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YOUR VIEWS
Court has no right to 
overrule the people

I cannot believe how fast this country 
has become so immoral and unethical; 

ve eo le can dictate to the ma ority 
what is right. 

The ma ority voted no to same se  
marriage. If you don’t want to believe 
in God it is your choice, but do not tell 
us that it is O . The ma ority vote in 
Oregon was no same se  marriage, and 
yet the attorney general would not stand 
behind the eo le. 

If they want to destroy themselves 
then let it be on them  — they have that 
God-given right, but the government 
does not have the right tell us to acce t 
it. o not give us cow ie and say it’s an 
a le.

William Douglas
Echo

Pot must be handled justly
The controversy over mari uana 

seems to get more com licated daily. In 
a recent article in The New Yorker, May 

8, 2015, a well-known surgeon, Dr. Atul 
Gawande, commented that a Colorado 
study found that the ercentage of 
fatal motor vehicle accidents involving 
mari uana had doubled since its 
commercial distribution became legal.

In reading your Public Safety Log, I 
note that daily there are many citations 
for ersons using or having mari uana 
in their ossession. It is robably true, 
some mari uana is obtained by black 
market, but if Colorado’s statistics are 
correct, we must seriously decide how 
we lan to handle the use of mari uana 
in Oregon.

One only has to look north to 
Washington to learn how much 
mari uana is brought across the border. 
It causes a lot of roblems for the olice 
and courts, roblems that cost ta ayers 
money. Most of those arrested are 
re eaters. inding a way to deal with 
this im ortant issue is not an easy task, 
but dealing with it ustly is im ortant. 
I wish I had a solution, or even a 
suggestion. I do not.

Dorys C. Grover
Pendleton

Before there was a national debate 
about same-se  marriage, there 
was a debate within the gay 

community about whether it was a 
worthwhile goal to chase at all. 

This debate was tactical (since the 
cause once seemed ui otic  but also 
hiloso hical. 

One current of thought saw 
the institution of marriage as 
inherently o ressive, atriarchal or 
heteronormative, better re ected or 
radically transformed than sim ly 
oined.

This liberationist ers ective endured in 
academia, but mostly lost the olitical argument. 
Gay cou les wanted the chance for normalcy, 
straight Americans were sur risingly rece tive, 
and so a conservative case for same-se  
marriage — the argument that marriage is 
essential to human dignity and ourishing — 
became the ublic case for gay e uality. 

And now that case rings from every 
aragra h of Anthony ennedy’s marriage 

ruling, from the rst lines to the no union is 
more rofound than marriage  eroration. 

But in one of the ironies in which the arc of 
history s eciali es, while the conservative case 
for same-se  marriage trium hed in olitics, 
the liberationist case against marriage’s 
centrality to human ourishing was winning in 
the wider culture. 

You would not know this from Kennedy’s 
o inion, which is relentlessly u beat about 
how new insights have strengthened, 
not weakened  marriage, bringing new 
dimensions of freedom  to society. 

But the central new dimension of freedom  
being claimed by straight America is a freedom 
from marriage — from the institution as 
traditionally understood, and from wedlock and 
family, eriod. 

The traditional understanding, which 
rested on se  difference, rocreation, and real 
ermanence, went into crisis in the 1 0s and 

1 0s. But in the 1 0s, when The Atlantic 
informed readers that Dan uayle Was 

ight  about unwed motherhood and today’s 
Democratic front-runner fretted about the costs 
of no-fault divorce, there were reasons to think 
that a kind of neo-traditionalism might still 
have urchase in America. 

ot so today. Since the 0s, a roval of 
divorce, remarital se , and out-of-wedlock 
childbearing have climbed steadily, and the 
belief that children are very im ortant  to 
marriage has colla sed. Kennedy’s ruling 
argues that the right to marry is essential, 
in art, because the institution safeguards 
children and families.  But the changing 
cultural attitudes that ustify his uris rudence 
increasingly treat this safeguard as inessential, 
a otentially nice but hardly necessary thing. 

And the same is true of marriage itself. 
America is not uite so advanced  as certain 
Euro ean societies, but our marriage rate is 

at historic lows, with the millennial 
generation, the vanguard of su ort for 
same-se  marriage, leading the retreat. 
Millennials may agree with Kennedy’s 
ruling, but they’re making his view 
of marriage as a keystone of the 
nation’s social order  look anti ue. In 
their views and (lack of  vows, they’re 
taking a more rela ed ers ective, 
in which wedlock is malleable and 
o tional, one way among many to love, 
live, rear kids — or not. 

In this sense, the gay rights 
movement has won twice over. Its conservative
wing won the right to normalcy for gay 
cou les, while ra id cultural change has made 
the de nition of normalcy less binding than the 
gay left once feared. 

In vain social conservatives have argued 
that this combination isn’t a coincidence, 
that su ort for same-se  marriage and the 
decline of straight marital norms e ist in a 
kind of feedback loo , that an idea can have 
conservative consequences for one community 
and revolutionary im lications overall. 

This argument was ruled out, irrationally, 
as irrational, but it robably wouldn’t have 
mattered if the courts were willing to consider 
it. Too many Americans clearly ust like the 
more rela ed view of marriage’s im ortance, 
and the fact that this rela ation makes room for 
our gay friends and neighbors is only art of its 
a eal. Straight America has its own reasons 
for seeking liberation from the old rules, its 
own ho es of oy and ha iness to chase. 

Unfortunately I see little evidence that 
eo le are actually ha ier in the emerging 

dis ensation, or that their children are better 
off, or that the cause of social ustice is 
well-served, or that declining marriage rates 
and thinning family trees ( lus legal ressure 
on religious communities that are e ce tions 
to this rule  romise anything save greater 
loneliness for the ma ority, and stagnation 
overall. 

The case for same-se  marriage has been 
ressed in the name of the uture. But the 

vision of marriage and family that made its 
victory ossible is dee ly resent-oriented, 
re ecting not only lessons of a long human ast 
but also many of the moral claims that ins ire 
adults to rivilege the interests of their children,
or indeed to bring children into e istence at all. 

Perha s, with same-se  marriage an 
accom lished fact, there will be cultural s ace 
to consider these lessons and claims anew. 
Perha s. 

But seeing little such s ace, and little 
recognition that anything might have been lost 
along the road we’ve taken to this ruling, in the 
name of the ast and the future I res ectfully 
dissent.

Ross Douthat joined The New York Times as
an Op-Ed columnist in April 2009. His column 
appears every Sunday.

Gay conservatism and
straight liberation

or the second year in a row, 
a com uter failure has caused a 
farmworker shortage in the West. 
This renews legitimate com laints 
that the government’s system for 
a roving guestworker visas is 
unnecessarily com le .

A hardware glitch revented the 
State De artment from rocessing 
visas for H-2A guestworkers on 
the Me ican border for nine days, 
reventing workers already hired 

by fruit and vegetable growers 
from entering the United States and 
delaying the icking of erishable 
cro s.

According to the State 
De artment, a  hardware failure 
in its Consular Consolidated 
Database left it unable to rocess 
visas or ass orts at embassies and 
consulates worldwide. 

The roblem left thousands of 
foreign workers with obs waiting 
in the United States, but who had 
not yet had their visas issued, stuck 
in Me ico. And it left growers in 
the U.S. scrambling to try, largely 
unsuccessfully, to arrange  their legal 
crossing. 

We cannot by ass the legal 
requirements necessary to screen 
visa a licants before we issue visas 
for travel,  the State De artment 
said. Security measures revent 
consular of cers from rinting a 
ass ort, re ort of birth abroad or 

visa until the case com letes the 
required national security checks.

While many em loyers offered to 
ay worker e enses as they waited 

in Me ico, many workers could not 
afford to wait and returned home.

Dan a io, director of the 
Washington arm Labor Association 
in Olym ia, is more than a little 
frustrated. A similar glitch last 
year caused delays in getting legal 

workers into the elds and orchards 
of the West.

Though the hardware glitches 
are unfortunate, a io says the 
roblem does not lie with the State 

De artment or its com uters. The 
roblem is that the system de ends 

on the seamless coordination of si  
se arate government agencies.

ive years ago the Obama 
Administration made the H-2A 
rogram less user friendly.

The rogram requires em loyers 
to rst advertise obs to U.S. 
citi ens, and to give reference 
to any local a lications that 
may come thereafter. Even when 
unem loyment is high, local workers 
seldom take to the elds. Growers 
have to rovide trans ortation and 
housing, and a guaranteed wage.

And even if a grower meets all 
the requirements, any number of 
glitches can kee  workers on the 
wrong side of the border.

The answer is meaningful 
immigration reform, assed by 
Congress and not by administrative 

at.
We continue to believe the 

answer is to offer illegal immigrants 
tem orary legal status and a ath to 
ermanent residency after 10 years 

if they meet strict requirements 
— no rior felony convictions, no 
violations while awaiting residency, 
learning to s eak English and ay 
a ne and back ta es. We think the 
border should be secured. Em loyers 
must verify the work status of their 
em loyees.

And of course, a viable 
guestworker rogram must be 
established without the olitics and 
the nonsensical requirements.

Whether taken iecemeal or in a 
com rehensive measure, it’s time 
Congress moved forward.

Guestworker im asse
shows need for reform

The (Bend) Bulletin, June 28

aturalists couldn’t be ha ier about the 
growing number of wolves in Oregon. or 
them, the return of wolves restores a missing 
iece of the ecosystem. But almost in inverse 
ro ortion, ranchers are not so leased.

We don’t want to make light of the serious 
issues that divide naturalists and ranchers, but 
there are great mystery stories in the state’s 
wolf kill investigations.

The re orts are how the state determines if 
a wolf is guilty of killing livestock. They hel  
measure the im act of wolves in Oregon and 
can earn ranchers com ensation for losses.

The re orts aren’t great literature. But for a 
bureaucratic re ort, there is fascinating intrigue 
in the evidence, sleuthing and sus ects.

The Oregon De artment of ish and 
Wildlife tries to get an investigator on site 
within 2  hours of a re ort of a ossible wolf 
kill. There is measurement of bite marks and 
location. Determinations are made about 
what wounds were killing strikes and what 
was ostmortem feeding. There’s analysis 
of tracks. There’s com arison of tracking 

locations of collared wolves. The nal re orts 
are ublished online at www.dfw.state.or.us
Wolves de redation—investigations.as .

Sometimes, wolves are blamed. Sometimes, 
it’s a mountain lion. Sometimes, OD W 
investigators are ust not sure.

anchers com lain about these investiga-
tions. Todd Nash, a Wallowa County rancher 
and chairman of the Oregon Cattlemen’s 
Association wolf committee, doesn’t feel 
OD W is willing enough to con rm a wolf 
kill. He told the East Oregonian it would be 
easier to nd O.J. Sim son guilty than a wolf.

He ointed to an incident in Wallowa 
County this year of the death of a calf. There 
was evidence the calf had been attacked by a 
wolf and a coyote. The investigation decision 
was robable wolf  instead of con rmed 
wolf.

Nash’s frustration is understandable. But 
OD W’s decision in that case seemed reason-
able given the evidence resented in the re ort.

The state does have a res onsibility to get 
rid of wolves that are chronically reying on 
livestock. But if the aw doesn’t t, the state 
must acquit.

If the aw doesn’t t,  
the state must acquit

Ross 
Douthat
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