald’s Letters to the Editor
policy because of Fisher's submission “*We are moral, ™’
which appeared May 1

In her letter, Fisher responded to comments made
by Robin Madell and Maureen Burke in an April 23
Froerald article. The article was a feature about Madell
aned Burke's upeoming wedding and plans to start a
family Fisher, in no uncertain terms, declared her op-
(which stems from religious reasons) o
NMadell and Burke entering into such a relationship

But Fisher didn't stop at stating opposition. She
went an to deseribe Madell, Burke and all lesbhians as
psychological and sexual problems." Fisher
siid that Madell and Burke would pass these problems
on to any Children they had, and so were unfit to be
parents. At this point, her letter moved from the realm
of free speech toward defamatory personal attack.

Nany Emerald readers were incensed at the attack
We received almost 30 responses to Fisher decrving
her for bigotry, Many questioned the Emerald’s judg
ment in printing the letter

Because the Emerald 1 etters section s desigued to
be an open forum, we tey Lo print all letters we receive
Our policy for publication is simple: A letter must be
250 words or less and refrain from personal attack. Ac-
tions. beliets, declarations: these are suitable debatable
matters tor the Letters section. Simple character assas-
sination through untrue or defamatory claims is not.

We admit parts of Fisher's letter can be seen as de-
famatory, and the Emerald should have asked Fisher to
remove those lines. The first amendment guarantees
the right of tree speech. but doesn’t give one the op-
portunity to libel someons

It we had to do it again, we would still have print-
ed Fisher's letter, sans |n'{~.n|1.lf attack. The Emerald
Lotters section should be a place where students and
members of the community can air their views. There
should be as little editing of letters as possible, It 15 not
our job o tamper with o Pass judgment on the apin

wrs of submitted letters
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Fisher had the rnight to express her views on homo-
Fhe many peaple who responded to her lot
ter also have the same right. No matter how vou per
feel about Fisher's words, her opinion does
have some backing on this campus. There are people
who share a commaon viewpoint with Fisher, and those
people should not be denied the opportunity to speak
Now . after stating how much we wanl! Letters to be
an open forum. we have to close the Fisher matter. As
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vou will notice, all the letters in todav's section are
epresentative responses to Fisher's letter. There were
nany maot bmitted than appear here. but we cannot
print all of them To do so would tie up the Letters se

c he nest two weeks easily, and would prevent
other authors and subjects from appearing
Ao more importantly, Fisher seems to have real

[t she was possibly over the hine. Last Fniday
v second letter from her, this one an apolo-
v 1 ostridency. This apology appears at the
end of today’s Letters section
| § - :
' Ao hope this will end the argument. We apologize
to readers who submitted letiers that will not run. We
tand the time you spent was valuable, and we
e vour response. But we feel it's time to pul
~ection back on track rather than to contin
ned of finger-pointing and name-calling
cvervane o continue to use the Letters
mmentary sections as wavs to present an opin-
he campus. The Emerald hopes that the prob-
ot Last week will not keep students and communi-
nbers trom submitting letters. We also appreciate
tunity to remind readers ol our Letters policy
nd to remind them that adherence to it will result in a
plaving tield for all
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What | do find disgusting is
the intolerance

hao cannot see be

shown by e

ple w

any exchange | have witnessed
between truly loving couples
whether temale-female tr-n-mlw
male. or male-male

Perhaps if vou allowed love
to flow truly and honestly from

deal with?
Ihere is a ['!ll’,l‘-!' that goes
well with this subject: “and it
harm none. " Go look it up
James Drew
Computer science
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