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| Editor’s Note: The letters below are six out of the 39 let- |

ters that were originally submitted after the article

‘Sexual

orientation prevents male student from giving blood” was |

published.

ecause a disproportionate representation of the

I general sentiment was presented, The Print is providing a
sample of the original, unprinted supportive responses. |

L————-m————————d

Dear Editor,

To not be able to give
blood because you are gay is
unfair. To hold such a judg-
ment on gay men is like still
holding judgment on African
Americans. Everyone should
be treated equally no matter
their sexual orientation.

I feel like the bias this
country has on gays and les-
bians is almost like black and
white segregation. It’s almost
cruel in a way.

Straight people who find
gays promiscuous, even
though gays and straights
are just the same as straight
people, get to decide whether
they can do certain things,
like give blood and get mar-
ried.

Just because you like some-
one of the same sex doesn’t
mean that you are a bad person
or you should be treated dif-
ferently. People cannot help
who they like or how they
feel about someone! No one
should ever be told they can’t
give blood because of some-
thing that they can’t help.

— Heather Asquith

Dear Editor:

In response to the article
written, “Sexual orientation pre-
vents male student from giving
blood,” it’s such a wonderful
thing that the male written about
is able to coordinate and orga-
nize a blood drive. Yet, it does
not seem right that he himself is
unable to donate blood due to his
sexuality.

He has been tested, claims
he only has one partner, and
there is blood testing now that
picks up such things they would
be looking for in blood. It is
sad and almost unforgiving how
someone puts so much time into
organizing a blood drive but is
unable to give blood because of
MSM.

— Samantha Posvar

Dear Editor:

Upon reading your article, I
couldn’t help but feel disgusted
— not because | have a prejudice
about homosexuals but because
people are so native and stereo-
typical.

I personally don’t agree with
homosexuality, but I'm not going
to try to stop someone else from
making his or her own choice.

The idea that all gay men have
AIDS or some other STD is ridic-
ulous. I know two people person-
ally who are infected with HIV,
and neither one of them is gay.

If the American Red Cross
wants blood to save lives, it
shouldn’t matter what the donor’s
sexual orientation is as long as the
blood can be used to save lives.
Like mentioned in the article.
“they check every unit of blood.”

I think it’s great Mitch Knudsen
continues to help plan and be
a part of the blood drive even
though he is unable to donate.

— Heather Williams

Dear Editor:

It is my opinion that gay
men who have had sex should
be able to give blood. Their
blood could help save lives.
Restricting their ability to
donate only hurts people
— both those who wish to
donate and those who need to
donate.

With modern technology,
not letting these men donate
is bordering on extreme igno-
rance.

With the advances in tech-
nology in the last 30 years,
these men should be able to
donate blood. Every drop of
blood is already tested. These
men could also get tested
before the drive and bring
proof that they are HIV-free.
Reform needs to happen in
the Red Cross’ blood donation
restrictions.

— Tyler Dearborn

Dear Editor,

When I read this article, it
made me feel angry due to the
fact that the American Red Cross
is supposed to help people by
receiving as many donations as
possible. Though some have the
disease, the assumption that “all”
gays have HIV is ridiculous.

If gays were allowed to
donate, they could save so many
more lives. Obviously, the more
people who can be potential
donors and can actually donate
create a higher chance of saving
lives.

I believe gay men should be
allowed and be more accept-
ed. It's pure reality now. They
shouldn’t be mistreated or disre-
spected by who they are.

Stereotypes are stereotypes,
and I'm disappointed that the
American Red Cross doesn’t see
anything but the “gay man who
has HIV.” What does that say
about the American Red Cross,
in a sense that they want to
save as many lives as possi-
ble? They're contradicting their
beliefs because they refuse gay
men’s donations.

— Brittany Kolb

Dear Editor,

After reading the headline
*Sexual orientation prevents male
students from giving blood,” I
Wwas angry.

How can this affect the blood
so much? 1 do not like how the
Red Cross only discriminates
against homosexual and not les-
bians. Every person should be
allowed to give blood no mat-
ter who they would sleep with.
Everyone has the same chance
as everyone else to get a STD
or HIV, no matter his or her sex
partner.

It makes me sick to think that
the person who set up such a great
cause cannot even give blood
himself. His blood could save a
life just as well as my blood or
your blood — and that’s the over-
all reason for a blood drive.

— Magen Pettitt
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peek in the Opinion section, The Print pub-
in response to the article entitled “Sexual
prevents male student from giving blood.”
n error in the organization of the 39 letters

. the vast majority of those printed were of an
josexual nature or in support of the Federal
ministration's ban on gay men giving blood.

8 an absolutely unintended misrepresentation
oportion of supportive letters to ones oppos-
American Red cross. Normally, The Print

) show an even distribution of all submitted

sentiments. In this case, nearly 75 percent of the let-
ters received were from students who were as out-
raged by the FDA ban as Mitch Knudsen and Carol
Burnell. An example of the supportive letters is pro-
vided in this issue of the newspaper.

To anyone who has been hurt by the error: On
behalf of the rest of The Print staff, I deeply apolo-
gize. However, it is our obligation to publish as many
responses to our articles as possible. The editorial
staff will never turn away a letter simply because we

disagree with the views being expressed by the writer.

It is our opinion that every individual has a right to
be heard, even those who express beliefs that some
people may consider “close-minded™ or “ignorant.”
In response to the claims that The Print was pur-
posely showcasing only the negative letters as an

elaborate means to push some kind of anti-homosex-
ual agenda, I can only say that those accusations are
ridiculously absurd and offensive. I personally went to
a lot of trouble to research and write my article about
the fact that Knudsen was unable to contribute to the
blood drive because the basic rights of all students,
staff and faculty are of great concern to this newspa-
per and to me. Unfortunately, because we are only a
weekly publication, there hasn’t been an opportunity
to explain this misunderstanding until today.

I still thank the students who sent in letters, and
I encourage everyone to continue to write in should
they feel so inclined. Even though The Print’s inten-
tions were misunderstood, seeing so many students
come to the defense of members of their community
is encouraging. Please never stop.




